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for Kennedy’s inauguration, and she and Casals 
appeared regularly at cultural events of the Ken-
nedy White House. 

Kennedy’s relationship with the poet Robert 
Frost demonstrates the President’s comprehen-
sion of the importance of the arts. Frost was giv-
en the honor of being the first poet to speak at a 
Presidential inauguration, where he recited from 
memory his poem “The Gift Outright.” While he 
had written a poem entitled “Dedication” specifi-
cally for the occasion, the brightly shining sun in 
his eyes that day prevented his reading of it. 

On Oct. 26, 1963, one month before he was 
killed, John Kennedy spoke at a tribute to Frost 
at Amherst College in Massachusetts, where he 
charged the American citizen with the responsi-
bility and role of a world citizen, a perspective also 
advocated by “poet of freedom,” Friedrich Schiller.

The problems which this country now faces are 
staggering, both at home and abroad. We need the 
service... of every educated man or woman to find 
10 million jobs, in the next 2½ years, to govern 
our relations—a country which lived in isolation 
for 150 years, and is now suddenly the leader of 
the free world—to govern our relations with over 
100 countries...  to make it possible for Americans 
of all different races and creeds to live together in 
harmony, to make it possible for a world to exist 
in diversity and freedom. All this requires the best 
of all of us....

Kennedy continued:

Robert Frost said:

"Two roads diverged in a wood, and I— 
  I took the one less traveled by, 
  And that has made all the difference."

I hope that road will not be the less traveled by, and 
I hope your commitment to the Great Republic’s 
interest in the years to come will be worthy of your 
long inheritance since your beginning....

[T]oday this college and country honors a man 
whose contribution was not to our size but to our 
spirit, not to our political beliefs but to our insight, 
not to our self-esteem, but to our self- comprehen-
sion. In honoring Robert Frost, we therefore can 
pay honor to the deepest sources of our national 
strength. That strength takes many forms.... The 
men who create power make an indispensable con-
tribution to the Nation’s greatness, but the men 
who question power make a contribution just as 

indispensable, especially when that questioning is 
disinterested, for they determine whether we use 
power or power uses us. [emphasis added]

Our national strength matters, but the spirit which 
informs and controls our strength matters just as 
much. This was the special significance of Robert 
Frost. He brought an unsparing instinct for reality 
to bear on the platitudes and pieties of society. His 
sense of the human tragedy fortified him against 
self-deception and easy consolation. ‘I have been’ 
he wrote, ‘one acquainted with the night.’ And be-
cause he knew the midnight as well as the high 
noon, because he understood the ordeal as well as 
the triumph of the human spirit, he gave his age 
strength with which to overcome despair. At bot-
tom, he held a deep faith in the spirit of man, and 
it is hardly an accident that Robert Frost coupled 
poetry and power, for he saw poetry as the means 
of saving power from itself. When power leads men 
towards arrogance, poetry reminds him of his lim-
itations. When power narrows the areas of man’s 
concern, poetry reminds him of the richness and 
diversity of his existence. When power corrupts, 
poetry cleanses. For art establishes the basic hu-
man truth which must serve as the touchstone of 
our judgment.

The artist, however faithful to his personal vision 
of reality, becomes the last champion of the indi-
vidual mind and sensibility against an intrusive 
society and an officious state. The great artist is 
thus a solitary figure. He has, as Frost said, a lover’s 
quarrel with the world. In pursuing his perceptions 
of reality, he must often sail against the currents of 
his time. This is not a popular role. If Robert Frost 
was much honored in his lifetime, it was because a 
good many preferred to ignore his darker truths. 
Yet in retrospect, we see how the artist’s fidelity has 
strengthened the fibre of our national life....

Famed cellist Pablo Casals with President and Mrs. Kenndy and Governor Luis 
Muñoz Marín (center) of Puerto Rico, at a 1961 White House performance following 
a state dinner in honor of the governor. Credit: White House/Robert Knudson/
Kennedy Library
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This  article  was originally written for publication in 
the Schiller Institute’s German periodical  Ibykus, and 
appeared in the  May 24, 2024 issue  of  Executive Intelli-
gence Review.  It was translated from the original German 
by EIR’s Daniel Platt.

