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ZEPP-LAROUCHE WEBCAST

Upcoming Trump-Putin Summit Can
Shift the World Toward New Paradigm

This is the edited transcript of the
June 27, 2018 Schiller Institute New
Paradigm webcast, an interview with
the founder of the Schiller Institutes,
Helga Zepp-LaRouche. She was in-
terviewed by Harley Schlanger. A
video of the webcast is available.

Harley Schlanger: Hello, I'm
Harley Schlanger from the Schiller
Institute. Welcome to our weekly in-
ternational webcast with our founder
and President Helga Zepp-LaRouche.

Trump-Putin Summit Is On

Well, it appears that the long-
awaited summit between President
Donald Trump and President Vladi-
mir Putin is about to take place. The arrangements were
announced today—not the specific details that every-
one’s so focussed on, but the fact that they will be meet-
ing. Nearly two years after the FBI launched the “Get
Trump Task Force” under James Comey, with Peter
Strzok and others, Presidents Trump and Putin reached
an agreement to have that summit meeting.

This is obviously an extremely significant event,
Helga, and we’d like your thoughts.

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: I think it’s very important.
There are still speculations where the meeting will take
place. It’s said that Austria is offering Vienna; the Finns
are offering Helsinki, but it may also take place at the
FIFA World Cup in Moscow. Whatever the venue, |
think it’s of strategic importance. Trump now feels
somewhat freed, with Russiagate turning into Mueller-
gate, and with the very successful Singapore summit. |
think this is a very, very important development.

Clinically speaking, I want to mention that the
German conservative daily, Die Welt, says this summit
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Viadimir Putin receiving John Bolton at the Kremlin, June 27, 2018.

could create a catastrophe: The danger exists that Trump
and Putin might make an agreement, whereby NATO
maneuvers in Eastern Europe are reduced and then
Trump would portray himself as the big peace-maker.
[laughs] That shows you how absolutely crazy these
neo-liberal/neo-conservatives are, on both sides of the
Atlantic. What could anyone who wants to see peace,
not war, better wish for than that Russia and the United
States—which after all are the two most powerful nu-
clear forces on the planet—come to a strategic agree-
ment?

So, this is a very important, good development. This
summit will now occur after the NATO summit and
after Trump’s short trip to Great Britain. My hunch is
that the two presidents will hit it off very well, because
they both have a better understanding of the strategic
situation, than their critics. So that is good news.

Schlanger: The other important point is that as they
were moving toward this meeting, the Russiagate scan-
dal continued to be the focus of the media, in spite of
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DoD/Army Sgt. Amber |. Smith
James Mattis and Wei Fenghe review Chinese troops, Beijing, June 27, 2018.

there being nothing to it. The whole point of Russiagate
was to prevent Trump from meeting with Putin. You
had said some time ago, that if President Trump were to
follow through with his intention and meet with Putin,
this would constitute a major defeat for the enforcers of
global geopolitics. They are certainly reacting with
squawks and screaming. But, Helga, I’m sure that’s not
going to stop the two Presidents from getting together.

Zepp-LaRouche: No. I think there is absolutely no
reason to think that the progress will be stopped. Na-
tional Security Advisor John Bolton is currently in
Moscow. I think he may have met with Putin himself,
but for sure with Foreign Minister Lavrov. This summit
is on a very good track.

Mattis in China

Schlanger: Bolton’s Moscow meetings are occur-
ring simultaneously with the continuing offensive of,
what you might call, the Eurasian perspective: Today,
Secretary of Defense General James Mattis was in
China. I think he met with President Xi. Is that right?

Zepp-LaRouche: Yes, he met with Xi Jinping.
They said that the purpose of their meeting was strate-
gic trust-building and the expansion of military-to-mil-
itary contact. Mattis also met with China’s Minister of
Defense, Wei Fenghe, and invited him to the Pentagon.
This is exactly what should happen, having increasing
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cooperation among the largest powers in
the world: the United States, China, and
Russia—and as we discussed earlier, there
is also some slightly slower motion from
India, to come to such an agreement. India
has a good relationship with the United
States, and with Russia—now they are
working more closely with China.

I can only repeat: Those people who are
used to thinking in terms of geopolitical
blueprints, or paradigms, should under-
stand that in this world with so many prob-
lems and so many urgent tasks to solve, the
best thing is for the large powers to do is to
find a strategic understanding between
them, and then, hopefully, work together to
begin to solve the problems of the past.
Those among us who are still caught up in
the old, geopolitical, zero-sum game—one
wins, the other one must lose—harbor a
completely ridiculous, old-fashioned, out-
dated idea. At the beginning of the year, I called for this
year to become the year when geopolitics is overcome.
With China’s New Silk Road, you already have a win-
win model of relations, in which everybody wins. So |
urge people to rethink the way they look at the world.

Pompeo to North Korea

Schlanger: There seems to be some very significant
motion with North Korea. Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo will be going there; I think there’s a summit
coming up in July. So it does appear that in the after-
math of Singapore, things are moving in the right direc-
tion.

Zepp-LaRouche: Absolutely. This meeting in mid-
July is very exciting. The two Koreas will discuss the
western rail line from South Korea, through North
Korea, all the way to the Chinese connection. Shortly
after that meeting, there will be another meeting to dis-
cuss the eastern track that will connect the South Korean
port city of Busan all the way north to the Trans-Sibe-
rian Railroad.

As we have always said, if the North Korean and
South Korean engineers are building railroads together,
then we will have a concrete way to overcome the war
danger. So I think this is playing out very well. It cer-
tainly is thanks to Trump, and to China and Russia—
this is one good example of how the world can be im-

Schiller Institute Conference Intervenes To Shape History 3



proved, if people work together for the
common good.

A European ‘Defense Force’?
Schlanger: On the other hand, the
geopoliticians are still at it: The Euro-
pean Union has just adopted a proposal
for a European defense force. Do they
think this will replace NATO, because
the U.S. is going to leave? Or, what?
What can they possibly be thinking?
Americans don’t understand it.

Zepp-LaRouche: It’s not the entire
EU. Since every EU member nation
couldn’t be won over to the scheme,
nine EU nations decided to create a Eu-
ropean defense mechanism, outside of
the EU. Germany and France are pushing this; Macron
was the main instigator, but it is now backed by Merkel.
If they start doing that, with so much disunity on so
many issues—if they start building mechanisms out-
side of the EU—in my view, they are taking one big
step toward the final dissolution of the EU. They are
undermining the authority of the EU that is already
near zero. So, | think this is a very dubious develop-
ment.

This defense mechanism is supposed to come into
being in 2021, but a lot can happen in the meantime.
Maybe some completely different conceptions can be
put on the table such as the earlier idea of the integra-
tion of Eurasia from Vladivostok to Lisbon. That would
be a much better conception, which should also eventu-
ally be broadened to include the United States.

This maneuver shows the evil intention of the au-
thors of this idea, but I don’t think it’s necessarily going
to happen.

Whither the Upcoming EU Summit?

Schlanger: And there will be an EU summit coming
up later this week. What are they going to be talking
about there? Obviously, there’s the refugee crisis, which
as | understand it, is completely unresolved. What’s
your sense of what’s going to come out of this summit?

Zepp-LaRouche: It could lead to a real clash, in
which case, the fate of Merkel, the Chancellor of Ger-
many, could take a sudden turn—in other words, she
could lose power, or quickly thereafter in any case. The
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EU

Jean-Claude Juncker (right) and Donald Tusk (center) at a European Council
meeting in Brussels, June 29, 2018.

proposals on the table are disgusting. The only idea
coming from there is a plan to militarize the refugee
crisis by increasing the Frontex (EU border guard) de-
ployment, up to 10,000. European Parliament President
Antonio Tajani has proposed spending EU6 billion to
lock down the Mediterranean route. Various people, in-
cluding Austria’s Chancellor Kurz, Italy’s Interior Min-
ister Salvini, and others are calling for so-called “dis-
embarkment centers,” identification centers to be set up
outside of the territory of the European Union. Others
are calling for camps inside the European Union.

The Prime Minister of Albania told the German tab-
loid Bild, “We will never accept those camps for Euro-
pean refugees.” It would mean, he said, “unloading des-
perate people who no one wants, anywhere like toxic
waste.” So they will absolutely not do that. Even Libya
has said they don’t want any camps in Libya, but they
want such camps south of the Libyan border, in Chad,
in Niger, other countries—an obvious nightmare.

I think many people saw the horrifying pictures—I
don’t know if they’re true, because the Algerian gov-
ernment claims they are not true—but supposedly there
are many eyewitnesses and videos of people who say
that over the past fourteen months, the Algerian govern-
ment dumped more than 13,000 refugees into the
Sahara, without food or water, without cell phones,
without money, and many of them died.

Now, | cannot say if this is fake news or true, but
even if it’s not true, it reflects the truth of the dire situa-
tion. Many, many people have died in the Sahara of
thirst; many have drowned in the Mediterranean,—
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Interdicting refugees in Joint Operation Triton, 2017.

really an unknown figure because probably many of the
boats have simply disappeared. This is absolutely ter-
rible.

The East European countries didn’t even go to the
June 24 mini-summit called for by Merkel last Sunday.
I don’t think the so-called European solution is possi-
ble, which is what Merkel is insisting on. Horst See-
hofer, the head of the CSU and the Interior Minister, has
given her until July 1—that’s Sunday—to come up with
a European solution. If that does not happen, he has said
that he will unilaterally start to close the border between
Austria and Germany. in which case, Merkel has the
choice: either to capitulate, in which case the SPD may
lead the coalition government; or, to kick out Seehofer
as Interior Minister, in which case, the CSU would
leave the coalition. Either way, there certainly will be a
government crisis.

This demonstrates that any approach to solving the
refugee crisis that tolerates power-seeking, or power-
grabbing motives—in which political figures attempt to
keep their positions and their power, and rather than ad-
dressing the problem of the refugees with the intent to
develop Africa, to develop the Middle East, and to do
that in concert with the offer of China to cooperate in
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the extension of the New Silk Road into
Africa—that all such bad approaches will
fail.

We are looking at a tremendous moral
crisis of the European establishment, and we
are campaigning very actively to turn this
around. The solution does exist.

Schlanger: Your proposal, for the adop-
tion of the Singapore model, which you just
described—the collaboration of Europe with
China in developing the nations of Africa—
has been given fairly wide circulation. It’s
getting out in Europe and the United States, in
Latin America; and, as you keep reporting, a
number of countries are moving toward full
collaboration with the New Silk Road. Do
you see this as a possibility to come up at the
EU summit, or is this still being blocked by
the people who are clinging to the old geo-
politics?

Zepp-LaRouche: I think that this EU, in
its present composition—the people in charge
are so wedded to the neo-liberal model, to the
idea that the world has to be organized in such
a way that the markets determine everything, and that
speculators become richer and the majority of people
should take the burden of austerity—I don’t see any
among these bureaucrats who would be capable of
changing and recognizing that this Western model is
about to collapse. But that doesn’t mean that the idea
cannot be put on the agenda.

You could have a situation where any number of Eu-
ropean countries could call such an emergency summit
in July, or in August. One could take such a proposal to
the UN General Assembly in New York to put this on
the agenda. In the meantime, a “coalition of the will-
ing” could be brought together—to give that horrible
phrase a more positive meaning—and such a group
could start moving in a positive direction.

Given that the Spirit of the New Silk Road is gain-
ing so much support among industry, and among small
and medium-size enterprises, and that so many people
have already recognized that there is this fantastic new
dynamic in the world, I’'m optimistic that eventually we
can turn things around.

I’m now having the pleasure of reading a very nice
book published by the Schiller Institute. It’s called The

frontex
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New Silk Road Becomes the World
Land-Bridge, Vol. 11, just fresh off
the press. It contains all the con-
ceptions necessary to immedi-
ately start these large-scale devel-
opment projects. [ think there
may be more people who would
want to know what is in this book.

Schlanger: People can find
out about it on the Schiller Insti-
tute website. I think it is important
for people to be reading that
report, to discuss the material and
to pass it around.

U.S. Midterm Primary Elections

We have one final story, Helga, in
which I’m sure you have some inter-
est: the primaries for the November
2018 midterm elections in the United
States. A couple months ago, the
Democrats were forecasting a “blue
wave,” that is, that the Democrats
would have a big comeback, that
Trump was finished. Two results stand
out from yesterday’s voting. In the
race for governor of South Carolina,
at the last minute Trump endorsed the
current Governor, McMaster. The
media said Trump was making a mis-
take; that McMaster was going to
lose. In fact, the voters turned out in support of the
person Trump was supporting, McMaster, who did win.
In New York State, the number-four Democrat in the
U.S. House, 10-term Representative Joseph Crowley,
who had been mooted as a possible replacement for
Nancy Pelosi, was defeated by first-time candidate, the
28-year-old Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, a virtual un-
known, who had been a Bernie Sanders campaign
worker! I guess this shows the insurgency against the
establishment continues in both parties in the United
States.

Zepp-LaRouche: The tweets Trump put out were
quite good. About Crowley’s defeat, he said, “Wow!
Big Trump Hater Congressman Joe Crowley, who
many expected was going to take Nancy Pelosi’s
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Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez

Joseph Crowley

place, just LOST his primary
election. In other words, he’s out!
That is a big one that nobody saw
happening. Perhaps he should
have been nicer, and more re-
spectful, to his President!”
Whereas Crowley’s campaign
spent $3 million, this 28-year-old
woman who won the primary,
beat him with only $300,000,
campaigning on the fact that
Crowley was a tool of Wall
Street. This was the main reason
she won the primary.

With these primary election
results, it becomes more visible
that not everything is controlled by
the financial oligarchy. Money can no
longer buy every seat, which had been
the norm for a long time. There is an
opportunity to really change the situa-
tion in the world for the better.

twitter

Join the Schiller Institute!

[ want to conclude by again asking
everyone listening to join the Schiller
Institute. Join a Renaissance move-
ment, and help us circulate these
ideas, so that more people can share
and join in the optimism that man is
indeed greater than his destiny. If
many people of good join forces to-
gether—as Schiller says in his writings about the revolt
of the Netherlands against Spanish domination—you
can bring down the arm of the strongest tyrant by unit-
ing for the good.

So please, unite with us, and let’s really move civi-
lization into a better domain.

twitter

Schlanger: Helga, thank you for continuing to be a
beacon of optimism even as we’re surrounded by nay-
sayers and pessimists, some of whom are beginning to
get this message, and who should do their best to not
just watch our webcasts, but become active with the
Schiller Institute. So, till next week, Helga, we’ll see
you then.

Zepp-LaRouche: Bye-bye.
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PART ONE
The Urgent Need for a New Paradigm in International Relations
A Peace Order based on the Development of Nations

HISTORIC SCHILLER INSTITUTE CONFERENCE

Opens Door for U.S.A. and Europe
To Join the New Paradigm

by Harley Schlanger

July 3—The timing could not have been more propi-
tious for the June 30-July 1 Schiller Institute confer-
ence on, since it occurred as momentum is building for
the consolidation of a New Paradigm, driven by the
diplomatic and economic policy direction defined by
China’s Belt-and-Road Initiative (BRI). Monumental
shifts have taken place in the last months, which are
moving a growing number of nations into a new strate-
gic geometry centered around a U.S.-Russia-China alli-
ance, which is emerging in spite of massive resistance
from British and U.S. networks acting to preserve the
old, dangerous world defined by geopolitics.

The goal of consolidating this new constellation of
forces has been the life’s work of American statesman
Lyndon LaRouche, and his wife Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
the founder of the Schiller Institutes, and President of
the Schiller Institute in Germany, as this new geometry
represents a force more powerful than that deployed by
the City of London/Wall Street networks, which run the
imperial forces clinging to the old, collapsing paradigm.

China and Russia worked with U.S. President
Trump, along with Prime Minster Abe of Japan and
South Korea’s President Moon, to pull together the suc-
cessful June 12 summit in Singapore between Trump
and North Korea’s President Kim Jong-un, which dem-
onstrated the power of this new alliance.

The success of the Singapore summit helped pave
the way for the summit between Trump and Russia’s
President Vladimir Putin, which will take place in Hel-
sinki on July 16. In addition to the Trump-Kim summit,
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there were other events which make up parts of this pic-
ture, including the Shanghai Cooperation Organization
(SCO) conference, which opened June 10 in Qingdao,
China. The close collaboration between Putin and Chi-
na’s President Xi Jinping was a central feature of the
deliberations there.

As these events proved the promise inherent in these
changes, institutions of the collapsing old paradigm
showed themselves to be obstacles to this new dynamic.
The Toronto G-7 summit was left in a state of stunned
paralysis when Trump walked out and headed for his Sin-
gapore rendezvous with Kim, after provoking its mem-
bers by demanding a return of Russia to the G-8. And the
European Union was left floundering, unable to patch to-
gether any positive solution to the “immigrant” crisis or
to their own economic disintegration, while many EU
members are now looking toward cooperation with China
and the BRI as a way out of the EU’s existential crisis.

These developments prompted an intervention by
Mrs. LaRouche, who drafted a memo on June 17, “His-
tory Is Now Being Written in Asia: The EU Summit
Must Follow the Example of Singapore.” It called on
EU member states to adopt the spirit of the Singapore
summit, and of the organizing process which created it,
to be able to overcome the ongoing failures dominating
Europe. It was circulated widely, in many languages,
and distributed to governments and institutions, posted
on blogs. It began to shape the debate in Europe, as it
offered an alternative to what Mrs. LaRouche described
as barbaric proposals coming from many EU leaders.
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Panel II, “How the Belt and Road Initiative Is Changing Africa: The Only Human Solution to the Refugee Crisis.” From left: Wang
Hao, Amzat Boukari-Yabara, H.E. Yusuf M. Tuggar, Hussein Askary, Mohammed Bila, and moderator Claudio Celani.

The approach proposed by Mrs. LaRouche was the
central topic at the Schiller Institute conference, which
was held outside of Frankfurt, Germany, in Bad Soden.
In her keynote, she reiterated this theme in her powerful
presentation which challenged participants to join with
her in organizing for the New Paradigm in global stra-
tegic relations.

She opened her speech with the words, “After the
very historic summit which surprised the world, be-
tween President Trump and Chairman Kim Jong-un, I
made a proposal that the EU adopt this model, which
shows that you can turn an adversarial relationship—as
a matter of fact, we were on the verge of a potential
global war—into its total opposite, into cooperation, if
there is good will and if there is collaboration of the
large powers, in this case, the United States, China, and
Russia, which all worked in the background to help
make this summit possible. So I proposed that the
agenda at the just concluded EU summit should have
only one point, namely the development of Africa
through the New Silk Road, and that the EU should
invite China’s President Xi Jinping and about six or so
heads of state of African nations which are already co-
operating with China, to announce a joint crash pro-
gram for the industrialization of Africa through the ex-
tension of the New Silk Road to all of these states.”

While she acknowledged that the EU summit, which
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convened June 28-29, did not take up her proposal at
that time, there is no alternative, she said, if Europe is to
survive. This has become clear to a growing number of
Europeans, who are voting in nation after nation to
reject the incompetent and in some cases evil policies
being put forward by their leaders, who are defending
the status quo.

In the pages which follow, you will be able to read
the speeches which followed that keynote, to see for
yourself the quality of deliberation, and the passion of
the participants for bringing about a successful trans-
formation to the New Paradigm. Included were speak-
ers and guests from China, Russia, the United States,
Africa, and a number of countries in Europe—includ-
ing Germany—who have “caught the New Silk Road
Spirit,” and are united in their commitment to spread it
to their fellow citizens. As Mrs. LaRouche has repeat-
edly argued, this process will not be stopped, unless its
London-centered opponents destroy the human race
through genocidal wars, including possibly nuclear
war. Once people grasp the beautiful idea of the poten-
tial which exists in every child, no matter how poor
they may be, or where they were born, there will be an
unquenchable desire to organize governments to act to
protect and develop that potential.

The example of Singapore proves that such an era is
now within our grasp.
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Schiller Institute Conference
Bad Soden, June 30-July 1, 2018

The Urgent Need for a New Paradigm in
International Relations
A Peace Order Based on the Development of Nations

SATURDAY, JUNE 30*

10:00 - CONFERENCE KEYNOTE: The Coincidence of
Opposites—The World of Tomorrow
Helga Zepp-LaRouche, Chairwoman of the Schiller
Institute

Panel I
How to Overcome Geopolitics and the
Danger of a New World War

Russia’s Role in the New World Order
Vladimir Morozov, Program Coordinator, Russian
International Affairs Council, Moscow

Globalization in Reverse and the Challenge for China’s
Foreign Policy in the New Era

Dr. Xu Jian, Vice President of China Institute of
International Studies (CIIS), Director of CIIS Academic
Council, and Senior Research Fellow

o The True Interest of the United States

U.S. State Senator Richard Black (video presentation)
Interest Monsters: Democracy, Human Rights and Other
Hypocrisies

Lt. Col. (ret.) Ulrich Scholz, former NATO planner

The panels of day one are covered in this issue. Panels of day
two will be covered in the next issue of EIR, July 13.

o The U.S. Refusal of a Multipolar World Makes the

Transition Very Painful
Colonel (ret.) Alain Corvez, International Consultant, former
Counsellor for the French Defense and Interior Ministries

o The President Trump Europeans Do Not Know

Roger Stone, U.S. Political Strategist of the Trump Faction in
the Republican Party (live video presentation)

Panel 11

How the Belt and Road Initiative Is Changing Africa:
The Only Human Solution to the Refugee Crisis

o Opening Remarks

Hussein Askary, Southwest Asia Coordinator of the Schiller
Institute

o A Role for Europe in the Belt and Road Initiative

Wang Hao, Embassy of the People’s Republic of China to the
Federal Republic of Germany, 1st Secretary for Economy
and Trade

o After the Transaqua Breakthrough, Nigeria Comes to the

Fore
H.E. Yusuf Maitama Tuggar, Ambassador of the Federal
Republic of Nigeria to Germany

o The Impact of Transaqua on the Future Development of

Africa
Mohammed Bila, Expert Modeler, Lake Chad Basin
Observatory, Lake Chad Basin Commission
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« What Pan-Africanism on the Silk Road?
Amzat Boukari-Yabara, African Historian, General
Secretary of the Pan-African League— UMOJA

« Challenges for Peace and Reconstruction in Yemen
Representatives of the Yemeni Association Insan for Human
Rights and Peace

 Operation Felix: Yemen’s Reconstruction and Connection
to the Belt and Road
Hussein Askary, Southwest Asia Coordinator for the Schiller
Institute

Greetings to the Conference from Prof. Michele Geraci,
newly appointed Undersecretary of State in the Ministry for
Economic Development, Italy

20:00 - CONCERT OF CLASSICAL MUSIC

Sunday, July 1

Panel III

The Future of European Nations—Cultural and
Economic Grand Design within the New Paradigm

o KEYNOTE: Europe’s Future Needs to Be Inclusive, with the
New Silk Roads and the World Land-Bridge
Jacques Cheminade, President of Solidarité et Progres,
France

o The Re-establishment of International Law
Prof. Hans Kochler, President of Iternational Progress
Organisation

o Has European Integration Gone Too Far?
Marco Zanni, Member of the European Parliament from Italy

« The Controllable Energy
Dr. Armin Azima, University of Hamburg

Panel IV

Economic and Political Potentials of
the One Belt One Road

« How Eastern and South-Eastern Europe Can Participate
in Creating a New Global Economic Miracle
Elke Fimmen, Schiller Institute

o The New Paradigm from the View of the Balkans
Prof. Ivo Christov, Member of Bulgarian Parliament

o The Options for Integration of the Eurasian Customs and
Economic Union and China’s OBOR Initiative
Folker Hellmeyer, Economist, Germany

o On the New Silk Road—Achievements and Prospects of
Economic Cooperation between Serbia and China
Dusko Dimitrijevic, Ph.D., Professorial Fellow, Institute of
International Politics and Economics, Serbia

o Necessary Regulatory Framework for Investments of
German and European SME Economy in National
Economies along the New Silk Road
Hans von Helldorff, Spokesman, Federal Association of the
German Silk Road Initiative

o The Eurasia Canal and the New Silk Road
Professor Nuraly Bekturganov, Vice President of Academy of
Natural Sciences of Kazakhstan

o The Integration of the Eurasian Continent
Leonidas Chrysanthopoulos, former Ambassador of Greece,
former Secretary General of the Black Sea Economic
Cooperation Organization (BSEC)

18:00 - END OF CONFERENCE

The classical concert on the evening of June 30.
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KEYNOTE: HELGA ZEPP-LAROUCHE

I'a

I'a

Ladies and Gentlemen, dear friends
of the Schiller Institute:

After the very historic summit
which surprised the world, between
President Trump and Chairman Kim
Jong-un, I made a proposal that this
model, which shows that you can
turn an adversarial relationship—as
amatter of fact, we were on the verge
of a potential global war—into the y
total opposite of cooperation if there
is good will and if there is collabora-
tion of the large powers—in this
case, the United States, China, and
Russia, who all worked in the back-
ground to help make this summit
possible.

I proposed that at the EU summit, which has just con-
cluded, the agenda should have only one item, namely
the development of Africa through the New Silk Road.
And that the EU should invite President Xi Jinping and
about six or so heads of state of African nations which are
already cooperating with China, and announce a joint
crash program for the industrialization of Africa through
the extension of the New Silk Road to all of these states.

Such action, if taken, would have had absolute cred-
ibility and would have been taken seriously through the
presence of President Xi Jinping, because he has a very
high reputation in Africa; it would have given hope to all
the young people of Africa, that they might have a pros-
pect of participating in the construction of their own
countries, and building up their nations. For Europe, this
is the only human way to solve the refugee crisis.

This proposal has been translated into ten languages
or more: most European languages, Russian, Chinese,
Japanese, Korean, and is being circulated widely inter-
nationally. Did I think that this was a realistic program
for this EU? Well, absolutely not. But, is it the right idea
to be pushed anyway? Yes. After all, such a summit
could be called at any moment by any combination of
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I'he Coincidence of Opposites—
I'he World of Tomorrow

nations. One could use the UN Gen-
eral Assembly in September to dis-
cuss this.

