RADIO SCHILLER den 18. juli
2016:

Deutsche Bank handlingsplan//
Offentliggerelsen af de 28-
sider om Saudi-arabiens rolle
bag terror//

Terror 1 Nice//

Kupforsgget 1 Tyrkiet

Med formand Tom Gillesberg

USA: Senator Feinstein og
kongresmedlem Tauscher
langer ud efter planerne for
nye atomvaben

20. juni 2016 - Senator Dianne Feinstein og tidligere
kongreskvinde og viceudenrigsminister for vabenkontrol og
international sikkerhed, Ellen Tauscher har sammen skrevet en
ledende artikel, der blev bragt i New York Times d. 18. juni,
og hvori de kravede et stop for den planlagte produktion og
indsattelse af det nye ’'Long-Range Standoff Weapon’ (LRSW), en
ny generation af kernevadben, der starkt gger faren for
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termonuklear krig. Forfatterne advarede:

"Luftvdbnet er bestemt for, til naste ar, at accelerere
udviklingen af dette nye nukleare krydsermissil. Det vil
fremfgre et opgraderet W-80 atomspranghoved, og vare i stand
til at penetrere verdens mest avancerede luftforsvarssystemer
. fremstilling af nye kernevaben som dette kan imidlertid vare
ungdvendigt, kostbart og farligt.”

Feinstein og Tauscher citerede tidligere forsvarsminister Bill
Perry, som for et ar siden advarede om, at deployeringen af
LRSW-vabensystemet ville gge risikoen for atomkrig ved at
udviske linjen mellem konventionelle vaben og kernevaben (LRSW
kan bruge bade nukleare og konventionelle spraznghoveder). De
to forfattere af New York Times-artiklen forlangte, at
forsvarsminister Ashton Carter frembringer en detaljeret
offentlig redeggrelse for planerne om LRSW, inklusiv, hvorvidt
det ville blive betragtet som et potentielt offensivt vaben,
snarere end en tilfgjelse af et element til den amerikanske
atom-afskrzkkelse. De citerede estimater fra Fgderationen af
Atomvidenskabsfolk (FAS) er, at det nye vabensystem vil koste
$30 milliarder:

“Pa et tidspunkt, hvor Forsvarsministeriet har besluttet at
modernisere hvert ‘ben’ af den nukleare triade (strategiske
bombefly, interkontinentale ballistiske missiler og
ballistiske missiler fra undervandsbade, -red.), er det
uansvarligt at investere $30 milliarder i et ungdvendigt og
farligt nyt atomvaben.”

De understregede ogsa, at

"Vi gnsker at eliminere enhver uklarhed om, hvorvidt dette nye
missil er et offensivt vaben.”

Forfatterne bemazrkede, at revurderingen ’holdningen til
atomvaben’ i 2010 (2010 Nuclear Posture Review) opfordrede til
en reduktion af det amerikanske atomarsenal og en gget
afhengighed af konventionelle systemer, som luftvabnets ’'Joint



Air-to-Surface Standoff Missile’ og fladens Tomahawk-
krydsermissil, der ikke indebzrer risiko for nuklear

optrapning.

Foto: Long Range Stand Off Krydsermissil.

POLITISK ORIENTERING den 9.
juni 2016:

Ferer NATO’s provokerende
gvelser til krig?

Se ogsa anden del (11 min.).

Med formand Tom Gillesberg
Video: 2. del:

Lyd:
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RADIO SCHILLER den 6. juni
2016:

Krigstrusslen kommer fra
NATO, 1ikke fra Rusland

Med formand Tom Gillesberg

“Vi1 kommer med fred, for hele
menneskeheden”

Det var mindeplade, som de fgrste astronauter bragte til manen
for nasten 50 ar siden: “Vi kommer med fred, for hele
menneskeheden.” Ikke blot astronauterne, men hele den
amerikanske nation og millioner af andre mennesker rundt om pa
jorden fik ®ndret deres tankegang om menneskehedens fremtid af
disse rejser, som de foretog, tilrettelagde og bevidnede.

"For fgrste gang besluttede mennesker sig bevidst for at lare
at leve og agere i omgivelser, der er komplet anderledes end
dem, fra hvilke vi har udviklet os,” som en astronaut sagde
det.

Men nasten fra den ene dag til den anden trak de smukke skibe,
der cirklede om manen, sig tilbage; fjernere rumrejser blev
glemt. Landet kastede sig ud i krige — modelleret efter
britiske og franske kolonikrige —, som er fortsat siden da, og
som USA ultimativt har tabt. Under prasidenter G.W. Bush og
Obama, har de spredt katastrofer af krig og terrorisme tvars
over Mellemgsten, Nordafrika og Europa.
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Skgnt der blev udpeget ubemandede rummissioner for opdagelser
0g opdagelsesrejsende, var amerikanerne overbevist om at vare
"praktiske” og at glemme at gennemleve opdagelser, som de ofte
havde gjort far.

Andre nationer, Kina og Indien i s®rdeleshed, planlagger nu at
tage de store opdagelsesskridt i rummet, planlagger Mars-
missioner, programsaztter de fgrste landinger pa den storsldede
platform for opdagelser af galaksen — Manens bagside.

Pd samme tid har de asiatiske magter sammen med Rusland
planlagt og pabegyndt udfordrende projekter for ny
infrastruktur, store gst-vest og nord-syd eurasiske landbroer
med hgjhastighedstog, nye byer, energi, selv
magnettogsforbindelser.

Nar de griber ind for at bringe krige til afslutning, sa de
kan pabegynde genopbygning og ny udvikling, sa mener de det.

President Obama, der prgver at sammenstykke militzralliancer,
handelskrige, NATO-krigstrusler og konfrontationer for at
stande de russiske og kinesiske ledere fra disse udviklinger —
organiserer faktisk en "liga af tabere.” Truslen om global
krig fra hans forsgg pa at intimidere Rusland og Kina er
alvorlige; men han er en taber, der truer virkelige ledere som
Putin og Xi.

Glem hvad der er “praktisk muligt”: Selv i bekampelse af
terrorisme, er opdagelser hvad der behgves for at vinde sejre,
opdagelser, som i at eksponere de saudisk/britiske hander, der
kontrollerede massemordene d. 11. september, og pludseligt
dermed se kilden til de seneste 15 ars katastrofale krige.

Sa meget desto mere i at genoplive det storartede amerikanske
rumprogram. I samarbejde med de nylige dynamiske rum-magter
vil det blive en ny kilde til at leve gennem opdagelser — der
faktisk er menneskelige, som nationen larte det for 50 ar
siden.



Amerikansk missilforsvar 1
@steuropa: Hvordan Rusland
vil respondere

D. 17. maj, 2016 — Under ovenstdende overskrift udgav RT
International i gar en betydningsfuld artikel, der bredt
kortlagger den russiske reaktion pa NATO-provokationerne med
indvielsen af den rumaznske Aegis* landfacilitet den 12. maj,
fulgt den fglgende dag, den 13. maj, af fogrste spadestik til
den polske Aegis landfacilitet, der er programsat til at blive
operationel i 2018. De mest prominente af de citerede
reaktioner, der tilsammen peger pa den kendsgerning, at
Rusland vil respondere asymmetrisk og uforudsigeligt,
inkluderer:

— Prasident Vladimir Putin: "“Nu, efter deployeringen
af disse antimissil system-elementer, vil vi blive tvunget til
at tenke over neutralisering af udviklingen af trusler mod
Ruslands sikkerhed.”

— Maria Zakharova, udenrigsministeriets talskvinde:
"Hvad vi ser fra vore vestlige partnere kan ikke kaldes et
forraderi, fordi et forraderi kun er muligt fra ens na&re
venner. Det var forbryderiske skridt - krankelser af
aftaler...Idet vi ser hvordan denne situation udvikler sig,
forbeholder vi os selvfglgelig retten til at respondere.”

— Mikhail Ulyanov (udenrigsministeriet direktgr for
vabenkontrol): RT omformulerer Ulyanov, idet der siges, at ”"i
teorien forventes det rumaznske missilforsvarskompleks 1 sig
selv ikke at udggre en trussel imod den strategiske balance.
Det er imidlertid umuligt at klarlagge hvornar USA og NATO vil
mene, at sikkerhedsniveauet i Europa er ’tilstrakkeligt’.” Sa
citeres Ulyanov direkte: "I dag er basen i Rumznien blevet
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bragt til operationelt beredskab; 1 morgen vil grundstenen
blive lagt for konstruktionen af en tilsvarende base i Polen.
0g sd er der skibene, der bevager sig frit omkring pad havene,
inklusiv i Sortehavet, Barentshavet og det Baltiske Hav. Og
USA har afslaet at diskutere enhver begransning.”

— Viktor Murakhovsky (medlem af den russiske
federation radsforsamlings militar-industrielle kommission):
"For indev@rende er Aegis landfaciliteten i Rumanien.. ikke
fysisk eller teknisk i stand til at afskare vore europaisk-
baserede ICMS’s. Men Blok 2A-modificeringen er 1lige om
hjgrnet...Blok 2A-missiler kunne, i det mindste i teorien,
udggre en trussel mod potentialet af missiler i europaisk
Rusland.” Han udkaster ideen om, at Rusland trakker sig ud af
INF traktaten, og placerer missiler i det vestlige Rusland pa
grensen til Europa. "Jeg husker sardeles godt de massive anti-
amerikanske demonstrationer, der fandt sted i Vesten pa det
tidspunkt, hvor traktaten blev forhandlet. Det var under dette
pres, at Washington gik med til traktaten. 0g grunden til
protesterne var meget enkel: det er ikke behageligt at leve 1
bevidstheden om, at man befinder sig i nogens sigtekorn. I dag
er det mdaske pa tide at minde Washingtons g@gsteuropaiske
allierede om denne kendsgerning.”

* Systemet bliver det fgrste landbaserede element Phase II af
det sdakaldte europaiske Phased Adaptive Approach
missilforsvarssystem og vil blive udstyret med SM-3 Block IB
interceptor-missiler. Phase III kommer i 2018 med
konstruktionen af det andet Landbaserede Aegis-anl®g i Polen,
med Block IIA versionen af SM-3-missilet, som ogsad vil vare om
bord pa skibe fra den amerikanske flade, der kan transportere
BMD (Ballistic Missile Defense).



RADIO SCHILLER den 23. maj
2016:

Tettere samarbejde mellem
Rusland og Japan,

mens Obama nzgter at beklage
atombombningen af Hiroshima

Med formand Tom Gillesberg:

Senator Graham: FBI'’s
aggressive bedrag omkring
9/11

Uddrag fra LaRouchePAC fredags-webcast, den 29 april 2016

Senator Bob Graham fortsatter med at vare meget kontant 1 sine
beskyldninger omkring hvem der er ansvarlig for at dazkke over,
det som han fgr har kaldt det "aggressive bedrag" af det
amerikanske folk omkring spgrgsmdlet om, hvad der virkelig
skete den 11 september 2001. I dette interview opfordrede
Senator Graham ikke kun til frigivelsen af de 28 sider. Han
opfordrede ogsa til frigivelse af de titusinder af andre
dokumentsider, der er blevet tilbageholdt fra det amerikanske
folk og Kongressens efterforskere, og kaldte for en genabning
af 9/11 undersggelsen. I dette interview gjorde Senator Graham
som han har gjort fgr, men pd en meget kontant og meget &rlig
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made. Han placerede ansvaret lige uden for dgren af FBI
(Federal Bureau of Investigation), som han beskyldte, 1
utvetydige vendinger, for at lyve til Kongressen og engagere
sig i dette "aggressive bedrag" af det amerikanske folk.

Lad mig indledningsvis lase nogle uddrag fra Senator Graham's
interview. Senator Graham sagde:

"Grunden til at de 28 sider er sad vigtige, er at de var
konklusionen pa Kongressens undersggelse af hvordan 1lte
september operationen var finansieret. Hvem betalte for det?
0g mens jeg ikke kan diskutere detaljerne i dette kapitel,
peger det kraftigt pa Saudi-Arabien.