It is understandable that anger against a government 
grows to the same extent that that government system-
atically acts against the interests of its citizens. When 
the state interferes in all matters of life, as we are cur-
rently experiencing, it quickly becomes a monster. If, as 
has happened now, it abolishes a secure energy supply for 
ideological reasons, in order to then attempt to manage 
the resulting shortage in a dictatorial manner, its right 
to exist must rightly be questioned. It is the dominance 

of monetarism (a foolish belief in money, as such, as the 
only metric of an economy), that leads to people being 
treated as polluters, destroyers and superfluous eaters, 
thus turning the state into a monster. Wanting to destroy 
it, however, is rather an anarchistic and risky idea, as the 
recent Argentinian example shows. However, the concept 
of “statesmanship,” which has been handed down from 
antiquity and which is represented by major figures such 
as Solon of Athens, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz and, from 
more recent history, Franklin D. Roosevelt, stands in 
complete contrast to this. But what does that mean? Frie-
drich Schiller addressed this important question when he 
was a history professor in Jena, Germany. He compared 
the legislation of Solon of Athens with that of Lycurgus 

What Is Statecraft?
By Andrea Andromidas

Solon of Athens (c.630–c.560 BCE), poet and statesman, was chosen as Archon (chief magistrate) of the city-state of Athens in 594. He repealed the 
laws of Draco, Athens’ first lawgiver—whose name is remembered in the word “draconian”—replacing them with an entirely different spirit. Few 
fragments of Solon’s writings survive.

https://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2024/eirv51n21-20240524/index.html
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of Sparta.1 From the following section of the lecture that 
has come down to us, the reader gains an initial idea of 
how differently various kinds of legislation can shape so-
cial life:

His [Solon’s] laws were loose bonds, in which the 
minds of the citizens moved freely and easily in 
all directions, and never perceived, that the bonds 
were directing them; the laws of Lycurgus were 
iron chains, in which bold courage chafed itself 
bloody, which pulled down the mind by their 
pressing weight. All possible paths were opened 
by the Athenian legislator to the genius and dili-
gence of his citizens; the Spartan legislator walled 
off all of his citizens’ potentials, except one: polit-
ical service....

The Athenian legislator is surrounded by freedom 
and joy, diligence and superfluity—surrounded by 
all the arts and virtues, all the graces and muses, 
who look up to him in gratitude, and call him fa-
ther and creator. About Lycurgus, one sees noth-
ing but tyranny and its horrible partner, slavery, 
which shakes its chains, and flees the cause of its 
misery.2

The Example of Solon of Athens

After reading the above, it may surprise the reader 
that Solon’s reign did not begin with a Sunday walk, but 
with a drastic event, the first recorded cancellation of 
debts known as the  Seisachtheia. What is recognized in 
historical retrospect as a successful work by an outstand-
ing statesman began under turbulent circumstances. 
When Solon took office, Hellas was in a deep social crisis.

Armed uprisings from within the ranks of the aris-
tocracy were the order of the day—one tyranny was fol-
lowed by the next. The normal population, who mainly 
lived from agriculture, came under increasing pressure. 
Farmers had to mortgage their property in order to ob-
tain a loan. And if they were unable to repay it with the 
next harvest, their only option was to mortgage their 
own bodies. Countless debtors became slaves without 
rights and were then sold abroad as such. Many who did 
not want to submit to this fate left their homeland volun-
tarily. As wealth accumulated in the hands of a few, the 
population’s labor force was increasingly destroyed, the 
land was littered with mortgage stones marking proper-
ties under lien, and ultimately civil war loomed.

Solon, who was known among all as a wise and gentle 

1        Friedrich Schiller, “The Legislation of Lycurgus and Solon.” Col-
lected Works, Volume 4. Winkler Verlag, Munich.

2        Ibid

man, was faced with the task of putting an immediate 
end to this corrosive practice of debt bondage. He decid-
ed that this drastic measure was justified out of the firm 
conviction that he could not allow the small number of 
wealthy citizens to strangle the economic development 
of the entire city. What mattered, as it later says in Pla-
to’s Politeia, was that the entire city be happy. As was not 
unusual at the time, Solon also gave us the reasons in his 
own poem:

Wealth is their only goal, even if it is bought with 
misdeeds!

They respect neither the sacred property nor the 
people’s property,

Robbing and plundering wherever the prey pres-
ents itself,

And they don’t care about Dike’s3 commandment,

Who is silent, but sees what has happened and 
notes the past,

But as time passed, mercilessly demanded pay-
ment.

