In the case of the Middle East, LaRouche insisted, “If the
President of the United States would find the gumption and
thewisdomto intervenein the Middle East, thishorror-show
would stop immediately. Not because the United States has
the physical power to suppress what [Israeli Prime Minister
Ariel] Sharon is doing, but because if the United States took
that position, then the nations of Europe who want that result,
would rally to, and cooperate with the United States; other
partsof theworld wouldrally toand cooperatewiththe United
States; and the entire world, or most of it, would, as if with
one crushing blow, stop this murder in the Middle East now,
and bring about peace.”

As an example of how this has been done before,
LaRouchereferredtothepositiveexampl eof President Eisen-
hower, who understood the American military tradition suf-
ficiently to be willing to clamp down on Britain, Israel, and
France during the Suez crisis.

To Stop a‘Horror-Show’

L aRouche named the underlying source of the moral and
political problem, astheworld economic breakdown, involv-
ing the shift of the U.S. economy to aparasitical “consumer”
society. He linked this with the degeneration represented by
the spreading of the video-game “killer entertainment” phe-
nomenon, which is creating a generation of potential killers
like the schoolyard killer in Erfurt, Germany.

The Washington audience reacted strongly to aquick vi-
sual comparison of the Nazi crimes against the Jews of the
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Warsaw Ghetto in 1943, and the IDF crimes on the West
Bank, using graphic slides. LaRouchestressed that the United
Stateswastolerating this, not because of the so-called Zionist
Lobby, but because the same Anglo-American group behind
the Clash of Civilizations faction here, controls the Sharon
groupingin Israel.

To stop this “horror-show,” LaRouche said, “why don't
we work on the problem of trying to create around [Bush] an
environment whereitiscommunicated to him, that the United
States does have an interest—he may not fully understand it,
but make it clear to him what that interest is—the way it
was clear, in a sense, to Eisenhower, the way it was clear to
Johnson, in terms of the civil rights legislation. That some-
thing has to be done, because it's in the interests of the
United States.”

In the dialogue after his presentation, LaRouche took
questions from the live audience—comprised of diplomats
from morethan adozen countries, political officialsand activ-
ists, students, and journalists—and written and phoned-in
questionsfrom the United States and abroad. Questionscame
from Egypt, Mexico, Canada, Australia, Russia, and many
parts of the United States, from activists, policymakers, and
ordinary citizens. Dozens more questions were received for
LaRouche to review and answer later. In each answer, he
pressed the issue of recognizing the truth and acting onit. In
responseto one, hesaid“just give meten good men” who can
have an impact on policy, to stand with me on these idess,
and we can win.

Peace Plan Requires
Water, Reconstruction

Hereisan excerpt from LaRouche' s speech:

Now, how is peace possible? Implicitly, it should be obvi-
ous. We havethe power in the United States—and Europe
isprepared to join the United Statesin such an effort, | can
assure you; most of Europe, Italy, most of Germany, so
forth, are willing to support the United States in such an
effort—to say that weare going to bring an economic basis
for durability of peaceintheMiddle East. That we' regoing
to do what was proposed earlier: two states, equally sover-
eign, side-by-side, living together in peace. Why? Be-
cause, first of al, you' ve got to provide the water, so that
they canall have somethingtodrink, tolive; andthereisn’t
enough water. Some of the big impetus for war in the
MiddleEast comesfrom ashortageof water intheaguifers.
We're capable of generating large-scale, efficient desali-
nation programs which can produce water economically,
for drinking and other human purposes. We can overcome

thewater crisis of the Middle East.

TheMiddleEast is, because of its position—asapoint
of traffic of Africa, through Eurasia, a crucia point of
transport from the M editerranean into the Indian Ocean—
isan idea place for the development of industries which
are on the line of transportation. Y ou can take the Sinai,
you could take whole parts of the Middle East, and you
coulddevelopthemasareasof industrial and rel ated devel -
opment. Very relevant, to the relationship not only to Af-
rica, in general, but to the relationship of Europe asapro-
ducer of high-technology goods, into areas of Asiawhich
desperately need infusions of high-technology goods. So
there is no basis in either the interests of the people in-
volved, or in the interests of Europe or the United States
or Asia, to havethiswar goon. . . .

The purpose of war isnot tokill; not justified war. The
purpose is to bring about peace in the quickest possible
way, for the most people. Y ou want to bring about peace?
We have the power to bring about peace in the Middle
East, because we have not only the capability ourselves,
but we have friends in Europe and el sewhere who would
enthusiastically join with usin any program of reconstruc-
tion of the entire Middle East region.
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