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The following is an edited tran-
script of the Jan. 8, 2025 Schiller In-
stitute webcast featuring Helga Zepp-
LaRouche, founder of the Schiller 
Institute, and Scott Ritter, a retired 
U.S. Marine Corps intelligence of-
ficer who served from 1991 to 1998 
as a weapons inspector with the UN 
Special Commission (UNSCOM) in 
Iraq. The webcast was aired in both 
German and English. Helga Zepp-
LaRouche’s German language pre-
sentation was provided in English by 
simultaneous interpretation. Ritter 
spoke in English. The video of the 
webcast is available here. Subheads 
have been added.

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Good day, Scott! It’s a 
great pleasure that you are participating in this webcast. 
You are very well known for speaking out very clearly 
about the political situation. The United States will 
have a new President in 11 days. Many experts have 
been asking themselves during this time whether a 
greater catastrophe could happen on behalf of the old 
administration to make Pres-
ident-elect Donald Trump’s 
life as difficult as possible. 
So, the shaky situation is not 
over yet, but even if Trump 
enters office, the situation is 
still confusing.

On the one hand, you 
have hopeful signs: Some 
of his appointments, such 
as Tulsi Gabbard for Direc-
tor of National Intelligence 
(DNI), and some others give 
us hope that he can actually 
tackle what some people 

call the Deep State. And on his social account on 
Truth Social, he posted a video where Jeffrey Sachs 
talks about Operation Timber Sycamore, and attacks 
it. This was the CIA operation to destabilize the Mid-
dle East. You were a UN weapons inspector, and you 
have exposed the lies about the Iraq War. We are very 
grateful for your denunciation of these lies. What do 
you think? Trump has 11 days before he enters of-

fice. He is letting Jeffrey 
Sachs talk about these 
Deep State networks. Can 
we hope that he actually 
wants to eradicate these 
networks?

Scott Ritter: I think that 
we’re going to see that Pres-
ident Trump is going to be 
in every way, shape, and 
form, a game-changing 
President. This is not Presi-
dency as usual; this is not 
what the duopoly in Amer-
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ica normally produces—somebody from the establish-
ment. It doesn’t matter whether there’s an R next to 
their name or a D next to their name; they do establish-
ment policies. This is why you’ll have Republicans and 
Democrats use the CIA to carry out activities such as 
Timber Sycamore in Syria.

Trump has said that he does not want to be the 
world’s policeman. That means that not only does he 
not want to be fighting overseas wars, he doesn’t want 
the CIA to be creating overseas conflicts for the United 
States to fight in. He has rightfully on several occasions 
called out the United States as being the greatest threat 
to the United States, meaning that the way we behave 
in the world is the problem. And the solution is not only 
to stop this behavior, but to bring 
down the organizations that help 
foster this behavior, that facilitate 
this behavior. The CIA is one such 
organization. The Deep State, the 
way the establishment interferes 
in the formulation of American 
policy.

Will NATO Survive Under Trump?
He’s also looking to take down overseas 

architectures that have long been held to be sacrosanct, 
sacred to America, such as NATO. I don’t believe 
NATO is going to survive very long into the Trump 
administration. Already, before he’s President, we have 
NATO members talking about the potential for war 
between the United States and Europe. Now, I know 
they don’t mean it, because they certainly can’t fight 
it. But that’s where we’re at. Instead of the greatest 
unity we’ve ever seen, we’re already seeing deep 
fractures, fatal fractures in the European architecture 
of government. And Trump will exploit this; Trump 
will do his best to disengage from the entanglements 
of NATO, of the European Union, and other treaty-
related and alliance-related architectures that are out 
there.

So, I think there is hope. And people often look 
at his Cabinet and say, “Yes, he’s appointed some 
outliers like Tulsi Gabbard.” People are in love with 
Tulsi Gabbard. And they are very concerned about the 
Secretary of Defense nominee, or the National Security 
Advisor Michael Waltz, who is coming in. They say, 
“These are just Zionists; they’re people who are going 
to foster certain policies promoting Israel.” Perhaps, but 
they’re also architects of change; they’re not playing 

the establishment game. People can be critical of their 
one-sided support of Israel, but you need to recognize 
that that same mindset also enables them to support 
Trump as he tears down NATO; Trump as he makes 
peace with Russia. Imagine that! A President who is 
actually talking about making peace with Russia, and 
stating up front that he recognizes that the reason this 
war happened is because of NATO expansion.

Zepp-LaRouche: Without doubt, any change by 
him on the status quo is certainly positive. However, we 
are going between hope and fear, because during his 
press conference in Florida, he said that the Panama 
Canal has to become American again; it would be nice 

if the border between Canada and 
the United States would vanish; he 
wants to purchase Greenland; the 
other NATO members should 
spend 5% of their budgets for mili-
tary expenditures. Then he an-
nounced that he would have tariffs 
against China, but also against the 

European Union. All of these are actually utterances 
which do not really respect the sovereignty of other 
states. How do you see this?

Divorces Are Ugly
Ritter: Trump doesn’t respect the sovereignty of 

anybody but the United States. This is the reality of 
Trump. But the world said they wanted change. Well, 
you’ve got change. You don’t think America could pro-
duce someone capable of the changes that you applaud, 
who then also says, “I comply with international law; I 
comply with the rules-based international order.” Un-
derstand, Donald Trump is divorcing America from the 
rules-based international order. It’s a divorce! The mar-
riage between the United States and Europe is over; 
finished. Divorces are ugly.

Zepp-LaRouche: Yes, it can be positive and nega-
tive. Trump is coming into office January 20. About 
four weeks later, there is an election in Germany; a 
German parliamentary election, which is also cancel-
ling the most disliked government of all time, the “traf-
fic light” coalition [SPD, FDP and the Greens]. But if 
you look at the polls, it cannot be excluded that the 
Christian Democrats and Friedrich Merz, who is for 
sending the Taurus long-range missiles to Ukraine, 
could come to power and win the elections and form a 
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government with the Social Democrats and the Greens. 
In any case, if Trump changes the rules in such a way, 
what do you think would be the effect on the election in 
Germany four weeks later?