In his lecture, Schiller assessed the drastic measure of 
debt cancellation as follows:

With this charitable edict he suddenly shifted the 
heavy burdens that had weighed down the poor 
middle class for centuries; But he did not make 

3        In Greek mythology, Dike is the Goddess of Justice.

Friedrich Schiller, German playwright (1759–1805), the “Poet of 
Freedom.” Author of the “Ode to Joy” used by Beethoven in his 
Ninth Symphony.
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the rich miserable by doing so, because he left 
them what they had, he only took away from them 
the means to be unjust....4

But the beneficial consequences of his decree soon 
became apparent in Attica. The land that had pre-
viously served as an instrument of slavery, was 
now free; the citizen now worked the land as his 
own property, which he had previously worked as 
a day laborer for his creditor. Many citizens who 
had been sold abroad and had already begun to 
forget their native language saw their fatherland 
again as free people.... Everything was rushing to-
wards the glorious age of Pericles.5

Through the Debt Cancellation Act, Solon had re-
moved the hurdle that stood in the way of justice. Schil-
ler’s assessment, which came 2,300 years after Solon, 
expresses a now well-established economic insight that 
the well-being of a nation does not depend on the hap-
piness of a few, but on the freedom, enterprise and hard 
work of all citizens. This is precisely what Leibniz’s idea 
of “happiness” reflects, which does not mean immediate 
gratification, but is rather the term that Leibniz used to 
describe the process of constant progress, the possibility 
of developing all talents.

4        Friedrich Schiller, op. cit.

5        Friedrich Schiller, op.cit.

According to Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, “statecraft” 
was the ability of a state to open a path to the fundamen-
tal good, the general progress of humanity. Much like So-
lon, the conditions Leibniz faced at the beginning of his 
work were not blissful either.

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz 
and Statesmanship

Leibniz was born in 1646, two years before the end of 
the Thirty Years’ War. When he entered the civil service 
at the age of 21, Germany was in a very bad state. Where 
should the foundations be laid for a new “intelligentsia” 
capable of raising the ethical, intellectual and cultural 
education of the population to a level at which the vital 
economic reconstruction of a devastated Europe could be 
achieved? Three early writings deal with the topic: Soci-
etas Philadelphica  (1669), Securitas Publica  (1670), and On 
the establishment of a society in Germany for the Promotion 
of the Arts and Sciences (1671). From the beginning, Leib-
niz makes it clear that the human capacity for Reason is 
the main idea of all his writings:

The perfection of the human race consists in be-
ing, as far as possible, the most spiritually gifted 
and powerful. The wisdom and power of the hu-
man race are increased for a double reason, partly 
that new sciences and arts are brought into being, 
and partly that men become familiar with those 
already known.6

Leibniz viewed the development of this power as the 
highest goal of his political efforts, which reached far 
beyond Germany. The prosperity of a nation is in direct 
proportion to this social power, which can constantly in-
crease with the increase in education, knowledge, hard 
work and virtue. We find out how one can help to develop 
this power (later we speak more precisely of productive 
power) in a paper Leibniz wrote on the establishment of 
a science academy, in which he immediately provides a 
spectacular array of suggestions:

The establishment of a small but well-founded acad-
emy; the development of agriculture and manufactories; 
the promotion of seafaring, printing and iron crafts; the 
establishment of laboratories for chemical experiments; 
the development of all kinds of technology to facilitate 
crafts; the establishment of libraries and schools of all 
kinds, as well as anatomy chambers and pharmacies. He 
leaves out no area, and also demands that the destitute 
part of the population be supported as much as possible 

6        Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, Securitas Publica, 1670.

Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, 1646–1716, German universal thinker and 
founder of the concept of physical economy.
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and involved in these activities in order to find the hidden 
geniuses.

In Securitas Publica he recommends the following to 
encourage this great task:

Now it [the creation of a German federation] is 
entirely a matter of will. Neither one nor all need 
to want it, but many must want it. And many will 
want it because they understand that it is better 
to come to an agreement and unite than for every-
one to perish with separate plans.... God, in whose 
hand are the will and the accomplishment, the in-
tentions and success of the people, will eventually 
arrange it so that there will be a just solution after 
all, having punished those who try to destroy or 
block the common good, in accord with His maj-
esty and infinite wisdom.

This principle, that human Reason is both the basis 
and the impetus for the development of social strength, 
prosperity, and overall justice, finally finds expression in 
the new American Republic. Fifty years after the death of 
Leibniz, his concept of “happiness” is inserted as a core 
idea in the Declaration of Independence, where it says:

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all 
men are created equal, that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that 
among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of 
Happiness.