"Hvad vi officielt ved er, at der var agenter for den saudiske
regering, som stgttede mindst to af de flykaprere der endte
med at bo i San Diego. De blev hjulpet med gkonomisk stgtte,
med anonymitet, med et sted at bo, med flylektioner og med
beskyttelse. I et tilfalde, i over et ar.

FBI har udleveret 80.000 sider [®rligt talt blev de tvunget
til at udlevere MO*] til en fgderal domstol, gennem en Freedom
of Information Act (FoIA) sag, der involverer en undersggelse
der fandt sted i Sarasota, Florida af forholdet mellem
Mohammed Atta, lederen af de 19 flykaprere og to af hans
handlangere og en fremtradende Saudisk familie, som havde boet
i Sarasota i seks ar. De tog afsted to uger fgr 9/11 under
betingelser, som blev beskrevet som presserende for at vende
tilbage til Saudi-Arabien, hvilket skaber den logiske
slutning, at de blev varskoet og besluttede at de ville vare
bedre stillede andetsteds end i Sarasota, nar 9/11 indtraf."

Intervieweren spurgte da Senator Graham fglgende. Hun sagde,
"Tror du, at de pa hinanden fglgende administrationer har
beskyttet den saudiske kongefamilie imod amerikanske
statsborgeres interesser?”

Senator Graham svarede, "Ja. 0g jeg tror, det har varet mere
end en tilslgring. Jeg tror, det har varet det, jeg kalder



aggressivt bedrag. Der er tilfelde, hvor FBI offentligt har
publiceret udsagn, som jeg ved fra personlig erfaring var
usande. De erklazrede at de i forbindelse med Sarasota sagen
havde afsluttet undersggelsen, og at undersggelsen havde
fastsldet at der ikke var nogen forbindelse mellem flykaprerne
og den fremtradende Saudiske familie, og at de havde
overleveret alle disse oplysninger til bade Kongressens
undersggelse og 9/11 Citizens Commissions. Jeg ved det som en
kendsgerning, at ingen af disse tre udsagn er sande."

S3a sagde intervieweren til ham: "Lad mig fa dette pa det
rette, Sir. Du pastar at FBI bevidst 1gj om dette spgrgsmal,
og at der har varet en tilslgring.".

Senator Graham afbred hende, og sagde: ".. det er mere end en
tilslegring. FBI misinformerede om hvad der er i deres egne
registreringer i forhold til situationen i Sarasota"

Han blev spurgt: "Hvad tror du der skal ggres?"

Senator Graham svarede:. "Jeg tror, vi er ngdt til at have en
generel genabning af efterforskningen af 9/11. Bade
Kongressens og 9/11 Kommissionens undersggelse foregik under
stramme tidsrammer, hvilket udelukkede den fuldstandige
undersggelse, der ngdvendigvis ma ge@res, nar 9/11 sagen er
genabnet."

Hr. LaRouche sagde, efter at have lyttet til dette interview,
at dette er meget klart og tydeligt. Dette kan der ikke ggres
indsigelser imod. Alt, hvad senator Graham sagde, var helt
rigtigt.

Han sagde: "Retfardighed skal endelig ske fyldest overfor de
amerikanske borgere. Det kan ikke langere udskydes. Ingen kan
sige, "Lad os bare udsatte dette, lad os udsatte dette, lad os
udsatte det endnu en uge. Det skal ske nu.” Den sande historie
er blevet tilslgret alt for lange”, sagde Hr. LaRouche, og han
fortsatte:" Sen. Grahams udsagn om dette er klare og tydelige.
Hans identifikation af FBI's aggressive bedrag er lige i gjet,



og kan ikke diskuteres. Husk, at FBI juridisk er underlagt
justitsministeriet, som er medlem af den udgvende magt,
hvilket placerer hele denne operation lige pa Obamas dgrtrin.
Den udgvende magt kan ikke handle uden prasidentens direkte
ordrer.

Ethvert forsgg pa varigt at fortsatte som nu," sagde Hr.
LaRouche, "er en krankelse af de amerikanske borgeres
forfatningsmessige rettigheder, og det i interessen af det der
beviseligt er en fjendtlig fremmed magt, helt op til det punkt
af hvad man kan sige narmer sig forraderi. Faren er 3.
verdenskrig, hvilket ville betyde gdelaggelse af ikke kun USA,
men hele verden. Der gar ikke en dag uden at der forekommer en
provokation, et eller andet sted i verden af Obama mod bade
Rusland og Kina, der hver vil kunne t®nde lunten til 3.
verdenskrig. Vi kan ikke vente, vi kan ikke udsaztte det. Vi
kan ikke sige, 'Ah, bare et par uger mere, blot et par maneder
mere.' 3. verdenskrig er pa vores dgrtrin, og 3. verdenskrig
ville betyde gdelaggelsen af menneskeheden.

"Vabenhvilen i Syrien narmer sig oplgsningspunktet. Saudi-
Arabien og Tyrkiets rolle i dette er klar og udggr en meget
indlysende pointe, at det strategiske momentum, der er
ngdvendigt gennem de-klassificeringen af de 28 sider, ville
forhindre denne krig. Dette viser dig blot et eksempel — et
meget umiddelbart eksempel — men det er blot ét eksempel pa
den strategiske ngdvendighed af at frigive de 28 sider og
blotlagge saudierne og deres partnere i det britiske monarki
for hvad de er og hvad de gjorde i tilfaldet med 9/11
forbrydelsen"

* MO: Modus Operandi — made at agere pa



RADIO SCHILLER den 17. maj
2016:

De nordiske lande skal 1ikke
indrulles 1

Obamas konfrontationspolitik
imod Rusland

Med formand Tom Gillesberg

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

Et uddrag:

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

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

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

0g sa er der selvfglgelig det mere langsigtede spgrgsmal
omkring, hvordan man skaber en tilstand hvor mennesker ikke



har noget incitament til at g& med i den slags
terrororganisationer. Det spgrgsmal ligger implicit i Kinas
politiske projekt kaldet »Et balte, én vej«: Udviklingen af
Asien gennem denne »Win-Win«-politik. Visse desperate
politiske ledere i Europa — sagar i Tyskland — lufter ideen om
en »Marshallplan«, der skal genopbygge Syrien og Irak. Det vil
give flygtningene en mission, sa de vil tage tilbage og hjalpe
med at opbygge deres lande med en masse opbakning udefra. Og
det er en del af den slags passende og holdbare
antiterrorstrategi, der skal til for at skabe en
langtidsholdbar 1lgsning. Allerede tilbage i 1970'erne
fremlagde Lyndon LaRouche en plan for at skabe fred og
udvikling i Mellemgsten. Udgangspunktet var at en gkonomisk
udvikling af regionen var den mest effektive
antiterrorstrategi. Ligeledes sagde LaRouche i kglvandet pa
Oslo-aftalen i 1993, at man blev ngdt til med det samme at
kere bulldozer og arbejdsmaskinerne 1 position og begynde at
genopbygge Gazastriben og Vestbredden og skabe et velstaende
omrade, hvor mennesker har en fremtid at leve for og se frem
til.

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

Ogden: Pa den front sa vi hvordan CIA-direktgr, John Brennan,
i TV-udsendelsen »Meet the Press« sidste sgndag (1. maj)
udtalte, at de 28 sider ikke vil blive offentliggjort af



Obama-administrationen. Det viser med al tydelighed at USA
ikke er klar til en alliance med Rusland, Kina og Indien, FN
og Europa omkring en effektiv krig mod terror, men stadig
bukker og skraber for den saudiske kongefamilie, som stod bag
11. september.

Putins afggrende intervention i Palmyra, foruden hvilken byen
stadig ville vare under ISIS' belejring, skaber en stark
kontrast og viser vejen for at overvinde terrorisme. S& maske
kan du forklare, hvad dette viser om, hvor Obama-
administrationens sande alliancer ligger.

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

0g sa udtalte pressesekretazren for det Hvide Hus, Josh
Earnest, tirsdag — han har ellers under pres fra de pargrende
til ofrene for 11. september flere gange udtalt, at en i det
mindste delvis offentligggrelse af de 28 sider ville finde
sted indenfor de naste maneder — at han bakkede fuldt op



omkring Brennans udlagning af sagen i »Meet the Pressc«
udsendelsen og at der ikke ville blive nogen offentligggrelse.
0g han 1gj sad det drev, idet han gentog Brennans lggn om, at
de 28 sider indeholder ubegrundede forelgbige ledetrade. Og
det pa trods af, at der er snesevis af saudiarabiske
embedsmend og politiske figurer, der er dybt involveret i at
samarbejde med flykaprerne fgr angrebet d. 11. september.

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

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

Med formand Tom Gillesberg

Video:
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Frederiksberg den 18. april
2016

Kommer senere pa dansk.

Helga Zepp-LaRouche Addresses Seminar in Copenhagen,
April 18, 2016 [unproofed draft]

We Need a New Paradigm for Humanity

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

kind introduction.

Dear Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen: I would like to

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

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

quite adequate.

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

travel with the idea that there is only one humanity, and that
our planet, which is very beautiful and blue; however, it 1is
very

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

to mention the billion galaxies out there in our universe.

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

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

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

Just think, that it took 100 years before modern science

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

has brought tremendous progress. But just think that this
growth

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

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

present, to have the right perspective.

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

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

Russia, and China are developing new generations of smaller
and

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

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

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

Mutual Assured Destruction.

The previous NATO doctrine of Mutual Assured Destruction
proceeded from the assumption that the destructive power of
nuclear weapons is so horrible, because it will lead to the
annihilation of the human race, that nobody in their right
mind

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

weapons would never be used.

This is now no longer valid. What they are now discussing,



openly, on the front page of the {New York Times}, is that
what

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

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

nuclear war.

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

of the difference between thermonuclear weapons and
conventional

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

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

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

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

is the purpose of conducting meetings like this seminar and
many

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

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

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

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

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

than that which is governing the world today.



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

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

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

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

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

You have the NATO expansion up to the Russian border.

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

makes them prime targets.

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

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

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

Then you have the entire region of Southwest Asia, still

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

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

been no conflicts.

In the Middle East briefing, discussing President Obama's

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

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

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



relationship

between NATO and the Gulf Cooperation Council countries.

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

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

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

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

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

trans-Atlantic region is in decline.

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

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

like what happened in 2009.

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

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

policy to the present day, is the Project for the New American
Century, the so-called Wolfowitz Doctrine, which 1s a neocon
idea

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

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

In the age of thermonuclear weapons, the insistence to



maintain a

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

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

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

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

Chinese economy right now is rebounding. They just announced
that

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

in China.

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

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

massive pressure from the United States not to do so,
immediately

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

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



infrastructure.

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

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

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

that after China 1s investing in the Port of Piraeus, that
Greece

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

absolutely want to participate in China helping to build a
fast

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

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

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

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

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

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

When President Xi Jinping at the APEC meeting in October

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

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



respect

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

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

UN Charter anyway.

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

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

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

not China. Recently, the American Defense Secretary Ash
Carter,
and also NATO commander General Breedlove, declared the
enemies

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

Iran, fourth North Korea, and only fifth terrorism.

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

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

that all crucial problems of the world cannot be solved
without

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

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

this situation could not have come to the potential of a



political solution.

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

to follow the "international standards."

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

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

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

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

which just concluded in Washington over the weekend, behind
the

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

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

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

At the recent Davos Economic Forum, the former chief

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

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

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

collapse.

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

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

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



fact,

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

a negative interest rate policy, it boomeranged! It had the
opposite effect: Rather than leading to more investment, in
the

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

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

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

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

Because after helicopter money comes only evaporation.

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

one, which is in a different domain, but equally systemic 1is
the

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

refuge
to these people, and for the first time, I was saying "this
woman is doing the right thing." I know there was a lot of

international criticism, but she acted on the basis of the
Geneva

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

gone, because without the Schengen agreement, the possibility
to

have the euro last is extremely dubious.

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

UN Ambassador Vitaly Churkin, presented the UN Security
Council

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

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

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

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

So, if you look at the pictures of Idomeni, where the
Macedonian police are using tear gas against refugees who are
absolutely desperate; if you look at the fact that Greece 1is
now,

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



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

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

the completely bankruptcy of Europe. The Doctors Without
Borders

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

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

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

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

And just yesterday the news came that another 400 people
drowned

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

haunt the people who are refusing to change their ways.