Trump-Putin Summit

A new summit has been con-
firmed in the meantime between
President Putin and President Trump
for the 16th of July, in Helsinki, after
the NATO summit. They will proba-
bly discuss a U.S.-Russian agree-
ment on the future of Syria; maybe
even a comprehensive plan for
Southwest Asia. And secondly, there
will be discussion about the need to
have global nuclear disarmament,
which was announced by Russian
Ambassador to the United States, Anatoly Antonov. At
the same time however, President Putin made clear that
he is calling for global denuclearization from a position
of strength; he gave a press conference at the Kremlin
the same day, saying that there are a number of Russian
weapons systems, where Russia is years, if not decades,
ahead of the West. This was what he announced on
March Ist. In the meantime, Generals Dunford and
Gerasimov met in Helsinki to prepare this summit.

The neo-liberal establishment of the West went ab-
solutely out of their minds. They basically freaked out
and called this an “apocalyptic development”—that
was Die Welt and the London Times—especially being
completely freaked out about the possibility that Trump
may reduce the U.S. troops in Europe, which obviously
would be a good thing. But the geopolitical faction
went absolutely out of control over this possibility.

This abreaction of the West to something which any
peace-loving person could only welcome, namely that
the relationship between the large powers—China, the
United States, and Russia—would be improved, proves
that something else is needed. We need a completely
New Paradigm in thinking in terms of the relations
among nations.

d

.
"y

L
Helga Zepp-LaRouche, founder of the
Schiller Institutes.
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Syrian refugees cross the border from Hungary to Austria, on their way to Germany in 2015.

The Refugee Crisis

Coming back to the refugee crisis: The annual
global trend report of the UN Refugee Agency pub-
lished that by the end of 2017, there were 68.5 million
people displaced on the Earth. This is almost the size of
the German population; 16.2 million new refugees in
2017; 44,500 new refugees every day, or 1 person every
2 seconds. We should keep in mind that each of these
individuals is as human a person as you and me and all
of us in this room. These are not numbers; these are
people like your neighbor, like your friend, your family.

The EU just concluded, proposing a whole number
of vague things: “disembarkment camps,” militarize
the European Border and Coast Guard Agency (Fron-
tex), and similar things which are as barbarian as they
are unworkable. They want to close the outer borders of
the EU; make Frontex a robust mandate; spend a lot of
money. European Parliament President Antonio Tajani
proposed EUG billion to close the Mediterranean across
the coast of Libya alone. Ex-NATO Gen. Egon Romms
even demanded a Bundeswehr mandate to back up
Frontex, and others called for NATO to be involved.

“Disembarkment” centers are supposed to set on
European soil, later in Africa; but the problem is, none
of the countries involved want them. Not Egypt, not
Libya, not Morocco, not Tunisia, not Algeria; and the
Albanians and Macedonians don’t want to have them
either. Libya proposes such camps to be set up south of
the Libyan borders, in Niger and Mali, which have zero
infrastructure, just desert.

German TV reported that the Algerian government
sent 13,000 refugees into the Sahara without food and
water, without cell phones or money. In a heat of 48°
Celsius [118° Fahrenheit], people had to march to some
little village in Niger. Pregnant women and children,
many of them were never seen again. The Algerian gov-
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ernment denied that this was true. It may be true or
not—one never knows in the world of fake news. But |
can assure you that this is happening all the time; people
are marching through the Sahara, dying, and it is not
being reported. Pope Francis compared these camps in
Libya for example, where there is not even a govern-
ment in control, where people have been tortured, mu-
tilated, raped, sold as slaves, to the concentration camps
of the Second World War set up by the Nazis.

States have the right to protect their borders, to keep
social peace. But you cannot ignore the right to life, the
right for asylum, and the plight of the refugees. The
Prime Minister of Albania, Edi Rama, said Albania will
never allow these camps; he is against dumping desper-
ate people like toxic waste nobody wants, and that Al-
bania will never be a wave breaker for the refugees. If
you look at the refugee debate in Europe at this point—
and we have had a lot of it in the last days—where are
the Western values of human rights and democracy?
What we are seeing with the refugee crisis is the viola-
tion of the most basic human rights: the right to life,
dignity, asylum, before the eyes of the world public.

A Fundamental Change in the Image of Man

Underneath all the brutality is a fundamental change
in the image of man, what Russian Foreign Minister
Lavrov called “post-Christian values,” which reflect a
complete deadening of compassion, a complete loss of
respect for the sacredness of the human life. Some of
the worst hardliners of the so-called Christian parties
talk about “asylum tourists” or “refugee shuttle boats,”
which reflects a pathological indifference to the suffer-
ing and dying of human beings.

After the Second World War, the Federal Republic of
Germany’s first Chancellor, Konrad Adenauer, explicitly
wanted to create the Christian Democratic Union (CDU)
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as a Christian party with Christian values as a bulwark,
so that the atrocities of National Socialism would never
happen again. Now, Der Spiegel talks about “fascism”
with respect to President Trump; but his policies are no
different than those of the European Union. So, how did
this happen? We have to go back to the paradigm shift
which occurred in the West. Step by step, we moved
away from what Adenauer meant, to a zero-growth ide-
ology—pushed by the Club of Rome, by the World
Wildlife Fund, by the ecology movement—that we are
in a world of limited resources in a closed system, where
every human being is a burden to nature.

This was then escalated by the complete deregula-
tion of the markets, the increase of power of the Wall
Street and the City of London, the complete dominance
of the neo-liberal dogma that the markets are the su-
preme authority which have replaced God. The role of
the state is no longer to protect the common good, but to
guarantee the rights of the banks and the speculators,
which we saw especially after 2008, with the complete
deregulation of the financial system. It became like a
self-service shop for the rich at the expense of the major-
ity of the population; austerity against the common
good; privatization of all categories of life and the econ-
omy; and a devastating increase in wealth disparity.

The image of man has been subject to a cost-benefit
analysis; the idea that there is no knowable truth, but
just post-factual opinion, where the entire reality is sub-
jugated to the economic model of competition. Even
democracy has to be in conformity with the markets.
This is the famous sentence by German Chancellor
Angela Merkel: we live in a democracy, but it has to
conform to the markets. After the recent election in
Italy, EU Commissioner Oettinger said, because they
didn’t like the Lega and the Five Star Movement having
won the election, “The markets will teach the Italians
how to vote.” This shows the complete arrogance of the
neo-liberal establishment. They are completely unable
to recognize the causes of the decline of the Western
model. This decline is not the fault of China or Putin, it
is entirely caused by the policies of the West.

LaRouche Development Proposals

When the Soviet Union allowed the peaceful reunifi-
cation of Germany in 1989-90, there was a possibility to
go in a completely different direction. After the disinte-
gration of the Soviet Union, there was the chance for a
peace order for the 21st Century, because one bloc had
dissolved, and there was no more enemy. In 1988, my
husband Lyndon LaRouche, having foresight that the

14 Schiller Institute Conference Intervenes To Shape History

Wall was coming down soon, proposed the soon-to-hap-
pen reunification of Germany with Berlin as its capital,
and that the development of Poland become a model for
the entire Comecon, working with Western technologies.
After the collapse of the Soviet Union, we proposed to
extend the Paris-Berlin-Vienna Productive Triangle con-
ceptto all of Eurasia, calling it the Eurasian Land-Bridge,
which is what the New Silk Road is becoming today.

Earlier, Lyndon LaRouche had proposed an Interna-
tional Development Bank in 1975; an Oasis Develop-
ment Plan for Southwest Asia; he worked with Lopez
Portillo on a Latin American integration proposal called
Operation Juarez. We worked with India’s Prime Minis-
ter Indira Gandhi on a 40-year plan for India; we worked
on a 50-year Pacific Basin development plan. My hus-
band was the author of the Strategic Defense Initiative—
which was quite different than the media represented
it—it involved a gigantic technology transfer to the de-
veloping sector. If the life’s work of Lyndon LaRouche
had been accepted by the neo-liberal establishment, I can
assure you, Africa today would be a blossoming conti-
nent, and the world would look very different.

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, they said
“OK, now communism has been defeated, let’s have a
unipolar world; a Project for a New American Century.
Let’s implement shock therapy on Russia. Let’s get rid
of all governments that oppose us through regime
change, color revolution. Let’s repeal Glass-Steagall.
Let’s have ‘humanitarian’ interventionist wars based on
lies.” We see the result of such policies in the refugee
crisis in the Middle East, and the impoverishment of the
developing sector, and southern Europe, for that matter.

This is the policy of the last 20-30 years of the West.
And the result is, the Western system is collapsing. You
have a revolt from within—Brexit; Trump’s election;
the Austrian election; the rebellion in the Central and
East European states. Therefore, to have the kind of
Merkel solution to all of these problems is completely
out of the way.

We will see what happens, because the result of the
just-concluded European Union summit is very vague;
everything is voluntary, a lot of bilateral negotiations
will happen. And we have to see if CSU leader Seehofer
finds this acceptable, because he said ahead of the
summit, that if the CSU capitulates to Merkel, they
could start singing the Requiem. That is a good thing,
because if the CSU starts to sing Classical music, that
would be a big improvement right there; but he meant it
with respect to the upcoming Bavarian state election.

So, there may be an effort to patch things up. But it
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will not work, because there is still the danger of a new
financial crash; all the indicators are about 40% worse
than in 2008. The debt level, especially the corporate
debt level, the Level 3 derivatives of the banks are all
about 40% worse. The danger therefore is a collapse
into chaos. A few days ago, the defense ministers of
nine EU countries decided to create a European mili-
tary intervention force to deal with crises around the
world—now that’s pretty pretentious if they can’t even
get the EU together to have such an approach. But all of
this shows, from the EU and from the West in general,
that no positive initiatives are forthcoming to address
the strategic problems in the world.

The New Silk Road is Changing Everything

However, there is a completely different model and
perspective in play. Almost five years ago, President Xi
Jinping put the New Silk Road on the agenda as a revival
of the ancient Silk Road, which was an exchange of
goods, cultures, and technologies, improving the lives of
all participating countries. In the meantime, the New Silk
Road, or the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) as it’s called,
has become the largest infrastructure project in the world.
According to China’s Foreign Minister Wang Y1i, the BRI
already involves 140 countries working together on a
win-win basis. They are realizing six major corridors in
Eurasia; hundreds of projects—rail lines, industry parks,
hydropower—in Africa, Latin America, and Asia.

But the BRI is not just an economic program. Presi-
dent Xi calls it a “community of a shared future for man-
kind.” It’s a completely new model of relations among
nations working together on a win-win perspective; re-
spect for national sovereignty; non-interference into the
internal affairs—a completely different system. At the
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Chinese President Xi Jinping and world leaders at the Belt and Road Forum for International Cooperation, Beijing, May 14, 2017.

19th National Congress of the Communist Party of
China, Xi Jinping proposed a vision for the next 35 years,
which is unparalleled in the world: By 2020, China will
eliminate all poverty within its borders. And given the
fact that China has already gotten 700 million people out
of poverty and they are now engaged in a gigantic pro-
gram to address each single household still living in pov-
erty, you can be absolutely certain that they will succeed.

By 2025, China wants to be leading in several areas
of science and technology. By 2035, China is supposed
to be a fully modernized socialist country; and by 2050,
a large modern socialist country—blossoming, strong,
democratic, culturally advanced, harmonious, and
beautiful, where wealth will be available for everybody.
The Chinese will live a happier and safer life, and be a
full, active member of the world community. There is
also a total obligation for all Party members to devote
themselves to the common good, to have the highest
moral standards, work with a full heart for the improve-
ment of conditions of the life of the entire population.

Xi Jinping invoked China’s rich cultural tradition of
5,000 years and the essential contributions China has
made to the universal development of mankind, calling
this the great Chinese dream, whose contributions
ensure that all of humanity will live a happier life in a
beautiful world. China’s economy is based on innova-
tion; the political system is based on meritocracy; but
it’s not just for China, because China is now offering
the most advanced technologies to the developing
countries, especially in the area of nuclear energy and
cooperation in space research and development.

Now this new Chinese model, the New Silk Road
model, is very attractive. After centuries of colonialism,
and the infamous IMF and World Bank conditionalities,
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China is providing cheap credit and even grants
to Africa and other developing areas. For the
first time, many countries in Africa, Latin
America, and Asia are hopeful—about over-
coming poverty and underdevelopment, and
having productive and fulfilling jobs for their
young people.

The various Western think tanks, which
completely arrogantly ignored the progress of
the New Silk Road for about four years, all of a
sudden have woken up to discover this incredi-
ble dynamic underway. Suddenly a flurry of fu-
rious reports were written claiming that China
has ulterior motives, that China has an authori-
tarian character. If you ask people in the devel-
oping sector about that, however, that is exactly
not what they think. They think China is giving
them hope for the first time. The problem is that the neo-
liberal elites see the world through geopolitical glasses,
and they project their own intention: Since their own
policies are neo-colonial, they cannot imagine that there
is a country on this planet devoted to the common good
of the entire world population.

Confucius and Nicholas of Cusa and
Lyndon LaRouche

When China speaks about “Socialism with Chinese
characteristics,” I personally believe this essentially
refers to the Confucianism, which was the dominant
philosophy in China for 2,500 years, with the exception
of ten years of the Cultural Revolution. Confucius is
absolutely important to be studied, because he has an
image of man which is very close to the humanism we
used to have in Europe. It’s the idea of lifelong learning,
that every person has the potential to become a junzi,
which means basically a sage, which is exactly the
same idea as the beautiful soul of Friedrich Schiller. If
you develop yourself through lifelong learning, there
can be harmony in the family. If all members can realize
all their potentials, this then allows for harmony in the
state and harmony among the states.

The geopolitical establishment and most ordinary
citizens in the West are completely unable to think in
the win-win concept based on Confucian philosophy,
because they are so used to thinking in terms of a zero-
sum game—one wins, the other loses. The one great
Western philosopher who is the best pedagogue to teach
you to think in a different way, is Nicholas of Cusa with
his conception of the coincidentia oppositorum; the co-
incidence of opposites. He is not known in China; I
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Helga Zepp-LaRouche and Lyndon LaRouche.

found only one professor there who is in charge of com-
parative religions, but Nicholas of Cusa was not just a
religious man. He was the founder of the modern scien-
tific method, of the sovereign nation-state, of the repre-
sentative system, and even if many of his arguments are
derived from the theological realm, they are still of tre-
mendous philosophical and scientific importance.

On the way back from Constantinople in 1437-38,
where he had brought the delegation of the Greek Or-
thodox Church to the Councils of Ferrara and Flor-
ence, he said that all of sudden he had had an inspira-
tion which enabled him to see all questions in a
completely different light; namely, the coincidence of
opposites; which was an idea against Aristotle, who
basically had argued that contradictory statements
cannot be at the same time true. Cusa said this has been
the common axiom of philosophy so far, and Aristotle
was just the most explicit in expressing this. Then he
quotes Philo of Alexandria saying that the logic of Ar-
istotelian thinking is not on a higher level than the ratio
of the animals.

In a very important writing called Apologia de
Docta Ignorantia [In Defense of Learned Ignorance],
which was a rebuttal to a scholastic scholar named
Wenck, Cusa explains why Aristotle is an inferior
thinker, only capable of a methodological back and
forth. In De Docta Ignorantia, he says “The coinci-
dence of opposite thinking is like being on a high tower,
where the one who oversees everything, sees the pro-
cess in its totality. The seeker, the searched, the process
of searching, also how the searcher gets closer or fur-
ther away from the searched.” In another writing called
De Visione Dei [On the Vision of God], he develops a
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pedagogy for training the mind to think in terms of the
coincidentia oppositorum to overcome a mental wall
behind which you have the level of reason.

In De Docta Ignorantia, Nicholas also speaks of the
spiritus universorum which unites religions, nations,
peoples, which are elements of differentiation, but that
the universe as a whole is the perfect expression for the
precondition for everything to exist. Quodlibet in quo-
libet is a very famous sentence by Nicholas: “Every-
thing participates in all.” For the political order, that
means the multiplicity of people can be integrated with-
out violating their specific identity, because of the total-
ity of the order which already exists. According to
Nicholas, each human being is a microcosm, which
contains in germ form the entire macrocosm in a com-
plex, unextended way, which is very much like the
monad concept of Leibniz. Harmony, according to this
philosophy, a peace order, is only possible if all micro-
cosms develop in the best possible way, that the devel-
opment of the other is the reciprocal self-interest of
each for the harmony to function.

If one wants to find a solution to the political prob-
lems of today, one has to think in terms of this coinci-
dentia oppositorum; to think in terms of the common
aims of mankind first, that the one has a higher order
than the magnitude of the many. Therefore, self-perfec-
tion and ennoblement require an increase in the poten-
tial relative population density as a precondition for the
existence of future generations.

My husband Lyndon LaRouche has proven in nu-
merous writings why an increase in the potential rela-
tive population density and the continuous increase in
[our technological] energy flux-density is mandatory.
Ateach given level of technology, a civilization eventu-
ally reaches a point of exhaustion in terms of resources
and costs. To head off such disaster requires continued,
qualitative breakthroughs in the knowledge of the phys-
ical principles of the universe, the continuing higher di-
vision of labor, and more and more creative minds to
participate in the limitless progress of humanity.

Today, this spiritus universorum idea exists in the
form of the New Silk Road spirit. A community of na-
tions, as the basis for the common good of all, is the only
way to address the problems of today. This spirit is now
being felt in Asia, Latin America, and Africa, and in
more and more countries in Europe. Nicholas of Cusa,
in a sermon on the Feast of Epiphany in 1456 in Brixen,
which was called by commentators a “Hymn to Civili-
zation,” praised the arts and natural sciences as the great
gift to mankind in which all must participate, so as not to
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slow the development of one single human being. And
that is exactly what the New Silk Road is doing.

The New Silk Road Spirit made possible the Singa-
pore summit. Meetings are now taking place where the
building of railroads on the western and soon eastern
coast of North Korea, uniting South Korea and North
Korea with the Chinese transport corridors and the
Trans-Siberian Railroad, is being discussed and
planned. President Trump promised that North Korea
will soon be a prosperous country. China and Russia
also said that they plan to play a big role in this. Global
Times, the English-language Chinese newspaper, said
“The geographical location of North Korea makes it
predestined for the integration into the Belt and Road
Initiative,” and that this would happen much sooner
than anybody could imagine.

We propose to take the same approach to Africa. In-
stead of the militarization of the refugee policy, have a
New Silk Road plan. If the EU is willing to spend tens of
billions on camps, on fortification of Europe, let’s set up,
instead, credit lines for the industrialization, basic eco-
nomic infrastructure, water projects such as huge proj-
ects like Transaqua, mass transport, fast train rails,
maglev, health care facilities, educational systems, space-
oriented science-driver programs, new cities based on
modular urban development. If all European nations
would join together with China, India, Japan, and also the
United States, and announce their common commitment
to such a policy and projects, and do so with the coopera-
tion of the African states who want to be part of such a
crash program, the refugee crisis could be turned around.

But this approach requires a passionate love for hu-
manity—exactly as Ethiopia’s Prime Minister Abiy
Ahmed Ali recently told a mass rally of half a million
people shortly before there was an assassination attempt
against him—he said, “The only way to move forward
from all this history is forgiveness and love. Revenge is
for the weak. And because Ethiopians are not weak, we
won’t need revenge. We will win with love.”

So, let us act likewise. The world is in an incredible
turmoil. It’s very complex, and I do not believe the
problems will be solved by having a zillion partial solu-
tions. We need a higher level of reason that will unite all
of humanity. | think we have reached the end of an
epoch, the end of geopolitics. And we must reach the
New Paradigm where we think in terms of the coinci-
dence of opposites; what Xi Jinping has called a “com-
munity for a shared future of humanity.” If Europe is
willing to survive, we will organize the European coun-
tries to join this effort.
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Panel I

How to Overcome Geopolitics and the
Danger of a New World War

VLADIMIR MOROZOV

Russia’s Role in the New World Order

Viadimir Morozov is the Program
Coordinator, Russian International
Affairs Council, Moscow.

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

First of all allow me to thank
the Schiller Institute and Mrs. Zepp-
LaRouche personally for this great
opportunity of being here today with
all of you, and discussing with the
interesting and esteemed guests the
future of the global world order and
the role different countries and re-
gions may play in it.

I’ll also share with you the idea
that with the current political and
economic dynamics, both on global,
regional and national scales, it’s high time we openly
discuss the future of international relations and princi-
ples that should guide the interaction between states
and regions.

Unipolar, Multipolar, Multilateral

Let us look at some key ideas. First, even though we
assumed a unipolar world with an absolute dominance
of one superpower, is about to end soon, there is no al-
ternative so far that is clear and feasible, and that is
within our reach. A multipolar world, which has long
been advocated by many countries, can be no better al-
ternative.

Secondly, Russia’s role in the new global order will
be determined more by its domestic dynamics, rather
than the composition of the world order. However,
Russia will play an important part in all the different
regions, and possibly globally, trying not only to stabi-
lize its immediate neighborhood, but also serving as
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one of the interconnectors in Eurasia
and one of the guarantors of global
security and stability. Thirdly—and
I guess this is one of the crucial
points—we cannot change the global
order overnight. If we want an evo-
lutionary, rather than a revolutionary
change which will imply a global
war, we first need to concentrate on
rebuilding trust. But trust is also
something that we cannot rebuild
overnight.

It is widely assumed that the only
alternative to the present status quo,
is a multipolar world. When we talk
about the future of the global order,
nearly everyone, in Russia—in
Europe, in China, in the Middle East—agrees that the
desired world order should be multipolar. But the idea
of multipolarity traces back to the 1970s, with the rise
of the Asia-Pacific countries, with the creation of the
Trilateral Commission, etc. These ideas were extremely
popular during the mid-1990s. However, our world is
still not, in essence, multipolar. And what is more, when
discussing  polarity—multipolarity,  unipolarity—
people tend to get confused on the definition of polarity.

Multipolarity is, in fact, another version of the Con-
gress of Vienna (November 1814 to June 1815)—a
world order dominated by the balance of power and di-
vided by several power centers, competing for the lim-
ited global resources. Although such an order is based
on the interests of more than one state, it never takes into
account the interests of smaller states, and those states
that are not part of the global equilibrium, are disre-
garded by the global players. In a way, this kind of order
will be a comeback of geopolitics, the thing we all try to
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avoid when discussing the future of the global order.

But what can the alternative to a unipolar or a mul-
tipolar world order be? There is a growing debate in
Russia about this. Recently, we have published a new
article by our director general, proposing that an alter-
native to multipolarity can be multilateralism. He says
that multilateralism can be the best alternative that pre-
vents the world from sliding down into confrontation
and, thus, world war.

The key difference between multipolarity and mul-
tilateralism, is that multilateralism is based on the bal-
ance of interests rather than balance of power. It is in-
sufficient for such an order to be based solely on the
existing structures of the West, like NATO, the Euro-
pean Union, NAFTA, etc.; It must also incorporate the
UN, the G20, the OECD, the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization, the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation
(APEC); and possibly—possibly—we can come to a
sort of collective security system for the Middle East
and Africa.

However, we should take into account that what
Donald Trump is doing is a symptom of an institutional
fatigue, not only in the West but also in the East, and
therefore, if we want to slide to a multilateral world, we
need to concentrate not only on the institutions but also
on the regimes, international regimes, and first and
foremost, on nuclear non-proliferation and develop-
ment assistance.

Russia’s Role

Talking about Russia’s role in the new global order,
I guess that Russia’s role will, as I said, be largely deter-
mined by its domestic dynamics. Putin has entered his
last term in power, and now he’s likely to concentrate
more on the domestic agenda than on the international
one. This means maintaining several major economic
reforms, dealing with pensions, with the economic
output, etc., and of course, the issue of power transition
and political stability after 2024.

This, however, doesn’t mean that Russia will be
leaving the global stage. We have to not be involved in
all the matters the world offers to us, but what is crucial
about the Russian foreign policy and Russia’s position
in the world, is that Russia’s top foreign policy priority
is internal and external security. This means that Russia
is not willing, as it is constantly accused of by the West,
to destabilize the regions bordering Russia, but is ready
to use its military power and even project it overseas, as
in the case of the Middle East in Syria, to help foster
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Russian President Viadimir Putin (left) with President of China
Xi Jinping at the 2016 Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
(SCO) Summit.

stability and help foster the national interests of the
country.

This is how Russia remarkably differs from the EU
and China, neither of which is involved in military op-
erations overseas, but also from the U.S., which con-
stantly interferes in global affairs, practically for short-
term interests.

Secondly, while Russia is interested in stabilizing its
bordering regions, especially the common neighbor-
hood of the European Union and Russia, between Russia
and China, etc., Russia will place more emphasis on the
Chinese Belt and Road Initiative. For Russia, the Belt
and Road Initiative is not only an economic project
which fosters Russia’s position as one of the transport
hubs and interconnectors in Eurasia, but is also a way of
stabilizing its most dangerous neighborhood, involving
the Central Asia countries and Afghanistan, which can
possibly explode if we do not stop extremism spreading
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there, and if we do not provide the people living there
with a suitable economic alternative to raising drugs and
terrorism. This is why Russia will continue its coopera-
tion with China, especially with the co-development ini-
tiative President Putin and President Xi Jinping agreed
to, concerning the co-development of the Eurasian Eco-
nomic Union and the Belt and Road Initiative.

Also, when talking about Russia’s foreign policy
identity, I’'m rather skeptical about the idea of “Eur-
asianism” in Russian foreign policy. I personally prefer
the term “Euro-Pacific” power—in which we assume
that Russia is a European country. But Russia has access
to the Pacific region; it will be involved in all the mat-
ters, all the problems, all the conflicts that will go on in
the Pacific region; and Russia can also serve as one of
the parties interested in resolving these conflicts, espe-
cially the North Korea case and having access to the
Asia Pacific gives Russia special relations not only with
China, but also with the Republic of Korea and Japan,
and also with the United States.