Ritter: Germany needs to understand the follow-
ing: The world is over as you know it. You’ve been 
raised for the past three to four decades operating under 
the protection of the United States; under the umbrella 
of the United States. That’s over; finished. Trump is 
going to walk away from this. So now, when you elect 
your next government, let me make the following guar-
antee: If this Christian Democratic Party gentleman 
wins, and he tries to send Taurus missiles to Ukraine, 
Germany will be hit with tariffs like you will have 
never seen before in your entire life. The United States 
will shut your economy down, because, you see, you’re 
interfering with a policy prerogative of a President of 
the United States. Germany doesn’t get to sit at the 
same table as the United States; not with Donald 
Trump. You’re not our equals. You’re not our equals, 
so don’t pretend that you are. This is the reality of 
Trump. 

I’m not saying that I’m happy about this. You asked 
me a question about the reality, and the reality is, the 
game has changed. This is no longer about American 
Presidents flying to Germany and treating you with 
respect. This is about American Presidents dictating 
outcomes to you. So, the German people have to ask 

themselves: Are they going to vote for somebody who 
is going to put them in conflict with the United States? 
Or are they going to understand that the path forward 
is a path that is radically different than the one you’re 
currently on, that requires you to have peace with Rus-
sia? I will tell you that there is a party in Germany that 
is promoting peace.

Zepp-LaRouche: OK. I understand this, but there 
are also signs that Trump could potentially cooperate 
with European countries to solve some of the problems. 
For example, Giorgia Meloni, Prime Minister of Italy, 
was in Florida to visit Trump. Before that, Prime Min-
ister Viktor Orbán of Hungary was also there, as was 
Prime Minister Robert Fico of Slovakia. Also, there are 
new developments in Austria of two days ago, where 
Herbert Kickl [Freedom Party of Austria] is about to 
become the new Chancellor of Austria, who also goes 
in this same direction to be critical against anti-Russian 
policies, critical against the European Union. Don’t you 
see the possibility that there could be a new combina-
tion of— And oh yes, Mr. Elon Musk will also meet 
with German Bundestag member Alice Weidel [Alter-
native for Germany] to have an X Spaces live talk. So, 
one could assume that there is a new option building up 
for trans-Atlantic cooperation. Or, are you excluding 
this entirely?

Ritter: No, not excluding it, no. But we shouldn’t 
call it trans-Atlantic, because even though that’s the 

Team Trump Facebook page
President-elect Donald Trump welcomes Italian Prime 
Minister Giorgia Meloni to Mar-a-Lago.
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Slovak Prime Minister Robert 
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Hungarian Prime Minister 
Viktor Orbán.
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physical nature of what’s happening, the trans-Atlantic 
relationship is linked to America and NATO; America 
and the European Union. What you’re talking about is a 
relationship between the United States and Italy; be-
tween the United States and Hungary; between the 
United States and Slovakia; between the United States 
and Austria—independent nations; nations that have 
divorced themselves from the intellectual prison of the 
European Union. 

Will Germany Remain a Prisoner of NATO?
So, when Germany goes to the polls, does Germa-

ny want to have a relationship with the United 
States as Germany, which the United States 
would respect? Or, is Germany going to con-
tinue to be a prisoner of this artificial entity 
called the European Union and this failed alli-
ance called NATO? If Germany wants to be part 
of the European Union and part of NATO, then 
you’ll have problems with the United States. 
But if Germany says, “No, we are independent; 
we are capable of forging our own path, and our 
path may coincide with that of yours when it 
comes to stability in Europe, peace with Rus-
sia,” I think you’ll find the United States is will-
ing to talk to you.

Zepp-LaRouche: That sounds not bad, be-
cause I am actually of the opinion that the latest 
developments have shown that we, being within 
NATO, we are under a so-called security alli-
ance, which raises the question of whether Ger-
many would actually survive this. The recent de-
cision of German Chancellor Olaf Scholz at the NATO 
summit, where he laconically said that the United States 
has decided to station long-range missiles on German 
soil, which was not discussed with the German Bunde-
stag—there was no discussion with the German public. 
Scholz just said the U.S. has decided, not “we have de-
cided,” but “the U.S. has decided.” And it’s clear that 
the stationing of these weapons would make Germany 
the top target.

But how do you see this? Will Trump reverse this 
decision to station these weapons in 2026?

Ritter: Donald Trump respects strength. If Ger-
many were to stand up to Donald Trump and say, “We 
choose peace; we choose stability, and we reject the in-
struments of war and instability. Therefore, we do not 

want these missiles stationed on our soil.” Donald 
Trump, I believe, would respect that. Remember, this 
isn’t Trump’s policy. The Dark Eagle [U.S long-range 
hypersonic weapon] isn’t Trump’s doing. Trump didn’t 
make that decision; the Biden administration did. 
They’re done; they’re finished. This was an establish-
ment decision based upon a strategic goal and objective 
of creating the conditions that weaken Russia and bring 
Russia down. Trump is not looking to continue this 
policy direction.

So, I think that an assertive Germany, standing up 
and saying, “I believe in what’s best for Germany,” 

Trump would respect that. Trump doesn’t respect 
a Germany that subordinates itself to the European 
Union and NATO. Trump doesn’t have any use for that 
Germany. But Trump does respect strong independent 
voices.

Zepp-LaRouche: Then we will make sure that this 
dialogue between us is sent to all the parties that are 
participating in the German election, because if, in this 
situation, there is a clear statement, that would be very 
good—given that the traffic light government only has 
around 20% support. A lot of people in Germany are 
afraid of an escalation towards a big war. So, if now the 
changing situation could be utilized to finally start a 
strategic debate that has been suppressed for such a 
long time, this would be a window of opportunity, a 

German Federal Government/Sandra Steins
German Chancellor Olaf Scholz said the U.S. had decided to station 
missiles on German soil, claiming no role in the decision.
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moment in which German history could take 
a completely different turn. What’s your as-
sessment?