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

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



there

is a coverup of criminal activity.

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

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

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

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

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

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

because the genie is now out of the bottle.

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

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

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

reaction to the world financial crisis at the time.
Implement

the full banking separation — Glass-Steagall — and the whole
offshore nightmare which 1is being revealed in the Panama
Papers,

and remember, that this firm Mossack Fonseca is only the
fourth

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

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

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



1971,

opening the gate for floating exchange rates and especially
the

creation of offshore money markets for the unlimited creation
of

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

debt, which has accumulated and ballooned after the bailouts
of

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

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

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

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

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

as it happened in Europe after the Second World War.

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

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

the peace dividend of this ceasefire is becoming visible for
the

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

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



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

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

mainly consists of desert.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

commit themselves to work on such a Silk Road Marshall Plan



for

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

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

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

the United States needs {urgently} a New Silk Road itself.
Because 1if you look at the condition, not only of the
financial

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

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

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

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

sign of a collapsing society.

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

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

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

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

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



founded.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

the emergence of Classical arts.

And that is what we have to do today: We have to stop
thinking in terms of geopolitics, and we have to focus on the
common aims of mankind. Now, what are these "common aims of



mankind"? It is, first of all scientific cooperation to
eradicate hunger, poverty, to develop more and more cures for
diseases, to increase the longevity of all people. We have to
study much more fundamentally, what is the principle of life?
Why does life exist? How does it function? What, really, is
the

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

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

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

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

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

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

the Italian Renaissance; the Andalusian Spanish Renaissance,
the

Ecole Polytechnique in France, the great German Classical
period.

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

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



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

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

I think everybody who is thinking about these questions, has

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

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

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

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

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

for the human species. [applause]

Uden en mission er I dgde!

22. marts 2016 (Leder fra LaRouchePAC) — »Bankerotten i USA’s
gkonomi er generelt set ferdigt. Det er absolut ferdigtc,
erklarede Lyndon LaRouche kategorisk i sin diskussion mandag
den 21. marts med LPAC Policy Committee, under den
internationale webcast.

Mens de fleste amerikanere ser den anden vej og med frygt i
sjelen forsgger at lade som om, at det ikke finder sted, sa er
det, vi i virkeligheden er vidne til, hele det transatlantiske
finanssystems dad — det er bankerot og star ikke til at redde.
Men, vi er ogsad vidne til en nations ded, og dens befolknings


https://schillerinstitut.dk/si/2016/03/uden-en-mission-er-i-doede/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?list=PLM6byG9IYiERgm2qA-g2NzV8xHwRt-m84&v=xNf9j2NhRFc
https://www.youtube.com/watch?list=PLM6byG9IYiERgm2qA-g2NzV8xHwRt-m84&v=xNf9j2NhRFc

ded, fordi vores fornemmelse for en national mission — og de
enkelte individers fornemmelse af formal og selve det, at have
en identitet — systematisk er blevet fjernet af Det britiske
Imperium, dets agenter og dets politik internt i USA. Intet
har veret sa afggrende for denne operation som nedlazggelsen af
NASA, som er kulmineret under Obamas prasidentskabs-parodi.

I gar erklarede LaRouche: »Der er hele kategorier af folk, der
under normale omstandigheder var produktive mennesker. De har
ikke langere nogen rolle at udfylde. For det fgrste sidder vi
pa toppen af en vulkan, som er det bankerotte, transatlantiske
finanssystem, som kan - og vil — eksplodere 1 en
hyperinflationsskabende nedsmeltning, hvad gjeblik, det skal
vere. Tro endelig ikke, at den nuvarende politik med endelgse
bailouts og »helikopterpenge«, som tidligere formand for
Federal Reserve, Ben Bernanke, holdt af at kalde det, kan
holde stand. Man kan ikke forsgge at ’'redde’ for 2 billiard
dollar verdilgse, spekulative finanspapirer med endnu en
billiard finansielt affald, uden, at det eksploderer op i ens
ansigt. De regeringer, der stgtter op omkring denne galskab -
sasom Obamaregeringen — er lige sa skyldige i de forbrydelser,
der begas.

Det britiske Imperium er dgmt til total wundergang,
understregede Lyndon LaRouche i dag, og de handler 1 total
desperation: de vil ikke acceptere et nederlag, og de er
parate til at drazbe en masse. Der er sterke indikationer pa,
at dette er i gang i USA, savel som i Europa.

(]

Dgdsfald som folge af narko-overdosis, alle kommuner, USA,
2002-2014. 0.D.’s er steget til tarnheje tal i nasten alle
USA’s kommuner under Bush’ og Obamas prasidentskaber.

Ud over det eksploderende finanssystem, sa sidder vi ogsa pa
toppen af nok en vulkan, som er den erklarede hensigt fra Det
britiske Imperium — og fra deres marionet, Barack Obama — om



at fremtvinge regimeskift 1 Rusland og Kina. Som Lyndon
LaRouche i arevis har advaret om, sa er kriserne i Libyen,
Syrien og Irak, og international terrorisme generelt, alle
sammen rettet mod et strategisk atomopggr med Rusland og Kina.
De seneste »barbariske« terrorhandlinger i Bruxelles, som
prasident Vladimir Putin kaldte det, er ingen undtagelse. Idet
hun talte om de internationale sponsorer af terrorisme — som
vi ved er Det britiske Imperium, der opererer under diverse
flag — var talsperson for det russiske Udenrigsministerium,
Maria Zakharova, ligefrem: »Man kan ikke stgtte terrorister i
én del af verden uden at forvente, de ogsa dukker op i en
anden. «

Rusland og Kina fortsatter med at spille deres rolle i at ga
op imod dette vanvid, og bygge et Nyt Paradigme baseret pa en
mission for menneskeheden, der udfolder sig omkring win-win-
samarbejde om grundlaggende forskning sa som rumforskning, og
samstemmende store infrastrukturprojekter her pa planeten
Jord.

Men for at det skal lykkes, md USA bringes med ombord i dette
Nye Paradigme. Til en begyndelse ma de nazister, der gnsker at
forvandle USA til en koncentrationslejr, afslgres som det, de
er — lige fra FBI-hooligans, til Obamas drabsmaskine og til
Wall Street-bankerne, der har folkemord i deres kglvand. At
give dem en starkt forsinket blodtud er en god made at fa
humgret op og genoplive optimisme pa.

Dernast ma landet genoprette sin fornemmelse for national
mission omkring NASA’'s rumprogram, med Kesha Rogers’ kampagne
som spydspids for vore bestrazbelser i denne retning. Dette vil
gengive folk ikke alene produktive jobs, men selve deres
fornemmelse for mening og menneskelig identitet. Og det er en
kraft, som Det britiske Imperium ikke kan handtere.



Hold op med at skjule
katastrofen - Se den 1
gjnene, og tag ansvar!

21. marts 2016 (Leder fra LaRouchePAC) — Finanssystemets
kollaps kan ikke 1langere skjules for befolkningerne i Europa
og USA. Bankerne er gaet i panik — med en udvidelse af den
kvantitative lempelses pengetrykning, negative rentesatser,
banker, der opkgber deres egne aktier for at bevare skinnet af
solvens, og snak om »helikopterpenge«, som om penge var
problemet. Det handler ikke om penge, men om realgkonomiens
sammenbrud. Selvmordsraten blandt tidligere beskaftigede
specialarbejdere handler ikke om penge — det handler om, at de
er blevet skubbet til side af en satanisk politik, der kun er
interesseret i penge, ikke mennesker.

0g alligevel accepterer de fleste mennesker det, af frygt —
frygt for, at FBI og NSA skal »fange dem«, hvis de taler
offentligt, hvis de taler om det, der er en abenlys
kendsgerning. USA og Europa er i forfald, i fard med at dg,
mens Kina og Rusland vokser og lagger vagt pa deres
befolkninger, og verdens befolkninger, og de rejser ud 1
rummet, mens Obama lukker NASA ned; de bygger jernbaner i hele
verden, mens Obama lukker dem ned, og de udvider uddannelse,
mens Obama legaliserer narkotika.

Den amerikanske kulturs dgd kan ikke udtrykkes bedre end
gennem den kendsgerning, at Obamaregeringen fremlagde en »Ven
af retten«-brief (Amicus curiae) 1 en sag, der blev anlagt af
Colorados nabostater for at standse Colorados legalisering af
marihuana, som ggr det umuligt at begranse den narkotika, der
strgmmer over gransen. Den stgrste heroinepidemi i amerikansk
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historie, der nu bergrer hver eneste kommune i landet, stammer
direkte fra legaliseringen af narkohandlen - eftersom
netverkerne for pot er de samme som dem, der spreder heroin og
kokain. Narkohandler George Soros var henrykt, da Hgjesteret 1
dag demte til fordel for Obamas narkohandel og afviste at lade
sagen mod Colorados narkopolitik komme for retten.

Chefen for Indiens centralbank, Raghuram Rajan, advarede 1 dag
om, at verden befinder sig i en »voksende farlig situation«
pga. de vestlige bankers tiltag med at trykke penge, mens
deres fysiske gkonomier er ved at kollapse. »Det
internationale samfund har et valg«, fremfgrte Rajan. »Vi kan
lade som om, alt star vel til med det globale, monetazre ikke-
system og habe pa, at der ikke er noget, der gar helt galt.
Eller ogsa kan vi begynde at opbygge et system, der passer til
det 21. arhundredes integrerede verden.«

Wall Street og City of London, der meget vel ved, at deres
finansimperium er ved at smuldre, er af den mening, at det
eneste svar er krig for at bryde den »trussel« mod deres magt,
der kommer fra Kina og BRIKS-nationerne. Befolkningerne i USA
og Europa bliver saledes tvangsfodret med en daglig dosis
hysteri om »russisk aggression« og »kinesisk aggression«, i et
desperat forsgg pa at forhindre befolkningen i at se, at det
nye paradigme, baseret pad videnskab, udvikling og menneskeligt
fremskridt, der er centreret omkring Kina og Rusland, er en
kendsgerning. Selv, nar amerikanere hader deres prasident og
veammes ved det klovneshow, der kaldes prasidentvalget, sa
forstar de ikke, hvorfor 80 % af det russiske folk stgtter
Vladimir Putin, og at over 90 % af kineserne stgtter Xi
Jinping.

Det er der en grund til. Det er baseret pa at give
befolkningen en fornemmelse af en fremtid, 1 en mission, der
indbefatter fremskridt for hele menneskeheden — en vision, der
engang var kendt som Det amerikanske System. Det md genoplives
1 Vesten og erstatte det dogde pengesystem og den dgende
kultur. Alle borgere har ikke alene en andel i denne mission;



de har ogsad et ansvar for at virkeliggere den.

Foto: Den tidligere bilfabrik Packard i Detroit, Michigan. Da
fabrikken blev bygget, var den verdens mest moderne bilfabrik.

Info: Indbyggertallet i byen Detroit er faldet betydeligt fra
slutningen af det 20. arhundrede og frem til i dag. Mellem
2000 og 2010 faldt indbyggertallet med 25 procent. I 2010
havde byen et indbyggertal pa 713.000, et fald pa mere end 60
% fra byens top-indbyggertal pa 1,8 mio. ved folketallingen i
1950. Faldet skyldes, at Detroits 1industri, primert
bilindustri og maskinverktejsindustri — realeokonomien -
gradvist er blevet afmonteret, med den heraf folgende enorme
arbejdsloshed. I 2013 blev byen erklaret konkurs, med en
ubetalelig geld pa 1,8 mio. dollar.

Lyndon LaRouche har foreslaet, at byens fabrikker ombygges —
gennem Franklin Roosevelts politik med statslig kredit til
investering i den produktive gkonomi, 1 traditionen efter
USA’s farste finansminister, Alexander Hamilton, ogsa kaldet
Det amerikanske System — til at deltage 1 produktion 1
forbindelse med LaRouche-bevaegelsens foreslaede NAWAPA-
projekt, samt i1 forbindelse med opbygning af et hgjhastigheds-
jernbanenet i USA, og mens der endnu findes faglerte
arbejdere, der kan vare med til at viderefgre deres knowhow
til den unge, arbejdslgse generation, der aldrig fik chancen
for at tilegne sig faglige, produktive ferdigheder.

