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East and West. By agreeing that Ukraine would never
be admitted to NATO, it could permanently reduce re-
gional tensions and significantly reduce the risk that
either side might accidentally trigger a deadly nuclear
incident. By acting before its defensive lines collapse,
Ukraine could demand control over coastal areas sur-
rounding the port at Odessa; it could insist on control-
ling all of Kyiv on both sides of the Dnieper River; and
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it might insist that Russia withdraw any troops west of
that river. Obviously, control of many other areas must
also be negotiated, but this might be a starting frame-
work for peace.

That concludes my remarks today. I’m very grateful
to the Schiller Institute for its effective efforts at pro-
moting peace and for preempting the insane drive
toward nuclear war. Thank you.
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Ladies and Gentlemen, greetings from Chicago!

I will begin by thanking the Schiller Institute, Helga,
Dennis, David, and others for giving me this opportu-
nity. It is indeed a special privilege and honor to be with
these distinguished speakers. I come to you more as a
global citizen, concerned about not just the present
Ukraine crisis and potential impact on our peace, pros-
perity, food, energy, and economy, but also as someone
who is very concerned about the future of humanity.

On one hand, we have great potential in the tech-
nologies of the future, especially IT, life sciences, and
energy, to transform our world. Unfortunately, our
focus is still on power and profits, and not on planet and
people. I’'m here to represent my own personal views,
as an Indian who has lived in the U.S. for 58 years, and
who admires democracy, freedom, justice, equality, di-
versity, human development, technology, and believes
in truth, trust, and love.

When I look at the global geopolitical conversation
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that is going on in the world today, I
worry about the fact that we are de-
ciding on our future by looking at
our past. It is unfortunate that we
still worry about unipolar, bipolar
world. We still want to dominate
other countries, take advantage of
poorer people, and really not focus
on the potential that technology
offers today, a potential to equalize
the world, network people, collabo-
rate, cooperate, and co-create. That
is our potential, as opposed to our
architecture today which is still pre-
dominantly designed for command
and control. And this really worries me a lot.

I wrote a book recently, called Redesign the World.
The main focus of that book is all about the potential of
technology, especially hyper-connectivity. Hyper-con-
nectivity is all about networking; it’s all about scaling
back, connecting smaller enterprises. It is about non-
hierarchy; it is about openness, accessibility, connectiv-
ity, democratization, decentralization. Unfortunately,
we are not using a lot of these ideas to build a new
world. New tools are being used to promote old world
concepts, and not create a new world in which there is
prosperity for all, there is dignity for mankind, and
there is clear focus on planet and people.

Every activity today is all about power and profits.
Markets go up and down because of some global con-
flict somewhere. And we have been witnessing that in
the last few months because of crisis in Ukraine. On
one hand, we can justify what’s going on. On the other
hand, we realize that irrespective of justification, inno-

Schiller Institute

EIR June 24,2022

© 2022 EIR News Service Inc. All Rights Reserved. Reproduction in whole or in part without permission strictly prohibited.


http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2022/eirv49n25-20220624/index.html

cent people are being killed on both sides. Properties
are being destroyed, for no reason. And there is no solu-
tion in sight, because it is almost like a Mexican stand-
off.

Now, we are beginning to see the impact of a lot of
this on energy, food, and economy. The economic
model that we created 70-80 years ago, based on strong
dollar, IMF, World Bank, doesn’t seem to work any-
more in a hyper-connected world.

We need a new economic order. And this is a big
ask. We need an economic order which is more decen-
tralized, which is more based on smaller enterprises to
scale, which is based on local talent, local consider-
ation, potential of local soil, local food, but at the same
time, respect and promote globalization.

We tend to see world in black and white, in boxes.
We need to learn to see world in grays. It is never about
either globalization or localization. It is both at the
same time. The key is to understand what to globalize
and what not to globalize. You look at the fertilizer and
how it affects local soil—microbes—and really de-
stroys local food. In the name of technology, globaliza-
tion, we are really creating a situation where local live-
lihood is affected. At the end of the day, employment,
economy affect everybody. Every person doesn’t un-
derstand geopolitical balance. They look at what hurts
them. And to them, economy and jobs, safety and secu-
rity, peace and prosperity become very important. All
our economic prosperity today is designed to come
from top down, when we need bottom-up approach.

I was brought up in Gandhian environment, being
born in 1942 in British Raj. After Independence, there
was a great deal of excitement in India because of
Gandhian thought, which essentially focussed on de-
centralization, human development, small is beautiful.
It also focussed on nonviolence.