We can anticipate further Russian engagement in
Syria, especially after the situation is stabilized and the
terrorism is defeated. What Russia constantly proposes,
apart from the postwar reconstruction of Syria, involv-
ing the European Union, the United States, of course,
China, is creating a collective security system for the
Middle East. This should also include not only Syria,
but also Israel, Saudi Arabia, Iran, China, the United
States, and the European Union and Russia, of course—
as the guarantors that longstanding peace comes to the
region.

I like the idea of the Eurasian Land-Bridge, but it’s
not only about the infrastructural project building rapid
train lines from Germany to Moscow. It is also about
people-to-people contacts. When we still have the visa
regimes between the European Union and Russia, it
really impedes the human, people-to-people contacts,
and exchange of cultures, exchange of ideas, and ex-
change of opportunities.

The Trump-Putin Summit—What to Expect
Last but not least, as we all understand, the global
order cannot be changed overnight. We can still pro-
pose some quick fixes in the meantime that would help
stabilize Russia-Western and especially Russia-U.S. re-
lations. First and foremost, I guess that many people
here are very much looking forward to the upcoming
Trump-Putin summit in Helsinki in July, but I guess not
as much as they looked forward to the Trump-Kim
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Jong-un summit—but still. I think we should not an-
ticipate, much, these talks, especially because the two
countries are coming in with an explicit roadmap of re-
storing the bilateral relations and getting Russia-West
relations back on track.

But still, I think that if this summit happens, it will
be a major breakthrough from the past four to five years,
because I guess the last such summit was held six years
ago in 2012, between Obama and Medvedev. The Pu-
tin-Trump talks can create an atmosphere of trust and
cooperation that may help restore relations. This is also
true with regard to the possibility of an upcoming visit
of representatives of the U.S. Congress to Russia.

Meanwhile, Some Quick Fixes

What could be the possible quick fixes? Firstly, we
need to restore the diplomatic representation of the
United States in Russia and that of Russia in the United
States. Expelling diplomats not only severely affected
the political dialogue, but also people-to-people con-
tacts—getting visas for Russian citizens to visit the
United States now takes up to half a year or a year, and
I guess the same is true for U.S. citizens wishing to visit
Russia.

Once we have a political dialogue going, the most
urgent issue the two Presidents should discuss, is main-
taining the strategic stability. This includes not only the
new START Treaty, its possible extension, and all fur-
ther nuclear disarmament, but also the future of the In-
termediate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty. Pre-
serving the latter is vital for European security, and
soon—as we want to avoid an ever-greater arms race
and its possible, unprecedented escalation. We need an
open dialogue between not only our politicians, but also
our technical specialists, including the military, on the
problems we have in implementing these treaties and
what other actions we can take in order to resolve our
differences.

The next steps will be, of course, talks on Syria to
stabilize that country, and of course, taking control
away from the terrorists and restoring it to the legiti-
mate government; and also dealing with the Ukrainian
problem. However, I’'m not expecting that much will
be done in the meantime regarding Ukraine, but still,
if we have an atmosphere of trust and if we have an
atmosphere of cooperation, we will be able to resolve
it.

Once again, thank you so much for your attention,
and I’m looking forward to your questions.
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DR. XU JIAN

Globalization in Reverse and the
Challenge for China’s Foreign Policy

in the New Era

Dr. Xu Jian is Vice President of the
China Institute of International
Studies (CIIS), Director of the CIIS
Academic Council, and Senior Re-
search Fellow. This is his edited
speech as received for delivery on
Panel 1, June 30, 2018.

President Helga Zepp-LaRouche,
distinguished guests, ladies and gen-
tlemen:

It is my great honor to be invited
to attend the conference held in such
a beautiful place. Today, [ will briefly
talks about globalization in reverse,
China’s foreign policy, and the chal-
lenges facing China, including the
three traps. There are some misconceptions and mis-
judgments by Western countries toward China’s devel-
opment, which hinder the relations between China and
the West. Our host, the Schiller Institute, offers me an
opportunity here to explain China’s policies and Chi-
na’s initiatives to resolve misunderstandings toward
China.

I. China’s Perception of Globalization in
Reverse

The trend of globalization in reverse is a hot issue in
the current international landscape and it has been espe-
cially prominent in Western developed countries.
Brexit, Donald Trump’s election as President of the
United States, and the tremendous impact of far right
forces on the political ecology of France, Germany,
Italy and other major European countries, have re-
flected the rampant backlash against globalization in
Western countries from different angles. In some devel-
oping countries, protectionism and nationalism have
also emerged to varying degrees in recent years, which
shows the trends of reverse globalization, anti-global-
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ization and deglobalization are not
limited to the developed world, but
are a worldwide phenomenon with
varying forms and momentum in
different countries and regions.

Globalization in reverse and
global trade protectionism are not
accidental phenomena; there is a
deep background for their rise and
they are closely related to some
problems of globalization, the most
prominent of which is the inequality
of social distribution and the uneven
development among nations. Un-
equal social distribution is a weak-
ness inherent in market economy,
but economic globalization further
exacerbates the problem. In market economy, the profit
of different economic factors varies significantly,
among which the difference between capital and other
factors of production is most outstanding. The findings
of French economist Thomas Piketty in this regard de-
serve special attention. Piketty believes that if the return
on capital is much higher than the economic growth
rate over a relatively long period, the risk of wealth dis-
tribution differentiation will become considerable.

The problem of uneven development among coun-
tries that arises from the process of globalization is
equally profound and complex, which has two manifes-
tations: the North-South problem and the East-West
problem. For the North-South problem, globalization
has not only spawned a group of emerging economies
that contribute to the collective rising of developing
countries, but has also marginalized a number of others.
Such countries not only have limited benefits from glo-
balization, but are also facing increasing risks and pres-
sures. As a result, the gap between them on one hand,
and the developed and even emerging countries on the
other, is widening further. This situation has exacer-
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bated the political and social ecology within these
countries and is also one of the key factors in some con-
tinued regional conflicts and unrest.

There are complicated reasons for the marginaliza-
tion of some countries in globalization, both domesti-
cally and internationally. On the international front, the
biased rules of globalization have forged an interna-
tional competitive environment that is detrimental to
the well-being of these countries. Until recently, glo-
balization has been dominated by developed countries,
and relevant rules have accommodated their interests.
This situation has improved considerably since the be-
ginning of the 21st Century, with the efforts of develop-
ing countries, but there are still many unjust factors in
the international order, and the North-South contradic-
tion remains a prominent problem in the development
of globalization.

The East-West imbalance mainly manifests itself
between emerging and developed economies. The in-
exorable rise of a large number of developing countries
over the past twenty or thirty years, especially major
emerging countries, has changed the dominance of
Western developed countries in the international bal-
ance of power. The world architecture is undergoing
changes, changes without precedent in the last centu-
ries, that strongly boost the development of multi-po-
larization. The uneven development has important pos-
itive effects on the progress of human society. However,
as the world economy is under downward pressure,
such a trend has also worsened the contradiction be-
tween developed and emerging countries in the interna-
tional order. Particularly after the international finan-
cial crisis, Western developed countries, including the
United States and European countries, have been con-
fronted with many development dilemmas, and the
contradictions between developed and emerging coun-
tries have also become more prominent.

Developed countries’ accusation against the emerg-
ing countries of free-riding reflects their intention to jus-
tify their own problems, but also has bearing on the dif-
ficulties of developing countries in enforcing the rules. It
is needless to say that fair play depends not only on the
fairness of the rules themselves, but also on whether the
fair rules are observed, as well as on the effect of the
implementation. As the economic volume of emerging
countries grows, the difference in effects of implement-
ing the rules has been increasingly relevant to the inter-
national competition and the order of globalization.

To conclude, the current reverse of globalization is
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the result of various kinds of problems regarding justice
and uneven development in the process of globaliza-
tion. The reasons for these problems are complicated,
involving almost all participants in globalization. The
resolution of these problems is not a unilateral respon-
sibility of a particular category of countries, but a
common obligation of all participants in globalization.

With regard to the development of globalization, we
should transcend the limitation of narrow nationalism
and understand it with the idea of the community of
shared future for mankind. In his remarks at the General
Debate of the 70th session of the UN General Assembly
in 2015, President Xi Jinping said: “The greatest ideal
is to create a world truly shared by all.” Peace, develop-
ment, equity, justice, democracy and freedom are
common values of all mankind and the lofty goals of
the United Nations. Yet these goals are far from being
achieved, and we must continue our endeavor to meet
them.” To uphold and promote the universal values of
all mankind, advance the community of shared future,
and promote the common welfare of all people should
be the guiding beliefs of shaping the new globalization.

We need to inject new impetus into globalization
through new initiatives. In this regard, China’s Belt and
Road Initiative has outstanding significance. The Belt
and Road mobilizes both international and domestic re-
sources, coordinates the two civilizations of land and
sea, and champions the vision of shared, mutually ben-
eficial and balanced development, providing conve-
nience and conditions for the people along the routes to
create value and injecting new impetus into the trans-
formation of globalization.

Certainly the transformation of globalization needs
more new driving forces like the Belt and Road Initia-
tive. With concerted efforts, countries can also forge
more open channels for cooperation at international, re-
gional and bilateral levels, such as the exploration and
construction of the Regional Comprehensive Economic
Partnership (RCEP), the Asia-Pacific FTA (FTAAP)
and the China-Japan-South Korea FTA, and the promo-
tion of agreements in investment and other areas be-
tween China and the United States, and China and
Europe, so as to provide more positive energy for glo-
balization.

II. China’s Foreign Policy in the New Era

In the 19th National Congress of the Communist
Party of China (CPC), Xi Jinping summarized China’s
world views by arguing that “the world is undergoing
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major developments, transformation, and adjustment,
but peace and development remain the call of our day.”
In this process, Xi emphasized: “Our world is full of
both hope and challenges.” On the one hand, the “trends
of global multi-polarity, economic globalization, IT ap-
plication, and cultural diversity are surging forward,
changes in the global governance system and the inter-
national order are speeding up; countries are becoming
increasingly interconnected and interdependent; rela-
tive international forces are becoming more balanced;
and peace and development remain irreversible trends.”
On the other hand, however, “as a world we face grow-
ing uncertainties and destabilizing factors. Global eco-
nomic growth lacks energy; the gap between rich and
poor continues to widen; hotspot issues arise often in
some regions; and unconventional security threats like
terrorism, cyber-insecurity, major infectious diseases,
and climate change continue to spread. As human
beings we have many common challenges to face.”

Against this background, Xi warned that “no coun-
try can address alone the many challenges facing man-
kind; no country can afford to retreat into self-isola-
tion.” At the same time, he expressed a relatively
positive attitude towards the prospects of the world by
calling that “we should not give up on our dreams be-
cause the reality around us is too complicated; we
should not stop pursuing our ideals because they seem
out of our reach.”

Xi’s summary of China’s world outlook in the po-
litical report delivered at the 19th National Congress of
the CPC comprehensively reflects the mainstream
views of China on the situation of the world. From the
academic point of view, Xi’s evaluation of both oppor-
tunities and challenges facing the current world is well-
balanced, with a question-orientation and an optimistic
tone.

There are two central pillars in terms of the frame-
work of China’s foreign policy: The first one is “to build
a community with a shared future for mankind, to build
an open, inclusive, clean, and beautiful world that
enjoys lasting peace, universal security, and common
prosperity.” The second one is to “forge a new form of
international relations featuring mutual respect, fair-
ness, justice, and win-win cooperation.”

The basic approach of China’s foreign policy is to
develop global partnerships and expand the conver-
gence of interests with other countries. With this ap-
proach, “China will promote coordination and coopera-
tion with other major countries and work to build a
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framework for major country relations featuring over-
all stability and balanced development. China will
deepen relations with its neighbors in accordance with
the principle of amity, sincerity, mutual benefit, and in-
clusiveness, and the policy of forging friendship and
partnership with its neighbors. China will—guided by
the principle of upholding justice while pursuing shared
interests and the principle of sincerity, real results, af-
finity, and good faith—work to strengthen solidarity
and cooperation with other developing countries.”

ITI. China’s Challenge: Properly Handling
Three Traps

China is now facing some challenges, including
how to cope with the “Thucydides Trap,” the “Kindle-
berger Trap,” and the Cold War Trap.

The first challenge China now encounters is how to
cope with a paradox between two related traps. The par-
adox was first pointed out by Joseph S. Nye, Professor
of Harvard University, although it was referred to as a
problem faced by the United States. Nye argued in an
article immediately after Donald Trump came to power:
“As U.S. President-elect Donald Trump prepares his
administration’s policy toward China, he should be
wary of two major traps that history has set for him.”
One is the “Thucydides Trap,” which refers to the warn-
ing by the ancient Greek historian that cataclysmic war
can erupt if an established power (like the United
States) becomes too fearful of a rising power (like
China). “But Trump also has to worry about the
“Kindleberger Trap.”

According to Professor Nye: “Charles Kindle-
berger, an intellectual architect of the Marshall Plan
who later taught at MIT, argued that the disastrous
decade of the 1930s was caused when the U.S. replaced
Britain as the largest global power but failed to take on
Britain’s role in providing global public goods. The
result was the collapse of the global system into depres-
sion, genocide, and world war.”

The most interesting point of Nye’s argument lies
with a dilemma the United States may face when it tries
to cope with the two traps. On the one hand, according
to Nye, the main problem of the Thucydides Trap for
the United States comes mainly from “a China that
seems too strong rather than too weak.” On the other
hand, the problem of the Kindleberger Trap may emerge
because of “a China that seems too weak rather than too
strong” to help provide global public goods. President
Trump is therefore facing a paradox, if only because he
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“must worry about a China that is simultaneously too
weak and too strong. To achieve his objectives, he must
avoid the Kindleberger trap as well as the Thucydides
trap. But, above all, he must avoid the miscalculations,
misperceptions, and rash judgments that plague human
history.” (Joseph S. Nye, “The Kindleberger Trap,”
March 1, 2017, Project Syndicate)

Unfortunately, the paradox faced by the United
States seems to apply more or less to China as well. In
a period when the Trump Administration pursues the
“putting America first” strategy and prepares to reduce
the United States’ contribution to providing interna-
tional public goods, the pressure of the Kindleberger
Trap on China grows inevitably. If China refuses or
hesitates to take more responsibilities in providing
global public goods, it is almost certain to hear stronger
criticism that China continues to free-ride rather than
contribute to the existing international order. If China
does the opposite, that is, to take more international re-
sponsibilities which fit in with China’s rapidly growing
national strength, as it has done, it is also unavoidable
to hear the accusation that China is in search of regional
and even global hegemony.

Reading the accusation about China made in the Na-
tional Security Strategy of the United States of America
delivered in December 2017 helps understand how se-
rious the dilemma faced by China may become. This
document, referred to by President Trump as “an Amer-
ica First National Security Strategy,” argues that the in-
creasing competitions in the world “require the United
States to rethink the policies of the past two decades—
policies based on the assumption that engagement with
rivals and their inclusion in international institutions
and global commerce would turn them into benign
actors and trustworthy partners.” It concludes: “For the
most part, this premise turned out to be false.” It argues
that the reason is the United States faces “three main
sets of challengers—the revisionist powers of China
and Russia, the rogue states of Iran and North Korea,
and transnational threat organizations, particularly ji-
hadist terrorist groups.”

It points out in particular that “China and Russia
challenge American power, influence, and interests, at-
tempting to erode American security and prosperity.
They are determined to make economies less free and
less fair,” etc. In such a circumstance, China has to do
more in order to overcome the Kindleberger Trap. At
the same time, China is supposed to do less in order to
reduce the danger of the Thucydides Trap. China has to
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strike a balance between the needs of doing more and
the pressure of doing less in providing international
public goods. That is the dilemma faced by China when
it simultaneously faces the Kindleberger Trap and the
Thucydides Trap.

In addition to the challenges resulting from the
above-mentioned two traps, China also faces a third
trap, the Cold War Trap, in current international cir-
cumstances. The Cold War Trap is concerned with both
the Thucydides Trap and the potential conflicts in terms
of the ideological difference between China and the
West. As correctly pointed out by Joseph S. Nye, with
respect to the so-called Thucydides Trap between China
and the United States, “there is nothing inevitable” be-
cause the effects of the trap are often exaggerated. In
other words, it is possible for the two powers to avoid
open conflicts if only because both sides know very
clearly that costs of such conflicts are too high to afford.

However, in spite of this kind of possible positive
prospect in evading open military conflicts, China and
the United States will still face the danger of being in-
volved in a cold war trap if both sides fail to address two
sets of issues: One is to raise mutual strategic confi-
dence, the other is to curb mutual contradictions in the
ideological field. Past and current experiences suggest
that neither of them is easy to substantiate. For both po-
litical and strategic reasons, mutual trust and mutual
confidence are always something insufficient in Sino-
U.S. relations in the past decades. With regard to the
ideological factor, the negative reactions of the United
States and some major European countries to China
after the 19th National Congress of the CPC cast a
strong shadow in this respect.

The texts of the National Security Strategy of the
United States of America reveal the situation. Although
it claims that “It is a strategy of principled realism that
is guided by outcomes, not ideology,” this claim is nev-
ertheless misleading if one thinks that the America First
National Security Strategy of the United States places
values and ideology on the back burner. On the con-
trary, this document clearly lists the ideological factor
as one of the four vital national interests that the United
States “must protect in this competitive world.”

The Trump Administration makes a systematic and
quite coherent explanation about this stand by saying
that “we will advance American influence because a
world that supports American interests and reflects our
values makes America more secure and prosperous. We
will compete and lead in multilateral organizations so
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that American interests and principles are protected.
America’s commitment to liberty, democracy, and the
rule of law serves as an inspiration for those living under
tyranny.” Based on this analysis, this document takes a
rather harsh attitude towards China when talking about
bilateral discrepancies not only in the economic and se-
curity fields, but also in the ideological realm.

For instance, the document asserts that “China and
Russia want to shape a world antithetical to U.S. values
and interests,” and that “these are fundamentally politi-
cal contests between those who favor repressive sys-
tems and those who favor free societies.” European
countries such as Germany and France also made some
negative comments on China over the international
order, approaches to global governance, and other
issues.

The negative attitudes of Western countries in gen-

eral, and of the United States in particular, suggest that
pessimistic trends are on the rise in relations between
China and major Western powers. This situation is of
course not good for promoting peace, stability, and
prosperity in the world. Therefore, concerned parties
should make joint efforts to prevent these trends from
further development, although it is not easy to stop, let
alone reverse the trends. At least for China, this situa-
tion is obviously disappointing and more or less out of
expectation. The gap between China’s expectations and
the response of the West suggests that something must
have gone wrong with mutual perceptions between
China and the West. It also implies that none of those
negative trends is inevitable. To prevent the situation
from further deteriorating, there should be efforts to
strengthen mutual understanding and minimize misper-
ceptions on both sides.

U.S. STATE SENATOR RICHARD BLACK

On the True Interest of the United States

Senator Richard Black is a member
of the Virginia State Legislature.
He made his presentation via pre-
recorded video.

I’m Senator Dick Black and I'm
pleased to join you for this important
conference. My remarks will focus
on the Mideast conflict and Ameri-
ca’s undeclared war against the
Syrian people.

Our current actions against
Syria are unlawful and they run
counter to our vital national inter-
est. More importantly, they repre-
sent a direct pathway to a much
larger and far more dangerous and
unpredictable war against Iran and its neighbors.

Syria is the center of gravity in the war on terror. In
other words, its survival as a viable, intact state may
very well determine the outcome of the global war on
terror. Should American succeed in our long-held ob-
jective of toppling the legitimately elected Syrian gov-
ernment, this would lead to an unprecedented expan-
sion of jihadist terror. Within months, Lebanon and
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Jordan would fall, and this would
likely embolden President Erdogan,
the Turkish dictator, to drive hordes
of battled-hardened jihadists from
the battlefield to overrun the nations
of Europe.

Some Personal History

For this reason, America’s
dogged opposition to the Syrian na-
tion-state poses a clear and present
danger to Europe and to all of civili-
zation. Let me be clear: I'm not
speaking as a pacifist. I served in
uniform for 32 years. [ was wounded
fighting as a Forward Air Controller
in the 1st Marine Regiment, and I
made 70 combat patrols, generally at night, deep behind
enemy lines. | was wounded during an attack, and both
of my radiomen died fighting beside me. Before that, |
flew 269 combat missions as a helicopter pilot. My air-
craft was hit by enemy ground fire on four missions.
Eventually, I served as a division chief in the office of
the Judge Advocate General (JAG) at the Pentagon.
There I prepared executive orders for the President’s
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signature, and testified before
Congress on behalf of the U.S.
Army.

I say this to let you know that I
love my country, I’ve bled for it.
And I respect the men and women
who obey the orders that they are
given, when we send them over to
war, even though I often think
those orders are extraordinarily
ill-advised.

I’'m deeply concerned by the
direction of American foreign
policy, particularly as it affects
Syria, because that nation is a vital
gateway to Turkey, and thus, on to
Europe itself.

Before the Syrian War

Before the Syrian War began in 2011, Syria was
one of the five safest nations on Earth. It had the great-
est women’s rights and the greatest religious freedom
of any of the Arab nations. It was debt free; it produced
its own energy, food, many of its own manufactured
products; its economy was very well balanced and it
was self-sufficient. Syria had been at peace with Israel
for 40 years. In 2013, just to demonstrate the secular
nature of the government, Syria erected one of the
world’s greatest statues of Jesus Christ, and it towers
over Israel, Lebanon, and Syria. Syria is a diverse and
secular country. It is home to about 2 million Chris-
tians and 2 million Alawites. Now, the Alawites are a
very highly modernized population. Additionally,
Syria is home to Druze and large Sunni and smaller
Shi’a populations of Muslims. The great majority of
each religious group has supported the central govern-
ment. The Grand Mufti Ahmad Hassoun is the spiri-
tual leader of Syria’s Sunni Muslims. Ahmad is an un-
wavering supporter of Syria’s President Bashar
al-Assad.

During the seven brutal years of the war, the Syrian
nation of about 23 million has united, and withstood the
combined forces of two-thirds of the world’s military
and industrial might; but despite this massive interna-
tional pressure, there has not been a single assassination
attempt against President Assad, who enjoys over-
whelming and passionate support of the army and the
people. Syria has faced the combined might of Ameri-
cans, British, French, Israelis, Turks, Qataris, and Saudi
Arabians.
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Syrians celebrate the liberation of eastern Aleppo city in northern Syria, Dec. 22, 2016,
with flags carrying the portrait of President Assad.

The United States Is at War with Syria

By any reasonable definition, the United States is at
war with Syria. Since 2012, the United States has oper-
ated terrorist training camps in Jordan, Turkey, Qatar,
Saudi Arabia, and now inside Syria, itself. We have
supplied terrorists fighting Assad with tens of billions
of dollars’ worth of arms, ammunition, training, and
payroll. This was done under the CIA’s classified pro-
gram, “Timber Sycamore.” Once that program was dis-
closed, it was quickly terminated, but American-fi-
nanced weapons, training, and manpower still flow
freely to terrorists under other covert programs.

Despite this lengthy war of aggression, not a single
terrorist has ever become a popular figure among the
Syrian people, who remain doggedly loyal to President
Assad and the Syrian armed forces. Recall that it was
al-Qaeda that hijacked civilian airliners and flew them
into the Twin Towers and the Pentagon on September
11, 2001, killing 3,000 Americans. Nonetheless,
throughout the Syrian War, the United States has
aligned with al-Qaeda and its affiliate against Syria.
Virtually every so-called “moderate rebel group” has at
one time or another fought shoulder to shoulder with
al-Qaeda or ISIS. The dominant jihadists are sworn to
behead all Christian and Alawite men and to make sex
slaves of their wives, their daughters, and their chil-
dren. For this reason, the success of the American ven-
ture in Syria could very well trigger one of the greatest
genocides in recent history.

Contrary to Western propaganda, the war was never
a popular uprising. President Assad did not take harsh
measures against early demonstrators. In fact, he issued
orders requiring riot control troops to carry wooden
batons instead of rifles. As a consequence, many died at
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the hands of'al-Qaeda and the Muslim
Brotherhood before he finally re-
lented and permitted them to protect
themselves with loaded weapons.

Chemical Weapons Attacks are
Fake News

Let me address the often-cited
claim that Assad has used poison gas,
crossing some “red line.” That claim
is patently false: The same propa-
ganda ploy was used first by the CIA,
as a pretext to launch the invasion of
Iraq. That deceit proved so successful
in laying the groundwork for the Iraq
War, that it has been used several
times during the conflict in Syria to blame President
Assad for “gassing his own people.” This lie has duped
Americans into being drawn ever deeper into the Syrian
War. But ask yourself this question: “If Syria wanted to
use poison gas, why would they use it on toddlers and
their parents, instead of using it to defend against ISIS
and al-Qaeda in the desperate battles raging across the
country?”

Now, poison gas is not used in pinprick attacks
against civilian targets. If it is used, it is employed mas-
sively, in conjunction with large-scale, offensive maneu-
vers on the battlefield. Each of the three false-flag at-
tacks, staged by al-Qaeda and its allies, was convincingly
disproved by the world’s most respected investigative
journalist, Pulitzer Prize winning reporter Seymour
Hersh—the man who wrote the story of the My Lai Mas-
sacre in Vietnam, and the Abu Ghraib prison misconduct
in Iraq. He has greater access to the inner workings of the
CIA and Pentagon than any other journalist today. It
would be totally irrational for President Assad to employ
poison gas given the predictable backlash and the total
absence of any military benefit to Syria.