Se ogsa: LPAC’s digitale brochure: The US joins the New Silk
Road

Se ogsa: Brochure (dansk): Hvorfor USA og Europa ma ga med i
BRIKS


https://larouchepac.com/us-joins-new-silk-road
https://larouchepac.com/us-joins-new-silk-road
http://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=4898
http://schillerinstitut.dk/si/?p=4898

Et hab for USA og Europa:
Asiens og Ruslands lederskab

21. marts 2016 (Leder fra LaRouchePAC) - Kollapset af de
transatlantiske landes finanssystemer er nart forestdende. Det
er netop blevet signaleret i Den europaiske Centralbanks chefs
meddelelse om, at de nu undersgger at kaste »helikopterpenge«
ind i1 bankkonti i hele Europa; og i den tyske Centralbanks
chefs eksplosive offentlige udbrud imod denne
inflationsskabende plan. Centralbankerne har forsggt enhver
form for bailout i syv ar, og finanssystemerne er nu ved
randen af et gennemgribende kollaps.

Nationerne ma nu dramatisk og omgdende &ndre deres politik for
at redde deres gkonomier og befolkninger fra Wall Streets og
City of Londons kollaps.

0g der er kun én kurs for &ndring, der vil lykkes: den
politik, der er modelleret efter praesident Franklin Roosevelts
politik — med nedlukning af Wall Streets kasinoer og
udstedelse af statslig kredit til produktive formdal — men
koordineret pa globalt plan.

Til at gennemfgre dette kan lederskabet kun komme fra Asien:
fra Kina, Rusland og Indien.

Kina er i fard med at bygge landbroer tvars over Eurasien og
ind i1 det kollapsede Europa, og endda muligvis ind i USA via
Beringstradet. Inden for to ar planlagger Kina at landsaztte et
rumfartgj pa Manens bagside og observere og undersgge
universet pa mader, der hidtil ikke har varet muligt fra
Jorden eller fra fartgjer i kredslgb. Kina og Indien er nu
verdens mest dynamiske rumnationer.
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Kinas »Nye Silkevejspolitik« med udstedelse af kredit og
opbygning af broer, der spander over kontinenter, med ny,
gkonomisk infrastruktur, star mdaske ogsda pa randen af at
bringe gkonomisk udvikling til Mellemgsten og Nordafrika.
Dette er fundamentet for en varig fred og stabilitet. At fgre
den Ny Silkevejs udvikling gennem Mellemgsten og Nordafrika,
og erklare grkenen krig, er det eneste udviklingsperspektiv
for hele denne region. 0g det er den eneste basis for at vende
Europas »flygtningekrise« omkring.

Vliadimir Putins initiativ i Syrien har vendt kursen for
anliggender i Mellemgsten hen mod en forhandlet fred og
stabilitet, for fgrste gang, siden George W. Bush’
katastrofale krig i Irak.

Dette er lederskab.

Den ganske lille styrke, der har katalyseret dette lederskab,
har varet LaRouchePAC og Schiller Instituttet. Hen over 30 ar
er Lyndon og Helga Zepp-LaRouches politik med den »Eurasiske
Landbro« blevet Kinas politik, iser over for Rusland og
Indien. I et gennembrud i sidste uge i Cairo blev det
offentligt Egyptens politik, gennem en konference med
reprasentant for Schiller Instituttet Hussein Askary og
Egyptens transportminister som hovedtalere.

Ved afgegrende konferencer 23. marts i Frankfurt og 7. april i
New York City vil denne politik blive forelagt europziske
nationer og USA: Ga med i Den nye Silkevej, tag lederskabet i
Asien og samarbejd med det, eller ga ind i en hablgs bankerot.
Alt afhanger af disse begivenheders succesfulde indflydelse.

Foto: Begyndelsen af Silkevejen, Xian, Kina. Kinas nye
pkonomiske Silkevejs-udviklingspolitik, »Et balte, én vej«, er
aben for tilslutning fra alle nationer. (CC BY-SA 2.0)



Det frydefulde ved at skabe
overraskelser!

LaRouchePAC Internationale
Fredags-webcast 18. marts

2016

Engelsk udskrift: I denne uge far vi en opdatering fra Kesha
Rogers i Texas, som anfgrer en politik for en genoplivelse af
det amerikanske NASA-rumprogram; Jason Ross fortsatter sagaen
om Gottfried Leibniz; og Jeffrey Steinberg giver os Lyndon
LaRouches analyse af betydningen for fredsprocessen i Syrien
af de seneste udviklinger, med den russiske militare
tilbagetrakning.

— DELIGHT IN CREATING SURPRISES! —
International Webcast March 18, 2016

MATTHEW OGDEN: Good Evening! It's March 18th, 2016. My name

is Matthew Ogden, and I would like to thank you for joining us
for our weekly Friday evening broadcast, here, on
larouchepac.com. I'm joined in the studio tonight by Jeffrey
Steinberg from {Executive Intelligence Review}; and Jason
Ross,

from the LaRouche PAC science team; and we're joined via video
by

Kesha Rogers, multiple-time candidate for Federal office from
the

state of Texas, and leading member of the LaRouche PAC Policy
Committee.

All of us had a chance to meet with Mr. LaRouche, both in
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person and via telephone connection (in the case of Kesha),
earlier this morning. Mr. LaRouche had some very definite and
specific ideas which he wished for us to convey. Mr. LaRouche
was

{emphatic} when we met with him earlier today, that the global
agenda right now is being set by Russia and by China, and
their

allies. He said that the initiative in creating the future and
shaping present global policy, lies with those two countries,
strategically — in the case of Russia, as is very clear with
what is occurring in Syria right now; and economically and
scientifically — in the case of China.

You can see very clearly that the outdated and archaic

methods of the trans-Atlantic system are proving to be
impotent,

both in the case of resolving the current grave crises which
are

facing mankind as a planetary species right now, but also
impotent in setting the agenda and fulfilling and laying out
the

vision for the future of mankind. The mission which has been
undertaken by China, in terms of their objective to explore
the

far side of the Moon - something which is going to be
unfolding

over the coming two years — exemplifies the necessary identity
which mankind must have in order to affirm and to fulfill our
true nature as a creative species.

Mr. LaRouche stated that something that we should develop,

in dialogue with him and with each other, is to think about
the

open questions, the unanswered questions about how is mankind,
a

species, reflective of a much larger, and as yet not fully
understood, creative characteristic of the galactic system as
a

whole. This is a relationship which Johannes Kepler drew out



in

very unique detail in terms of his discoveries about our
{Solar}

System, but we have many, many large and unanswered questions
of

what is the role of the human species in our relationship to
the

galactic system as a whole, and then the complex of galactic
systems as a much, much larger whole.

Mr. LaRouche said that this mission to explore the "dark

side" of the Moon, so-called, is a pathway in order to begin
to

understand even the opening of the questions along these
lines.

The dark side of the Moon, his hypothesis was, is where you
can

find some of the shadows of this much larger system, have
insight

into it, and also to begin to understand mankind's role as
reflective of these broader creative processes which are
involved

in these great astronomical systems.

This is the spirit of the United States at our best. Our
republic was founded on these kinds of unique ideas, as we've
discussed here in previous weeks. The role of the great
philosopher and scientist Gottfried Leibniz is a major
contributor, a "founding father", or "founding grand-father"
of

our republic. This is something which I know Jason Ross has
presented multiple times and is in the process of having a
series

of developing classes on that subject; and I'm sure we'll be
part

of his discussion later today.

But also, this is what you can see in a great statesman,

such as Abraham Lincoln — very, very much so. Franklin
Roosevelt; and John F. Kennedy. Tragically, that spirit in the



United States has deteriorated drastically. We see now that
the

leadership does indeed lie with China and with Russia; and
this

is something which Kesha Rogers, who is joining us here today,
wrote about in an editorial which is appearing in this week's
edition of the {Executive Intelligence Review} magazine.
Kesha's

editorial is titled, "To Save the United States Economy,
Revive

the Space Program."

Kesha and I had a brief conversation earlier this afternoon.

I know she has some broader ideas to develop on this subject,
so,

without further ado, I would like to hand over the podium to
Kesha Rogers.

KESHA ROGERS: Thank you, Matt. I think I'd like to start,

first of all, by continuing to develop what has and must be
the

focal point by which we come to understand the necessity for
the

revival and the defense of, not just the American and U.S.
space

program, which I have continued to be a leader in championing
the

development and the necessity of our space program and what it
truly represents for the progress of all mankind. But just on
the

editorial that I wrote, I think, to understand it, it's not
just

from the standpoint of looking at the economic conditions of
the

United States and some practical applications to economics
that

the space program will provide; but we also have to look at it
from the standpoint of 1is, the space program as a true



conception

of real economic value. This is what's actually missing from
our

thinking and what has been attacked by the current Wall
Street/British imperial system, is that economic value 1is
based,

from {that} standpoint, on monetary value and not on the
creative

powers and progress of the human mind.

The real question at hand right now, is to bring about — as
we're seeing and will be developed further 1in these
discussions

today — a new conception of what is the identity and what 1is
the

purpose of mankind. I have continued to use the example and
the

works of the great pioneer of space flight, space pioneer
Krafft

Ehricke; and looking at his conception of mankind as a
space-faring creature, as the understanding of mankind's
"extra-terrestrial imperative," as that which must be
identified

and understood.

If you look at the conditions of the space program and why

it's so important, you take the example, for instance, of what
China is doing now, as completely rejecting this monetarist
policy; that the space program is not how much money you're
going

to put into pet projects and specific projects. It is creating
something that's never been created before, to actually create
a

new conception and identity of mankind, from the standpoint of
the idea of acting on the future. That's what this idea and
what

is being developed, for instance with China in their
investigation of the far side of the Moon.

People may look at this, "Well what is this going to



benefit us? How 1is this going to improve the economic
conditions,

in terms of monetary value, or any of this?" But that is the
wrong way to look at it; because the problem right now is that
what you have seen is two different opposing conceptions of
the

view of mankind. One coming from the trans-Atlantic system,
coming from a collapsing imperial system that has been based
on

money and monetary value that is dying; and the other 1is
represented by what Russia and China are doing. And as Matt
emphasized and what I developed in my recent writing, was that
this was the mindset of the great leaders of our nation,
represented by the ideas of Alexander Hamilton, of Franklin
Roosevelt, Abraham Lincoln, [and] John F. Kennedy. It wasn't
just

on the creating of new projects per se, but on a whole new
different conception of the identity of mankind.

And so, you take for instance, the example of what we
accomplished in the United States, of landing a man on the
Moon

— the idea that Kennedy put forward, that by the end of decade
we would land a man on the Moon and return him safely to
Earth.

What was the vision and intention behind that? Was it just the
idea that we would go and plant our flag on the Moon? This
would

be some short-term gratification and so forth? Or, was it a
forward-thinking outlook, in terms of the direction of mankind
in

recognizing what Krafft Ericke, the great pioneer of space
flight, recognized, that mankind was not just a creature of
the

planet Earth. We were not just a part of, as he called it, a
"closed system," and so it was our responsibility to go out
and

to do what no other animal had the capability of doing; of



actually conquering and developing, coming to understand what
is

the purpose of mankind and what is the development of mankind
in

the universe as a creature of our solar system and of the
galaxy

as a whole.

One thing that I thought was very insightful, is that Krafft
Ericke wrote about the understanding of the Renaissance, the
Classical Renaissance, as an achievement of human progress.
And

also the Classical Renaissance 1is something that contributed
to

the development of what became our space program and what was
the

intention that guided the direction of space travel and the
space

program.

I'll just read a quick quote from what he expressed on this
idea. He says, "The development of the idea of space travel
was

always the most logical and most noble consequence of the
Renaissance ideal, which again places man in an organic and
active relationship with his surrounding universe and which,
perceived in the synthesis of knowledge and capabilities, its
highest ideals."