I think our world has forgotten to focus on nonvio-
lence. Everywhere you look around, in every major
urban area, there is huge amount of violence. In U.S.,
we hear it every day. Shooting going on in shopping
centers, schools, colleges, workplaces. What is impor-
tant is to really provide safety and security, jobs, em-
ployment, education, help to a large number of people
who are at the bottom of the economic [inaudible —
ed.]. And that’s where our focus ought to be. Thats
where our new technology has to be used, and not Al
for defense, and not big data and other things to control
people.
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I think we are going wrong in our approach to very
fundamental values. And [ worry about it. I worry about
the fact that lies get propagated on social media which
affect common citizens, their pockets, and the global
balance of power. And huge amount of money is wasted
on unnecessary conflicts.

Today, we spend $2 trillion on defense every year.
And now, because of expansion of NATO, that number
is going to go up. When we know that we can eliminate
hunger for just about $200 billion a year. We have not
been able to eliminate hunger, poverty, discrimination,
inequality. I think those are the real challenges ahead of
us.

So, the new economy is not about GDP, GNP, trade
balance, per-capita income. It’s about fair distribution
of wealth. Today we tend to judge a new economy
based on how many billionaires we create, as opposed
to how many people we lift out of poverty. Today, we
judge economy based on stock markets, and not em-
ployment.

I am very worried about the global mindset. I think
we need new conversation globally to take our democ-
racy to inclusion, to take human rights to human needs,
to take capitalism to new economy where wealth
doesn’t get concentrated, where localization is given
more importance, decentralization is at the core, and
the focus is on bottom-up development as opposed to
top-down. We want to begin to think of systemic con-
servation, as opposed to consumption. We need to use
technologies to really improve productivity, efficiency,
and reduce costs, but at the same time, make sure that
we do not pollute our environment. Planet has to be at
the core of our development.

And finally, based on my own personal background,
I believe the key is to focus on creating a nonviolent
world. We cannot go on building military hardware the
way we have in the future, and expect violence in the
world to go down. In America now, there are conversa-
tions on gun laws. Recently I heard that some 18-year-
old boy went to buy cigarette and couldn’t buy. He went
to buy tobacco, could not buy. Went to buy some beer;
he could not buy because he was too young. But he
went to buy a gun, and there was no problem. In that
kind of a global system, how do we expect a secure en-
vironment for our children?

I think these are the problems; we know what the
solutions are. But handful of people at the top have a
different value system. They want to promote gun lob-
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bies, they want to promote violence apparently, maybe
unknowingly. They want concentration of wealth; they
want environment to be polluted. And that really both-
ers me, because we are not listening. People at the top,
people in power are not listening to the people at the
bottom. They have lost a sense of humanity, and they
are really concerned about power equation. They are
concerned about prosperity of the few, and that has to
change.

So, I think the new economy has to have very simple
focus on lifting millions out of poverty; eliminating
hunger, violence; providing enough food and nutrition,
education, and health. And not really look at trade bal-
ance, GDP, GNP. It can be done; it’s not a very compli-
cated thing to do, but we need to think of redesigning.
The present design doesn’t work anymore.

In a hyper-connected world, we need a new design
which doesn’t focus on profits and power, but focusses
on planet and people. We know how to do it collec-

tively, but we need to begin new conversation. I’m here
to really request of all of us, to think about how we are
going to use new tools and new technology to really lift
humanity to the next level, as opposed to go on fighting,
go on killing, go on hurting, and go on creating more
billionaires. It is time to really get serious about rede-
signing the world.

Answers are here if enough of us come together and
create global conversation on this, I'm sure we can
begin to change things. The way things are today, I
worry about the world; ’'m worried about my own
grandchildren. The world I inherited from my grand-
parents was simple, poor, but secure, and clean. And the
world I'm delivering to my grandchildren is complex,
polluted, full of conflicts, but rich. And I want all of us
to come together, to not just talk about what is happen-
ing in Ukraine. It is just a small, little piece of the
puzzle. But also talk about what is happening globally
to humanity. Thank you.
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Three Facets of Post-World
War II Germany

After the end of World War I, Germany was posi-
tioned as a European bridgehead of the United States
against the Soviet Union and, after its dissolution,
against Russia. In order to understand what is happen-
ing geopolitically today and why Germany is affected
in a special way, one needs to know three things.

First, that to this day Germany has been denied a
peace treaty by the Allies of World War I1, with the ex-
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ception of Russia. Theoretically,
therefore, Germany is still at war,
since only an armistice was agreed
to in 1945. That this is so, is also
clear from the so-called Enemy
State Clause under Articles 53 and
107 of the United Nations Charter,
according to which Germany is still
an enemy state vis-d-vis the ene-
mies of World War II. Supposedly,
this no longer has any relevance,
but if it did not, this passage could
have been deleted long ago. The
Enemy States Clause states that co-
ercive measures could be imposed
without special authorization by the UN Security
Council if Germany were to pursue aggressive policies
again—including military intervention if necessary.
Although Germany was granted “full sovereignty” by
the Unification Treaty of 1990 (2+4 Treaty), this agree-
ment has been relativized again by supplementary trea-
ties, for example on troop deployments and military
cooperation.
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