The Spoils of Perpetual Wars

The United States has long planned regime change
in Syria. According to Gen. Wesley Clark, the former
Supreme Allied Commander in Europe, America first
began drafting war plans to topple Syria in 2001.
WikiLeaks published actual secret plans that were de-
veloped by the U.S. Embassy in Damascus in 2006.
Those plans laid out detailed steps to destabilize and
topple the legitimate government of Syria. In 2010,
Hillary Clinton became Secretary of State. She exe-
cuted plans to overthrow Libya to capture its arsenal of
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Courtesy of Sen. Black
President Bashar al Assad (left) meets Virginia State Sen. Richard Black in
Damascus, April 28, 2016.

weapons and use them to arm terrorists in Syria. When
Libya’s leader, Col. Muammar Qaddafi, was murdered
in 2011, we invaded Libya under the guise of a “no-fly
zone.” We quickly gave the Turks control of a Libyan
air field and then began flying plundered Libyan weap-
ons into Turkey using Qatari aircraft. The first aircraft
that was sent from Libya also carried 700 Tunisian ter-
rorists, who were then sent across the Turkish border,
and into Syria.

From 2011 until today, the United States has fought
to topple the popularly elected government of Bashar
al-Assad and install a puppet regime. But why are we
fighting in Syria at all? In fact, what are we fighting for
anywhere in the Middle East? Our own actions have
spawned huge armies of ISIS and al-Qaeda terrorists.
Without us there, both Iraq and Syria would soon elim-
inate the last vestiges of these terror groups and restore
order to their own nations. So, are we fighting to serve
U.S.—or foreign—interests? And, are we simply de-
ploying courageous American troops as a sort of For-
eign Legion for hire?

Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman, the brutal
dictator of Saudi Arabia, was overheard saying, “I have
Kushner in my pocket.” Some believe that Jared Kush-
ner, who had access to Presidential intelligence, may
have revealed the names of Saudis who were disloyal to
the Crown Prince shortly before the Saudi dictator
launched his brutal crackdown on those same dissi-
dents. Is this all being done for personal gain?

Now certainly war profiteers have amassed enor-
mous fortunes through these wars. And we know that
our coalition partners, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, want to
topple the Syrian government and run lucrative oil and
gas pipelines across Syria’s sovereign territory.

Schiller Institute Conference Intervenes To Shape History 27



But, you know, I am amazed at Americans’ acquies-
cence in perpetual Mideast war. No one even mentions
an end to hostilities and a return to peace. By contrast,
it’s instructive to recall that we only fought in World
War I for 17 months, before politicians were forced to
promise that that would be the “war to end all wars.”

Now think of this: After 17 years, we remain com-
mitted to several simultaneous wars with no end in
sight. It’s breaking our military forces down and it is
bankrupting the nation. How many Americans realize
that fully one-third of the entire U.S. national debt has
been incurred through our Middle Eastern wars? De-
spite American lives lost, soldiers maimed, and treasure
wasted; despite one and one-half million Libyans, Af-
ghans, Yemenis, Iraqis, and Syrians killed; despite tril-
lions in property destruction—I cannot point to a single
thing that these wars have done for the American
people, or for the vital national interests of the United
States. Instead, we’ve generated massive strings of ref-
ugees, who are hostile to Western values and deter-
mined to undermine European cultures.

We started these wars facing a small contingent of
terrorists. Well, here we are a generation later: We’ve
multiplied their ranks a thousand-fold, by arming, train-
ing, and financing these same terrorists. We’ve given
them real-world battlefield experience, making them
the most combat-ready forces on Earth today.

This, in my view, is suicidal madness. The enor-
mous fear and resentment we have generated have
obliterated generations of good will. This makes it a
near certainty that China will soon displace, through
peaceful means, the trade and influence the United
States has tried to exact through fear and terror. Unless
we develop a strategy for peace, China will displace us
as the world’s dominant power. Our present strategy
amounts to regime change by raining down bombs, col-
lapsing homes, and blowing bodies into the streets. By
contrast, China quietly builds highways, factories,
dams, infrastructure, without instigating violent coups.
Now which approach will appeal to foreign nations?
Given the choice, they will inevitably opt for China’s
roads, bridges, dams, and factories over the American
bombs, destruction, and bloodshed.

Just take a look at Iraq: From 1990, when the Gulf
War first began, until today, the United States bombed
that country almost incessantly. During the 28-year
bombing campaign, we’ve dropped over a third of a
million bombs on Iraq and the number is still rising.
Just this past week, we, or our ally Israel, bombed Iraq’s
Popular Mobilization Forces (PMF), killing 22 and
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wounding 12. At that time, those Iraqis were fighting
ISIS, our supposed enemy. So this week’s attack rounds
out the 28th year of hostile actions on Iraqi territory,
against a nation that, just like Syria, has never once
taken hostile action against the United States.

Now, returning to Syria: The United States, which
once promised “no boots on the ground,” is likely to
have as many as 8,000 soldiers, marines, and contrac-
tors, stationed in Syria today. We built at least 11 bases in
northeast Syria, a fact that Turkey disclosed in 2017 to
our enormous consternation. U.S. troops are presently
embarked on a mission to carve out a tenuous landlocked
state, by granting the Kurdish minority dominance over
predominantly Arab lands in northeast Syria. This
region, lying between the Euphrates River and the Turk-
ish border, comprises about 30% of Syria’s land mass.

While Syria is sparsely populated, it holds much of
the oil, gas, and agricultural wealth that sustains the
entire Syrian people. Should this American “Plan B”
succeed in splitting Syria apart, the nation’s people will
be permanently impoverished—all so the United States
can block ancient trade routes linking Syria, Iraq, and
Iran. This appears to be part of a strategy to pave the
groundwork for a far greater war yet to come.

But There is Great Hope in and for Syria

But there is great hope in Syria. The Syrian armed
forces and its allies have liberated 90% of Syria’s popu-
lation. Since Russia intervened in 2015, Syria has
scored an unbroken string of battlefield victories.
Almost all of its major cities have been liberated by the
Syrian Army. It’s only the resistance of the United
States, Israel, and Turkey, that prevents a rapid conclu-
sion to the war. It’s high time for the United States to
depart from Syria, and to leave the Middle East. If we
leave, there will be a time of peace and reconciliation.
Refugees will return, and rebuilding will accelerate.

Since its liberation by Syrian forces in 2016, almost
one-half million Syrians have returned to the Syria’s
second largest city, Aleppo. The United States could
make an impressive humanitarian gesture, simply by
lifting its naval blockade of Syria, and by releasing the
monetary restrictions, in order to end the starvation, the
poverty, the deprivation of medical supplies that we’ve
inflicted on their people.

Americans are a good and decent people. Our nation
is better than our foreign policy would suggest. We
need to stop inflicting violence by supporting terrorist
groups and restore peace to the world.

Thank you very much.
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LT. COL. ULRICH SCHOLZ

Interest Monsters: Democracy,
Human Rights and Other Hypocrisies

Lt. Col. (ret) Ulrich Scholz is a
former NATO planner. This is an
edited report, combining his pre-
pared address with the transcript of
his speech. He spoke on Panel I,
June 30, 2018.

Good morning. Thank you very
much, Mrs. LaRouche and Mr. La-
Rouche, for having me here again to
speak what’s on my mind and in my
heart. I was here two years ago, and
talked about war as a pathology of
the West. Just a few words about
myself. [ flew, in the first third of my
military career, Phantoms and Tor-
nadoes. In the second third, I planned
wars. In my third, in my military education, I under-
stood war. And now, I’'m in my final stage of learning,
and I am trying to find out why we still engage in wars,
and how we can change that.

I’d like to start with George Bernard Shaw, who
once said, “Sometimes I like to quote myself. It puts
spice in the conversation.” I’ll quote myself here: In
March 2003, I was at Queen’s University at Kingston,
teaching on the subject of security policy, and I gave a
speech to local business and political people, six weeks
prior to George Bush’s invasion of Iraq. And that was
my topic. My American colleague on the left argued for
the war, and I argued against the war. And sometimes, |
didn’t know what was going to happen; but my feeling
was that if we didn’t put the UN in charge of the world,
we would end up where we are now. And we ended up
there.

After that, I went through several educational pro-
cesses. | thought about how to change the UN—I now
think it’s not an organizational change we need. I think
the problem is not the structure of the organization—the
problem is that the UN, which failed in its main mission
of keeping peace in the world, needs instead to concen-
trate more on brokering interests. This word interests—
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I’ve heard it many times this morn-
ing—is very important. I think the
problem is that nations have inter-
ests, and we don’t pay attention to
those, especially the big ones. The
second is the human element when
we talk about interests. We are
humans and what works on the mi-
cro-level, with families and individu-
als, has a record of working very well
when applied seriously. When we try
to resolve political conflict, we disre-
gard this aspect. We often view
NATO and the U.S. government or-
ganizations, but forget that inside
those organizations there are human
beings. We should focus more on
how we get those people in those organizations together.

Let us not forget the hypocrisies in international re-
lations. The West has waged war since 1990, many
times—Kosovo, Libya, Iraq several times, and Afghan-
istan. All these wars were always begun with an alibi:
“We do it on behalf of the international community”—
whatever that is. Or the UN flag is used under the
banner, “responsibility to protect,” or “humanitarian
intervention.” I argue, and I can prove it—I won’t go
into that full proof today—that these are all alibis.
These are hypocrisies. The real reason the West goes to
war is for interests.

The following is from the prepared address.

The World Needs an Effective UN

Since its founding in 1945, the main mission of the
UN as a world organization has been to keep the
peace. Despite all merit due in creating a kind of in-
ternational order, the many wars and conflicts that
have taken place since then are sad proof that the or-
ganization has failed in its main mission.

I would like to suggest that we understand and use
the UN more as a global interest moderator rather than
a peacekeeper. Because, by focusing on the first, suc-
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cess in the second is much more likely;
and last but not least, the UN as an ef-
fective broker of interests could
become the driver for projects like the
New Silk Road.

In my short presentation I am going
to make the argument that the main
reasons for the UN’s failure to keep the o
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peace, and for the resistance to the T r———
New Silk Road Project from some in- - Pre-emptive
ternational figures, are the disregard -
for the importance of interests of all in-
ternational actors and the neglect of
the human dimension in dealing with
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those interests. Since the end of the

Cold War in 1990, democratic states
have waged war and violated their
ethics quite a few times. They waged
war in the Balkans, in Iraq, in Afghani-
stan, in Libya, and in Syria. In doing so
they also killed those whom they pre-
tended to protect. They invented ethi-
cal terms like “responsibility to pro-
tect” and “humanitarian intervention”
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cupation, U.S. Air Force General
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Storm, told his pilots to break off an

attack and bring back their bombs if they ran the risk of
being shot down. He said that there was no target in the
whole of Iraq worth dying for. I would like to alter his
statement to make it a universal one: There is no target
in the world worth killing for.

The Philosophical Foundation

America’s post-World War II foreign policy has been
greatly influenced by Hans Joachim Morgenthau, a Ger-
man-born American political scientist whose basic idea
of an all-mighty state refers back to Thomas Hobbes’
The Leviathan. In 1948, Morgenthau published his work
on foreign policy, Politics among Nations. It contains
the essential ideas of “Political Realism.”

The following four ideas are my selection. They re-
flect the history of states from 1648 (the Peace of West-
phalia) until today. The first idea is almost a no-brainer:
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Political power serves interests. Countries and peoples
have interests, and it is the duty of their leaders to use
their power to secure them. The next three ideas, I call
essentials: Balancing not intimidating, Values are inter-
ests = hypocrisy, and thirdly, Limits of universal values.
I call these essentials because they contain the main
reasons why politicians fail to secure the interests of
their peoples.

Morgenthau’s arguments against the Vietnam War
support this argument. [ dare to say that all wars Amer-
ica and the West have waged since Vietnam have not
been in the interest of their peoples for the same rea-
sons.

Balancing Interests vs. Intimidation
To make my argument, [ would like to focus on Es-

sential Number Two. It is here that post-Cold-War neo-
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worse, such as global terrorism or nu-
clear war. Lasting security, based on
one’s own interests, is achieved best if
those interests are balanced in a mutu-
ally benefitting way.

At this point I would like to come
in with ethics, which are not an Interest
per se. The real power lies in living
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Balance ethically, not in preaching ethics. A
] Eg;;it:ge foreign policy based on balancing in-
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thy, tolerance, and mutual respect.
Ethics flows like an underground
river. If we allow intimidation to run
foreign policy, the underground river
carrying intimidation is called Angst.
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Trust and Education

conservative politicians in the United States deviate
from classical realism. Instead of trying to balance in-
terests with other stakeholders in the realm of foreign
policy, they either go to war as they did in Iraq, Afghan-
istan, Libya, and Syria, or they intimidate others as they
are (have been) doing with Russia, North Korea, and
Iran. I argue that in all these conflicts they have failed to
secure American interests.

But intimidation not only jeopardizes one’s own
interests. It also increases the risk of armed conflict,
which entails the danger of escalating to something

When people of different coun-

tries, political systems, and cultures

meet to resolve conflicts and to balance interests, it is
important that they know, understand, and like each
other. The ultimate goal is trust, which should not just
be the result of empathy, but sympathy. Relations de-
veloped in such a way must be set up on a long term
basis (years!). The people selected should be of spe-
cial character with outstanding soft skills in an inter-
cultural realm. They don’t have to be the subject
matter experts, rather they should be facilitators at the
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peace conference. (Wikipedia)

Photo: Faisal bin Hussein bin Ali al-Hashem! (centre), later Faisal I of Syria, with delegates
including Lawrence of Arabia (in headdress third from right) at Versailles during the 1919 Paris
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various levels of cooperation, governmental and non-
governmental. Outside the functionalities of projects,
their interaction should be autonomous. Cooperation
should be driven mainly by the spirit of the common
goal and not so much by organizational interests of the
day.

One final word on education. I consider failed com-
munications as one of the main reasons for violent con-
flict resolutions, which is not a matter of language but a

COLONEL (RET.) ALAIN CORVEZ

matter of perceiving and thinking. Conflict parties dis-
cuss their differences in the first order of cybernetics,
not understanding that they are dealing with second
order problems. I suggest therefore that everybody who
is in the business of conflict resolution and balancing
interests should get a thorough education in systems
theory and the philosophy behind it. There cannot be
any objectivity, because “Everything that is said, is said
by an observer.”

The U.S. Refusal of a Multipolar World
Makes the Transition Very Painful

Col. Alain Corvez is an interna-
tional consultant and former Coun-
sellor for the French Defense and
Interior Ministries. This is a sum-
mary report of his speech, which
was presented in French on Panel
1, June 30, 2018.

Speaking in French, Col.
Corvez said at the start that he felt
much inspired by all the previous
speakers, that particularly Senator
Black’s remarks reflected an “ex-
treme reality” which poses the
main problem. Trump is chal-
lenged by the Deep State in the
United States, the covert oligar-
chy which forced him to continue the military inter-
ventions, this being a brutal policy which is not in the
interest of the real Europe—which de Gaulle called
the “Europe of the Nations.” The European Union of
today is a technocratic, supranational regime. For
France, the question is when will France finally de-
nounce Saudi Arabia and Qatar for their aggressive
policies in the Mideast, against Syria and Yemen? The
sanctions against Iran which the EU decreed are also
not in the real European interest, because the Euro-
peans have to cooperate with Iran and with Russia.
The sanctions have not had the planned effect on Iran
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because the Iranian nation sup-
ports its government.

On the North Korean problem,
the Singapore Summit between
Trump and Kim Jong-un is opening
the door to demilitarization and de-
nuclearization of the Korean Pen-
insula, which is a break from the
last years of aggressive and brutal
policy against other nations by the
United States. This shows that nei-
ther confrontation nor war solve
problems: solution can only come
from dialogue. A rapprochement is
under way, with South Korea
moving closer to cooperation with
Russia and China. India and Japan
are also reviewing their policies in the region. Although
there are still many problems, the world is on its way
toward a future without the nuclear Damocles’ Sword
that is still threatening all of humanity today. The recent
SCO summit presented a healthy alternative to the G-7
Summit of the Old Paradigm powers. That summit rep-
resented 42% of the world population, opting for peace,
cooperation and development. De Gaulle once said in a
1964 speech to Mexican students, that if the threat of
nuclear obliteration can be averted, the road is free to a
better world, and indeed, the offer is there today to build
such a world.
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ROGER STONE

The President Trump
Europeans Do Not Know

Roger Stone is a U.S. political strat-
egist of the Trump faction in the Re-
publican Party. He made his presen-
tation by live video.

First of all, I want to apologize
for the fact that I cannot join you per-
sonally. I very much appreciate and
[inaudible] and the Schiller Institute,
and my good friend Harley Sch-
langer, who arranged for this video
presentation.

for your forward-thinking agenda
and your commitment to economic
and financial reform, which I believe, with the assis-
tance of the Trump Administration, can remake our
global thinking entirely and move us towards more
peace and prosperity on a worldwide basis.

I am very familiar with the extraordinary and pro-
phetic thinking of Lyndon LaRouche, having encoun-
tered him in New Hampshire in 1980, during the Re-
publican primary for President of the United States.
And, as a former aide to President Ronald Reagan, I
recognize the important backstage role that Lyndon La-
Rouche played in the last election of a non-neo-con out-
sider, as President of the United States.

I must say, that in 1980, I was more of a conven-
tional conservative Republican, and at that time, I
thought Dr. LaRouche’s views were somewhat exotic.
Today, I would say, however, that I have evolved to rec-
ognize the role of an evil, two-party duopoly, that has,
unfortunately, run the United States into a ditch.

The two-party duopoly of the Bushes and the Clin-
tons, working together, has given us endless foreign
wars, where our apparent national interests were never
apparent; erosion of our civil liberties, with a govern-
ment that keeps meta-data tags on Americans, reads our
emails, monitors our text messages, catalogues our
phone calls; gave us trade policies which were based on
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“one size fits all” international trade
agreements, which appeared to be
beneficial to our trading partners, but
on rare occasion equally beneficial
to the United States. We have pur-
sued immigration policies that
cheated those who were waiting on
line to get into the country and obtain
their citizenship legally, to the bene-
fit of those who jumped the line and
entered the country illegally, and in
many cases, left our streets and
neighborhoods unsafe.

[ am a 40-year friend and associ-
ate of Donald Trump, and the evolu-
tion in my thinking opinion between
1980 and 1988, led me to believe that Trump was the
one man with the stature, the courage, and the indepen-
dence from the failed policies of the two-party duopoly
that has run our country, and that he should seek the
Presidency. I sought to convince him to become a can-
didate as early as 1988. I sought again to convince him
to become a candidate in 2000, and again in 2012. And
then, finally, successfully, in 2016.

Now, I would concede to you, that despite my early
enthusiasm, the time was probably not yet ripe for a
Trump-style candidacy. It is the first time Americans
have gone outside a career politician or a military hero,
in order to select a business person as a President. Un-
thinkable, as early as 1980, perhaps. Perhaps, it was un-
thinkable in 2000. But after a [inaudible] eight years of
the Obama Presidency, the stage was set for a reform-
oriented President who was committed to stronger and
better relations with both Russia and China, and who
rejected the new world order as put forward by Presi-
dent George H.W. Bush and furthered by his son, Presi-
dent George W. Bush—an agenda that was seamlessly
pursued, whether the President was Republican or
Democrat, whether our President was a Clinton or a
Bush.

We now have a scandal in the United States, in
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which claims of Russian “collusion”
are used to mask what is, in fact, the
greatest political scandal in our his-
tory: And that is, the use of the power
and the authority of the state to spy
on and undermine the candidacy of
the Republican nominee for Presi-
dent. In fact, having been a veteran of
the Nixon Administration, I recog-
nize that Nixon was removed from
power because men who were associ-
ated with his campaign, were caught
breaking into the Watergate facility,
to plant bugs (which never really
worked) to spy on his opponent and
the Democrats. He was also removed,
because men who were associated
with his campaign were caught infil-
trating the campaigns of his oppo-
nents, Sen. Hubert Humphrey, and then, later, Sen.
George McGovern.

Anti-Trump Scandal Worse than Watergate

The scandal which we are looking at today, is far
more egregious! At least in the case of Nixon, and it
was never proved that Nixon himself approved any of
these illegal activities,— but in the case of Nixon, the
individuals who were apprehended were private citi-
zens. Here we have a far more egregious abuse of
power: It is the use of the state’s authority and its ex-
traordinary technological capability, to hijack the 2016
election and subvert democracy itself, in an attempt to
wire the election for Hillary Clinton.

The entire Russiagate investigation, the totally un-
proven charges of Russian collusion, are a smoke-
screen, to mask those illegal activities by the Obama
Administration in its attempt to hijack our last election,
referred to in the text messages of FBI agent Peter
Strzok as “the insurance policy.” We now know that the
FBI, under Barack Obama, infiltrated the Trump cam-
paign as early as May of 2016—far earlier than it admits
opening its investigations into alleged ‘“Russian collu-
sion” by the Trump campaign.

The role of British intelligence in all of this, cannot
be underestimated. We know that Prof. Stefan Halper
was approaching members of the Trump campaign—at
the lowest possible level, I might mention—in an at-
tempt to plant evidence of Russian collusion. It is
almost laughable that the Washington Post and the New
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FBI
Former FBI Director Robert Mueller (right) is recognized by President Obama at a
ceremony announcing the nomination of James Comey (left) as FBI Director. White
House Rose Garden, June 21, 2013.

York Times continue to claim that the activities of
Halper, the activities of others, were an attempt to ferret
out Russian collusion, when in fact, they were attempts
to plant faux Russian collusion to be discovered later, in
an effort to undermine Trump in the seemingly unlikely
event of Trump’s victory.

I never had any doubts about Trump’s ability to win
the 2016 election. It’s important to recognize that 2016
was the year in which the mainstream media lost their
monopoly stranglehold on political discourse. This is
due only to the rise of a vibrant and robust alternative
media, which in turn, has given far greater currency to
the ideas and principles of Lyndon LaRouche, to the
ideas and principles of Donald Trump, to reset the
world stage for cooperative trading partnerships and re-
lationships with both the Russians and the Chinese, and
put an end to the neo-con policies of war and bank-
ruptcy, which the mainstream media have continued to
pursue, quite sadly, with vigor.

Sadly, what we see today in the United States, and
perhaps across the world, is an attempt to put the tooth-
paste back in the tube. That is to say, a war of Internet
censorship which seeks to silence voices such as mine,
and my friends at Infowars, for example, alternative
media outlets like Breitbart and the Daily Caller and
others who espouse Trumpism, and remove them—
from Facebook, from Twitter, from YouTube—it’s a
war of eradication, and an attempt to strangle our First
Amendment rights under the U.S. Constitution, and to
use monopolistic practices and anti-competitive busi-
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ness practices to end our free speech and
our access to this wonderful medium of the
Internet which makes our dialogue, here,
today, entirely possible.

I must say that the prospects for a
Trump-Putin summit in July, have raised
the hackles in some corners of Washing-
ton, D.C., as well as Whitehall, to a level of
near-hysteria. President Donald Trump is
one who believes that when your adversar-
ies possess thermonuclear weapons, as
well as vast economic power, that one is
much better off in a dialogue with them,
than in a Cold War. And therefore, I firmly
believe that his trip to Helsinki to meet
Vladimir Putin is a mission of peace, a
mission of future economic cooperation,
and perhaps of joint cooperation to eradi-
cate those Islamic extremist elements that
seek to damage both of our nations.

Mueller Went after LaRouche, Now after
Trump and Me

What is going on in the United States—the persecu-
tion of a number of President Trump’s key advisors, is
reminiscent of the kind of tactics that were used against
Lyndon LaRouche by the Bushes in the 1980s. One of
the principal reasons I am unable to join you in person,
is that, as you may have read, Special Counsel Robert
Mueller—unable to prove any “Russian collusion” on
my part, unable to prove any collaboration with
WikiLeaks with respect to its devastating disclosures
regarding the Democratic National Committee and
Hillary Clinton, unable to prove or provide any evi-
dence that I had any knowledge of the release of John
Podesta’s emails in advance—now seeks to come up
and conjure, perhaps fabricate and manufacture, some
other charge against me, perhaps relating to my busi-
ness, or my finances, or my tactics.

This is the same Robert Mueller who harassed
Lyndon LaRouche in the 1980s, who now seeks to per-
secute me, simply because of my support for President
Donald Trump.

I’'m being sued by the Democratic National Com-
mittee; I’'m being sued by an Obama-affiliated group
called Project Democracy; I’m being sued by a Chinese
billionaire—all of these sore-loser lawsuits are without
merit, but exceedingly expensive. On top of which,
now, I now must fend off the efforts of Robert Mueller
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U.S. National Security Advisor John Bolton (right) meets with Russian
President Vladimir Putin to prepare for Trump/Putin summit. The Kremlin,
June 27, 2018.

to bring some bogus charges against me, in his attempt
to either silence me, or to seek my cooperation in testi-
fying against my friend of almost 40 years, Donald J.
Trump. This will not happen.

My friends have set up a legal defense fund for me,
at Stone Defense Fund.com. I must say that contribu-
tions from foreign nationals are perfectly permissible
and those who wish to make a contribution will have
my heartfelt thanks. I face an extraordinarily difficult
and defensive battle as the Deep State has targetted me,
because of my long association with Donald Trump,
and my commitment to his non-interventionist foreign
policy and his policy of economic revitalization of the
United States.

Trump Bashed for Successes at Home and
Abroad

We have seen a precipitous rise in violence in the
United States, and a near-hysteria on the left, which is
based almost solely on the increasing success and pop-
ularity of the Trump policies. We will have in excess of
4% economic growth in the next quarter. We were told
under President Barack Obama that this rate of GDP
growth was structurally impossible. They were wrong.

We have seen the creation of 1 million new jobs,
228,000 in the month of May alone. We have seen the
President on the cusp of a historic peace deal in the
Koreas, and perhaps the successful denuclearization of
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a nation long-considered our greatest foe. How
ironic, that the President has pursued a peace
deal in the Koreas, that if it had been achieved by
Barack Obama would be called “brilliant” by the
mainstream media; but because it is achieved by
Donald Trump, they call it “risky.”

The President pursues non-interventionist,
peace-oriented policies and a reform agenda in
terms of revitalizing our economy, in terms of
reforming our immigration system, in terms of
redoing our trade agreements, so that they are of
reciprocal value; and in terms of reaching new
relationships with both the Russians and the
Chinese, built on our joint desire for peace and
prosperity.