So you look at this from the standpoint of Krafft Ericke
understanding that the Renaissance that was guided by the
scientific breakthroughs which I'm sure you'll hear a lot more
from my colleague Jason there, of Brunelleschi, or the
breakthroughs that came about from the works of Kepler. That
the

idea of mankind, is to create something fundamentally new,
something that had never been created before, and increasing
the

relationship of mankind to the Universe.

Now that's economic value! That is not what is being



discussed when you look at these debates going back and forth
from the standpoint of these Congress Members to the space
community, and what budgets are being cut and should not be
cut.

But the reality is, as I stated before, we have to have, in
the

defense of the space program, a new conception of the
direction

of mankind. That means we're removing all limitations to
progress, all limitations that are put on mankind's ability to
continue to understand how to make new discoveries in the
principles scientifically of what's out there. Why should we
actually investigate the Solar System? What is our mission in
doing so? And it's not about a money-making short-term
gratification. And so, I think this emphasis that Krafft
Ehricke

put on the renaissance as an ideal of looking at why we have,
as

a human species, an extraterrestrial imperative, is really a
continued expression of what you're seeing coming from China;
not

just in their space program, but in the development of the
win-win strategy of cooperation for all mankind, for every
nation

to come to join together. And to further the progress of
addressing the necessary challenges to the economic condition
of

the planet by actually recognizing that the solutions do not
lie

right here on planet Earth.

So, I think that's the conceptions I wanted to get across;

and what I hope to have further discussion on as we continue
this

fight to identify what is the real mission of the space
program,

and how we come to rid the world immediately of this current
dead



system that's keeping us from advancing in the way that we
should
be.

OGDEN: Thank you very much, Kesha; and I can recommend that
people read what you've written in the current edition of
{Executive Intelligence Review}. I also know that you're
planning

on making a video statement — which will be posted on the
LaRouche PAC website and available for people — developing
some

of these ideas a little bit more in detail.

So, if people have been watching this website, you know that
Jason Ross has also been working very closely with Kesha to
develop some of these ideas with their implications from the
standpoint of a scientist, whom I hope you are becoming more
familiar with by now — Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz. As we
discussed last week on this webcast, I think if you begin to
consider this question which Kesha just laid on the table for
us,

about how do you create a future for mankind. How do you
initiate

the creation of something which is completely new, as we move
into the future? Now, this can never be done through the
replication of the past; there's no precedent for a discovery.
A

discovery is something which is always new, and is created {de
novo} and is introduced, which changes the course of human
history. Obviously, there is a lineage that goes back to
Gottfried Leibniz, and many Leibnizians who have lived since
him:

Karl Gauss; Bernhard Riemann; Albert Einstein; and I would
even

include Mr. Lyndon LaRouche in that lineage.

So, without further ado, I'm going to ask Jason to elaborate

a little bit more; picking up on what Kesha just left off on.



JASON ROSS: Thanks, Matt. Well, I think if you consider how

to conceptualize the value of the kinds of programs that Kesha
was discussing that we're promoting today, you reach a
contradiction if you try to approach them from a monetarist
standpoint. That is, the kind of economics that's generally
taught today, the kind of economics practiced as a religion —
well, I was going to say as a religion on Wall Street; the
primary religion on Wall Street is stealing — but, in general,
the basis of thinking is that economy is about money; we can
measure things in terms of money. How much is somebody willing
to

pay for something? That's how valuable it is. That isn't.
Money

doesn't measure different qualities; money doesn't measure the
future potential that something is able to create. And if you
base money on how much somebody's willing to pay for
something,

you don't distinguish between things that are good and useful
versus bad and vices. People are willing to pay for heroin;
people are willing to pay for other opioids if they're
addicted

to it. Does that mean that those drugs, as used by those
people,

are valuable, or worth something because they're willing to
pay

for them? Quite the contrary. So, we need a different way of
thinking about how we can measure economic value if we're
going

to be human economists, instead of Wall Street magicians or
Satanists.

So, the reason we have economy is that we aren't animals;
animals don't have economies. Animals don't change what they
do

from generation to generation; they don't improve, they don't
develop. We do. We create a new kind of time for ourselves. In
a

very real way, humanity is a totally new and totally distinct



force of nature from anything else. Over geological time,
geologists describe to us how the Earth has changed, or how a
planet has formed; this is over hundreds of millions of years.
Over evolutionary time, perhaps tens of millions of years,
we're

able to see transformations in the kinds of life that exists
on

the planet. Over biological time, we have short-term periods
of

the life of an organism, of its respiration, very much tied to
the daily cycle of the Earth, for example. And with humans, we
have a different kind of time. We create time. The flow of
history isn't always the same speed.

During the Dark Ages, when not much happened, you might say
that human time slowed down. And with the Renaissance, and
with

the ability to discover more about nature by having a more
powerful way of thinking about it, and a more powerful
conception

of us as human beings interacting with it; you could say that
time sped up. We create a certain time in that we create new
eras

of humanity; not in the way that geology or evolution does,
but

willfully by developing new principles that if we were
animals,

you would say this is a whole new type of life all together.
Life

moving from the oceans onto land; that's a totally different
quality of life. Life having developed photosynthesis and
using

the Sun as a power source; that's a totally different kind of
life. But we're still human beings after the discovery of the
combustion engine, for example; the use of heat-powered
machinery. We create in ourselves the change that's comparable
only to large-scale evolutionary changes when we look at life
in



general. So, we're distinct.

Now, how do we understand this? Both how do we understand

that world around us that we act on and interact with; and how
do

we understand our thoughts about it and our ability to
progress

and use the practice of science itself? What sort of terrain
is

it? What sort of world is it? The physical world and the
mental

world.

Well, here's where I'd like to take up some concepts that

Mr. LaRouche has been bringing up recently about Bernhard
Riemann

and about Gottfried Leibniz, and a bit about Einstein, too,
who

got the verification of his hypothesis of gravity waves
announced

very near his birthday this year — which was on Monday. So,
let's think about it. Is the terrain that we're operating on,
one

which is steady and indifferent to our actions? Or, is it one
where what we do and what we discover and how we interact with
it, changes that world around us in a way that the world 1is
not

fixed; either in ourselves or in our understanding of it? And,
that is the case; we transform the world in changing our
mental

understanding of it. The math that we use in understanding how
do

we conceptualize that world; that changes our interaction with
it, and we're a force of nature. We change the operation of
the

forces of nature by improving our understanding of the world
around us and of ourselves and our ability to discover such
things. How can we possibly think about that quality of
change?



As a couple of other examples, think about the difference
between what you might say is a fixed object — let's say iron
oxide. Iron oxide is basically rust; it's a mineral that's
rust.

It's reddish brown, it's not terribly useful; but with the
development of metallurgy, instead of being a deposit of some
compound, it's now a resource. It's an ore from which we can
create iron and steel. The substance itself, did it change
chemically? It did in terms of the potential of what we could
do

with it. And remember, we're a force of nature; we changed
what

it was. It has to be thought of that way.

Or, what's the value of a technology? How does it change

over time? In the 1400s, windmills were a great invention;
they

were somewhat new on the scene. They allowed pumping water,
they

allowed grinding grain. That's excellent; that's a
breakthrough.

Are windmills valuable today for making electricity? I don't
think so. Consider helium; helium is an interesting element.
It

was first discovered in the Sun, not on Earth. It was
discovered

in the Sun by the kind of light that came from the Sun when
that

light was broken up into a rainbow with a prism, and certain
bands of the absence or presence of color were the clue that
there was a new element out there named helium, after Helios,
the

Sun. That element, what's it used for? You might think of it's
being used to fill up balloons for children; you might think
of

it being used as a gas for cooling for physical purposes or
for

experiments. It's also, as Helium-3, an ideal fuel for fusion.



So, this substance transforms its meaning based on our
developing

understanding. How can we think about this?

Well, let's take the example of Bernhard Riemann. In 1854,
Bernhard Riemann delivered a presentation and a paper on the
subject of the hypotheses that underlie geometry. That might
sound like a dry title; it might sound like it has nothing to
do

with physical economy or anything that we'd want to be doing
right now. But this paper is very important in the view of
Lyndon

LaRouche for his own development and as a way of understanding
economics. So, let's say why. Very briefly, Riemann points out
that our conception of space itself and of the way things
operate

in space is taken for granted. The ideas that we use to
understand it, they don't really come from experiments per se,
or

from physical theories; they come from our thoughts about
space.

For example, the idea that space has no particular
characteristics of its own; that was the view of Isaac Newton.
Newton said space is uniform, it's out there; things occur
within

space. Space is there first, it's just space; it has no
characteristics in particular. Newton said the same thing
about

time; that time flows on uniformly. That's what time is; it's
really not much of a definition, or an understanding.

Geometric ideas that people had, for example, are the idea
that if you add up the angles in a triangle, you get 180
degrees.

Now, if you're drawing triangles on flat paper, yes that's
true;

if you draw them on a curved surface like a sphere, it's not
true. Triangles on a sphere have more than 180 degrees in
them.



If you then ask, "What if I draw a triangle in space?"; that's
a

tough question. When we connect points in space, 1s the space
between them flat, is it curved? How could we discover that,
and

what would be the basis of it having a curvature if it wasn't
flat?

What Riemann does, is he discusses through all the possible
ways that this could come about. He discusses in general,
curvature — both of surfaces and of space; how a space could
be

curved. He works out in general how you could do that; but he
can't answer the question. He says, to answer the question,
"What's the nature of the space, and which processes unfold?";
you have to leave the department of mathematics and you have
to

go to the physics department. You can't answer questions like
that just be pure reasoning; you got to have a hypothesis —
"What physically makes space?" And in this way, he's coming
back

to the view of Gottfried Leibniz, who, just to say very
briefly,

Leibniz and Newton totally disagreed on a number of subjects.
People may have heard of the dispute over their invention of
the

calculus; did Leibniz steal it from Newton, or vice versa? But
there's a lot more there.

One of the major disputes they had was about space. Newton's
view was that space and time were absolute; and Leibniz's view
that space was a way of understanding co-occurrences. The
relationship of things that are here at the same time — that's
space; and for Leibniz, time was the evolution of things, how
things change. But time didn't have its own existence. Now,
that's precisely what Einstein took up in his theories of
relativity; he did what Riemann said had to be done. He didn't
finish the job; but he did what Riemann said had to be done.
Einstein overthrew, in a very specific way, the outlook of



Newton; Einstein showed that space was not flat, that it was
bent

in special relativity, that it was curved in general
relativity.

And very importantly, the basis of its shape, the basis of how
things interact over distances — that sense of space — was
based not on what a mathematician might imagine, but on what a
physicist hypothesizes. Einstein hypothesized an equivalence
between different observers that the laws of nature shouldn't
depend on whether you're moving; something that Leibniz also
said

very explicitly. Einstein considered that light moved at the
same

speed to any observer; something he had been pondering since
he

was a pretty young man. And he hypothesized that gravitation
would transform the shape of space; that straight lines
wouldn't

be straight to the extent that gravity is affecting them. This
is

what was seen with the experiments about the position of stars
around the eclipse of the Sun, performed earlier during
Einstein's life; and it's seen in the recent verification of
gravity waves.

So, most people acknowledge that Einstein, OK, this is
physically important; this is a scientist, he discovered
things.

What does it have to do with this other point, though, about
understanding humanity, and our role in economy, and our
creation

in economy? Well, what Riemann did was, he made it possible to
say that human discovery is a force of nature; it reshapes
nature, it transforms our understanding about the objects
around

us. And the basis of that world outside of us, can't be
considered independently of our increasing knowledge about it.
What we know about the world around us changes it, in that it



changes our ability to interact with it.

So, if we're looking for a real idea of what economics 1is,
throw away any sense of monetarism that says money made in a
whorehouse is just as valuable as money made in a steel plant;
and instead say, "How do we foster scientific discovery? How
do

we foster its social implementation through technologies that
physically improve our power over nature and our ability to
provide improving standards of living and promote the general
welfare of human beings?" If this is our basis of economics,
fostering that kind of outlook, then I think we can say that
Gottfried Leibniz was the first physical economist in that
sense.