Road to Success, or Off-Ramp to 
Disaster

Ritter: I think German history is going 
to take a turn no matter what. The question 
is, is it going to continue turning towards 
disaster? That’s the direction you’re headed 
in right now; what you call the traffic light 
coalition, what I call the failed government 
of Olaf Scholz, has taken Germany towards 
an off-ramp that leads to disaster. But there’s 
a chance to keep Germany on the Autobahn 
towards success, but you have to change the 
driver. That means that these elections have 
to bring about real change, not just simply a 
restatement of the failed policies, but com-
pletely new policies, a new political direction.

The other thing I would throw out there 
for Germans to consider is that there are some 
people who say, “Trump will only be in pow-
er for four years, and we could just wait him out”; that 
at the end of four years, the United States will return to 
the duopoly of the past. It’s tough to predict the future, 
but let’s understand this: Donald Trump was elected 
on a populist revolutionary mandate. This mandate 
ran over the traditional Republican Party; it no longer 
exists. And the Democratic Party showed itself to be 
fundamentally flawed, perhaps fatally flawed. If Trump 
executes half of what he says he wants to do in terms 
of revolutionary change against the establishment, his 
designated replacement—J.D. Vance—will be Presi-
dent in four years. That means that there will be no 
change in the direction, so that’s at least eight years, 
and Vance could very well win re-election—that’s 
12 years. And because the Democrats have no viabil-
ity, they won’t be able to find any traction, you could 
have a follow-on. You could be looking at 20 years of 
MAGA rule—Make America Great Again rule.

Germany has to ask itself, does it want to head 
down a path that puts it in conflict with a 20-year dy-
nasty? Or, does it want to get in on the ground floor and 
be part of whatever success it is that this dynasty will 
be seeking? That’s a decision that will be made in the 
election later this year.

Zepp-LaRouche: I also believe that Trump will 

bring the conflict with Russia in order. He has said he 
would do it within 24 hours, but he changed a little bit, 
saying he needs six months. But I also believe that, 
from the perspective of Trump, if a certain policy will 
be pursued towards Ukraine which would respect Rus-
sian security interests, this can be solved. So, I’m opti-
mistic.

However, if you look at the Middle East situation, 
it is much more acutely dangerous, because it’s a com-
pletely untenable situation. Syria has a new govern-
ment, which, according to Cardinal Zenari, the Papal 
Nuncio in Damascus, should be stabilized because 
the population has suffered so much under the Caesar 
sanctions. Apart from that, Al-Jolani, or Al-Sharaa, no 
matter how you call him, the new leader of the govern-
ment, had a U.S. bounty of $10 million on his head. 
The whole group [Hay’at Tahrir al-Sham] comes from 
Idlib and has a terrorist background. So, that is a pow-
der keg.

Today the Jerusalem Post reported that Israel has 
to prepare for a war with Türkiye, because it’s already 
on the horizon that there is territorial conflict between 
them in Syria. Israel has the Eretz Yisrael [Greater Is-
rael] policy, and on the other hand, there are clear signs 
that Türkiye wants to rebuild the Ottoman Empire. 
There’s a clash. Additionally, the internal situation in 

Palestinian News & Information Agency (Wafa)
Victims of Israeli bombs and bullets at Al-Shifa hospital in Gaza City, now 
completely destroyed by Israel.
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Syria is extremely complex; there are many factions 
that are at odds with each other. And you can see the 
course of the new government very critically, because 
there have not been calls for an Islamic state or emir-
ate. 

If Trump now says that Hamas should free the hos-
tages before he enters office or all hell will break loose, 
this is in no uncertain terms an absurd remark. The 
hell is already there. What’s happening in Gaza is hell. 
Doctors Against Genocide, which is an American-Pal-
estinian group, has started a mobilization about Israel’s 
complete escalation in Gaza, where especially hospi-
tals, doctors, and nurses have 
become targets to cut off the 
population from medical sup-
port.

With the new government 
and Cabinet that comes into 
office with Trump, I have 
certain questions if Trump 
can do anything to secure 
the situation. Do you see any 
hope on the horizon?

The Fate of Palestine
Ritter: If I were a Pales-

tinian, or a supporter of Pal-
estine, there’s no hope what-
soever. In order for Palestine 
to exist, Israel must be stra-
tegically defeated, because 
only the strategic defeat of Israel will disenfranchise 
this far right-wing government that says no to any no-
tion of a Palestinian state. You can’t get traction with 
the idea of the creation of a Palestinian state if you have 
an Israel that says no, under no circumstances will they 
allow it. So, the only way that you can get traction is 
through the defeat of this government. 

It looked, mid-last year, as if Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu’s government was on the verge 
of collapse. He faced crises everywhere. But then he 
had a miracle happen—the collapse of Syria. The fall 
of Syrian President Bashar al-Assad breathed new 
life and relevance into Netanyahu’s government, and 
they are today firmly entrenched. And they will be en-
trenched when Donald Trump becomes President. And 
Donald Trump will do nothing to further the Palestin-
ian cause. Remember, it was under Donald Trump that 
the Abraham Accords were finalized. The Abraham 

Accords were a death sentence to Palestine. That’s why 
Hamas did what it did on October 7, 2023. It had no 
other choice. But this gambit has failed; there will not 
be a Palestine. That’s my sad assessment.

Trump will do everything to ensure that whatever 
exists today that could be Palestine will never be; that 
Israel will be unified and strong. That’s a tragedy for 
the Palestinian people. But Trump also wants to solve 
the problem of Israel’s internal conflict with the Pal-
estinians; he wants to prevent Israel from getting us 
entangled in wars. That was the importance of the Jef-
frey Sachs interview. Because from that, Trump was 

saying he blames Netanyahu 
for the wars in Iraq and Syria; 
and he blames Netanyahu for 
putting the United States on a 
potential path of conflict with 
Iran.