I 'have every confidence in this President. But
I do not underestimate the Deep State’s efforts to
destroy his Presidency and to remove him. It was
reported by Bloomberg News, only yesterday,
that Robert Mueller, the same hit man for the
Bushes who targeted Lyndon LaRouche decades
ago, will decide about raising charges against
the President in his final report, this fall. How conve-
nient! Just before the 2018 midterm elections.

The previous day, Bloomberg News reported that
now, Robert Mueller would focus on the issue of “Rus-
sian collusion.” That’s extraordinary. He’s been at it for
two years, and has spent in excess of $17 million of our
taxpayers’ money. | thought that he was focused on
“Russian collusion.” As the attempts to harass me dem-
onstrate, his investigation has nothing to do with “Rus-
sian collusion.” As Mr. Mueller seeks any process-re-
lated crime, pertaining to the termination of FBI
Director James Comey, an extraordinarily corrupt
public figure, or to the dismissal of Gen. Mike Flynn, a
true American patriot, who was also subject to harass-
ment and legal undermining by Robert Mueller and his
cabal of thugs.

So, the prospects for the Trump Presidency are
strong, because as his political strength grows, as his
public support in the country is galvanized, it gives him
a freer hand to deal with the Mueller outrage, and to
deal with the fact that he has a partisan prosecutor who
has been given broad and unfettered legal power by
Trump’s own Justice Department, and quislings such as
Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein, who seek
nothing less than to undo what they could not do at the
ballot box in 2016.
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People’s Republic of Korea in Singapore, June 12, 2018.

A Field Manual for Victory

I’'m delighted to have the opportunity to join you!
As some of you may know, my sixth book, Stone’s
Rules, is now widely available. I would put this book up
there with Machiavelli’s The Prince, or Sun Tzu’s The
Art of War, as a field manual for victory, that is appli-
cable for any person, regardless of their chosen avoca-
tion. Whether you are in business, or politics, or tech-
nology, or media, or fashion, or even agriculture, these
are the tested rules of the road, the hard lessons that I
have learned in 40 years in the American arena. I com-
mend this book to you, you can buy it through Amazon
or Barnes & Noble. I think most reputable book pur-
veyors in the country have it available, and I think you
will enjoy it.

I thank you very much for your kind invitation to
address you today. I look forward to a new world, based
on the leadership of an American President who is
deeply committed to a new set of policies, rejecting the
policies of the neo-cons and their British co-conspira-
tors, and fostering a new spirit of world peace and co-
operation. [ have urged the President to study the Silk
Road policies that you are so enthusiastic about, and
which I have come to embrace.

I salute you, and I thank you so much for your time
this morning. Thank you.
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Panel 11
How the Belt and Road Initiative Is Changing Africa:
The Only Human Solution to the Refugee Crisis

HUSSEIN ASKARY

Opening Remarks

Hussein Askary, Southwest Asia Coor-
dinator for the Schiller Institute, intro-
duced Panel Il of the Schiller Institute
conference on June 20).

Thank you very much, Claudio.
I’'m pleased and honored to be open-
ing this esteemed and very interest-
ing panel.

My name is Hussein Askary; [ am
an Iraqi Swedish citizen. I'm the
Southwest Asia Coordinator for the
Schiller Institute. I’ve been working
with the Schiller Institute for the last
23 years. I’'m also the co-author of the
Schiller Institute Special Report, Extending the New Silk
Road to West Asia and Africa, which was released in No-
vember 2017 at a conference here, in this same place.
This report, of which we have copies—everybody should
get copies—is a wonderful expression of the optimism
that has been sparked by Africa’s joining the New Para-
digm, defined by the Belt and Road Initiative of 2013

EXTENDING THE NEW SILK ROAD
TO WEST ASIA AND AFRICA

A VISION OF AN ECONOMIC RENAISSANCE

Schiller Institute Special Report
By Hussein Askary and Jason Ross
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presented by China, and by the
BRICS nations’ Fortaleza Declara-
tion of 2014.

Most African nations are working
intensively now on real development
plans with China and the other na-
tions of the BRICS and their friends.
This report is also a road map for the
bright future that is awaiting the
coming generations of Africans and
the people of Southwest Asia, the so-
called “Middle East.” Middle East is
the wrong term—it’s called South-
west Asia.

Africa Is a Wonderful Continent

This is Africa by night. We have a true image of
Africa by night, taken by NASA satellites, and you see
a continent shrouded in darkness, because there is
simply no electricity. The image of Africa in 2050 is an
image drawn from my instructions, by our friend and
member, Chance McGee, of how we envision Africa to
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TRANS-AFRICAN HIGHWAY:

© cairo-Dakar

Algiers-Lagos
© Tripoli-Windhoek~(Capetown)
© cairo-Gaborone~(Capetown)
© Dakar-Ndjamena
6) Ndjamena-Djibouti

Trans-African High-

this is the lesson we are learn-
ing from China’s involve-
ment in Africa.

I’'m not going to describe
this report in detail, because |
did so last year, and people
should just get a copy of the
report. Some of the projects
described in this report are
already completed, some are
under construction or being

St Speed Rail Network. seriously negotiated. As
hadiun some of our honorable
¢ speakers will testify, enor-
""""" i} mous progress is taking
place. At least one nation in

look by night in 2050. Africa, Ethiopia, is now nicknamed a “double-digit

By 2030, Southwest Asia and Africa will have
jointly contributed the greatest population growth, of
all world regions, reaching an estimated 1.9 billion by
2030, with an amazing median age of only 23 years. By
2050, the bulk of the world’s population growth will
take place in Africa. Of an additional 2.4 billion people
projected to be born between 2015 and 2050, 1.3 billion
will be added in Africa. While people who have been
brainwashed by British propaganda believe this is a ca-
tastrophe, and a problem, we believe this is a fantastic
challenge and a great opportunity.

And I think this is the same view that China holds of
Africa. If we listen to speeches by President Xi Jinping
in the China-Africa summits, he sees Africa as a great
opportunity. What is required, as Helga Zepp-LaRouche
said this morning, is that to get to the New Paradigm, for
Europe to join the New Paradigm, it’s not only that they
will participate in building rail-
ways in Africa—we have to
change our view of humans, and
our attitudes, for example, to-
wards Africa! Because Africa, in
European minds and in the United
States, is associated with prob-
lems, because that’s the only thing
being reported. So instead, we
have to get a change in the mind of
the European policymakers, and
in the population in the United
States, that Africa is not a prob-
lem: Africa is a great challenge,
but it is a great opportunity. [ think
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growth nation.” And many others will soon join the
club.

There are no limits to what can be achieved on this
wonderful continent, and therefore, our level of ambi-
tion and visions, and our plans, have to be at the same
level as the challenge itself. This is a map of the trans-
African high-speed railway we envision. This plan has
existed in the African Union for many, many years, but
it is represented as highways that have never been built.
But now the rail is being developed piece by piece.

Like the Djibouti-Addis Ababa railway that was
completed in 2017, with the help of China, we have the
Mombasa-Nairobi railway, which was also completed
last year. These projects are breaking all previous re-
cords—on construction, speed, efficiency, and cost. So
these are some of the projects.

The plan that the African Union has been dreaming

Mombasa-Nairobi Railway
and East African Master Plan

Mombassa

Dar es Salaam
4
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of and planning for, is now being imple-
mented on the ground. The proverbial
shovel is already in the ground. This is not
something that is going to happen some-
time in the future.

Our panel, titled “How the Belt and
Road Initiative Is Changing Africa: The
Only Human Solution to the Refugee
Crisis,” could not come together at a more
crucial time than this. As the old paradigm
unfortunately continues to wreak havoc in
many nations, such as in Syria and Yemen,
the consequences of at least forty years of
misguided and intentionally destructive
policies imposed on these nations are still
being felt through widespread poverty, epi-
demics, food shortages, and lack of basic
services, and also in the mass refugee
Crisis.

I Was a Refugee, Myself

I was myself a refugee, and suffered enormously
with my family when we had to flee Iraq in 1991, from
the Kurdish city of Sulaymaniyah in Iraq, as a conse-
quence of the Gulf War—Desert Storm—which Colo-
nel Scholz was talking about [see Panel 1], launched by
George Bush, Sr. We had to walk, my family and I, for
six days and nights, in the very harsh mountain climate;
it was raining and even snowing in some cases. We had
nothing with us, except small bags of dried fruit, until
we reached the Iranian border, and then we ended up in
huge tent camps in Iran.

When we reached these refugee camps, it was a ter-
rible situation for morale. The physical conditions were
terrible, but we managed to dust off our clothes and
rise—my family and I, my sisters, especially—and we
started working with the international aid organiza-
tions, the Red Cross and Doctors Without Borders. One
year later, | managed to come to Norway. I was the fea-
tured person in a 1994 documentary film in Norway
about the refugee crisis. It was a documentary series,
called “Sightseeing in Reality: One of the Lucky Ones,”
referring to me. I was 23 years old at the time.

As Helga said today, you know, when you look at
refugees, they’re not objects on the TV screen. When
you look at refugees, they are real human beings—
many of them have aspirations, they have a mission in
their lives, and they’re not just a number.

Two years later, after I reached Norway in 1992, 1
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Refugees fleeing in 1991 during Operation Desert Storm from Sulaymaniyah,
Iraq, through a very harsh mountain climate, to a camp in Iran.

met the Schiller Institute in Oslo. So I have a firsthand
sense of what it means to suffer as a refugee, and to
leave everything behind and risk your life to get to
where you believe is a safer place, or where you can
live with dignity.

However, I was convinced that the solution to all the
many refugee crises was not by relieving the symptoms,
by simply providing aid to the refugees—which should
be done, anyway, you should help refugees—but by
dealing with the causes of all these crises at the core. That
could and will only be dealt with, through creating a new
and just world economic order, and political order.

So, it was all very natural for me to join the Schiller
Institute in 1994, and dedicate my time and energy to
contribute to creating this new paradigm, with Helga
and Lyndon LaRouche and all the wonderful people I
have met and worked with all these years.

So, whether you are a refugee, a native, a citizen, a
resident of Europe or the United States or anywhere, you
should join the Schiller Institute: Because this is the only
way, as I have experienced, to make a change in the world
that has an impact on every living being on the planet.

So, now, with the World Land-Bridge we are many.
We have whole nations also joining the New Paradigm,
and we can all see that the prospect for a prosperous and
beautiful future for all nations is within reach. There-
fore, I urge every one of you, that in the midst of the
worst suffering, we always have to have our eyes, not
on the mud under our feet, but directed toward the
bright stars above.

Thank you very much.
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WANG HAO

A Role for Europe in

The Belt and Road Initiative

Wang Hao, in the Embassy of the
People’s Republic of China to the
Federal Republic of Germany, is
First Secretary for Economy and
Trade. He spoke on Panel Il of the
Schiller Institute conference, on
June 30, 2018.

Good afternoon, everybody! It’s
a great honor to be invited to attend
today’s meeting. First of all, I’d like
to extend my sincere thanks to the
Schiller Institute, which has put a lot
of effort and passion—in German,
we say Leidenschaft—into organiz-
ing today’s conference.

My topic is “A Role for Europe in the Belt and Road
Initiative.” This is a topic which the organizers gave
me. [ found it a difficult, but a meaningful one. Difficult
because, as a diplomat it is hard for me to tell Europe
how it should engage in the Belt and Road Initiative.
But, on the other hand, it is meaningful that, as the larg-
est trade partner of China, the European Union should
participate in this initiative.

European entrepreneurs have also shown their inter-
est. So today, [ would like to have a discussion with you
regarding this topic.

Why the Belt and Road Initiative?

First, I would like to share with you why China put
forward the Belt and Road Initiative. The spirit of the
Silk Road was the connectivity of different peoples. In
the age of globalization, this spirit still has its meaning.
One of the preconditions to connecting people is infra-
structure, such as roads and railways. China has learned
from the imperialists how important transport facilities
are for the development of the economy.

I would like to tell you a story of my own. When |
was a kid, I often went to see my grandparents, who
lived in the provincial capital, which was less than 200
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km away, but travel took almost a
whole day, due to the bad road con-
ditions at that time. It was not only
a waste of time, but also reflected
the inefficiency of the economy.
Nowadays, the two cities are con-
nected by a highway, just like most
other Chinese cities, and the jour-
ney takes less than two hours. We
Chinese have a saying: “To get rich,
you must build a road first.”

Today, China is the second larg-
est economy in the world, and build-
ing an advanced infrastructure net-
work has made an important
contribution to that. Presently, China
has 136,000 km of expressways, and 25,000 km of
high-speed railway, which accounts for two-thirds of
the world’s total. Seven of the ten biggest seaports
worldwide are located in China. Both passenger and
cargo rail are rapidly developing in China. All of which
has changed people’s lives, as well as laying a solid
foundation for the rapid development of China’s econ-
omy.

In the age of globalization, there are still many
places around the world which are underdeveloped and
lacking basic infrastructure. The needs in these areas
are enormous. According to the Asian Development
Bank, Asia alone will need to invest $1 trillion every
year from 2017 to 2030 in infrastructure, in order to
maintain its growth momentum.

As you might know, facilities connectivity is one of
the five priorities of the Belt and Road Initiative. Here,
facilities refers not only to transport facilities, but also
includes oil and gas pipelines, grids, and cross-border
cable construction. The aim is to expand road and rail
links, and eliminate traffic bottlenecks to facilitate in-
ternational transport and trade; and the improvement of
ports and Asian infrastructure, oil and gas pipelines,
grids, and cable networks.
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We believe that proper trans-
portation infrastructure is the basis
for economic development. That
is one of the reasons why China
put forward the Belt and Road Ini-
tiative.

I would like to emphasize here
that the Belt and Road is not a
strategy, but an initiative. Every
nation can participate and benefit
from it. The Belt and Road Initia-
tive is a public good that China
offers to the world: It is a fast train
to prosperity that is ready to take
everybody along. It’s also a mas-
sive, long-term project, not just for
short-term profit.

Europe Is Already
Benefitting

China is a country with lim-
ited resources and capabilities that depends on the
active participation of other partners, including Ger-
many and Europe: Here is how Europe can make a
contribution and benefit from it. Actually, 19 Euro-
pean countries, including Germany, Great Britain, and
France are members of the Asian Infrastructure Invest-
ment Bank (AIIB), which provides solid financial sup-
port for the Silk Road initiative. Germany is repre-
sented as the largest non-regional partner in the AIIB.
Deutsche Bank belongs to the first group of non-re-
gional financial service providers for the Silk Road
initiative.

European companies also participate in projects
within the framework of the Belt and Road Initiative,
with their technology, capital, products, and know-
how. I would like to emphasize that in order to partici-
pate in Belt and Road, European enterprises should
take initiative themselves, instead of waiting for proj-
ects to come to them. They should look for the oppor-
tunities. In this area, the chambers of commerce of
Europe in the countries along the routes can play an
important role.

Ladies and Gentlemen: By cooperation along the
Belt and Road, China and Europe both benefit econom-
ically and give the states along the routes improvement
in both economic development and living conditions,
which will further provide new opportunities for busi-
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China-to-Europe rail freight. There were more than 3,000 fast-train trips between China
and Europe in 2017.

ness and improve Europe’s internal and external secu-
rity.

We already have some visible achievements, such
as the more than 3,000 fast trains that have operated
between China and Europe in 2017—forty-eight of
them between China and Germany. The fast train has
become a symbol of the initiative in Europe. Duisburg
and Hamburg are two important destinations in Europe
and have benefitted a lot from it. Other cities, such as
Mannheim, Rostock and Bremen have also shown great
interest in operating fast trains. We encourage more Eu-
ropean companies to use fast trains to export their goods
to China and other Asian countries, in order to save
time and lower costs.

Last but not least, I sincerely hope that Europe and
China will go along with the trend of the times, engage
in open and win-win cooperation, embrace reform and
innovation, and seize the historical opportunity of the
Belt and Road Initiative.

I must apologize for leaving early, and cannot par-
ticipate in the panel discussion although I am eager to
do so, but my colleague and I have to catch the train to
go back to Berlin, because our prime minister will be
visiting Germany in a week. So, there is a lot of work
waiting for us.

I wish the conference success, and wish all of you a
nice day. Thank you.
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AMBASSADOR YUSUF TUGGAR

After the Transaqua Breakthrough,
Nigeria Comes to the Fore

HE. Ambassador Yusuf Maitama
Tuggar, the Ambassador of the Fed-
eral Republic of Nigeria to Germany,
spoke on Panel II of the Schiller In-
stitute conference, on June 30, 2018.

Thank you very much! Let me
begin by commending the organiz-
ers, the Schiller Institute, for host-
ing such a conference, which seeks
to discuss something that the Presi-
dent of the Federal Republic of Ni-
geria, and I in particular, hold dear
to our hearts, which is the inter-
basin water transfer from the Congo
Basin to the Lake Chad Basin.

When I was first invited, it was to a panel discus-
sion, so [ focused on simply having a discussion. The
topic was to be, “After the Transaqua Breakthrough,
Nigeria Comes to the Fore.” I decided, instead of pre-
paring a speech, to just stick to my discussion, which is
what I’'m going to do while I stand here, so I hope you
will not mind that.

Inter-Basin Water Transfer to Save Lake Chad
The inter-basin water transfer, like I said, seeks to
transfer about 100 million cubic meters of water per year
from the Congo Basin to the Lake Chad Basin, and in
particular to Lake Chad itself, which has been shrinking
over the years. It has been the subject of international dis-
cussion, because it underscores what most of us are con-
cerned about, which is climate change, desertification,
conflicts, because it happens that the Sahara region, and
the Lake Chad Basin area in particular, is an area where
a lot of these issues are coming together. So it’s the nexus
for conflict, for migration, and for hydrocarbon explora-
tion, because oil and gas have been discovered in Niger
Republic, and in Chad. There are pipelines being built.
And of course, everyone knows about the Boko
Haram conflict that was going on there. Thank God, it
has been surmounted by the requisite collaboration be-
tween African countries, because the region happens to
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be in one of the most complex cross-
border areas in Africa, if not the most
complex, where four countries meet:
Niger, Chad, Cameroon, and Nige-
ria. One of the reasons why there was
a lag or delay in tackling the Boko
Haram problem was that there was a
failure to define it the way it is, which
is a cross-border conflict, and to use
the collaboration of the countries in
the region to solve the problem.

Now this, thankfully, changed
when the current President, Muham-
madu Buhari, was sworn in, in 2015.
Five days after his swearing in, he
embarked on a visit to Niger, to Cameroon, to Chad, and
essentially said, “Look guys, we have to come together.
We have to collaborate and solve this problem.”

Now this was no fluke, because he happened to also
be a former governor of Borno State, which was ground
zero for this conflict, so he understood the region very
well. And he knew that historically, going back to tackle
such problems, such as the case of Rabih Zubayr in
1897, and other such cases, you needed the collabora-
tion of all the countries. At least since 1964, there’s
always been an organ to tackle this sort of problem.

The water transfer issue is being spearheaded at the
moment by the Lake Chad Basin Commission. Thank
God, the foremost expert on this water transfer happens
to be part of the panel, so I was happy to see his name
there: Mr. Mohammed Bila. In fact, truth be told, he
ought to have spoken before me so that I can just cruise
after that, but be that as it may, [ will do my best. But the
technical details, the deeper insights into what is to be
achieved, I’m sure he will explain.

China, Europe in African Development

I don’t want us to look at this project, or indeed, other
developmental projects that are going on in Africa, and
in Nigeria in particular, through the binary lens of China
versus Europe—the sort of binary approach that is per-
haps some sort of Cold War lag, where we think that if
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China is playing, then Europe is out, or if Europe is play-
ing, China is out. We need the cooperation, the collabo-
ration of all three, because it’s not just Europe and China
either; Africa is also at the table and there is a need to
ensure that Africa is always represented, and is part of
the discussion that develops any solutions, be they infra-
structure, development, migration, what-have-you,
Africa needs to be a part of it.

One of the reasons why, with the Lake Chad issue,
we need the full collaboration and participation of
Europe, and not just China, is because this will be a part
of the One Road, One Belt Initiative, which fits in per-
fectly with the concept of globalization, because it’s
about interconnectivity, which is the way we look at the
world. This is what has happened over the course of
human history. We have to redefine the map of the
world, or the part of the world that we know, as we did
before we even discovered that the whole world was a
globe. So, we’ve gone from Terra Rugeriana, the Idrisi
map which was actually upside down. He looked at it
differently. So we also need to start looking at global-
ization, that connectivity.

We need to perhaps lay more emphasis on maps that
highlight infrastructure lines, rail lines, transmission
lines for electricity, roads, and so on and so forth, as op-
posed to more of the Halford Mackinder type of ap-
proach, which is to have a Eurasian World Island and
then everything else beyond that is a Rim Land, it’s a
Shatterbelt; it’s all of that. We need that collaboration,
and the only way you can achieve these sorts of devel-
opmental and infrastructure leap-frogging initiatives in
Africa is when you utilize the existing knowledge, the
existing database.
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And this is where Europe has a critical role to
play, because, I have to say, it is for me, it’s per-
haps kismet that we happen to be holding this
gathering in no less a place than Germany. Be-
cause some of the earliest irregular migrants that
were received in the Lake Chad Basin area hap-
pened to be from Germany! It was Heinrich Barth
in the 1850s, it was Gustav Nachtigal; it was his
nephew (I forget his name now), a priest who did
a lot of extensive studies of the flora and fauna,
the culture and much more about the Lake Chad
area. Perhaps there is a need to tap into all that
knowledge and data that was gathered, to be able
to transfer huge volumes of water from the Congo
Basin to Lake Chad, which would completely
transform the sub-region, if not the entire conti-
nent. With such a feat, you would generate elec-
tricity, you would provide water for irrigation, provide
transportation and fishing activities—so much. Work
would be provided for the teeming youth, who are always
looking to make that desert crossing—so the issue of ir-
regular migration would also be touched by such a project.

Quite a bit of ground has been covered. I remember
when the President of Nigeria was sworn in. Shortly
after that, | had a meeting with him, and I was empha-
sizing the need for the current administration to make
progress on water transfer. | talked to him about the
1990s, when some of these efforts were initiated, and
2000, when on the legislative side in Nigeria, a commit-
tee was created that was meant to be a regional commit-
tee for the Lake Chad, to tackle some of the funding
issues, some of the sensitive issues, so each member
country would have two legislators representing them
on the Lake Chad Basin Commission. He told me,
“Look, I became involved in this and took up interest in
this in the 1970s.” This was when he was Petroleum
Minister, when he flew with then President Obasanjo,
and the Foreign Affairs Minister Joe Garba, to meet
with Ahmadou Ahidjo in Cameroon.

So you see, it goes all the way back. It’s something
that needs to be done. These are the sorts of transforma-
tive projects that we need to be able to achieve what we
keep mentioning, sustainable development. Sustain-
able development is not going to be achieved by simply
listing goals. We need to identify these sorts of transfor-
mative projects, to fund them, support them, see them
through to fruition. The only way that we will be able to
achieve that is if we all put our hands together—hands
and heads. So it’s China, it’s Europe, it’s Africa.

Thank you very much.
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MOHAMMED BILA

Looking Ahead: Will Africa
Become the New China?

Mohammed Bila is an Expert Mod-
eler at the Lake Chad Basin Obser-
vatory, Lake Chad Basin Commis-
sion. He spoke to the conference on
behalf of the Commission.

Claudio Celani: So, now it’s over
to you, Mohammed. Mohammed
Bila—we have known each other for
three years now, and he is also a Nige-
rian. Don’t think that Nigeria is over-
represented here, because he repre-
sents the eight countries of the Lake
Chad Basin Commission.

Mohammed Bila

Mohammed Bila: Thank you,

Claudio. Distinguished ladies and gentlemen, the Lake
Chad Basin Commission is delighted to be given this op-
portunity to interact with the Schiller Institute. I have to
convey the apologies of our Executive Secretary. Due to
some constraints, he could not come. That is why he sent
me to portray the viewpoints of the Lake Chad Basin
Commission to the participants of this conference.

I am a modeler for the Lake Chad Basin Commis-
sion; I have been there since 2002. So, all the develop-
ments that have been going on, even before 2002 within
Nigeria,—I have seen the impact of the drying of Lake
Chad. I have seen the attempts made by the different
governments to solve the problem. I have seen the sup-
port that the international community has been giving
to the Lake Chad Basin and the member states. But as
of 2012, we had a totally different, new challenge, that
is, an open conflict with people who feel they must
change everybody. This problem, if we had looked for
a solution 30 years ago, probably would not have
reached this state.

The Congo-Lake Chad Inter-Basin Water Transfer
became a solution to the problem of the drying up of
Lake Chad, when the Eighth Summit of Heads of State
and Government of the Lake Chad Basin Commission
(LCBC), held in Abuja in March 1994, launched an inter-
national campaign to save Lake Chad. With the election
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of President Muhammadu Bubhari in
2015 in Nigeria, and his appeal to the
international community to help in
recharging Lake Chad, to revive eco-
nomic activities and reduce terror-
ism, the LCBC decided to look at one
of the oldest proposals we had, which
was called the Transaqua proposal.
The proposal was developed in the
1980s as a comprehensive solution to
the longest Sahel drought on record.
It started in 1973, but in the 1980s, we
still had this drought.

The Abuja Declaration of 2018

In March 2018, under the leader-
ship of President Buhari, eight African heads of state
and government came to Abuja to attend the Interna-
tional Conference to Save Lake Chad. Those eight
heads of state, based on the proceedings and discus-
sions in the workshops, chose the Transaqua project as
the most viable option to save Lake Chad, but also to
transform Africa.

In this meeting, we had the heads of state from the
LCBC countries, five of them, and then we had a repre-
sentative from the government of Libya, and also Presi-
dent Ali Bongo Ondimba of the Central African Repub-
lic of Gabon. We also had the affirmation of the
proceedings of the conference by Denis Sassou Nguesso,
the President of Congo Brazzaville; he called during the
conference and said, “I give all my blessings to what-
ever comes out of this conference.” So, this was the first
time the African leaders came together and tried to look
for a common solution that will solve the problem.