I'lLl just reference to the show on Leibniz from earlier this
week, and one of the documents I cited there; Leibniz's paper
on

the creation of a society for science and economy in Germany.
And

I think if you read that paper, you'll be astonished at how
Leibniz pulls together both promotion of discovery, how that
works, what kind of thoughts are needed, how people should
work

together, and how to implement those thoughts to improve
people's

lives to the betterment of mankind. And that really has to be
the

basis of our economics.

One simple rough measure, proposed by LaRouche to measure

this, 1is the potential population density. How many people can
be

supported in a given area? That's a measure that is fixed for
animals. For a certain kind of environment, the number of deer
that can live there; deer don't change that. Human beings do.
And

as a rough measure of economic progress, we could take that
value. What's the potential population that we're able to
support? The ability to use these thoughts is one that is not



being expressed in the trans-Atlantic at present. In our
discussion today, Mr. LaRouche talked about the positive
impact

that Riemann had had on Italian science. Riemann had
tuberculosis, and spent a good deal of time later in life — he
didn't live that long — but later in his short life in Italy;
where thoughts from Riemann influenced the development of
hydrodynamics, stretching all the way into the time of
airplanes

and the consideration of getting out into space.

Today, this overall outlook is best represented by Russia,

and especially at present, by China. So, this doesn't have to
be

a purely Chinese development; this is clearly something that
we

can take up as a mission for ourselves to contribute to here
in

the United States and in the nations around the globe. And
we've

got very special and precious people in the past that we can
look

to for insights in how to make the next breakthroughs in
developing our understanding of what it is to be human, the
basis

of human culture, and how best to advance human economy.

OGDEN: Thank you very much, Jason. Now, as Jason just
mentioned, and as I said in the beginning, really right now
you

do see the initiative — the economic and the scientific
initiative — being taken by China to lead mankind into the
future; especially with the space program. You also see the
initiative being taken by Russia; and this is very clearly
illustrated this week with the actions that have been taken by
Russia in Syria. The strategic initiative lies in Putin's
actions

there. As Mr. LaRouche emphasized, Putin is setting the



agenda;

he is constantly on the flank. You can see this going back to
the

chemical weapons, where Putin took the initiative to say fine,
we

will help Assad dismantle these chemical weapons. It can be
seen

with the decision to intervene, a few months back, by Putin
into

the situation in Syria; and then with the pull-out that
happened

earlier this week. What's clear 1is that every step along the
way,

Putin's actions have caught Washington and Obama by surprise;
constantly breaking profile. And this is what's called "taking
the flank" in a military sense. There's clear precedence, as
Mr.

LaRouche always uses the example, of Douglas MacArthur's
actions

in Inchon. You always, always act on the surprise.

Now, this was illustrated I think just anecdotally very well

in an article that was published March 15th — Tuesday of this
week — in the {New York Times}, with a very apropos headline
which read "Putin's Syria Tactics Keep Him at the Fore, and
Leave

Everyone Else Guessing". I just want to read the first
paragraph

of that article, actually, because I think it just describes
very

vividly what we mean by this:

"President Vladimir Putin's order to withdraw the bulk of
Russian forces from Syria seemingly caught Washington,
Damascus,

and everyone in between off guard; just the way the Russian
leader likes it. By all accounts, Mr. Putin delights in
creating

surprises.”



So, this is the subject of our institutional question for

this week; which Mr. LaRouche had some very specific words to
say

in response to, which I'm going to let Jeff elaborate on for
us.

But let me just read the text of this question to start off.
“Mr. LaRouche, as you know, earlier this week, at the start

of the Geneva Peace Talks, Russian President Vladimir Putin
announced that he ordered the withdrawal of some of the
Russian

military forces in Syria. The withdrawal of Russian fighter
planes began the next day and has continued. A residual force
will remain at the naval base at Tartus and at the air base in
Latakia. How do you view Putin's decision? How might it impact
the Russian, American, and United Nations efforts to bring the
Syrian war to an end, now underway in Geneva?"

STEINBERG: Of course, we've taking up the bulk of this

week's report with a discussion about man's extraterrestrial
imperative; the need for man to get off of the planet Earth,
because man was never an Earthbound creature. So, we're at a
point right now where Mr. LaRouche was delighted in our
discussion earlier today at the prospect of over the next two
years, China going through the preparations for the launching
of

an orbiter that will be hopefully landing on the back side of
the

Moon. And will for the first time, give mankind a window into
the

Solar System and the Galaxy beyond. And this is something of
enormous importance and enormous excitement, because it puts
this

nature of man as an extraterrestrial creature capable through
creative discovery, of not remaining Earthbound, but of
exploring

the near Solar System and beyond. And it reminds me that
virtually every astronaut and cosmonaut who has travelled in



space, has remarked at one point or other, that having the
vantage point of looking down on Earth, you become at one
point

overwhelmed with the fact that so much of what goes on, on the
planet of Earth, is trivial relative to the challenges that
are

very obvious when you look at man from the standpoint of man's
ability to explore the Universe and make these kinds of
discoveries. And it was that approach that actually informed
our

discussion about the Syria situation per se. Because as Matt
said, Russian President Putin has demonstrated once again that
he

has a certain understanding that at the core of grand strategy
is

always the idea of continuously moving; continuously flanking;
continuously confusing your adversaries by constantly being on
this kind of offensive.

So, we do have the developments of the past days, where at

the very moment that the Geneva second round of peace talks
were

beginning, President Putin announced a draw-down of the
Russian

military forces inside Syria. And in fact, the very next
morning

— Tuesday morning of this week — the first Russian bombers and
other air force equipment and personnel began leaving. Now,
the

Russians are there still; make no mistake about it. Russia has
established a fundamental change in the situation on the
ground,

which is both a military shift and a shift at the diplomatic
table taking place right now in Geneva. Russia has a permanent
naval base fully established and more secured than at any time
previously at the port of Tartus; and it has now a major air
force facility in the Latakia province. And more recently this
week, yesterday President Putin issued a statement where he



said,

if the circumstances change, if the peace process does not go
forward, then Russian forces can be reinforced in Syria, not
in a

matter of days, but in a matter of hours. And quite clearly,
the

infrastructure is in place for that to happen.

But Mr. LaRouche wanted to make a larger and much more
fundamental point about what 1is going on here. What he
emphasized

is that you can't lose sight of the fact that the war is still
going on. We don't know how things are going to play out; what
we

do know, 1s that there has been a change of conditions. In
fact,

there was a major change of conditions beginning on September
30th of last year, when the major Russian military presence
began. And when the situation systematically shifted from that
point on, and yet at the same time, certain leading political
figures around the world — the spokesman for the Jordanian
government; Steffan de Mistura, the UN representative for
Syria

— they all said, "We're not surprised by President Putin's
announcement this past Monday." In the case of the Jordanians,
the chief of staff of the Jordanian military, the chief of
staff

of the Syrian military, were both in Moscow last October; and
they met with Russian Defense Minister Shoigu, they met with
President Putin. And they were told quite clearly that the
Russian mission was not a permanent mission; but was a limited
mission in both size and in time duration. And that when the
circumstances reached the point where it was feasible to reach
a

diplomatic solution to the Syria crisis, that the Russian
forces

would begin to be withdrawn.

As Matt pointed out with the {New York Times} coverage,



people in the West were scratching their heads, because they
refused to take note of the fact that Putin is a strategic
thinker. And very often, what he says — in most cases, in fact
— 1is exactly what he intends to do; but he's not going to do
it

in a predictable fashion. He's going to do it in a way that
will

catch you by surprise. And the biggest surprise is that most
political thinkers in the West, most officials in government
in

the West, are ignorant and prejudiced. So, their own
prejudices

prevent them from understanding how Putin thinks about these
things. Their own prejudices prevent them from understanding
because they're incapable of thinking in this kind of a
strategic

fashion. Now the problem is, that we're still in a state of
warfare; and that state of warfare will continue until certain
things occur that go way beyond the borders of Syria.

Until the British Empire ceases to exist, there will be a
condition of warfare on this planet. We see 1it, not
necessarily

in the form of warfare that most people think about — soldiers
shooting, artillery pieces firing, bombers dropping bombs.
Look

what's happening right now in Brazil. The British Empire is
waging a war against the new emerging Asia-Pacific-centered
global system. They're trying to destabilize Brazil, which 1is
a

founding member of the BRICS. There's a similar effort
underway

to destabilize the Zuman government in South Africa; because
South Africa is the latest country to join in the BRICS
initiative.

So, there are all kinds of problems going on; you can't look
for a simply linear expectation or projection of what's going
to



happen by the situation now ongoing on the ground in Syria or
in

Geneva. Another example: President Obama is taking a series of
measures that will lead unavoidably — unless they're reversed
to a major confrontation between the United States and China.
We

had a report earlier this week from David Ignatius in the
{Washington Post}, who is very often a kind of reliable leak
sheet for what's going on inside the administration. And the
Obama administration is preparing for confrontation with China
over the South China Sea; they're waiting for a ruling from
the

World Court in the Hague on a complaint filed by the
Philippines.

So the United States is preparing contingencies for poking
China

in the eye, for carrying out new provocations against China.
The

sanctions that President Obama announced this week, ostensibly
against North Korea, are in fact sanctions against China; they
go

way beyond what was agreed upon by China and the United States
at

the United Nations.

So, if you take all of these factors into account, and if

you think of them as a process, not simply as a series of
discrete events, then you get a very clear idea of what Mr.
LaRouche means when he says that the planet, in general terms,
is

in a state of war. Now, ultimately what this state of warfare
comes down to, is the fact that you have a new emerging
Asia-Pacific-centered future. It's defined by the economic
initiatives of China, by the One Belt-One Road policy, and
most

emphatically by China's systematic plan for collaborating with
other nations on the kind of space exploration that once was a



hallmark of American policy; but has not been abandoned.
President Obama has spent the last seven years systematically
taking down and dismantling America's space capability; and
Kesha

is leading the fight to reverse that process.

Over the last 15 years, if you look at the Bush/Cheney
administration followed by the Obama administration, the
United

States has been under British occupation. Both Bush/Cheney and
Obama were each, in their own way, governments that were at
the

beck and call of the British Empire, of the policies of the
British financial oligarchy operating through Wall Street. And
as

the result, the United States, really the entire trans-
Atlantic

region, 1is dead. Germany was once a great prospering economy;
the

result of the "economic miracle" that Franklin Roosevelt
envisioned for the post-World War II period; no replay of
Versailles, but a completely different approach. Germany has
now

been destroyed by the policies largely coming from the British
Empire. All of continental Europe 1is hopelessly and
irreversibly

bankrupt; and Mario Draghi's announcement of an expansion of
quantitative easing and a zero interest rate policy is a
reflection that certain people are desperate over the fact
that

Europe is doomed, that the United States under present
circumstances. We've talked in recent months on this broadcast
about the death rate increase in the United States; the true
rate

of unemployment; the epidemic of heroin addiction and heroin
overdose deaths; the declining life expectancy in the United
States. These are all measures of the fact that the
trans-Atlantic region is dead; and will only begin to reverse



that death if there is a revolutionary, fundamental change in
policy. That alternative policy is being carried out in the
Eurasian and Asia-Pacific region; led by China, led by Russia,
reflected in the way that Russian President Putin has
navigated

the strategic situation.

So, the great threat is coming from the fact that a dying
British Empire — which is irreversibly doomed — is lashing out
and is trying to preserve something that can no longer be
preserved. There was a time when the British Empire could
impose

petty tyrannies on countries around the world and achieve a
certain limited degree of stability. That's over with. All of
the

efforts within the framework of the mindset of the British
Empire, the mindset of the Obama administration, the mindset
of

virtually all European leaders — the French probably the worst
of the bunch on the continent — is doomed; it doesn't work.
Yet,

there is an opportunity; and opportunity for all of mankind in
what's going on in the Asia-Pacific region, led by China, by
Russia. India 1is clearly stepping in to play a significant
role

in this new emerging combination, cooperation among nations
for

purposes that go beyond national interests, but address the
interests of all of mankind. Egypt is fully established as
orienting towards that new Asia-Pacific combination.