So, I think Trump actually 
will be working overtime to 
try and bring about a new 
relationship with Iran. You 
already see the potential of 
talks taking place between 
the Trump administration and 
the Iranian government about 
their nuclear program.

The news out of Israel 
about their concern over a re-
surgence of Ottoman-ism out 
of Türkiye is good for this. 

Because, I believe, the assessment said that they’ve 
now deemed Türkiye to be a greater threat than the 
Iranian project. That means that rather than further 
empowering Türkiye by bringing down the Iranian 
project, Israel will now change priorities and support 
an American effort to bring about an end to a conflict 
between Iran and Israel. This will require Iran to give 
up its nuclear program, or at least the potential to make 
nuclear weapons. Iran may be in a position to do that; I 
don’t know. But there’s hope there. And when that hap-
pens, you’ll see the United States put all the pressure 
it can bring to bear on Türkiye to keep Türkiye from 
posing a threat to Israel. Türkiye is very vulnerable to 
American economic intervention. The Turkish econo-
my could be collapsed overnight if the United States 
chose to do so. Türkiye’s in no position to be dictating 
outcomes to Israel and to be threatening Israel.

So, I think there’s actually potential for big-picture 

Benjamin Netanyahu Facebook page
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu: no longer 
gunning for war between the U.S. and Iran?
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stability in the Middle East with a Trump administra-
tion. But two entities will be sacrificed because of this. 
The first is the Palestinian cause; I’m sorry to say, it’s 
over. It won’t resurrect for decades. There will be more 
death and destruction while the remnants hold on in 
Gaza, but it’s finished. And the Kurds will likewise be 
sold out by the United States. We have done this be-
fore, and I believe Trump is prepared to do it again to 
bring about regional stability. He will not sacrifice re-
gional stability for the cause of Kurdish independence 
or autonomy.

But as long as you don’t care about the Kurds or the 
Palestinians, then this is a good thing. But if you care 
about the Palestinian cause, as I do, and you care about 
the Kurds, as people should, then this is a tragedy for 
those two peoples.

Implications of the Iran-Russia Relationship
Zepp-LaRouche: Well, I’m not sure whether the 

power balance in Iran is such that they will give up the 
powers of the axis of resistance. I think that Supreme 
Leader Khamenei is playing still a big role. Excuse me 
if I’m voicing my doubts, but there are strategic 
changes. On the 17th of January, Iran will sign a com-
prehensive economic and military agreement with 
Russia which could change the situation in an earnest 
way. The option that the nuclear facilities could be at-
tacked without attacking the entire military network of 
Iran, Russia, China, North Korea, and by implication 
the entire combination of states of the Shanghai Coop-
eration Organization (SCO)—you would pull this all 
in. So, the option of Israel to make this step would be 
massively reduced. And despite the fact that the neigh-
boring countries have done almost nothing for the Pal-
estinian cause, I don’t think this is the sentiment, the 
emotional situation of the people of the neighboring 
states. Maybe you could say something about this.

Ritter: Well, let’s talk about Iran first of all. What-
ever agreements are signed between Russia and Iran on 
January 17, I’ll tell you what it’s not. It’s not a compre-
hensive defensive alliance; it’s not a treaty that says 
Russia guarantees the security of Iran; that if Iran is at-
tacked, Russia will come to its aid. Russia will not enter 
that kind of treaty with Iran, nor will Iran enter that kind 
of treaty with Russia. It’ll be a treaty where they talk 
about enhanced security relationships.

Two, there is no Shanghai Cooperation Organiza-
tion military capability, there is no BRICS military ca-

pability, there is no unified military capability whatso-
ever to align against the United States and Israel if they 
choose to attack Iran. Iran will be on its own. China 
will do nothing; Russia will do nothing—because they 
can do nothing. Russia is embroiled in a conflict in 
Ukraine. Russia is not going to seek a Third World War 
over Iran, especially if it’s about an Iranian nuclear 
program that violates international law. Russia knows 
that Iran is a signatory to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. Russia knows that Iran is not allowed to have a 
nuclear weapons program. 

If the United States attacked Iran, it would be to 
destroy nuclear enrichment capacity and other nuclear 
capabilities that give Iran a de facto nuclear weapons 
capability. Today, Iran is a nuclear weapons power. It 
is less than a week away from being able to develop 
a nuclear bomb when the political decision is made. 
This is unacceptable. It should be unacceptable to ev-
ery nation in the world. But it’s definitely unacceptable 
to Israel, and it’s definitely unacceptable to the United 
States. While Donald Trump is not looking for a war, 
he is not going to let a situation develop in the Middle 
East where Iran becomes a declared nuclear power.

Attacking Iran Means Nuclear War
So, Iran will be given a choice up front: Negotiate 

or die. That’s the choice, Negotiate or die. And Iran, I 
believe, has already chosen to negotiate, because they 
understand the consequences of choosing death—they 
will die; their state will be terminated. Now, they may 
bring a lot of people down with them, but understand 
this, too: When we speak of the United States attack-
ing Iran’s nuclear infrastructure, we’re speaking of a 
nuclear war. So, it’s not something where you say, just 
bomb the nuclear sites, and don’t worry about anything 
else. No, the nuclear sites—Fordow, for example, the 
underground nuclear enrichment plant—cannot be de-
stroyed by conventional means. That’s why Donald 
Trump, when he was President, changed the nuclear 
employment plans of the United States so that it incor-
porates a new family of nuclear weapons specifically 
designed to destroy Iran’s underground nuclear facili-
ties. So, when we attack Iran, if we do, we will use 
nuclear weapons and we will use them decisively. This 
is the reality of a Donald Trump Presidency. 