I would like to claim at this point that the content of 
this Declaration of Independence is still up for debate to-
day. Or more precisely: it must be understood and fought 
for anew, especially in the West, because the monster of 
monetarism has spread again. The idea that it is not the 

human spirit, but the sum 
of money and all kinds of 
property that determines 
the wealth and power of a 
nation has long since turned 
heads again. Then as now, 
the opponents of freedom 
preferred the British formu-
lation, which reads: “that in-
cludes life, liberty and prop-
erty.” Fortunately, however, 
Leibniz’s influence was very 
much alive in young Amer-
ica.

Let’s first look at how 
Alexander Hamilton ex-
pressed Leibniz’s idea in the 
American economic system 

and transformed it into an act of statecraft.

Alexander Hamilton and 
the American System

Hamilton became the first Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States of America in 1789. His primary goal 
was to achieve what was fought for in the Revolutionary 
War: the industrial development of the country. Histo-
ry books usually focus on Hamilton’s tax policy, but the 
reality was much broader. In order to nip any industrial 
development in the bud, the British had banned the es-
tablishment of manufactories with the Iron Act in 1750. 
Therefore, launching this development meant creating 
a financial system which would live up to the concep-
tion of the Constitution. This decisive step toward sov-
ereignty was not an easy task, because in addition to a 
huge mountain of debt, the disunity between the various 
federal states was also a hurdle. It was therefore decided 
to nationalize the entire debt, converting it into govern-
ment bonds for use in the development of the country, in 
a daring creation of a credit system that relies solely on 
wealth that will arise in the future (the actual creation of 
value). When it comes to the role of the state and its cred-
itworthiness, Hamilton therefore speaks of a moral obli-
gation, an expression that is very surprising for us today:

While the observance of that good faith which is 
the basis of public credit is recommended by the 
strongest inducements of political expediency, it 
is enforced by considerations of still greater au-
thority. There are arguments for it which rest on 
the immutable principles of moral obligation. And 
in proportion as the mind is disposed to contem-

The signing of the U.S. Declaration of Independence, August 2, 1776. This famous painting is the work of John 
Trumbull, 1756–1843.



46	 Leonore

plate, in the order of Providence, an intimate con-
nection between public virtue and public happi-
ness, will be its repugnancy to a violation of those 
principles.

This reflection derives additional strength from 
the nature of the debt of the United States. It was 
the price of liberty.7

After all, some citizens had invested all their money 
in the liberation struggle. Now that the war was won, it 
was important not only to repay these debts in full, but 

also to put the idea into practice that the wealth and 
well-being of a nation does not lie in the possession of a 

few, but in the development of the abilities of its citi-
zens; in short, in the development of productive power. 

The sale of government bonds created a system that 
gave every citizen, whether rich or poor, the opportunity 
to realize their talent—nothing less than the American 
dream. In his Report on a Plan for the Further Support of 

Public Credit, Hamilton writes:

But Credit is not only one of the main pillars of the 
public safety—it is among the principal engines of 
useful enterprise and internal improvement. As a 
substitute for Capital it is little less useful than 
Gold or silver, in Agriculture, in Commerce, in the 
Manufacturing and mechanic arts.

The proof of this needs no laboured deduction. It 
is matter of daily experience in the most familiar 
pursuits. One man wishes to take up and Cultivate 
a piece of land—he purchases upon Credit, and in 
time pays the purchase money out of the produce 

7        Alexander Hamilton, Report on the Public Credit, 1790. 

of the soil improved by his labour. Another sets 
up in trade; in the Credit founded upon a fair 
character, he seeks and often finds the means 
of becoming at length a wealthy Merchant. A 
third commences business as a manufacturer 
or Mechanic, with skill, but without Money. 
Tis by Credit that he is enabled to procure the 
tools the materials and even the subsistence 
of which he stands in need, ’till his industry 
has supplied him with Capital; and even then 
he derives from an established and increased 
credit the means of extending his undertak-
ings.8

When America celebrated its success 100 
years after the revolution, with the first major 
exhibition in Philadelphia in 1876, the whole 
world could see that an industrial nation and 
a model for the future had emerged. The great 
German economist Friedrich List, who traveled 
to the emerging America (after Metternich had 
driven him out of Germany), immediately rec-
ognized the pioneering effect of the American 

credit system:

The state credit system is one of the most beau-
tiful creations of modern statecraft and a bless-
ing for the nations, in this respect: It serves as a 
means of spreading over many generations the 
costs of those achievements and aspirations of the 
present generation which benefit the nationality 
for all future times and guarantee its existence, 
growth, size, power and increase in productive 
power.9

However, Friedrich List knew like no other that if 
Adam Smith’s monetarism gained the upper hand in 
state institutions, everything would be completely differ-
ent. Credit would instead be used as a means of waste, to 
finance useless expenses or even as a means of specula-
tion in order to ultimately destroy the entire system.