So, this is the larger picture; this is the framework for
judging the initiative taken by President Putin this week. And
it

must be judged from the standpoint of the global consequences;
and not just simply the consequences for the immediate
negotiations around Syria. Although his actions this week have
certainly greatly improved the possibility of bringing that
five-year tragedy to an end.



OGDEN: Thank you very much, Jeff. I would just add, the
initiative being taken by these countries also very much has
to

do with the decades-long work Mr. Lyndon LaRouche and Mrs.
Helga

LaRouche have undertaken. The One Belt-One Road policy that
China

has adopted, is the Eurasian Land-Bridge policy which the
LaRouche movement uniquely championed in the beginning of the
1990s. Now, you have an evolution of that to the World
Land-Bridge; and this is what is documented so thoroughly in
the

350-page Special Report that was issued by {Executive
Intelligence Review} called "The New Silk Road Becomes the
World

Land-Bridge". One very exciting announcement, because you
mentioned Egypt, just this week there was a very high-level
event

which was sponsored by the Transportation Ministry in Cairo;
featuring a LaRouche collaborator, Hussein Askary, to announce
the formal publication of the Arabic language of this full,
350-page World Land-Bridge Special Report from {Executive
Intelligence Review}.

So, you can see that at the very highest levels of

government around the world, this is what 1is shaping the
discussion; the initiatives that the LaRouche movement have
taken

for decades. And one final note along those same lines, as we
announced last Friday, Mrs. Helga LaRouche just got back from
a

very important trip to India; at which she was one of the
featured speakers in a very prominent, very high-level
dialogue

— the Raisina Dialogue. And if people have not seen it yet, a
wonderful half-hour interview that Jason Ross conducted with
Mrs.

LaRouche was posted on the LaRouche PAC website earlier this



week. So, if you haven't watched that yet, I would really
encourage you to watch it; and to just think about everything
that has been said here today. Think about these initiatives
that

are being taken by some of the world's leading countries to
create the future; and think about the role that the LaRouche
movement has played over years and decades in shaping the
possibility of these initiative being taken today.

So, thank you all very much for joining us here today. I'd
like to thank Kesha Rogers for joining us over video; and I
wou ld

like to thank Jeff and Jason here in the studio. Please stay
tuned to larouchepac.com. Good night.

@konomisk kollaps =

Fascistiske stemmer 1 Europa
og USA;

DER FINDES ET VIRKELIGT
ALTERNATIV

14. marts 2016 (Leder fra LaRouchePAC) — Den kinesiske avis
Global Times udgav i dag et indsigtsfuldt synspunkt pa afstand
i det truende kollaps af visse amerikanske institutioner og
udbruddet af massestgtte til en prasidentkandidat a la
Mussolini — som, bemarker avisen, bryder frem som fglge af
gkonomisk nedgang.

»Trumps tilhangere bestar for det meste af hvide fra den
lavere klasse, og de mistede meget efter finanskrakket 1
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2008«, skrev avisen. »USA plejede at have den stgrste og mest
stabile middelklasse i den vestlige verden, men mange har
oplevet en nedtur. Sa var det, at Trump dukkede op. Stor i
munden, antitraditionel, direkte med indslag af overgreb, er
han den perfekte populist, der havde let ved at provokere
offentligheden .. han er endda blevet kaldt en ny Benito
Mussolini eller Adolf Hitler af nogle vestlige medier .. USA
konfronteres med udsigten til fiasko for de etablerede
institutioner, der meget vel kunne blive udlgst af en voksende
mengde problemer i det virkelige liv.«

Det samme sker i1 hele Europa, hvor et mgnster, der spreder
sig, med stemmer til den ekstreme hgjreflgj, som vi atter sa
det i denne weekend, hvor partiet AfD, Alternativ for
Tyskland, sked frem med 15-20 % af stemmerne i valget i nogle
af forbundsstaterne, efter at partiets leder truede med at
skyde immigranter pa stedet. AfD’s stemmeprocent svarede i
bogstavelig forstand til arbejdslgshedsprocenten i den ene
stat efter den anden.

Vi befinder os i realiteten i en tilstand med institutionernes
sammenbrud i USA og Europa. Det kommer efter 15 ar med
gkonomisk stagnation, massearbejdslgshed og indkomsttab, samt
en hel stribe af frygtelige krige, som blev startet af Bush og
Obama, samt af disse let bevabnede, men rasende krigere,
Storbritanniens Cameron og Frankrigs Hollande. Der har varet
sa mange af disse massemordskrige, at den seneste, med Obama,
Cameron og Hollande, der hjalper Saudi-Arabien med at gdelzgge
Yemen, knap nok omtales i de fleste medier.

Obama kan stilles for en rigsret alene pga. disse
forfatningsstridige krige.

Men, hvad der er varre en tabet af respekt for nogen
institution, sa blev USA’s og dets borgeres mission — pa den
fremskudte granse af teknologisk fremskridt — drabt af Obama,
da han afsluttede NASA’s planer for udforskningen af Manen og
rummet.



En genopbygning af NASA’s programmer — der mobiliserer
amerikanernes kreativitet 1 en genoplivning af USA’s
rumudforskningsfremtid — er den centrale kraft, der kan vende
dette kollaps omkring.

De gkonomiske midler hertil er dem, der stod deres prgve under
president Franklin Roosevelt, for at lgse problemet med Wall
Street og skabe statskredit til en gkonomisk genrejsning. Men,
det stgrre mal er atter at have denne mission, menneskehedens
fremtid i1 rummet.

Anfgrer af denne missions genrejsning er den demokratiske
LaRouche-leder Kesha Rogers fra Texas, der identificerer dette
som den enkelte, sikre vej til at vende det gkonomiske
kollaps, som Kinas Global Times ser. 0g hun kraver, at dette
gogres i samarbejde med isar Kina, som nu er den nation, der
hurtigst gar frem i rummet og i opbygning af infrastruktur pa
Jorden.

Amerikansk hangar-krigsskib
ankommer til Sydkorea

13. marts 2016 — Det atomkraftdrevne hangarskib USS John C.
Stennis ankom til Busan i dag, som en del af Obamas massive
magtopvisning over for Nordkorea og Kina. Stennis har
kapacitet til 90 kampfly, med et mandskab pad 6.500.
Angrebsgruppen J.C. Stennis omfatter fire ledsagekrigsskibe —
tre destroyere med guidede missiler og en krydser med guidede
missiler.
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Korea Times bemerker, at JCS-angrebsgruppen er
hovedomdrejningspunktet i den »Store Grgnne Flade«, et
initiativ, der har stdet pa i et ars tid, og som har sat fokus
pa den amerikanske flades indsats for at transformere sit
energiforbrug til at forgge sine operationelle evner. Man
ville kunne spare en hel masse energi ved at afslutte Obamas
krigsprovokationer.

RT’s dakning af Obamas interview i Atlantic i denne maned
fokuserede pa Obamas krigsplaner mod Kina. Under en titel, der
siger, at Obama »siger, at en konflikt med Kina er en
mulighed«, citerer de chef-draberen: »Hvis det [Kina] kun
anskuer verden som regionale indflydelsessfarer, sa ikke alene
ser vi potentialet for en konflikt med Kina, men vi finder
0gsd, at vi har flere vanskeligheder med at handtere disse
andre udfordringer, der vil komme. «

Foto: USS John C. Stennis

Lyndon LaRouche:

»Y1 ma have en udvikling mod
frihed;

og udgangspunktet kan Kkun
vere 1indsigt 1,

hvad der er det sande og
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gode«

Lyndon LaRouche, 12. marts 2016:

»Jeg ville sige, at, 1 USA netop nu, i den grad, hvor nogle af
0os bidrager med nye indsigter i, hvad USA kan blive til, at vi
ma have en udvikling mod frihed. For problemet er, at de folk,
der ikke kan lide os, der ikke kan lide frihed, er problemet.
Men spgrgsmalet bliver derfor, hvad er frihed? Nogle mennesker
siger, »min idé om frihed er det her«, og deres idé om frihed
er sa ikke det.

Sa pointen er, at der ma vare en sammenhang, en aftale,
baseret pa fornuftig indsigt i den praktiske udfgrelse. Dette
er, hvad der altid har fungeret i nationer. Dette er, hvad der
har destrueret nationer! Napoleon destruerede nationer!
Briterne har altid destrueret nationer! De specialiserer 1
det; og dette har varet kun alt for sandt i historien.

Sa man har altsa det, at dannelsen af regering er baseret pa
gdelaggelsen af sarskilte regeringer, pa konflikt, mord. Jeg
tenker pa det, Tyrkiet nu ggr, diktaturet i Tyrkiet. Men dette
er ikke en karakteristik af tyrkerne; dette er en
karakteristik .. for jeg ved noget om tyrkerne og deres
historie. Jeg har varet t®t associeret med nogle af heltene 1
Tyrkiet. 0g lignende ting er sande for andre ting. Der er
ingen grund til, at vi bgr sige, at der er et naturligt had,
en naturlig konflikt blandt folkeslagene i verden! Det er ikke
naturligt. Det faktum, at der er konflikt, er ofte et u-
naturligt produkt.

For, nar folk ser, hvad det gode er, nar mennesket ser, hvad
det gode er, i praksis, sa vil man finde, at de ikke gnsker at
gore den slags ting, som tyrannerne gerne vil frembringe.
Spgrgsmalet er, vi opstiller argumenterne for, hvad bgr det
gode vare? Hvad er det, vi bgr ggre, som er det gode? Hvad er
bedre? Det er, hvad det handler om.
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0g alle de andre ting er nonsens. Mennesket er forplig.. Hvor
star vi f.eks. nu? Bare for lige at afbryde mig selv. Hvor er
vi nu? Vi er pa randen af en generel atomkrig over hele
planeten, og udover selve planeten. 0g denne ting kan ske,
lige nu, i den form for krig, som netop nu bliver planlagt,
som kan gdelzgge hele planeten, og planetens mennesker, netop
nu! 0g spegrgsmalet bliver derfor, hvordan kan vi forhindre
dette i at ske? 0g hvordan gegr vi det, uden at ga ud i en
eller anden form for underkastelse under dette, eller
underkastelse under hint? Nej! Det ma komme fra en indsigt i,
hvad sandhed er, hvad menneskeheden er, hvad menneskeheden ma
vere. 0g mange mennesker, ligesom — jeg tror, man kunne sige,
at Putin er et ret godt eksempel pa en model — forsgger at
ggre pracis dette. 0g der er mennesker i andre dele af verden,
der har til hensigt at ggre dette.

Og det er, hvad vi md ggre. Vi ser dette med Kina, med Rusland
og med andre dele af planeten nu. Vi ser, at disse nationale
enheder kommer sammen, og de gar ikke bare i seng med
hinanden, men det er en proces af at erkende, at de mé& arbejde
sig igennem det, ved hvilket deres falles interesser fremmes,
pa en bevidst og progressiv made.

Og det er, hvad vi forsgger at ggre. Se pa, hvad Kina ggr.
Indien forsgger at arbejde sig igennem her. Andre dele af
verden forsgger at arbejde sig igennem denne proces. Det er
denne form for mal, denne form for proces, hvor man siger — og
det udmunder i, nar man begynder at tale om rumprogrammet. Man
taler om Manens bagside. Hvad gegr Kina? Kina har kig pa Manens
bagside, og Manens bagside er det, Kina forsgger at finde ud
af: Hvad er den virkelig betydning af det her, Manens bagside?
0g Kina er ved at mobilisere for de naste to generationer,
blot for dette formal. Og det er ikke bare en hensigt, men det
er et begyndelsessted for at forsta, hvordan menneskeheden,
jord-mennesket, kan spile en rolle i at udforme galaksen. Og
galaksen er det mal, som menneskeheden bgr have for gje netop
nu. «



John Ascher (mgdeleder): Jeg vil blot lige navne her, at alle
de temaer, du netop bergrte, vil blive temaer for en meget
vigtig konference, som bliver afholdt den 7. april 1
Manhattan, sponsoreret af Schiller Instituttet, om spgrgsmalet
om, hvad det ngdvendige begreb om menneskeheden er; og at fa
USA til at tilslutte sig Verdenslandbroen. Vi har en
invitation, og forsgger at fa denne konference, der kommer den
7. april, til at blive det store gennembrud. 0g det, som hr.
LaRouche netop gennemgik, er precis temaet for denne
konference, inklusive spgrgsmalet om rumprogrammet og
videnskab som drivkraft.