So, this is why I believe the Iranians will make the 
right choice. They don’t need nuclear weapons. The 
Russian security relationship is such that it will be 
able to enhance their conventional deterrent capacity 
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so that Iran can survive. Given the changing geopoliti-
cal realities regarding who Israel views as their number 
one threat, allowing Iran to retain non-nuclear strategic 
deterrent capabilities isn’t a bad thing from the Israeli 
perspective. And if it’s not a bad thing from the Israeli 
perspective, it’s not a bad thing from the American per-
spective.

So, I do think that there is a fundamental change. 
Remember, this new Iranian President was elected on a 
platform of moderation; was elected on a platform that 
said he wants to reach out to the West. The Iranian peo-
ple voted for him. And while, yes, Khamenei is the Su-
preme Leader, he has to respect the will of the people. 
Therefore, I believe he will give this new President the 
opportunity to enter into negotiations that are designed 
to preserve Iran as an Islamic republic, because the al-
ternative is the end of the Islamic Republic of Iran.

Now on Palestine, well, I’ll leave it there, and you 
can respond.

On the Subject of China
Zepp-LaRouche: I would like to talk about some 

other topics as well, so let’s change the scene for the 
moment. The big question in regard to the Trump ad-
ministration is, of course, what happens with the Unit-
ed States–China relationship? In the last Trump admin-
istration, things started with a ray of hope. President Xi 
Jinping organized a big reception in China. He spent 
the whole day with Trump and brought him to the For-
bidden City to explain Chinese traditions and history 
to him. So, there was progress. But, when the COVID 
pandemic hit, Trump apparently listened to people like 
Steve Bannon, and accused China of the “China virus” 
narrative. You know the whole story.

Now, the situation is completely different than 
when Trump left the White House four years ago. Im-
mense changes have occurred. China is well advanced 
in its goal to be the leader in ten technology sectors 
by 2025. An Australian website, the technology tracker 
website of ASPI [Australian Strategic Policy Institute], 
reports that China has already reached leadership in 
37 out of 44 technology sectors, so China has made 
the leap to not only a productive economy, but also to 
independence. They don’t steal technology from other 
countries, because they have made such technological 
progress of their own to become leaders worldwide. 

Additionally, the BRICS countries, after 11 years, 
and also the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) of the 
New Silk Road, only within 11 years, have changed 

the world. The BRICS have become a huge dynamic 
and factor, where they represent over 80% of the world 
population by cooperating with the Global Majority 
and the Global South. Just a few days ago, there was 
a dramatic development where Indonesia, which origi-
nally was only declared a partner country during the 
Kazan BRICS summit, has now become a full member. 
This adds more weight to the BRICS, and generally 
you could say this is a new system in the making.

And of course you are right, the SCO, or the 
BRICS, are not intended to replace NATO or to be in 
active competition to the United States. Xi Jinping of-
ten has reiterated that he wants to create a model of 
new great-state relationships. Former President Barack 
Obama did not accept Xi’s offer to cooperate on the 
BRI, but this offer is still valid. And I’m convinced that 
if Trump would not go to a trade-war policy, but on 
the contrary would offer the Global Majority his coop-
eration, I’m 100% sure that he would be received with 
open arms. Do you see a potential that, with the combi-
nation of Trump’s Cabinet, that the United States could 
be catapulted out of geopolitics and cooperate with the 
BRICS nations?

Ritter: I agree with your analysis that that would be 
a wise course of action. But this isn’t going to happen. 
The United States needs an adversary in order to make 
policies resonate amongst the American people. There 
must be an enemy. And as Trump seeks to move away 
from traditional military-on-military adversarial rela-
tionships by ending the conflict in Ukraine and divorc-
ing America from NATO, there will be economic ten-
sion between the United States and China.

Manageable Tension
But I think it’s going to be manageable tension. 

What I mean by that is, if you take a look at some of 
the things Trump has said he’s going to do, like secur-
ing the Panama Canal. Why? Because of concerns of 
Chinese control over the Panama Canal. So, the idea 
is to strengthen America in its own back yard. Why 
does Trump want to go and take Greenland? Because 
of concerns over the Arctic as global warming takes 
place and additional sea lanes and resources open up. 
China has been reaching out to the Greenland govern-
ment to get economic relationships in the area. Trump 
wants to terminate that; Trump wants to keep China out 
of our backyard.

So, I think that’s the kind of conflict we’re going to 

https://www.aspi.org.au/report/critical-technology-tracker
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be looking at. Not war, but about markets. Who is go-
ing to control what markets. I think the United States is 
not going to yield the North American market or South 
American market to China. And I think you’re going to 
see Trump fight very aggressively some of the inroads 
that China has made.

But the sacrifice, I believe, will be in the Pacific. 
Trump famously, or infamously, pulled out of the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership, creating a window of vul-
nerability that China exploited by replacing the TPP 
with the greatest free-trade association in history. Now, 
we have BRICS on the horizon. It’s not just Indone-
sia which became a full member. Malaysia is seeking 
membership; Thailand is seeking membership. That’s 
the end of it. Watch what happens in the coming years. 
The Philippines will be seeking membership. Then, 
watch what happens. Japan will be seeking member-
ship; South Korea—because that will be the economic 
future for the Pacific. Trump, I think, will be satisfied 
to let America become Fortress America, and then op-
erate from a position of strength.

Why compete with Chinese global supply chains 
when you can secure your own supply chains within 
Fortress America? I think that’s the Trump approach; is 
to make America China-proof, and then compete with 
China economically, not militarily. Will it succeed? I 
don’t know. But I do think that we’re going to see years 
of tension between China and the United States, but 
this tension will be economic, not military.