The Transaqua proposal consists of a 2,400 km wa-
terway, to transfer between 30 to 50 billion cubic meters
of water. The initial proposal that was done in the 1980s
by the Italian engineer Marcello Vichi, thought we
could get 100,000 billion cubic meters and move it to
Lake Chad. But from then to now, we have been having
a consistent drought, so the general thinking is that we
might not get 100,000 billion cubic meters, but we can
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get between 30 to 50 billion cubic meters taken from
the right-side tributaries of the Congo River transferred
to Lake Chad. The project is expected to bring eco-
nomic development to seven African countries and in-
direct benefits to five more countries associated with
the Congo and Lake Chad basins.

At the end of the conference, the Abuja Declaration
was endorsed by the Heads of State, in which they noted
that the drying up of Lake Chad and the loss of sources
of livelihood in the Sahel are affecting human security
through southward migration and conflict towards Cen-
tral Africa and Congo; insecurity of lives and property
in the Sahel, the Lake Chad region, and West Africa in

general; and negating the stability of Central Africa in
the long term. So, this is a gradual thing.

Since 1973, those who have assets, that is, those who
have cattle, have been moving away from the Sahel;
they have been going towards the center of Africa. That
is where the grass is green. They are trying to protect
what little assets they have by moving southward. This
migration is taking them to a new region where they
meet people with different cultures, with different lan-
guages. This is the main cause of the problem in the
Central African Republic. So, we have concluded that if
we don’t revive the situation, this southward migration
within Africa will cause more problems in the regions
that are already experiencing internal conflicts. Also,
this loss of livelihood is costing the young in the Sahel
region to move up north through Libya to Europe.

The Abuja declaration endorsed the Transaqua
Inter-Basin Water Transfer initiative as a pan-African
project necessary to restore Lake Chad for peace and
security in the Lake Chad region, and for the promotion
of navigation, economic development, and industrial-
ization in the whole Congo basin. The African Devel-
opment Bank was mandated to facilitate the creation of
the Lake Chad Fund of U.S. $50 billion. The funding
sources shall include a social component, funded
through public sources from African states, and an eco-
nomic component, funded using public funds and loans
and donations by Africa’s development partners.

DR Congo Will Be First to Benefit

This picture of the Transaqua project [Figure 1]
shows the rail links needed to create the infrastructure
[being built with help from China, independent of
Transaqua]. The blue in the center is the Transaqua
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beneficiary will be the Democratic Republic of Congo
(DRC), because the water will be generated from that
basin. We need new concepts to describe what is hap-
pening. The traditional concept is, you take water and
allocate it to a country or to a group of users. But with
the new concept of having a benefit sharing, win-win
situation, we cannot go with the traditional concept.
So here, we foresee a certain stock of water, which
has one value, taken from the Congo River, moving
along the canal. It’s adding value in transportation of
goods; it’s adding value by replenishment of that
canal. This water goes into the Central African Re-
public.

When this stock of water moves, dams will be cre-
ated. We have identified that at the tributaries, dams
will be created. These dams will generate electricity; so
this is another added value from this stock of water.
And as it moves to the Central African Republic, the
hydroelectricity could be used, and the water could be
used for irrigation. This same stock of water will move
into the Lake Chad basin across the divide. Cameroon
can use the water for irrigation, the electricity already
generated can be shared by Cameroon, can be shared by
Chad, because these are all regions where we don’t
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have electricity. So these are all benefits that come out
from this project.

Eventually, this water will go into Lake Chad. Niger
is going to benefit from irrigation and whatever else
they want to develop the water for. So, this is a big op-
portunity for movement of goods and services from
central Africa to the Sahel, from the new irrigation proj-
ects. Instead of Africa importing billions of tons of rice
every year, this project will be capable of generating
that quantity of rice within Africa. The industrial areas,
the container terminals that will be set up along this
navigable canal, will bring in new economic develop-
ment.

This stock of water will also revive biodiversity;
most especially in the Congo Basin, where they have
large protected areas—parks. When you bring more
water into those areas, you enhance the multiplication
of biodiversity in these protected areas. So this project
will not only develop Africa, but it will also help us to
revive biodiversity, protect the Central African Re-
public, and at the same time also revive biodiversity
in the Lake Chad. It will boost regional trade, create
new economic infrastructures, such as river ports,
container terminals, agro-industrial zones and new
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roads. There are areas where there are no roads. In the
DRC, if you move from one town to the other, if it is
not on the Congo River it is a hell of a challenge for
the people. They have to go either on a bicycle or a
motorcycle. These projects will definitely build new
roads.

Financial Return from the Beginning

The project doesn’t need to be implemented all at
once. The company that we have been working with,
the Bonifica group of Italy, makes simulations. Their
simulation says we can break it down into as many as
twelve phases. From the first “operational lot” [phase],
we can generate economic goods; and from the money
generated by selling those goods, we can proceed to the
next phase, the next lot. So, gradually, the African coun-
tries will even have the capacity to plan it in such a way
that they can call whichever partner they want to par-
ticipate in developing the different lots.

The simulation says that generating financial re-
turns immediately when we start the first phase, is ca-
pable of providing stable growth for the next 30 years—
the expected duration to really complete the project. So,
you have a constant inflow of capital, a constant finan-
cial result, which is taken into the next lot of the project.
So, gradually the project will provide financial sustain-
ability right from the beginning.

The first lot of the project, which Bonifica has simu-
lated, is building a dam in the Central African Republic
capable of generating 200 MW of hydroelectricity; de-
velopment of four irrigation systems covering an area
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of more than 40,000 hectares; con-
struction of up to 600 km of roads;
building several new urban settle-
ments; and building an industrial and
logistical complex with the creation
of the direct employment of at least
20,000 people and approximately the
same number of jobs created indi-
rectly. This is based on an investment
of just about 4 billion euro. This
result can achieved by 2025.

5 Nkrumah Had This Dream

e So, if T can go back to the ques-
tion, “Will Africa become the next
China?” The answer is yes, if we
make this investment in the Central
African Republic, and we go ahead over the next 50
years—this partnership between Africa, Europe, and
China. In 2016, China pledged to President Muham-
madu Buhari to invest in this project. You are the first
people who started the feasibility study to do it. Later
on, we were so happy when Italy decided to join. During
the conference in Abuja, Italy donated 2.5 million euro
to the feasibility study. So, China has already invested
$1.8 million, and now Italy has joined with 2.5 million
euro. So we now have the ability to do a comprehensive
study for the Transaqua project. It’s much more than
just a water transfer project; it’s a transformation proj-
ect for economic growth in Africa.

The realization of the Transaqua infrastructure proj-
ect with the support and partnership of Europe and
China will surely launch Africa on the road to economic
growth, human security, industrialization, peace, devel-
opment, and the attainment of the dreams of pan-Afti-
can leaders such as Dr. Kwame Nkrumah. Nkrumah
had this dream in 1964. If we start investing in this part-
nership now, in the next 50 years, Africa will become
the New China.

We have mapped out the roads that will be created in
just the first lot, in the Central African Republic, and
what we expect Lake Chad to be in 2087 with the lake
no longer broken into the different pools we have now.
We will have a single body of water. We have mapped
the potential area to be irrigated along and around Lake
Chad in all the countries. We have the strong belief that
this will transform Africa.

Thank you for your attention.

‘Camercon.
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DR. AMZAT BOUKARY-YABARA

What Pan-Africanism on the Silk Road?

Dr. Amzat Boukary-Yabara, African
historian, is General Secretary of the
Pan-African League--UMOJA. He is
the author of Africa Unite! Une his-
toire du panafricanisme (Paris, 2014).

Ladies and gentlemen,

I thank the organizers and the
speakers at this international confer-
ence of the Schiller Institute, and
Solidarité & Progres, who asked me
to intervene. This is the second time
that I have the opportunity to speak
with you here, in Germany.

I’m a historian and I intervene as
Secretary General of the Pan-Afri-
can League—UMOJA. Umoja means “unity” in the Af-
rican language of Swahili. We are a political party,
active in some 15 African countries, most notably in
Congo, Ivory Coast, Mali, Niger, and Senegal. We are
active also in the Diaspora: France, Belgium, England,
Switzerland, and North America, and we have sympa-
thizers in China and in Russia. The headquarters of our
movement is in Cotonou, in Benin.

Our political orientation is the tradition of the
“Prime Combat,” the model for the United States of
Africa,' which is aimed at making Africa self reliant in
realizing its development by its own means. We aspire
to restore to ourselves our own local and national gov-
erning aspirations. Our political program starts from
the recognition that Africa is at the cross roads of glo-
balization and of balkanization, and it must free itself
through the following three steps : the conquest of
power at the local and presidential level by progressive
and pan-Africanist forces, the construction of a politi-
cally integrated Africa with its own values, and finally,
the creation of international alliances collaborating
with us in assuring that Africa will no longer be the the
playground of world disorder.

Each one of these three stages must effectively inves-
tigate the necessity to search effectively for a new para-
digm within international relations, because of challenges

1. The idea of The United States of Africa (USA) was first coined by
Marcus Garvey in his 1924 poem, “Hail, United States of Africa”.
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which present themselves today in
different forms such as, for example,
the emancipation of women, which is
a great African project, the ecological
question, the demographical prob-
lem, the digital revolution, and the
new domain of bio-technology, and in
what we are very concerned about, us
Africans, what I call the second phase
of decolonization—because there has
been a first phase during the 1960’s
generally, which was definitely not
sufficient.

One China, One Africa

My intervention, therefore, is on
the resolution of the equation posed by China to Africa:
What Pan-Africanism on the Silk Road?

First of all, China is not a new actor in Africa.
Around 1415, Chinese admiral Zheng He reached the
coasts of East Africa during a period when the new silk
road was about to be replaced by the Great discoveries
and the route to the Americas. During more than five
centuries, Africa was forced to open itself to all human
and economic predations, in the context of slavery and
of colonization.

China, on its side, shut itself off to the outside world
before suffering the European and Japanese foreign oc-
cupations. In order to recover its own destiny, China first
worked towards its political reunification with Mao’s
Revolution of 1949. The Bandung conference in 1955,
the support for African national liberation movements
and for the building of the Tanzania-Zambia railroad,
showed that China, despite its geographical distance and
the difficulties of linguistic communication, didn’t wait
to become a great power before coming to the help of the
Africans during that first period of decolonization.

In the 1960’s, several African countries recognized
the People’s Republic of China, including some French
colonies before France did, for example, and supported
China’s return to the United Nations. Rather than look-
ing to Europe and the United States for support, China
engaged in South-South cooperation with the Group of
77 or with the BRICS, and even contested some of the
rules of the WTO. Finally, China has no connection to
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the structural adjustment policies which caused the col-
lapse of all of the African states and economies in the
last forty years. To develop herself, China never fol-
lowed the Washington consensus or the IMF or World
Bank directives.

However, the project for a New Silk Road policy in
Africa brings responses, but also poses new questions
concerning the Chinese presence. Let us be clear: China
defends its interests and will develop its new Silk Road
whether the West or Africans like it or not. Africa is the
last frontier in that road, and the criticism espoused by
the Western media against the Chinese presence in
Africa is more motivated by the decline of the Euro-
American influence in markets which they thought
were going to be theirs forever, than by a real interest on
the future of Africans for whom the question is not
whether a new colonialism will replace a former one,
but how to recuperate our sovereignty.

The first answer to those questions for Africa is that
no development is possible without undergoing libera-
tion and a revolution. We consider Pan-Africanism to be
the movement which organizes African liberation and
revolution. It’s a political, economic, cultural, and scien-
tific revolution, in which development is not an ideology
but a paradigm—the paradigm of unity. Since Chou
Enlai, Chinese diplomacy opened spaces in Africa rela-
tive to this paradigm of unity. A last example of this is
that of Burkina Faso which just broke diplomatic rela-
tionships with Taiwan and announced that all projects
previously entrusted to Taiwan have been taken over by
Beijing. Indeed, the major condition that China poses in
its partnership is that of recognizing the principle of One
China. Pan-Africanism is also based on the principle of
a “One Africa.” One China, One Africa.

After Humiliation, Reparations and
Reconstruction

In the present state of affairs, relations between
China and Africa are not equal since China is a State-
Continent and Africa is a continent of some fifty states
of which none is equal to China, in spite of the potenti-
alities of the territories like Nigeria and the Democratic
Republic of Congo. When China, or another actor, ne-
gotiates with an African country, the Africans must ne-
gotiate with the general interest of all of Africa in mind.
For that, every country must have a national policy
which is complementary to a continental policy. In
theory, it is up to the African Union (AU) to enable a col-
lective response, but this institution, whose headquar-
ters is located in Addis Ababa and which was built by
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China, has no supranational authority. The African
Union has structural weaknesses such as its financing by
the West, and the fact that it does emanate from the sov-
ereignty of the African people. Nor is it in phase with the
real political aspirations of Africa. If China, like Europe
and the U.S.S., has an African policy within the context
of the Forum for the Chinese Africa Cooperation
(FOCACQ), Africa has no Chinese policy nor a European
or American policy. Africa has no solid relations, either
people to people, company to company, civil society to
civil society, or political parties to political parties. Only
Pan-Africanism can therefore fill that gap.

The second point touches upon the question of repa-
rations, a struggle carried out relentlessly by Africa, in
vain, towards those political, military, financial, and re-
ligious actors who enriched themselves through the
centuries of slavery and colonization. China is also de-
manding reparations from Japan for the massacres
committed during the 1937-1945 occupation: the rape
of Nanjing, the bacteriological experiences on civil-
ians, the Chinese women violated by the Japanese sol-
diers.... So long as China was weak, Japan refused to
face its own criminal past. Today, China has become
strong, and imposes on to Japanese historians the nec-
essary revision of their national history as a precondi-
tion to all negotiations, including the lifting by the Chi-
nese of their veto against Japan’s demand to have a
permanent seat in the UN Security Council.

The Chinese and the Africans alike suffered from oc-
cupation and colonial humiliation. The Western muse-
ums are full of objects stolen from Africa as well as from
China, and they have also invaded the African art market.
For example, the Japanese sanctuary of Yasukuni is to
Chinese-Japanese relations, the equivalent of the Island
of Gorée to Euro-African relations. Last month, the Sen-
egalese authorities renovated, with financial help of the
European Union, the Europe Plaza in Gorée, an island
which was a European slave herding center during sev-
eral centuries. Not a single word was mentioned about
this past slavery. The example of China towards Japan
shows that the honor of a people lies in the defense of its
history and its national heritage. The refusal to admit
facts which are certain and duly established, because of
quibbling, is contrary to true history. This is why Africa
must be intransigent with historical truth.

Africans Must Decide

China is also part of the African Development Bank
and of the Caribbean development bank. However, the
priority for Africans and Caribbeans is to establish a Pan-
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African Bank for reparations and
reconstruction. That Bank must
be built upon a revolution of the
present financial system. In that
system, the dollar and the Euro-
pean currencies which are backed
by the Euro-American military
industrial complex, which is en-
gaged in a fight against the CFA
[two currencies in the former
French colonial sector which are
guaranteed by the French Trea-
sury]| front, are dominant. Africa
cannot, therefore, involve itself
in a project which includes
Europe and the United States
under such conditions. This is
why within the Pan-African
milieu we believe, in all modesty,
that the New Silk road should not include Europe in its
neo-liberal and neo-colonial form. It would be uncon-
ceivable for the African civil societies to have to partici-
pate in an alternative project with forces which have
dominated them historically. China is building corridors
for its own development. The Westerners control areas
for their own stability, and the Africans have less and
less maneuvering room even if opportunities could be
numerous. A Silk Road along which Africa sells its re-
sources to China who resells them back to Africa as
manufactured products, is not an equal to equal system,
or is not a win-win partnership. It’s the reproduction of
a colonial mechanism with the Chinese multinationals
replacing the Euro-American multinationals.

In that context, what are the real markets that Afri-
cans can keep in Africa and look forward to gaining in
China? I don’t see any, so long as we do not write in our
constitutions our commitment to the transformation in
Africa of raw materials into manufactured products in
order to build an internal market which will meet its
own needs. The point is for us to decide what goods we
intend to put into circulation on the highways and on
the railroads and which will be delivered across the in-
tegrality of the African continent. So long as Africa will
not have made its economic revolution, it will never be
an equal to equal partner of China, of Europe, or of the
United States. We defend a pan-Africanist political
economy where the rates of growth would correspond
to real opportunities for the African people. China’s ca-
pacity to mobilize its diaspora in order to avoid depend-
ing on foreign aid must inspire Africa to mobilize its
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Senegalese scholar and scientist Cheikh Anta
Diop in 1960 called for industrialization, nuclear
power, and the highest levels of education.

own diaspora for its own financ-
ing. To achieve that, we recom-
mend a strong approach to de-
velopment for Africans and by
Africans and not the sentimental
approach of charity. Develop-
ment is a question of interest
which does not allow any room
for capriciousness.

The Purpose of
Infrastructure

The infrastructure projects fi-
nanced by China are not projects
initially conceptualized by the
Chinese, but by the Africans.
Since the 1960’s, several African
countries had plans to develop
based on infrastructures con-
struction, roads, bridges, hydro electrical dams, and fac-
tories of production. At the continental level, for exam-
ple, we can talk about the Action of the Lagos Plan of
1980. The African countries were also competing be-
tween East and West to get material or financial support.
Ideology was then a tool for development. When the
West was conditioning aid to liberal governance criteria,
China was showing that the liberal democracy model
was not necessary to develop and invest in Africa. Start-
ing in the year 2000, China invested in Africa, respond-
ing mainly to the requirements of African governments
and of the AU concerning great infrastructure projects.

In reality, Chinese investments in Africa are very
weak compared to Chinese investments in the rest of
Asia or even in Europe, but they are sufficient to trans-
form the situation. The moment China invests in a terri-
tory or in a sector which appears insignificant, they give
it a real importance. Laying out a red carpet treatment,
China values even the weakest. The African tours of
Chinese officials enhance the African leaders while
those of the French President are mainly humiliation
sessions. [applause] A development plan cannot be re-
duced to financing infrastructure projects, but it is up to
the Africans to put the content into the envelope. Do we
want infrastructure at the service of the people or people
at the service of infrastructure? What are we going to
put on the Silk Road all across the African continent?

Cheikh Anta Diop Institutes
The question of language, science, technologies and
environment is also central. The development of Con-
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fucius Institutes throughout Africa calls for a pan-
African response via the Cheikh Anta Diop Institutes,
named after that wise Senegalese who, starting from
philology and anthropology, demonstrated the unity of
African civilizations which goes back to Ancient Egypt,
and who, in a book originally published in 1960 entitled
The Economic and Cultural Basis for a Federated
State,? presented an overall plan for the economic de-
velopment of Africa and called for the teaching of an
African language throughout the continent. The objec-
tive is to create a work language for Africa as a whole
such that, for example, the work language between
China and Africa would be neither English or French,
but a language from Africa and one of China. This is a
fundamental requirement. The working languages at
the Organization of Shanghai Cooperation are Russian
and Chinese. China has also been able to modernize its
own economy and its international relations while
keeping cultural elements which are part of its long his-
tory. Africa must also maintain this same sort of cul-
tural requirement. [applause]

On the question of technology, China supported the
access of Nigeria to space through the financing and
launching of its communications satellites. In ex-
change, Beijing bought a share in Nigcomsat, the Nige-
rian federal communications company. For China, it’s a
matter of competing with the U.S.A. and Israel in the
communications sector of Africa. For Nigeria, which is
the first African power, it’s a question of forming and
training high level technicians which could make of
that country the first African space power.

This is a vision which must be extended to the whole
of the African continent, according to African interests,
with the introduction of a true scientific program at the
African Universities. In the 1980s , Burkina Faso presi-
dent, Thomas Sankara, asked the USSR to train two
Burkinaban scientists in order to enable the country to
participate in the space adventure, which is the great
adventure of mankind. Very much ahead of his time,
Thomas Sankara was also preoccupied about the impact
that space debris could have on the climate of a country
like Burkina Faso, struck by draught and desertifica-
tion. He had already observed a link between demogra-
phy and the agricultural question, especially concern-
ing the access to arable land around which there is today

2. Cheikh Anta Diop, The Economic and Cultural Basis for a Feder-
ated State (Westport, Conn.: Lawrence Hill, 1974).
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a new world competition on the African continent.

A Federal African State
The Pan-African development project takes into ac-
count both the necessary industrialization of Africa and
the preservation of its environment, in the framework
of achieving food self-sufficiency. Capitalism is no re-
sponse to environmental challenges and thus the Paris
agreement on climate is not an agreement for Africa.
The principle of peace through environmental coopera-
tion (environmental space building) would be a means
to rethink the question of resources and of natural
spaces which are, in general, across borders.’
Numerous African countries have launched emer-
gency plans for the 2025-2030 horizon picking up on
neoliberal and foreign recipes which have failed since
forty years. This predictable failure of those emergency
plans can only favor a process of re-colonization of
Africa, so long as the struggles remain politically di-
vided or absorbed by a system which maintains the illu-
sion of a possible reform. An organized and disciplined
revolution with demographic support cannot be avoided.
For the Pan-African League—UMOJA, the con-
struction of a Federal African State must constitute the
major objective of the African and Progressive organi-
zations convinced of the odious character and the lack
of future perspective of the world system now in place.
China will probably dominate the world through its
New Silk Road, and in that context the African re-
sources will be more important for China than U.S.
treasury bonds. Africa is thus the last border of world
competition, but it can become—and this is our wish
before the end of the century—the first world power if
it works through its unity project in a sovereign way.
The responsibility is a heavy one. The task will
demand years of work to get the results, but we are al-
ready engaged in a number of electoral processes from
2019 to 2021. The Pan-African league—UMOJA is a
political movement. Before thanking you, we invite all
the organizations and personalities present who are
willing to contribute to our work, to make contact with
us. “Umoja ni Nguvu,” Unity makes strength. Thank
you very much for your attention.

3. In 2011, Angola, Botswana, Namibia, Zambia, and Zimbabwe cre-
ated the Kavango-Zambsi cross border conservation area (KaZaTFCA),
the largest cross borders conservation zone on the entire planet. That
type of project can be adapted to the Lake Chad basin or the Sahel
region.
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YEMENI INSAN FOR HUMAN RIGHTS

Challenges for Peace and
Reconstruction in Yemen

This is a summary of presentations
in German by two representatives of
the Yemeni Association Insan for
Human Rights and Peace (Ger-
many). In Arabic, “insan” means
“the human being.” These presenta-
tions were a part of Panel Il of the
Schiller Institute conference, June
30, 2018.

Abdullatif Elwashali: Yemen
has a young population. Unemploy-
ment used to be 37%; it is now 50%.
The percentage of Yemenis living
under the poverty line used to be
54%; it’s now 85%. And these are not even up-to-date
figures. There is a combination of epidemics, war and
hunger. War: A coalition of 17 countries, led by the
Saudis and the Emirates is attacking Yemen. The
cause? To bring back the Saudi-backed President Hadi.
After three years of war, our nation is destroyed, with
36,000 civilian casualties, including 14,000 deaths. In-
frastructure is destroyed. We are under an air and sea
blockade. Economic war is being waged against us.

A classroom in Yemen.
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Abdullatif Elwashali

Aiman Al-Mansor

Our financial situation is terrible. The health sector is
destroyed, with 55% of medical facilities inoperable or
destroyed; 1.25 million of our people are threatened by
hunger and epidemics, and 896 of our schools have
been completely destroyed. The hospital run by Doc-
tors Without Borders was destroyed by air strikes in
2016, with dead and wounded, including the team of
doctors. The worst case now is the port of Hodaidah.
We are facing a humanitarian catastrophe, with 33 mil-
lion people lacking even basic medical
supplies. Food scarcity is the result of col-
lapse of the financial situation. The ground
water is collapsed. Humanitarian aid is not
coming; the international community is
reticent to help. The aggressors claim that
they want to help, but no one here believes
that.

AT,
'." {

Aiman Al-Mansor: The Saudis claim
that they are helping, but what they are
doing has nothing to do with democracy.
They have destroyed our education. This
is the greatest humanitarian crisis of the
21st Century. They want to weaken the
Yemeni military forces, to force us to cede
political control to the Saudis, and indi-
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rectly to the United States, as they have always done.
They won‘t let the Yemenis decide. They want to use
Yemen’s geopolitical position to prevent win-win co-
operation. Major economic interests are involved. The
geographic importance of Yemen, is quite significant;
it is now difficult to protect international commerce in
the region. Before Yemen can be brought into the New
Silk Road, we have to solve this grave humanitarian
crisis. We need empathy from the international com-
munity. Saudi Arabia and the Emirates have to be con-
vinced to leave Yemen alone. While the Chinese say,

HUSSEIN ASKARY

“To get rich, build a road,” we say, “To participate in
the international community, we have to end the catas-
trophe.” This is a challenge to all of mankind, who
can’t be onlookers. We waited too long in Syria. Yemen
needs new governmental institutions, new elections,
and a reconstruction plan. The BRICS, China and
Russia have to play an important role, to build their
own peace initiative. The media needs to publish inde-
pendent information. We need schools, roads, medi-
cine, and empathy. React quickly. Don’t wait for the
UN to react!

Operation Felix: Yemen's Reconstruction
and Connection to the Belt and Road

Hussein Askary is the Southwest Asia
Coordinator for the Schiller Institute.
His just-published report on Operation
Felix, in Arabic, was summarized in
English in the Executive Intelligence
Review in its June 29 issue. Here we
publish Askary's preliminary remarks
before he turns to Operation Felix, as
well as his conclusion, and we refer the
reader to that written summary, rather
than largely duplicate it with a tran-
script of the rest of his oral presenta-
tion.

Yemen is, I think, the perfect case of
turning tragedy into victory, a victory
not only for Yemen or the Yemeni
people, but for all mankind. And I will
explain why.