Ovenstaende er et uddrag af webcastet The Manhattan Projekt
med Lyndon LaRouche, fra 12. marts. Hele videoen kan ses her:
https://larouchepac.com/20160312/larouchepac-manhattan-project
-town-hall-lyndon-larouche-march-12-2016

Det er vores job at blive ved
med at kaempe
og opbygge ting, som vi kan

opbygge

10. marts 2016 (Leder fra LaRouchePAC) — Under en diskussion
den 9. marts med LaRouchePAC’s Komite for Politisk Strategi
karakteriserede Lyndon LaRouche kampagnen for at bryde BRIKS-
gruppen op som fglger:

»Det er britisk. Se pa omstendighederne. Der er visse
kendsgerninger her, der er meget klare. For det forste star
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briterne bag alt dette, og briterne triumferer over den
fordervelse, de har veret 1 stand til at indfgre 1 USA og 1
den amerikanske befolkning. Det er et faktum. Nar man lige har
fordojet dette, sa ma man se pa, hvad det er for problemer,
der findes i Europa, og sa bliver man virkelig lidt skramt,
for man ser hele omrader af Europa, der disintegrerer for
gjnene af os, og is@r dem, der er pa den forkerte kurs.

Det, Putin ger, er virkelig godt,; det er meget effektivt — det
er rigtig godt. 0g det er succesfuldt, og det hanger sammen
med Kina og andre former for operationer omkring dette, der
bygger det op. Sa det er en god situation for os mht. tingenes
udsigt. Der er ikke noget problem her. Der er bekymring, men
1kke noget virkeligt problem.

Vores problem ligger hovedsageligt 1 USA. Det er den
kendsgerning, at USA’s befolkning er blevet gjort sindssyge,
voldsomt, af Bush-familien, og nu af Obama. Det har varet en
degeneration. Disse ting er sa abenlyse, at det ma siges heojt,
fordi det er sa abenlyst. Kongressen er i et forfaerdeligt rod.

Hvis man indser disse ting, og man laver en liste med en
sammenligning af det ene mod det andet, finder man ud af, at
tingene ikke star sa darligt til i det ene kvarter, men at de
er forferdelige mht. USA og den amerikanske befolkning. USA er
1 en tilstand af desperation. Desperation, fordi de accepterer
spekulativ investeringsbankvirksomhed, men de accepterer ikke
Glass-Steagall, der automatisk ville hjelpe udviklingen. Sadan
star det til. Vi har i virkeligheden ikke noget andet problem
end dette. Vi har Wall Street, som er radden, FBI er raddent,
0g en masse mennesker er ikke andet end de rene svindlere. 0g
vores befolkning er pa bade kunstig vis, men ogsa aktivt,
blevet demoraliseret. Demoraliseringen af den amerikanske
befolkning er en meget farlig ting.

I Sydamerika ser man ogsa, at udsigterne er ved at blive
forferdelige. Det behgver de ikke at vere, men det er de. Sa
vi ma virkelig samle vore tanker og ikke udbrede sygdomme, der



1kke er virkelige.

LaRouchePAC- leder Kesha Rogers er ved at komme tilbage, og det
er vigtigt. Hendes rolle med udgangspunkt 1 Texas, o0g 1
baggrunden dernede, er meget styrkende mht. hele situationen.

Wall Street og Washington ved, at Dodd/Frank-loven har veret
en total fiasko. De ved det! De er radselsslagne. Folk har
tendens til at vare bange; en meget sterk frygt. Men det
bliver bare til hysteri. Det politiske system er raddent: der
var nogle styrkeomrader, men det meste af det er raddent.
Demoralisering er neglesporgsmalet; situationen er
forferdelig, men der er noget, der er varre: demoralisering.
0g demoralisering kan selvfolgelig ikke bekampes, med mindre
der er reel styrke bag, man kan ikke bare bluffe det.

Dette er en ekstremt dedbringende situation. Spergsmalet er,
om hele USA’s wgkonomi vil kollapse, for balladen virkelig
begynder. Kina befinder sig i en god situation; Putin er 1 en
god situation, relativt set, og der finder en opbygning sted 1
visse dele af planeten.

Vi har endnu ikke faet kontrol over tingene. Vi har udsigter,
men ingen kontrol. 0Og denne kontrol ma vi selv levere.«

Rachel Brinkley (fra LaRouchePAC Policy Committee, -red.) fra
Boston sagde, at befolkningen er rasende over, at gkonomien er
i ferd med at kollapse, og at ingen ggr noget ved det.

LaRouche svarede:

»De tror ikke pa, at de kan gore noget ved det; det er derfor.
De tror pa, at det er noget, der overgar dem; ikke noget, som
de gor.

Jeg haber pa, at vi kan bryde igennem med noget her, for der
er gennembrud i ting, der er internationale faktorer. Men jeg
har ingen precise beviser, sa jeg er lidt forsigtig. Jeg
mener, at der er muligheder; helt bestemt i Kina og Rusland og



sa fremdeles, er der gode tegn. Men en stor del af det
transatlantiske omrade og relaterede tilfelde er en stor
katastrofe. Det vil formentlig vedblive at vare en katastrofe,
endda forvaerrende. Sa vi star ved et punkt lige nu, hvor vi
1kke har nogen pracis konklusion om noget som helst; vi har en
masse tilkendegivelser.

Det kommer til at handle om globale faktorer; jeg tror ikke,
der er mange chancer i lokale omrader; jeg tror, at globale
faktorer er de eneste, der virkelig er signifikante. For se pa
gkonomien, se pa moralen osv., som vi ser generelt. Der er
intet at hente her. Der er visse udviklinger, der omfatter
nogle af problemomraderne og giver folk en vis fornemmelse af
et optimistisk syn. For situationen er ikke sa darlig, som
mange mennesker tror, hvis den blev handteret korrekt. Eller
den er verre — hvilket er merkeligt. Man har noget, som folk
tror, vil vere godt for dem, nar det er ubrugeligt. Men de far
ogsa undertiden et frisk pust af at se frem til noget.

Det er vores job at blive ved med at kaempe og opbygge ting,
som vi kan opbygge. Vi ser ingen mirakler lige nu, undtagen
nar vi en gang imellem far en smule fordel — og det ma man
arbejde videre med. 0g der kommer nogle lyspunkter her og
der. «

Titelfoto: Lyndon LaRouche fortsatter med at arbejde for Det
britiske Imperiums afslutning og for udlesningen af
menneskehedens kreativitet.



Wang Yi: »Kina vil aldrig
blive et nyt Amerikac«

8. marts 2016 — Den kinesiske udenrigsminister Wang Yi sagde
under en pressekonference pa sidelinjen af den Nationale
Folkekongres i Beijing, at Kina »forsgger at spille en stgrre
rolle 1 den eksisterende 1internationale orden og det
internationale system«, men at det aldrig vil sgge at opna
overherredgmme — »Kina vil aldrig blive et nyt Amerika. Kina
har ingen intention om at erstatte eller lede andrex,
rapporterer Xinhua.

Han advarede specifikt om, at USA 1 gjeblikket griber ind 1
det Sydkinesiske Hav pa en farlig og provokerende made.

»Sejladsfriheden betyder ikke, at man kan ggre, hvad der
passer én .. Takket vare en falles indsats fra Kinas og andre
landes side 1 regionen, er det Sydkinesiske Hav fortsat blandt
verdens sikreste og frieste sejlruter. Ethvert forsgg pa at
skabe forstyrrelse i det Sydkinesiske Hav og destabilisere
Asien, ville ikke blive tilladt af Kina og de fleste andre
lande 1 regionen«, sagde han. Han advarede USA mod at
»forplumre vandene«, der kunne »kaste Asien ud i kaos« o0g
tilfgjede, at »Filippinernes stadighed 1 det omstridte
spgrgsmal i det Sydkinesiske Hav er et resultat af anstiftelse
bag scenen og politisk intrigeren.«

Han rapporterede, at Kina har tilbudt at oprette to ’'varme
linjer’ til at handtere maritime ngdsituationer og falles
redningsaktioner.

Wang erklazrede ogsa, at Beijing ikke blot vil vere en tilskuer
i Mellemgsten, men vil spille en mere aktiv rolle uden at
gribe ind i regionens nationers interne anliggender. Han
understregede Kinas »modne og stabile« band med Rusland.

Foto: Wang Yi besvarer sporgsmal fra journalister under en
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pressekonference pa sidelinjen af den Nationale Folkekongres i
Beijing.

Galskab pulserer igennem USA

8. marts 2016 (Leder fra LaRouchePAC) — Prasident Obama holdt
1 mandags et mgde i Det Hvide Hus for at fejre Dodd/Frank-
lovens succesfulde forhindring af et nyt kollaps, som det 1
2008. Eneste problem er, at hele det transatlantiske
finanssystem er i frit fald, suget ned af verdilgs spillegzld
til en 'vardi’ af omtrent 2 billiarder dollar, og som Dodd-
Frank intet har gjort for at forhindre — men tvartimod har
fremmet. De vestlige gkonomier star og vipper pa randen, mens
befolkningerne bliver gdelagt af den varste narkoepidemi 1
Vestens historie, og af selvmord, der begads af desperate,
midaldrende, arbejdslgse arbejdere.

I mellemtiden gegr Obama og hans kontrollers i London alt, hvad
der star i deres magt, for at bringe den eneste del af verden,
der fungerer — Rusland og Kina — til fald. @verst pa deres
»dgdsliste« star BRIKS, der reprasenterer podekrystallen til
et nyt verdensparadigme, baseret pa udvikling, rumforskning og
»wWin-win«-samarbejde nationerne imellem, som Xi Jinping
beskriver det. Den kinesiske udenrigsminister Wang Yi sagde 1
dag: »Baltet-og-vejen er et projekt, som Kina lancerede, men
mulighederne tilhgrer hele verden.«

Men Wang Yi matte ogsa advare USA om, at USA’s indsats for at
»forplumre vandene« ved at anstifte konflikt i Korea og i det
Sydkinesiske Hav kunne »stgde Asien ud i kaos«, og at Kina 1
sa tilfelde ikke kunne se passivt til.

I Europa fortsatter NATO-ledere med at deployere stgrre og
stgrre militere styrker op til den russiske granse, som
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forberedelse til krig.

Alligevel har Putin flankeret dette krigsfremstgd ved at
intervenere i Syrien og knuse Obamas stgtteapparat for
terroristernes netvark, og ved at danne en arbejdende militer
og politisk relation med de fornuftige elementer i det
amerikanske militar for at gennemfgre en vabenstilstand og
tilintetggre ISIS og al-Nusra. Putin viser nu, at han kan
arbejde for fred savel som at fere krig, og far hver dag flere
og flere oppositionsgrupper til at g& med i vabenstilstanden
og fokusere deres beskydning pa ISIS’ sidste tilbagevarende
bastioner.

Men, uden at vende USA omkring og tage kampen op med
forbryderne i Det Hvide Hus og pa Wall Street, vil den
fremstormende, globale krig ikke kunne forhindres. De
eksisterende institutioner er dgde, som det bevises af den
klovneforestilling, der kaldes presidentvalgkampen 2016. For
at skabe de kravede, nye institutioner, ma den drabende kultur
rives ned gennem skgnhed, en tilbagevenden til klassisk kultur
og kreativitet, inden for musik, savel som inden for
videnskab.

I USA udger LaRouche-bevagelsens ’'Manhattan-projekt’ og
genrejsningen af NASA, med base i Texas, og den »Udenjordiske
forpligtelse« (Krafft Ehricke) de uomgengelige startpunkter
for en mobilisering af befolkningen til denne store opgave.