Zepp-LaRouche: Yes, but there are two factors that 
you have to add: First, the people in the so-called “col-
lective West” have no clue about the dramatic changes 
that are taking place in the Global South and the so-
called Global Majority. There is a renaissance of anti-
colonialist sentiment and spirit, never seen before. I 
know what I am talking about—because we have been, 
since the 1970s, we have intensively discussed and 
worked with the Non-Aligned Movement for a new in-
ternational order which is more equal. 

And I know about all the setbacks, but there is a 
new resolution to create this new “win-win” perspec-
tive system, which is based on the system of the Five 
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence: respect of sover-
eignty, non-interference into the social spheres of the 
other nations, etc. And that’s a model which is for 
Africa, Asia, and even for Latin American states, and 
clearly has made them see that it is more profitable to 
cooperate with China than with the United States, be-

cause with the United States, you’re only used as, like 
a military base—I know what you mean with the “For-
tress America.” 

The countries that are cooperating with America in 
the military sphere have no economic gain and benefit. 
Those that work with China are now realizing they get 
roads, high-speed rail, industry, infrastructure projects, 
economic zones, education for their students. And as 
a process, evolving, this is all a blow-back reaction 
against the politics of the weaponization of the dollar 
currency, with the sanctions, etc.

The Neoliberal West Is a Sinking Ship
So, the countries of the Global South have come 

to the conclusion that the West, at least the part of the 
West engulfed by the neoliberal paradigm, that they 
are a sinking ship. They are a system that is actually 
crashing down, and they have the resolution to create 
their own system. For example, the Chinese and others 
are saying, “We have emerged out of a 5,000-year-old 
culture,” and it gives them the self-confidence to cre-
ate their own future. It’s a different spirit! You cannot 
compare it with the discussion in Europe, or sometimes 
in the United States, but it’s real, and is motivating 
these states.

And I think it would be a tragic development if we 
in the West would not be able to relate to this posi-
tive development. That means, also, that we in the 
West, in Europe and the United States, have to return 
to our best traditions: In Europe it would be the Italian 
Renaissance, the German Classics, the French École 
Polytechnique, and other periods. And the United 
States would be the idea that the United States stop 
prioritizing the Anglo-American tradition as the ba-
sis of its foreign policy, but go back to the policies 
of George Washington and Benjamin Franklin, but 
also John Quincy Adams, who said the United States 
should not pursue foreign monsters, but we should 
have an alliance of equal republics, and cooperate 
with them.

So, therefore, I think that the future of the next 50 
years or so will decisively depend on the question of 
whether we in the West are able to go back and remind 
ourselves of our best traditions, and throw overboard 
the excesses of the neoliberal dogma, and also its cul-
tural elements, like “everything is allowed, there is 
no standard anymore.” And then, be in dialogue with 
countries in Asia, and Latin America, and Africa, on 
an equal level. This would be the cultural element of 
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the strategic situation, which I think would be the most 
important of all.

Ritter: I’m not disagreeing with you. I think that 
would be a wonderful, utopian world. But that’s not 
Donald Trump. You say the United States should go 
back to the time of George Washington, to the found-
ing, when we were 13 colonies becoming the new 
nation. But that’s not the United States that Trump 
wants. Trump is seeking to revive Manifest Destiny, 
America at its imperial worst, America seeking expan-
sion, domination. That’s the America that Trump is 
talking about. And it isn’t a “win-win” world—it’s a 
zero-sum game world, where, if you win, we lose. So, 
for us to win, you must lose. That’s the competition 
spirit that’s coming in with Trump.

And I understand that the Global South may believe 
that it’s ready to take on the collective West, and that 
the collective West is a sinking ship. Donald Trump 
isn’t the collective West! Donald Trump is the United 
States of America, standing up, in all of its terrible glo-
ry. We aren’t a sinking ship! We’re the most powerful 
nation on the planet! We just haven’t been managed 
properly. And I’m just stating the facts. 

You may not want to hear the facts, but we will 
crush any opposition. I challenge anybody in the 
Global South to think that they’re going to walk away 
from the dollar. Donald Trump isn’t Joe Biden. Donald 
Trump is Donald Trump. He will not let you walk away 
from the dollar! He will destroy you, as you attempt 
[it]. And he has put BRICS on notice, and watch what 
BRICS does. They will not move aggressively to find 
a replacement currency, because that’s not the war they 
want with the United States. There will be dollar domi-
nance for decades to come!

Zepp-LaRouche: Well, so that the United States 
becomes great again, it would require—apparently the 
United States is wasting away a lot of its physical assets, 
or of its industrial potential in the military-industrial 
complex through the paradigm shift that started already 
a few decades ago, when there was a shift of production 
to its cheap-labor markets. The United States has out-
sourced a lot of the middle-income level jobs, and its 
power lies in the military component. But if you look at 
the middle-income section, and you look into other pa-
rameters like the infrastructure, it is in a desolate state. 
China has over 45,000 km of high-speed rail, the United 
States has basically none; and in China the average 

speed is 350 kph, and now they’re going to work on a 
test track for 400 kph.

Retooling U.S. Industry
It would be a possibility that Trump could make 

America great again by creating the investments or 
shifting the investments to the civilian productive sec-
tor, and start retooling the industry. For example, why 
does not the United States build a high-speed rail sys-
tem among all the major cities? Why does the United 
States not realize the policy of the frontier toward the 
West and build new, modern cities in the central area of 
the United States?

America could be great again, if they would utilize 
the resources, which they’re now using for military 
purposes of destruction, which are just feeding the cof-
fers of the big money investors, which is only advanta-
geous for a very small fraction of the population, but 
the masses of the population are not gaining from this. 
On the contrary, life expectancy within the recent five 
years has actually decreased, which is an indicator for a 
decaying economy. This can all be remedied, if Trump 
would say, “I’ll do for the United States what the Chi-
nese did for China, what the BRICS are doing for other 
countries in the Global South. I will rebuild America 
economically, so that it shines through excellence, and 
will be a peaceful partner.” And the American popu-
lation would have the greatest benefit! Do you see a 
chance that this would happen, or is it completely ex-
cluded?