For three and one-half years, as our
friends have described, the Saudi war on
Yemen, backed by Britain, the United
States, France, and other countries, has
brought with it many tragedies—but
also many ironies. It showed that the ap-
parently weak do not necessarily have
to lose in the face of the mighty.
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Yemenis, while admittedly being the poorest people
in the region, have a deep sense of historical identity
and a culture that goes back thousands of years into his-
tory. They are a proud people with a republican sense of
freedom and a rough terrain that is very advantageous
in defensive warfare. All these factors made them ca-
pable of resisting the Saudi coalition, backed by some
of the most powerful military forces on the planet, for
more than three years. But that was at a very, very high
price, as we have seen.

Another irony is that right in the middle of the worst
war and humanitarian crisis, some Yemenis—for the
duration of the war—have been studying economics as
defined by Lyndon LaRouche and the Schiller Insti-
tute, in order to find out how to build a modern econ-
omy and avoid the disasters of the past. They also have
been studying the New Silk Road and want Yemen to
join the Belt and Road Initiative and the BRICS. As |
said in my opening remarks earlier, “to survive trag-
edy, you have to look toward the stars,” that is, toward
the future, and derive inspiration and courage from
them to survive the current fight and pave the way to
solving the crisis.

Here Askary presented a summary of Operation
Felix. His concluding remarks follow.

In conclusion I would like to say that, in a June 6

seminar in Sana’a, I proposed that the “government
there adopt this plan as a key component in any peace
and reconciliation talks between the different Yemeni
belligerent parties,” and that this would be the mission
of the future Yemeni government: That everybody
agrees that this is what we want to do when we have
peace.

As I say in the report, we don’t want to reconstruct
Yemen to what it was before the war. Because before
the war, as we remember, Yemen was “the poorest
country in the region.” So, it’s not our intention to bring
Yemen back to what it was: We want to transform
Yemen into the future. (applause)

At the same time, it’s a means of motivating the in-
ternational community to consider the absurdity of the
continuation of this war. And it shows that the people
controlling the government in Sana’a are not mere mi-
litias with power ambitions, but are statesmen with vi-
sions and knowledge. The responsibility to stop this
genocidal war is upon every individual and every gov-
ernment in the world, today. The vision for launching a
genuine reconstruction and development plan in
Yemen is in harmony with the New Paradigm of coop-
eration in the world as expressed in this conference so
far.

Thank you very much.

Greeting from Michele Geraci

Prof. Michele Geraci is currently Undersecretary of
State in the Italian Ministry for Economic Development
(Industry, Foreign Trade, Tourism and Fisheries). His
greeting was introduced and read to the conference on

June 30, 2018 by Claudio Celani.

Claudio Celani: Prof. Michele Geraci has been
teaching economics in Chinese universities for ten
years and is a strong supporter of the Belt and Road Ini-
tiative. He was eager to come to our conference, but
was then called to serve in the new Italian government.
It is Italy’s—and the world’s—good fortune, but a mis-
fortune for us today. Just a couple of days ago, he gave
an interview in which he emphasized two matters. The
second of these was that one of his priorities will be to
promote Italian cooperation with China to develop

54  Schiller Institute Conference Intervenes To Shape History

Africa as the only real solution to the migration crisis.
(applause) His first was about the crisis of the Italian
national airline company, Alitalia, which is facing
bankruptcy. Lufthansa has offered to buy it. Geraci told
his Italian audience that instead of selling it to our com-
petitors, we should call in the Chinese as shareholders.

His message, which we received in Italian, is as fol-
lows:

Prof. Michele Geraci: 1 had been invited to the
Schiller Institute conference before I was appointed to
a government position, and I had been planning to par-
ticipate. Unfortunately, government and institutional
duties have prevented me from coming. Nevertheless, |
wish you great success, and [ am looking forward to
receiving the proceedings of the conference.
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PART TWO
Character and Culture

INTIMATIONS OF THE FUTURE

Revival of Michigan Central Station
Cracks Open Door to the New Paradigm

by Susan Kokinda

June 30—From the moment that Ford Motor Company
Chairman Bill Ford, Jr. announced that Ford was buying
Detroit’s most famous ruin, the derelict Michigan Cen-
tral Station, something happened in the city. A wave of
optimism rippled through the population and extraordi-
nary things began to happen.

Shortly after the official June 11 confirmation that
Ford had purchased the build-
ing, the Henry Ford Museum
received an anonymous phone
call. The caller offered to return
the large clock that had hung on
the outside of the 18-story sta-
tion and had been stolen (or
perhaps preserved) during the
years that the empty station was
looted and stripped. According
to the Detroit Free Press, the
caller said “Please send two
men and a truck immediately. It
has been missing for over 20
years and is ready to go home.
Thank you so much.”

In subsequent days, further
calls flooded into Ford, offering to return stolen or lost
items from the train station. Architectural restoration-
ists contacted Ford to offer help. Others offered dona-
tions. An article in the June 27 Detroit Free Press com-
mented, “After all, Ford is a multibillion dollar
company. And while this project is a Detroit treasure,
the Dearborn-based carmaker didn’t expect people to
call and offer cash.”

When the Ford Motor Company announced on June
20, that it would open the building to the public for three
days, the response was so overwhelming (20,000 people
registered) that a fourth day was added. This author
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The Michigan Central Station.

stood in line for two hours on a Sunday afternoon, along
with thousands of other very happy people, for a chance
to see the interior of the station. While the media had
spent the previous week whipping up the population
against President Trump over “babies being torn from
their mothers’ arms,” and while those lining up to see the
station clearly came from every political persuasion and
every walk of life, not a single
“toxic” discussion was over-
heard. People were reminiscing
about the station, comparing
notes on which of the area’s auto
plants they or their parents and
grandparents had worked in, and
were imagining the impact the
revival of the station would have
in bringing thousands of new
workers into the city.

The Unseen Hand

Immediately after Donald
Trump’s 2016 election victory,
EIR founder Lyndon LaRouche
stated that the Trump victory
was not a domestic, American political event, but rather
an extension of an international process of change
sweeping the world. Similarly, the response to the re-
vival of Michigan Central, whether those who were
standing in line or returning artifacts knew it or not, is
part of the advance of the “New Silk Road” paradigm
spearheaded by China, supported by Russia, and poten-
tially joined by Trump’s United States.

The train station had become the most iconic symbol
of the decline of the industrial heartland. Built in 1914,
and designed by the same architects who designed Grand
Central Station in New York City, the interior featured

postcard
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marble ceilings, tiled walls,
Doric columns, and a classical
appreciation of curved spaces. In
the decades after its opening,
which coincided with the $5 day
and the development of the as-
sembly line, Detroit’s population
tripled. Workers came through
the doors of Michigan Central
from across the country and
from around the world. When
World War II broke out, a new
influx of workers poured through
Michigan Central to man “The
Arsenal of Democracy,” while
others shipped off to war through
the station. As the post-industrial
society took its toll on Michigan,
the station was abandoned in 1988. The Moroun family,
which purchased the building in 1996, allowed it to fall
into such decay, that it became an international tourist at-
traction of what became known as “ruin porn.”

Ford’s plans for the renovated building (scheduled to
be completed in 2022) include moving Ford’s electric
and self-driving vehicle operations into it, and leasing
out the rest of it for offices, retail space, and apartments.

But something else is stirring.

As part of the ceremonies surrounding the station
purchase and the public tours, Ford hung banners and
projected large displays on the front of the station. The
main theme was “Creating Tomorrow Together.” The
rotating displays showed various Detroiters reflecting
on what the city needed. Most interesting, coming from
an automobile company, was the following: “When I
think of the future and infrastructure, it’s really about
having a mass transit system that’s really efficient and
really, really works.” Another one said, “Detroiters en-
gineer things, design things, and build things. That’s not
gonna go anywhere. It’s not just our DNA. It’s the land-
scape here, our infrastructure is made for this, and it’s
why we’re still relevant and hopefully we’ll always be.”

‘I Want a Train’

When I was in the station, looking at a small exhibit
of'the history of the station and the city, the lady standing
next to me spontaneously blurted out, “this is a train sta-
tion. We need trains.” She then went on to describe all
the local, regional, and national cities to which Detroit
should be connected. When I commented that U.S. Rep-
resentative Debbie Dingell (D) had said the same thing,
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she said “well, that’s the first
thing she has ever said that |
agree with.” Dingell had been
quoted by local Free Press col-
umnist Rochelle Riley as
saying, “I’ve already been talk-
ing to everybody [about a train]
That was John Dingell’s (Ding-
ell’s husband and former Con-
gressman) dream to have this.
We need a connector regionally
and statewide. We need a train
west to Chicago.”

Riley herself wrote: “So
dear Mr. Ford, as you and your
team who have given so much
hope to the city’s oldest neigh-
borhood, to the state’s largest
city and to urban meccas everywhere, trying to get it
right, we need one more thing: A train ... [ want a train.”

A few days later, the Ford Motor Company an-
nounced that it would preserve the passenger tracks at
the station, but stated that the question of restoring pas-
senger service was a regional transportation issue,
something that was not in the purview of Ford.

In reality, it is the purview of the nation. Only a na-
tional mission to shift the entire economic platform of
the country to a higher level of energy flux density and
relative potential population density from a “LaRou-
chian” standpoint, will fulfill the hopes now being ex-
pressed by so many. It is time to think much, much bigger
than self-driving cars shuttling people from Detroit to
Dearborn, or a passenger train moving at 90 miles per
hour between Detroit and Chicago. Look at China’s net-
work of 20,000 miles of high-speed rail. Look at China’s
plans to upgrade to a network of magnetically-levitated
trains. Think of the machine tool, materials, and power
requirements of such a national network. Locate Detroit
and the industrial Midwest in that kind of future, and one
can properly conceptualize how to use a train station,
and the skilled work force that will coalesce around it.

A Michigan LaRouche PAC organizer recently pre-
sented LPAC’s pamphlet, “2018 Campaign to Win the
Future: LaRouche’s Four Laws for Economic Recov-
ery,” to a candidate for national office. When the candi-
date turned a page and saw a map showing the connec-
tion between Russia and North America at the Bering
Strait, he pointed to the rail connection and said, “That
has to go through Michigan!”

Now you are talking about a train station.

Wikimedia Commons/Albert Duce
Interior of the Michigan Central Station, now under
renovation.
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Youre Human!

Do You Know What That Means?

by Robert Ingraham

PART TWO OF A SERIES

In this second installment we shall examine some of

the frauds and misconceptions about the origins of the
human species, as well as the galaxy-influenced crises
which confronted early Man. We shall return to the sub-
Ject of human progress in Part 3. Part 1 of this series
may be found here.

II.—In the Beginning

June 30—Lyndon LaRouche, practically alone, has re-
vived Plato’s approach to examining the human iden-
tity. Throughout his lifetime, he has fought again and
again, in the fields of economics, physics, and music, to
provoke in people a recognition of what it means to be
human, to investigate the relationship of human con-
sciousness with the lawful anti-entropic nature of our
developing universe. This is where we need to begin
our present discussion.

This is not easy for people. Society tells you—daily,
in numerous ways—that you are an animal, and that the
only things which are real are what you can touch, feel,
see, hear or smell with your senses. Many people rebel
against this moral and intellectual straitjacket. They
know there is something more noble to their exis-
tence—but they don’t know how to grasp it, to articu-
late it.

What LaRouche has insisted, is that the human spe-
cies is a productive species—that each human individ-
ual can contribute to a better future, and that this is
manifested in the creation of new technologies and new
scientific breakthroughs, as well as in contributions to
the classical arts. It is also LaRouche who has insisted
that the development of the power of mind is the only
legitimate source of actual wealth, i.e., the physical and
cognitive advancement of humanity. All of human
progress has been born through human acts of discov-
ery. This is called human productivity.
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EIRNS/Stua ewis
Lyndon LaRouche receives a model of Mars on his 90th
birthday.

This is where we begin our search for the origins
and upward progress of human civilization.

The first vemeadrifiable evidence of what can con-
clusively be described as human culture is dated to
about two million years ago (mya). This evidence does
not lie in bone structure, DNA analysis, or similar pale-
ontological data. It is to be found in the use of fire. It is
with the appearance of the controlled use of fire for
heating, cooking and other purposes that the presence
of human beings is established irrefutably.

Fire is not a primitive fool; it is a discovery. Its mas-
tery was a mental action whereby individual man
learned not only how to create fire, but to deploy fire.
This self-conscious and deliberate use of fire was an
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Replicas of early human crania.

intervention into nature, one which initiated a transfor-
mation of the organization of the biosphere. It was the
beginning of mankind’s active noétic role in the galaxy.
At the same time, it unleashed a leap in humanity’s pro-
ductive power, uplifting our species and advancing
human culture.

This is where human civilization begins.

Dispensing with Fraud

Before we go any further, we must first take out the
smelly garbage which stinks up this entire field of en-
quiry. This begins with dumping the hoax known as
“anthropology,” a “discipline” that has been based
almost entirely on works of fiction, ever since the sex-
crazed Margaret Mead fabricated her stories about the
Samoans. Controlled for more than a century from the
universities of Oxford and Cambridge in Britain, the
entire corpus of 20th and 21st century anthropological
works belongs in the trash can.!

The next monumental fraud to deal with is the ob-
session by paleontologists and archeologists to define
what they call “anatomically modern humans.” This is
what is taught in universities, and this is where the re-
search money goes. The axiomatic demand of these
professions has been to insist that the investigation into
the emergence and development of the human species
must be approached solely through the study of the
human anatomy.

Simply put, these “scientists” do not comprehend
what it is they are studying. They study human history
as if they were examining the chronology of an animal

1. Earlier, through the studies of Alexander von Humboldt, the work on
language by his brother Wilhelm, as well as the writings of Joseph
Herder, an actually rigorous approach to the study of human culture had
been initiated, but this was almost universally supplanted in the 20th
century by the imperial British outlook.
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human species must be un-
derstood as entirely a physi-
cal biological evolution. But
what defines human beings
is cognition!—not their bone
structure. The human species
developed through the ad-
vancement of cognitive in-
tervention. What no one in
the academic world will rec-
ognize is that the human race
is not a physically-deter-
mined species. We are not part of the Animal Kingdom.

These wizards of academia have devised an ex-
tremely elaborate lattice to give different names and
classifications to what they call “pre-human” creatures
(all members of the genus Homo). These include names
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NYTimes Pictures/Jack Manning
Anthropologist Margaret Mead. Museum of Natural History,
New York City, 1976.
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Painting by John Cooke, 1915
The Piltdown skull being examined. Back row (from left): F.O. Barlow, G. Elliot
Smith, Charles Dawson, Arthur Smith Woodward. Front row (from left): A.S.
Underwood, Arthur Keith, W.P. Pycraft, and Ray Lankester. The portrait of
Charles Darwin watches over the huddle.

such as H. habilis, H. antecessor, H. ergaster, H. ru-
dolfensis—and many more—all alleged “ancestors” of
modern-day humans. All of this is based entirely on the
study of bones.

Flow charts and arrows are drawn, comparing one
bone to its alleged successor bone, thus defining a pro-
gression of “species.” Careers have been made, and
volumes written, based on very fragmentary evidence
of fossil remains. These analyses all utilize a Euclidian
mathematical methodology, and their findings resem-
ble a computer print-out of inanimate data. In truth, the
linear methods employed are identical to earlier efforts
to find the “missing link”—the approach which led to
the dupery known as the Piltdown Hoax.? It appears
that these “professionals” have completely missed the
point of James Weldon Johnson’s Dem Bones.

There is also the case of what paleontologists label

2. Piltdown Man was a fraud perpetrated by the British archacologist
Charles Dawson, who in 1912, claimed to have found the “missing link”
between ape and man. It was not exposed as a forgery until 1953.
Dawson had combined a human skull with the lower jaw from an orang-
utan and teeth from a chimpanzee, and had even filed the teeth into a
shape more “human-like.” Despite its eventual exposure as a hoax,
today the same fraudulent method is used to base theories of human
evolution on the development of bone structure and other physical char-
acteristics.
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“archaic” humans, i.e., those individuals
who “co-existed” for a time with Homo
sapiens, including H. neanderthalensis
and H. denisova. Most paleontologists
insist that these people were not really
human, and, again, these assertions are
based entirely on anatomical differences
with “modern humans,” as if bones, or
hair, or teeth determine what a human
being is. Yet, it has been established that
both Neanderthals and Denisovan Man
utilized fire, built hearths, buried their
dead, and therefore possessed language.
In 2018, etchings and drawings in three
Spanish caves were positively dated to
62,000 B.C., at a time before Homo sa-
piens arrived in Europe, thus establish-
ing that what are labeled as “Neander-
thals” possessed highly developed
powers of cognitive imagination.?

This is all human culture! There is
only one human species, a species which
emerged as a self-aware expression of
the cognitive living principle which is embedded in all
of creation. The only legitimate issue to consider is the
ongoing staggering advancement of human civiliza-
tion, but to investigate the origin and development of
the human race from that standpoint would require in-
quiry into the taboo subject of intangible human noétics.

The same axiomatic fixation on bones and anatomy
comes up again in the study of Homo erectus, who sci-
entists claim was the immediate “proto-human” prede-
cessor of Homo sapiens, living from 2 mya to about
300,000 B.C. Again, it is insisted that H. erectus was
“not human,” and again, this is based on the skeletal
differences with “anatomically modern humans.”

But! If we define the self-conscious presence of cre-
ative Mind—not bones—as evidence of human exis-
tence, an entirely different picture emerges.

3. In 2009, the Max Planck Institute released the “first draft” of a com-
plete Neanderthal genome. They demonstrated that 1 to 4 percent of all
modern non-African human genome comes from Neanderthals. Subse-
quent studies have placed the percentage of Neanderthal DNA in
modern humans as high as 7.3 percent. This establishes irrefutably that
H. sapiens, H. neanderthalensis and H. denisova (as other DNA evi-
dence has shown) inter-bred, and since it is impossible for one species
to procreate with another, what we are looking at is the development,
over hundreds of thousands of years, of one human species.
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Archaeologists Find Earliest
Evidence of Humans Cooking
With Fire

A cave in South Africa may be the site of the world's
oldest barbecue — and a clue to early humans'
development.

By Kenneth Miller | Tuesday, December 17, 2013
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Floodlights illuminate an archaeclogical site inside Wonderwerk Cave in Sou
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At the base of a brush-covered hill in South Africa’s Northern Cape
provinee, a massive stone outcropping marks the entrance to one of
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Fire & Cognition

The earliest, as yet discovered, evidence for the
human use of fire is dated to 1.5 mya, at the Wonder-
werk Cave in the Northern Cape province of South
Africa, where scientists discovered a massive cavern
near the edge of the Kalahari Desert with evidence of
both fire and cooked animal bones. Chinese scientists
have also positively identified the use of controlled fire
at the archaeological site of Xihoudu in Shanxi Prov-
ince, dated 1.27 mya, and excavations in Israel suggest
not only controlled fire but the construction of hearths.
This is all within the era of H. erectus dominance.

Every living creature, other than man, hates and
fears fire. It terrifies them. Yet as far back as 1.5 mya,
human beings embraced fire as a means for survival
during the brutal reality of the Quaternary glaciations.
They went further, and learned to master its use for
heating, cooking, and ultimately ceramics, metallurgy
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and the beginnings of physical chemistry. Man began to
create his own environment, a human-directed environ-
ment. The use of fire, and its later improved use through
the development of charcoal, and then coal, revolution-
ized man’s relationship with the biosphere and the
galaxy, as new inventions and discoveries vastly ex-
panded the productive power of our species. This all
flowed from human creativity. This is the Elephant in
the Bed which no one deigns to see.

What the empiricists—and modern purveyors of in-
formation theory—insist upon is that there is no human
mind; there is merely the physical brain, one which is
biologically determined, and one which they view as
essentially an organic version of a linear digital com-
puter (After all, can’t a computer beat a human being at
chess?). What none of the atheistic materialists can
answer, however, is the source of human creativity.
This leads them into enraged outbursts against meta-
physics, which they attack as “not-science.” Yet it is
precisely the metaphysics of Leibniz, Kepler and Cusa
which is the true physics, for it explores the unseen
non-material lawful principles which govern our uni-
verse. The human mind is the minimum of that maxi-
mum. The mind is not merely the physical brain. It is
the cognitive soul of the human individual, acting in
harmony with agapic creative universal principles.

The Challenge to Survive

Over the span of the last 2 million years, the earth,
the solar system, and the galaxy have continued to
evolve and change, all participants in an interwoven ce-
lestial dance. All of this greatly affected life on earth.
The precise nature of these galactic processes is not yet
understood, and research in this field is hampered by
the hegemonic materialist Newtonian outlook. What is
clear, however, is that the consequences of these trans-
formations—over thousands of millennia—posed an
ongoing threat to the survival of the human species.
Tens of thousands of animal and plant species became
extinct. Many animals, stronger and more agile than
humans, vanished. The record presented immediately
below gives some indication of the enormity of the
challenge to human survival. Yet, the human species
survived and ultimately flourished.

The beginnings of human civilization emerged
during the early years of what is called the geological
Pleistocene Epoch, a subdivision of our current
Quaternary Period. The Quaternary Period, which is
now about 2'2 million years old, is defined as an
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ongoing ice age, one characterized
by the advance and retreat of
glacial formations. These pro-
cesses have resulted in dramatic
increases and decreases in both
global sea levels and temperature,
as well as formidable changes in
the planet’s biosphere. It didn’t just
get a little hotter or colder. Average
temperatures could drop 10 to 15
degrees Celsius within five years,
and the topography could go from
alpine forest to Siberian tundra (or
vice-versa) within decades.

During these two million-plus
years, many other “natural” catas-
trophes are known to have taken
place. There were several eruptions
of “super-volcanoes” (the most
powerful volcanic eruptions, with a
Volcanic Explosivity Index [VEI]
of 8), including in New Zealand,
Argentina, and Wyoming. These
were catastrophic events far beyond
the explosive power of anything we
have experienced in recorded his-
tory. There were also major galac-
tic events, such as the Geminga supernova in 340,000
B.C. Astrophysicists hypothesize that the dazzling radi-
ation from Geminga could have destroyed more than 20
percent of the earth’s high-altitude ozone layer. Another
supernova, Vela, exploded sometime between 10,000 to
20,000 years ago. About 800 light-years away, Vela is
what is called a “near earth supernova,” and is closer to
Earth than any other human-era supernova event. At
maximum light it would have out-shone the full moon.
The radiation from this event would have affected
humans—and the entire biosphere—worldwide.

In 780,000 B.C., the most recent, long-lasting mag-
netic pole reversal occurred and evidence indicates that
there have also been more recent and more temporary
magnetic pole reversals. North/South reversals of the
earth’s magnetic field are very interesting events whose
causes and effects are still not fully understood. What is
known is that the drawn-out process of a shift in the mag-
netic pole from north to south (or vice-versa) can take
many years, during which the magnetic field of the earth
may be significantly weakened. This could result in a
sharp increase in solar radiation entering the atmosphere.
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Milutin Milankovié, Serbian Astronomer; as
a student (1896-1902) in Vienna.

During the last glacial period
there were two more super-volcano
eruptions: at Lake Toba, Indonesia
about 72,000 B.C., and the 24,500
B.C. Oruanui eruption in New Zea-
land. The Toba eruption deposited
an ash layer approximately 15 cen-
timeters thick over the entirety of
South Asia, and as far away as the
Arabian Sea; it is credited by some
with creating a world-wide “volca-
nic winter.” A number of scientists
have even posited that its effects
created what they term a “bottle-
neck in human evolution.”

Current evidence indicates that
this still-ongoing 2 million year
ice-age has proceeded through
100,000-year cycles, consisting of
roughly 90,000-year periods of ad-
vanced glaciation, interspersed
with warmer 10,000 to 15,000-
year interglacials. It is possible that
these cycles are related to changes
in the eccentricity of the earth’s
orbit, as posited by the Serbian as-
tronomer Milutin Milankovi¢. All
of recorded human history has taken place within our
current interglacial (Holocene) period, which is now
approximately 11,000 years old.

Since the written record of human history goes
back fewer than 10,000 years, people tend not to think
in terms of 100,000-year cycles, or cosmic or volcanic
events that happened hundreds of thousands of years
ago. Yet all of these things occurred, and the impact on
the earth’s biosphere and all living creatures was
severe. This continual advance and retreat of the gla-
ciers, the change in sea levels, climate, solar and
cosmic radiation, ocean currents, topography, and veg-
etation had a profound effect on all animal and plant
life on earth. Tens of thousands of plant and animal
species died off, including the vast majority of non-
African mega-fauna (large mammals). In many areas,
all of the dominant plant and animal species became
extinct, and this process has continued into our current
Holocene Epoch.

Yet, the human species survived, advanced, colo-
nized three continents, and increased in numbers.

To be continued.

http://www.sanu.ac.rs
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PART THREE
World Economic Recovery

MARCH 5, 2001

The FDR Economic Recovery:
Precedent and Practice

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

The following is the advance text prepared for delivery
at EIR s conference in Berlin on March 5, 2001.

As we plunge into the worst global financial crisis in
more than a century, only among those three national
powers which were principal victors of World War I,
the British monarchy, the United States, and Russia, do
we find the historically defined, cultural temperament
needed, to lead the introduction of a desperately needed,
new world economic order for the planet as a whole.
Only in two of those three, the U.S. and Russia, do we
find any inclination among leading political institu-
tions, to look back to the successful U.S. recovery poli-
cies of the 1933-1945 Roosevelt era, and to the 1945-
1965 reconstruction of western Europe, as the basis for
challenging the rampant follies practiced under the
present IMF and World Bank systems.

Otherwise, among the NATO members of continen-
tal Europe, there has been, heretofore, a prevalent dis-
position to capitulate, however reluctantly, to policies
situated within the post-1989 conditionalities, such as
“free trade” and “globalization,” which the presently
incumbent Anglo-American authorities may choose to
dictate to the planet as a whole.

Inside the U.S. itself, despite the efforts of my own
and some other leading Democratic Party circles, to
prevent such a catastrophe, there is, realistically, the in-
creasingly awesome likelihood, that the present, Bush,
administration, like the Ozymandias of Shelley’s
famous poem, might be stubbornly doomed to a self-
induced, early, imperial disaster. Certainly, only
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madmen within the U.S.A. would wish such a catastro-
phe to occur, but only wishful thinking would mislead
any leading circles, in any part of this planet, into be-
lieving, that a self-inflicted doom of the present U.S.
administration is not a probable, catastrophic outcome
at this present moment.