Ritter: Completely excluded, because the Ameri-
can people don’t think like this. The problem is the 
American people! We elected Donald Trump because 
many Americans believe that his aggressive stance re-
flects what America is. We are still a nation that be-
lieves in American supremacy, in American domi-
nance, and the need for American supremacy and 
American dominance. It’s not because we’ve done an 
academic analysis of the facts and realized that mis-
takes have been made. We’re people who wake up 
every morning, look in the mirror and say, “I’m an 
American. I’m the greatest thing in the world—even 
though I’m living in a house that’s falling down, with 
bad plumbing, and I have to go out in the street with 
potholes, and all that.” I fooled myself into believing 
this. And we’re not going to allow the United States to 
behave in any fashion that doesn’t reflect the dominant 
America.
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Trump’s ‘Brute Force Model’
Now, this could change over time, but it’s not go-

ing to change under Donald Trump. Donald Trump has 
as his mantra, “Peace through strength.” And so, he 
will be seeking to revive American civilian industry, 
but he’s going to do it, not by following the Chinese 
model, but by following the Trump model, and that’s a 
brute force model.

For instance, I think we’re looking at a period of 
extreme tension between the United States and Mex-
ico, coming up. As we seek, we will try to return in-
dustries that have fled to Mexico and bring them back 
to the United States by imposing tariffs that make it 
financially impossible for those businesses to continue, 
while at the same time, shutting down the border, to 
address the immigration issue, and putting ourselves 
on a near warlike footing with Mexico over the cartels. 
That’s brute strength. That’s not about sitting down and 
working with people on a human-to-human basis, and 
all that. That’s America dictating the outcome. And 
that’s how Donald Trump is going to operate: He’s go-
ing to seek to dictate outcomes.

Now, we know when he gets pushback that he will 
alter his approach. We see this with Russia. He was go-
ing to solve the problem with “one phone call.” Now 
he says it’ll take six months. Why? Because when they 
put their initial peace plan on the table for the Russians, 
President Vladimir Putin, in his End of Year press con-
ference, said, not even going to consider it; isn’t go-
ing to happen. And Trump realized that he’s going to 
have to change his ways, because Putin stood up. Putin 
was strong. But there are very few nations in the world 
that can stand up and be strong to the United States, 
because there are very few situations where the con-
sequences of the United States failing would resonate 
meaningfully back on America. Ukraine is one such 
place; Russia is another.

But the Global South? Who in the Global South is 
going to stand up to us? Brazil tried. This is going to 
be a very interesting year for Brazil, because they take 
on the BRICS chairmanship at the same time Trump 
is going to tell them, if you go forward with anything 
meaningful on BRICS, I will destroy you. He’s already 
said that. No one in the Global South can stand up to 
the United States: that’s a sad fact. And Trump is very 
aggressive.

So, I don’t see the world going in a utopian way. I 
see the world becoming a playground between BRICS 
and Fortress America.

Zepp-LaRouche: If you look more closely, what 
China’s doing economically, actually, comes very close 
to the American System of economy, as it was practiced 
and developed by Alexander Hamilton, and was domi-
nating the first decade after the American Revolution, 
which was revived by Lincoln, and then by Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, with his New Deal and Reconstruction Fi-
nance Corporation. Kennedy had elements of this. 

The American System vs. the British System
So, in other words, apart from ideological dog-

mas, if you look at the substance of the issue, China 
is actually putting the emphasis on the physical side of 
the economy and the general welfare of the people—
which is actually the American System of econom-
ics—whereas the American System as it is practiced 
now in the United States is actually the British System 
of economics, as described by Friedrich List and Henry 
C. Carey. It would be great to organize seminars and 
conferences on these issues, where you would actu-
ally invite leading Chinese economists and American 
economists—of course, not from the Chicago School 
of neoliberalism, but more down-to-Earth, people who 
are bankers and who are connected to the real econo-
my, and who would actually compare and discuss these 
parameters. You would come to the conclusion, I’m 
sure, that there is a form of cooperation possible.

And what you said about the situation vis-à-vis 
Mexico, of course it could turn out to be an ugly thing, 
if Trump in fact would try to push back 15 million il-
legal aliens and build a wall, and have a war against 
the drug mafia. This could be a very ugly scenario. But, 
there is be a better way: We in the Schiller Institute 
made a proposal that you could actually go to the roots 
of the problem. Why are the refugees actually com-
ing? Because their countries are plagued by war and 
poverty. But if you invest in these countries and the 
building up of their economies, you create an incentive 
for people to remain there, by creating productive jobs 
building up their own countries—which is the same 
case for Europe.

We have the chance: Either we will be seen by the 
entire world as the ugly people who are supporting 
genocide, and basically cast away the so-called “West-
ern values,” because we do have a double standard. Or, 
we are saying, we will prove that we are able to do 
better. And I wouldn’t say this is a utopia, but it’s more 
like statecraft, in the tradition of political leaders who 
had a vision. 

https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2024/11/24/report-development-drive-means-billions-of-new-jobs-no-refugees-no-war/
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You cannot say that some of the American Presi-
dents that I’ve mentioned already were utopians, but 
they had a vision of how their own and other countries 
could look better. We are in a tectonic shift. I think that 
Xi Jinping is also discussing about a shift which hasn’t 
been seen for 100 years. And I am saying it’s a tectonic 
shift which hasn’t been seen for 500 years! Because 
colonialism probably started around 1500, and if all of 
Africa, and many Asian countries, and Latin American 
countries, if there is an iron-clad will that they are go-
ing to create their own fate, and that they want to be-
come middle-income-level countries, then we should 
support this. This is a way that all the problems in the 
world could be solved in a humane way.

And I wouldn’t declare this utopia, but it’s a return 
to a more humanistic conception for how to organize 
the world—and we, as human beings, we are the intel-
ligent species. If we as the rational species are not able 
to solve the problems in a way that the outcome is a 
peaceful, humane coexistence, then I don’t think we 
will make it at all. But I am optimistic, and I think we 
are endowed with rationality, and if you appeal to this 
rationality, you can find solutions on a higher level than 
those on which these problems were created.

Will America Join the New Paradigm?
Ritter: Again, I don’t disagree with anything you 

said from a logical standpoint. Donald Trump is not 
a statesman, and he is not creating an administration 
capable of traditional statecraft. This is a revolution 
that has taken place. It’s a revolution that will tran-
spire domestically, as Donald Trump seeks to tear 
down the very establishments that you would seek to 
appeal to. The traditional bastions of academic think-
ing, intellectual thought in America, are not going 
to survive this revolution. They’re going to be torn 
down and rebuilt in the image of something new. We 
don’t know what that is, because I don’t think Donald 
Trump knows what that is. But what he does know is 
that what we call the Establishment, is the enemy of 
the MAGA agenda.

And so, there’s going to be a conflict here, and 
there’s going to be a conflict abroad, as the United 
States redefines its relationship with the world. Donald 
Trump is not seeking to enter into masterful diplomacy. 
He’s seeking to impose his will upon the world.

This is the reality. And it will probably fail! I mean, 
I’m not saying this is going to succeed. This revolution 
will probably fail; it will probably play itself out, be-

cause it’s unsustainable. But it could last for 12 years; 
it could last for 20 years. And during that time, unless 
the United States is onboard, none of the things you’re 
talking about can happen. It can’t happen without 
America being onboard. And I don’t believe America’s 
going to be onboard. Name the great intellectuals of 
the Trump administration; name the philosophers that 
have brought about the MAGA movement. There are 
none. 

Who is our lead diplomat? Marco Rubio. You 
know—right there, your smile says everything. You ac-
knowledge that we don’t have diplomacy! That we have 
sycophants, that we have toadies, we have yes-men, we 
have neoconservatives and neoliberals captured by the 
MAGA movement, but we don’t have great intellec-
tual thinkers, people who have thought this thing out 
and said, this is the approach. The MAGA approach 
is brute force. That’s the approach that Trump is tak-
ing. There’s nothing sophisticated about his approach. 
And unfortunately for the world, the United States has 
enough retained power that brute force will be effec-
tive, for a period of time.

I agree with you! I would like us to take a more 
structured approach, like China has, toward how it’s 
economically developing. But there’s a difference: 
China started with nothing, and has great latitude to 
create change. America had much and is a rotting sys-
tem. And now, we’re trying to fix the rot. It’s the differ-
ence between building a new building, and renovating 
an old, decrepit building. It’s much harder to renovate 
the old decrepit building, and America is an old, de-
crepit building, in great need of renovation.

C-SPAN
Secretary of State nominee Marco Rubio, no paragon of 
diplomatic skill.
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China’s building new buildings. But we have a dif-
ferent problem, and I think the Trump solution might 
be to tear down the decrepit building, and then to start 
anew. I don’t know. Can we afford that? Is America 
ready for that? You know, the American people vot-
ed for something they don’t understand. They don’t 
understand what’s about to happen; this revolution 
that’s going to transpire. The world doesn’t understand 
what’s about to happen, because nobody knows what 
the ramifications of this will be.

Zepp-LaRouche: OK, well, unfortunately our time 
has come to its end. I’ll take from what you’ve said, 
take away an optimistic picture, because if everything 
is not more clearly defined, I think there’s an immense 
chance and opportunity for all, intellectuals as well as 
business people, academicians, scientists, artists—It’s 
a moment in time, where a situation that has been com-
pletely rigid is now breaking apart. It has all the diffi-
culties that you have mentioned, but if you intervene 
with a clear concept and a vision of how to create a 
better future, I think, in my opinion, it’s not without 
hope.

And I would say, thank you very much, Scott. I 

think what you said was very useful for the audiences 
in Europe. And I would suggest that we meet again, af-
ter a certain while, after Trump has been in office, and 
you are very welcome to join us again.

Ritter: Well, thank you for having me. I look for-
ward to that. I would love nothing more than to be 
proven wrong on many of the things I’ve said, because 
what I’m saying isn’t what I want. I’m saying what I 
believe is going to happen, but it’s not what I want to 
happen. What I want to happen is a world very much 
aligned with the one you discussed, where human 
beings meet together through logic and humanity and 
well-reasoned thought, to come up with solutions. I 
would love that to be the world that we live in. But un-
fortunately, I don’t think the MAGA revolution creates 
such people. But who knows? Let’s find out, in six 
months, and let’s see where we’re at.

Zepp-LaRouche: You’re also an American, and if 
you want this, a very important point has been made. 
Thank you very much! See you soon.

Ritter: Thank you.

The New Silk Road Becomes the World Land-Bridge

The report is available in PDF $35 
and in hard copy $50 (softcover) $75 (hardcover)

plus shipping and handling.

  Order from https://store.larouchepub.com

The BRICS countries have a strategy to 
prevent war and economic catastrophe. 
It's time for the rest of the world to join!
This 374-page report is a road-map to the New World 
Economic Order that Lyndon and Helga LaRouche have 
championed for over 20 years.

Includes:

Introduction by Helga Zepp-LaRouche, "The New Silk Road 
Leads to the Future of Mankind!"

The metrics of progress, with emphasis on the scientific 
principles required for survival of mankind: nuclear power 
and desalination; the fusion power economy; solving the 
water crisis.

The three keystone nations: China, the core nation of the 
New Silk Road; Russia’s mission in North Central Eurasia and 
the Arctic; India prepares to take on its legacy of leadership.

Other regions: The potential contributions of Southwest, 
Central, and Southeast Asia, Australia, Europe, and Africa.

https://store.larouchepub.com/New-Silk-Road-p/eipsp-2014-1.htm