Meanwhile, among those inside the crisis-stricken
U.S.A., and, to some degree, Russia, who see an on-
rushing global financial collapse now in the making,
there is an historically deep-rooted, and commendable
tendency, to think about the present world financial ca-
tastrophe, in terms of the contrast between the Frank-
lin Roosevelt legacy and the contrary U.S. economic
policy-trends of the past thirty-five years. Such views
are also to be found today in western continental
Europe.

For those and related reasons, for the foreseeable
period ahead, the 1933-1945 Franklin Roosevelt recov-
ery in the U.S.A., and its application to post-war coop-
eration between the U.S. and western Europe, repre-
sents the only workable recovery policy with any chance
of being adopted as a leading legal precedent for that
quality of cooperation which might provide a timely re-
sponse to the presently accelerating world financial
collapse.

Therefore, if the United States were to come to rec-
ognize, that it must reverse its current policy, and must
prepare to cooperate with leading nations of Eurasia, in
launching a recovery based on the principles which ac-
count for the successes of 1933-1965, the combination
of the U.S.A., continental Europe, and keystone na-
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Lyndon LaRouche speaks to the Berlin seminar.

tions of Asia, would represent a sufficient basis for
bringing about the kinds of reforms which are now ur-
gently needed by this planet as a whole. There is, pres-
ently, no other happy option available to this planet as
a whole.

Admittedly, the recently installed U.S. Bush admin-
istration, seems absolutely determined to go in direc-
tions which are, chiefly, directly opposite to what I pro-
pose. Granted, that administration might maintain its
present track in policy-making, up to what would be an
extremely bitter end for the world at large. As the insti-
tutions of the U.S. will now experience more and more
onrushing crises, far worse than they would presently
believe possible, the present U.S. government attitudes
might be changed, even suddenly. That change, if it is to
occur, will either come soon, or the worst result for the
planet as a whole is to be expected as more or less in-
evitable.

There is no possibility, no circumstance under which
the present economic-policy outlooks of the U.S. ad-
ministration could succeed. The early, absolutely cata-
strophic failure of those policies is absolutely inevita-
ble; the signs of such a collapse are being displayed
daily. However, like a maddened bull elephant in its
death-throes, a desperate U.S. government’s efforts to
offset its economic failures with combined domestic
and global crisis-management methods, could plunge
the entire planet into homicidal chaos.
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When we, in the U.S.A. and Europe,
contrast the lessons of the Roosevelt
economic-policy legacy of the 1933-
1965 interval, with the growing world
financial and economic disaster wrought
over the recent three decades, there is a
clearly urgent need to abandon those
recent policy-shaping trends, and to
return to the Roosevelt alternative, in-
stead. However, that Roosevelt prece-
dent, by itself, while indispensable, is
not sufficient.

There is probably no effective sub-
stitute for the use of the successful fea-
tures of the Roosevelt legacy as a legal
and diplomatic precedent for the inter-
national emergency action so urgently
required today. However, we must also
be aware of the risks we would incur if
Roosevelt’s achievements were de-
graded to a mere caricature of itself, de-
graded to a mere model of a statistical type. Those risks
are the focus of my attention here.

Precedent or Principle?

One of the most common blunders among profes-
sional economists today, is their attempt to explain the
present crisis by treating it as if it were a cyclical, rather
than a systemic crisis. This is not a periodic crisis; it is a
breakdown caused by the wrong-headed, popularized
axiomatic assumptions built into policy-shaping of
monetary authorities, leading banking institutions, and
governments, over a period of more than thirty years.
No systemic crisis, such as this one, can be competently
described, or controlled by today’s commonly taught
statistical methods.

As the founder of modern astrophysics, Johannes
Kepler, said of the orbit of the planet Mars, the Roos-
evelt economic policy worked, and was certainly better
than any alternative adopted since. Yet, whenever we
think of past or possible future consequences of an as-
teroid crashing upon the Earth, we must recognize that
some apparently regular trajectories of a solar system,
or of national and world economies, may conceal some
awesomely deadly systemic features easily overlooked
by mere statisticians.

As Kepler did, we must look into the deeper princi-
ples which actually govern an observed past experience
within our Solar System. It is not sufficient to try to
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imitate the successes of some observed period from the
past. We must discover and apply the underlying prin-
ciples which made an earlier success possible. We must
also anticipate the danger of thinking simplistically
about such matters. Asteroids, which apparently lie in a
very reliable orbit, as do some economic-statistical
models, sometimes crash on Earth, with horrible ef-
fects.

As Franklin Roosevelt explained, the methods
which he applied to the aftermath of the 1929-1933
World Depression, were the methods of that American
System of political-economy shared between Alexan-
der Hamilton and a key Hamilton collaborator, FDR’s
ancestor, Isaac Roosevelt, in the opposition to one of
the two leading U.S. assets of the British Foreign Of-
fice’s of that time, the Bank of Manhattan’s Aaron
Burr. (The other was Albert Gallatin.) As Roosevelt
emphasized, during his years as a university student
and, later, as President, he located himself as a repre-
sentative of the founders of the United States, and in
opposition to what Roosevelt himself described pub-
licly as those “American Tories” who were, in fact,
typified by such predecessors as Presidents Theodore
Roosevelt, Ku Klux Klan fanatic Woodrow Wilson,
and Calvin Coolidge.

Roosevelt was born, raised, and walked in the
American intellectual tradition of Presidents James
Monroe, John Quincy Adams, and Abraham Lincoln.
He, like economists Alexander Hamilton, Friedrich
List, and Henry C. Carey, was a principled, and vocal
opponent of the American Tory tradition. As Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln defeated the virtually trea-
sonous American Tory legacy of the Democratic
Party of 1829-1861, so Franklin Roosevelt, a pub-
licly avowed representative of the American intellec-
tual tradition, reversed the catastrophic effects of the
economic policies of American Tory President Calvin
Coolidge.

During the entire period he was President, Roos-
evelt dumped, and also denounced, what he condemned
as the “Eighteenth-Century methods” of the British
monarchy. He rejected the notion of a post-war world
under the rule of the methods of Adam Smith, and,
during the course of World War II, proposed to intro-
duce the American methods of Hamilton, List, and
Carey, to a post-war world suddenly liberated of the
vestiges of Portuguese, Dutch, British, and French co-
lonialism.

64 Schiller Institute Conference Intervenes To Shape History

The American Intellectual Tradition

In order to avoid the dangers of a simplistic imita-
tion of the Franklin Roosevelt legacy, one must recog-
nize it as an imperfect, but successful, remedial appli-
cation of the American intellectual tradition in economic
policy. By American intellectual tradition, I signify the
Classical European tradition of Gottfried Leibniz’s in-
fluence on the U.S. Declaration of Independence and
the economic policies of Hamilton. I signify the repeat-
edly successful application of what Hamilton, Mathew
Carey, Friedrich List, and Henry C. Carey defined as
the “American System of political-economy.” This was
the same American System which, from 1877 on,
played a crucial role in Bismarck’s launching of the in-
dustrialization of Germany, and the industrialization of
Russia under leaders such as the great Mendeleyev.

The commonplace, potentially catastrophic blunder
made by many economists and others today, runs as fol-
lows. They would say, “If the economic crisis is as bad
as you say, then, perhaps, we would then consider
adding some amendments to existing policies.” It is
precisely that kind of popularized, simplistic, statistical
thinking, which has done so much to mislead the world
into the present economic mess. We must cease the
absurd practice of applying the statistical theory of ki-
nematic percussions among inanimate objects, in the
attempt to explain away the willful collective behavior
of living human beings.

The behavior of economies, as measured over a
generation or longer, is chiefly predetermined by the
long-term investments, and related long-term policies,
made by governments and private interests, over peri-
ods of not less than a generation yet to come. By long-
term policies, one means the intentions of society to
invest with accompanying infention, that those invest-
ments shall become successful ones. These intentions
are expressed not only as financial investments, but, as
long-term physical investments in the future develop-
ment of the population, the land-area, the fostering of
scientific discovery, and the instruments of production.
Like even the mere existence of today’s young adult,
today’s conditions are the result of intentions expressed
by that person’s parents, about a quarter-century ear-
lier. The only sane government, and the only sane form
of economy, are those with sane intentions, which
commit the actions and resources existing in the pres-
ent to the aims of the future. These are economies like
the U.S. economy under Lincoln and Franklin Roos-
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evelt, and Fifth Republic France under President
Charles de Gaulle, which are sometimes called diri-
gist, because of the clarity and efficiency of their eco-
nomic intentions.

It was, chiefly, the intentions set into place, as poli-
cies and policies of practice, over the recent thirty-odd
years, which created the cumulative effects being expe-
rienced as the global financial collapse of today. To-
day’s crisis is not the result of some statistical theory; it
is the result of wrong-headed infentions, such as the in-
tention to impose free trade, and the intention to global-
ize the spread of such commodities as deadly diseases
of human and animal populations. Today’s crises are
the result of intentions which have been adopted by
governments, financial institutions, and popular opin-
ions, over a period of not less than the past three de-
cades. Inside the U.S.A. itself, today’s crisis is the natu-
ral outcome of the trends introduced, since the
1966-1972 changes in direction of U.S. policy-making,
trends typified by the growing influence of the Mont
Pelerin Society and by the pro-racist intentions of the
U.S. President Nixon who perpetrated the terrible folly
of August, 1971.

As Kepler showed, the orbital pathway of a lawful
trajectory of non-uniform curvature, is determined by
what must be adduced as its characteristic intention.
For the same reasons, the only valid assessment of a
systemic financial-economic crisis, such as the present
one, requires that we define that crisis, not as an inevi-
table calamity, but, instead, define those principles
which require that we should infend to return to that
trajectory which would lead to the imperiled system’s
survival.

Instead of debating whether or not we today should
blindly imitate the programs of Franklin Roosevelt, we
should examine his intention in introducing those pro-
grams, and contrast his intentions with the intentions of
the faction behind President Coolidge’s creation of the
depression which the impossible Coolidge bestowed
upon his own immediate, and unfortunate successor,
Herbert Hoover.

Roosevelt did not propose a package of policies for
responding to a depression. Roosevelt used the failure
of Coolidge’s economic policies, which were modelled
on those of Britain, as proof that we must return to that
American patriotic policy-making philosophy, whose
violation had caused the crisis. He used the most recent
failure of the British free-trade system, that of the
1920s, as evidence of the need to return to the superior
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philosophy of the American intellectual tradition and
its intentions.

Today, we have the fact of the process of recovery of
the U.S. economy from the Coolidge “free trade” phi-
losophy’s depression of 1929-33. We have the success
of Roosevelt’s return to the methods of the American
System over the interval 1933-1945, and the applica-
tion of that experience to rebuilding war-torn Western
Europe during the 1945-1965 interval. Now, we have
thirty-five years of the United States’ slide into the pres-
ent, new depression, a potentially bottomless depres-
sion, caused by the return to not only the “free trade”
policies of the Coolidge period, but wildly utopian pol-
icies which are even far worse than Coolidge’s.

The challenge facing us today, is to use the evidence
that the ruling intentions of the world’s leading eco-
nomic policies, over the recent thirty-odd years, have
been a catastrophe for mankind today. This evidence
must prompt us to change the infentions of govern-
ments and other relevant institutions accordingly. We
must now do, as Franklin Roosevelt did in response to
the 1929-1933 Depression. We must clear away those
policies which, as intentions, have brought about our
ruin, and, install, instead, those intentions of law which
correspond to proven principles of policy-making from
successful earlier times.

That means, in first approximation, those intentions
which have proven their merit during periods of modern
history prior to 1965.

‘The General Welfare Clause’

The crucial political issue separating President Roo-
sevelt’s recovery policies from those of all of his oppo-
nents, whether President Coolidge, his political oppo-
nents during his Presidency, or those from President
Nixon to the present day, is what is called “the general
welfare clause” of the Preamble of the U.S. Federal
Constitution.

For as long as he was President, Roosevelt won
most, if not all of his struggles to base the entire policy
of the U.S.A. on that Constitutional principle. Since
Republican Richard Nixon’s alliance with the Ku Klux
Klan and kindred types, during his 1966-1968 cam-
paign for election as U.S. President, no President but
Bill Clinton, has offered any significant defense of that
principle, and he, during Summer 1996, compromised
that principle, under maniacal demands from his Vice-
President, Al Gore, and others among my political ad-
versaries within the Democratic Party.
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This issue of the general welfare, is the most cru-
cial of all of the economic-policy issues which we
must intend to confront if we are to succeed in rescu-
ing the world by the presently onrushing catastrophe.
The present, global economic disaster, must be traced
to a persistently recurring effort, over the course of the
Twentieth Century, to reverse the course of the en-
tirety of modern European history, by going back to
the imperial models of ancient Rome, to the traditions
of the Venice-orchestrated anti-nation-state wars of
the Thirteenth through Fifteenth Centuries, and the
Venice-orchestrated religious wars of the interval
1511-1648.

Today, we call that revived, pro-oligarchical inten-
tion to return to medieval society, “globalization.” The
characteristic effect of the practice of what is called
“globalization,” is a rejection of any rule of law which
opposes the effects of globalization, and demands a
sweeping, global nullification of the principle known
by the terms, the general welfare and the common good.
To understand that issue, we must understand its origins
and location in the history of today’s globally extended
modern civilization. The following historical back-
ground is a bare summary of what is essential for under-
standing the relevant connections.

As a reaction against the horrors of both the so-
called New Dark Age of Europe’s Fourteenth Century,
and the continuation of the so-called Hundred Years
War into the middle of the Fifteenth Century, the Fif-
teenth Century produced the antidote to feudalism
known as the modern sovereign nation-state. This new
form of society emerged first in the form of France as
reformed by King Louis XI, and, following that, the
great reform conducted under King Henry VII in Eng-
land. These developments of the Fifteenth Century, es-
tablished the beginning of modern economies, and the
great improvements in demographic characteristics and
conditions of life of populations which have resulted
from the influence of that new, nation-state form of so-
ciety.

The central feature of the revolution called the sov-
ereign nation-state economy, was the introduction of a
principle known as the general welfare, or common
good. This new principle was the intention, that no gov-
ernment has the legitimate moral authority to rule,
except as it is efficiently committed to promote the gen-
eral welfare of all of the living and their posterity.

So, the law lies not in its text, but in the effective
expression of its intention. So, by their intentions, do
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economies, and even entire civilizations, choose their
destiny.

This principle overturned the habits of ancient Bab-
ylon, of the Roman empires, and their like, under
which populations were divided between a ruling oli-
garchical minority and its armed and other lackeys on
the one side, and, on the other side, a mass of persons
degraded in practice to the status of virtual human
cattle. The notorious Physiocratic dogma of Dr. Fran-
¢ois Quesnay, is typical of modern attempts to con-
tinue the degradation of the great mass of the popula-
tion to the status of human cattle. Although Quesnay
was a shamelessly open defender of the feudal tradi-
tion, his argument did not differ in any essential either
from that of England’s John Locke and Bernard Man-
deville, or of the Adam Smith whose famous Wealth of
Nations was largely a plagiarism of the work of
Physiocrats such as Quesnay.

Despite the use of religious warfare and other
means, in the efforts by forces of the feudal tradition, to
halt and reverse the development of the sovereign na-
tion-state, the benefits of the introduction of the nation-
state had been irreversible, even during two devastating
world wars of the Twentieth Century, until that pres-
ently ongoing downturn, which was set into motion
during the recent thirty-odd years. The new emphasis
upon the development of infrastructure, the fostering of
scientific and technological progress, the gradual free-
ing of the serfs, and related intentions of the nation-
state institution, had resulted in a rise in life-expectan-
cies, improvements in general demographic
characteristics of households and of populations in gen-
eral, and secular increase in the per-capita and per-
square-kilometer productive powers of labor. The in-
tentions expressed by the sovereign nation-state, by
which one generation defines the future for one to two
generations to come, spilled over into all forms of
modern European society, and beyond.

However, because of the continuing legacy of the
feudal tradition in modern Europe, the idea of the sov-
ereign nation-state republic, created in Europe, was ex-
ported to find its first more fulsome expression in the
creation and development of the U.S. republic in North
America. It is in the development of the North Ameri-
can republic, from its colonial beginnings through the
victory of President Abraham Lincoln, and into the last
quarter of the Nineteenth Century, that the characteris-
tic economic and related forms of intentions of the U.S.
form of industrialized sovereign nation-state, were re-
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flected, more and more in the development of Europe
itself. The accelerated industrial development of Ger-
many, Russia, and Japan, during the last quarter of the
Nineteenth Century, and beyond, typify the impact of
the 1861-1876 successes of the U.S. economy on the
thinking and practice of nations in many parts of Eur-
asia.

Thus, although the development of the U.S. repub-
lic was set back severely by the French developments
of 1789-1815, by the hostile actions of both the British
monarchy and the Holy Alliance, President Lincoln’s
triumph over Lord Palmerston’s Confederacy puppet
sealed the character of the U.S. economy, until the
downturn which was unleashed about three decades
ago. During the Twentieth Century, following the 1901
assassination of President William McKinley, the
American Tory faction seized control of the U.S. gov-
ernment and much of the economy besides. Franklin
Roosevelt temporarily reversed that trend of 1901-
1932, turning the U.S. back to the economic policies of
the Lincoln legacy.

In all of these turns, despite the repeated reversals of
many of the characteristic economic intentions of the
U.S., the underlying character of those intentions sur-
vived, until the increasingly intensified efforts to uproot
them, over the post-1965 period to date. It is through
the understanding of the role of such intentions, rather
than any statistical model, that the ebbs and flows of the
U.S. economy are to be understood.

The crucial issue of intention, is the conflict between
the heritage of Leibniz’s notion of the general welfare
principle, “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,”
and the opposing, oligarchical notion of the ideas of the
Confederacy, the ideas of the pro-slavery John Locke,
“life, liberty, and property.” The latter is typified today
by the neo-Confederacy dogma of “shareholder value,”
currently enforced by the radically positivist, pro-racist
majority of the U.S. Supreme Court.

The U.S. republic has been, from its beginning, a
political battleground where the patriotic faction, com-
mitted to the principle of the general welfare, battles out
the issues of economic, social, and foreign policy, with
the opposing faction which Franklin Roosevelt identi-
fied as the American Tories. Since the 1966 election
campaign of President Richard Nixon, it is the Ameri-
can Tories who have been increasingly in the saddles of
U.S. political and economic power. The issue of the
general welfare, to which the present administration,
and the current majority of the U.S. Supreme Court are
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opposed, is the essential line of division between two
opposing sets of axioms of U.S. foreign and domestic
economic and social policy-making.

Just as the crisis of 1929-1933 brought President
Franklin Roosevelt’s advocacy of the general welfare
to power, so the onrushing collapse of the U.S. eco-
nomic policies of the past thirty-odd years, may signal
another turn, back to the general welfare, like that of
1932-33. If that turn were to occur, the tendency would
be for the U.S. to mobilize itself for the kind of coop-
eration with Eurasia which I have indicated.

That is a big “if,” but it is the best option available to
the world today.

Modern Economy

The principle of the general welfare, means that it
must be the constitutional quality of intention of gov-
ernment, that it can make no law, or kindred conven-
tion, which might treat the majority of its population as
virtually human cattle. The government’s primary goals
are to defend the integrity of the nation, in the interest
of all of its people and their posterity, and to develop its
territory in ways which promote the improvement of
the demographic characteristics of the population as a
whole, and also the average physical productive powers
of labor.

These obligations of government define our planet
as what the celebrated Vladimir Vernadsky defined as a
nodsphere. In other words, human creativity is de-
ployed with the infention to maintain, transform, and
improve the biosphere for human existence, and to ac-
complish this by means which include the intention for
developing the general area through appropriate, large-
scale and related infrastructural improvements, such as
in water-management, power production, transporta-
tion, and so on.

The realization of the objectives of a noodsphere,
also requires the intention of an increase in the knowl-
edge and productive powers of the population, largely
through aid of scientific and technological progress.
Only in such ways, through such infentions, could the
general welfare be served.

This obliges government to place the primary em-
phasis of its intentions on the physical side of produc-
tion as such, and to relegate the financial side of eco-
nomic policy-shaping to those measures needed to
facilitate trade and employment in fostering physically
significant benefits. A sound economic system is, there-
fore, primarily a physical system, by intention, and a
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financial system only by derivation.

The required intention is the acceptance of the phys-
ical obligation to promote the general welfare through
economic growth, obliges government to expend great
efforts on behalf of its intention to promote the im-
provement of what we call basic economic infrastruc-
ture.

In practice, we find that such public works may be
undertaken either solely by the efforts of government
itself, or undertaken by privately owned public utilities
acting according to regulations provided and main-
tained by government. For example, in effecting the re-
covery of the U.S. economy, about 40% of the growth
stimulated by government action was in the area of
basic economic infrastructure, and much of the remain-
ing private sector’s growth depended upon govern-
ment-sponsored efforts such as the famous Tennessee
Valley development. The choice of public or private
ownership is of little significance, if either fulfills the
intention more or less equally well. Franklin Roosevelt
used both, as the example of the work of the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation, illustrates that point.
The matter of intention of law in these matters, lies in
the mechanisms of regulation by which either private or
public ownership of public works shall conduct their
business.

In order to stimulate both public and private im-
provements, in must be the intention of society that
prices must be set at levels which provide for mainte-
nance of basic economic infrastructure and also capital
improvements and high skill levels in production of
goods and essential services. In other words, the gen-
eral welfare requirement can not be served without pro-
tectionist measures of a type which can be ensured only
through the authority of a sovereign nation-state’s gov-
ernment.

The alternative to such intentions, is economic anar-
chy, and ruin. The globalizers’ insistence that govern-
ment not only abandon such intentions, but relinquish
forever the authority to adopt such intentions, is the
principal cause for the catastrophe in which the world is
being plunged today.

For example, to rebuild the tattered and shattered
world economy of today, large masses of credit must be
created, and issued at low borrowing costs over periods
of maturity ranging up to a quarter-century or more.
With such public credit policies, and with protectionist
measures of the sort which were widely employed
during the 1945-1965 interval, large-scale improve-
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ments within increasing rates of productivity and tech-
nological progress, were available, even in regions as
devastated as war-torn Europe.

Physical Economy and Eurasia

The catastrophic economic and related effects of
globalization, have recently increased the recognition
that only through new forms of closer cooperation
among the leading nations of continental Eurasia, is
there any visible opportunity for the general economic
prosperity of continental Eurasia as a whole. A pattern
of negotiations to this effect has been developing be-
tween nations of western continental Europe and
Russia, together with increasing emphasis on wider co-
operation with the great population centers of Central,
East, Southeast and South Asia. In these matters, the
need to provide security among all of the nations of
Eurasia and the need for new forms and degrees of eco-
nomic cooperation are inseparable practical concerns.

This emphasis upon Eurasia is not to the disadvan-
tage of Africa, Australia, New Zealand, and the Ameri-
cas. Quite the contrary, without a general economic re-
covery in continental Eurasia, there is no hope for the
planet as a whole.

The national economies of Eurasia represent na-
tions and cultures with significant differences in their
characteristics. However, all share in common the need
for similar benefits as measured in physical-economic
terms. The most urgent elements of economic coopera-
tion needed among this assortment as a whole, are pre-
ponderant emphasis on development of basic economic
infrastructure, without which other improvements in
the life of their populations were not possible, and
large-scale and growing transfers of advanced produc-
tive technology from those places where fountains of
such technology may be supplied, into areas in which
the deficit of such technological infusions must be cor-
rected.

The objectives of such cooperation are, generally, in
the order of the required work of two generations, the
coming quarter-century most urgently. This requires a
system of long-term, relatively fixed parities among
currencies, and upper limits on borrowing-costs and
conditions, in which rates of between 1% and 2%, and
simple interest, not compound, must prevail. The great
bulk of the flows of physical capital will be concen-
trated in long-term credits, in the order of about twenty-
five years. A quarter to one-half of the long-term credit
and trade agreements will come under such provisions.
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The experience under the original Bretton Woods
agreements, during the period until about 1965, pro-
vides appropriate precedents. Study of the internal de-
velopment of the U.S. economy during the difficult
1933-1945 interval, also provides relevant examples.

On the side of monetary and financial practices, this
will require the forms of regulation which prevailed
during the 1945-1965 interval, with initial emphasis on
the more strict regulations of the 1945-1958 interval.

Additionally, special attention must be given to the
lessons of the leading military and other great science-
driver programs of the 1940-1965 interval, including
the Kennedy manned Moon-landing program. The suc-
cess of the recovery program required for Eurasia (and
elsewhere) today, will depend upon the rapidity which
can be achieved in science-driver modes of technologi-
cal progress. When we consider the area of Eurasia as a
whole, and also take into account the needs for techno-
logical progress among the dense population-areas of
East, Southeast, and South Asia, the goals of recovery
could not be achieved without aid of a greatly acceler-
ated rate of technological progress. Only a science-
driver strategy could ensure the acceleration of the rate

of technological progress to needed levels.

This will require a twofold direction of change in
the structural composition and education of the labor-
force of Europe and the United States in particular. To
fulfill our part in the partnership with the technologi-
cally less developed portions of the world, we must in-
crease greatly the ration of the total labor-force em-
ployed in producing science and technology, and, shift
the quality of employment of the remainder of the la-
bor-force upward technologically. By these shifts in
priorities for education, investment, and employment,
we will be able to generate accelerated rates of increase
of per-capita physical productive powers of labor in
what is presently termed the advanced sector, and, thus,
to generate higher rates of physical productivity into
employment in the less advanced sectors of the world.

This means, physical-economic targets for the im-
mediate quarter-century ahead, and monetary and fi-
nancial policies designed to match the standards de-
fined in physical-economic terms. To this end, we must
clarify our intentions. If we do, we might imagine that
President Franklin Roosevelt would be pleased with
our intentions.
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