Only for brief periods—in 1789–1801, 1823–1830, 
1861–1869, and 1933–1944—when the economy 
was operating under the guidance of a credit sys-
tem policy, has the U.S. economy been properly 
conducted in accordance with the design of the 
Constitution.

In all other periods, nation-building was inter-
nally or externally attacked, and U.S. policy was 
subverted by monetarism.10

8        Alexander Hamilton,  Report on a Plan for the Further Support of 
Public Credit, 1795.

9        Friedrich List,  The National System of Political Economy.  Kyk-
los-Verlag, 1959.

10        Michael Kirsch, “Draft Legislation: To Restore the Original 

Left, a 1903 sketch of Alexander Hamilton, by Daniel Huntington. Credit: Library 
of Congress. Right, a drawing of German economist Friedrich List, a collaborator of 
Henry Carey of Hamilton’s school of thought. List’s writings, after his death, were 
fundamental to the industrialization of Germany, especially through Bismarck.

https://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2013/eirv40n10-20130308/04-18_4010.pdf
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The effects are always very similar to those of ancient 
Athens and no less dramatic as the financial crash of 1929 
showed.

The Example of Franklin D. Roosevelt

When Franklin D. Roosevelt became president in 1933, 
America was experiencing the dramatic effects of the fi-
nancial collapse of 1929. The newly elected president im-
mediately initiated a reform that may be considered the 
most complete expression of statecraft in history. This 
reform was entirely characterized by the Hamiltonian 
credit policy. Already in his inaugural address, Roosevelt 
firmly emphasized that the purpose of a nation was not 
the pursuit of money, but rather it must be guided by the 
joy of constructive creativity. By reorganizing the entire 
banking system, he ended the dominance of Wall Street 
interests in just a few weeks. In the tradition of the Amer-
ican credit system, he instead gave the development of 
the real economy absolute priority over everything else 
and placed the possibilities of purely monetary profits 
within a fixed legal framework.

Finally, in our progress toward a resumption 
of work we require two safeguards against a re-
turn of the evils of the old order; there must be 

Bank of the United States.”

a strict supervision of all 
banking and credits and in-
vestments; there must be an 
end to speculation with oth-
er people’s money, and there 
must be provision for an ade-
quate but sound currency.… I 
shall spare no effort to restore 
world trade by international 
economic readjustment, but 
the emergency at home can-
not wait on that accomplish-
ment.11

The well-known Glass-Stea-
gall law in particular fulfilled 
this intention excellently, by 
ensuring that the commercial 
banks serving the real econ-
omy were placed under state 
protection and that high-risk 
speculative business was de-
prived of dominance. All doors 
were opened to investments in 
the development of the physical 
economy, so that an exempla-
ry phase of economic develop-

ment could quite naturally occur again. Unfortunately, 
Roosevelt’s early death prevented the construction of an 
even more solid structure.

If you take a look at the present, you can’t help but 
notice that we have lost the  leitmotif  of constructive 
creativity. Over the past seventy years, monetarism has 
increasingly come into competition with the idea of the 
common good and has assumed the leading role since 
the turn of the millennium, if not earlier. It is the domi-
nance of monetarism that is driving our society towards 
self-destruction.

The American Founding Fathers were right: our in-
alienable right is not property, but the pursuit of happi-
ness. We would do well to remember this. Statecraft has, 
above all, to do with knowledge of the essential nature 
of man, to which the legislative role of the state must do 
justice. Statecraft is the application of what man has rec-
ognized as scientifically correct and useful.

The noblest prerogative of human nature is to 
choose one’s own destiny, and to do good for the 
sake of good.12

11        Inaugural Address by Franklin D. Roosevelt, 1933.

12        Friedrich Schiller, op. cit.

President Franklin D. Roosevelt signs the famous Banking Act of 1933 (the “Glass-Steagall Act”) that 
protected industrial banking from take-over by speculators, June 16, 1933. Credit: U.S. National Archives.

https://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2013/eirv40n10-20130308/04-18_4010.pdf
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The ongoing exhibit, Rembrandt’s Amsterdam: Gold-
en Times? at the Städel Museum in Frankfurt, Germany 
is a much needed jolt of humanity in our not-always-hu-
mane world. The exhibit centers on the contrast be-
tween the more officially accepted narrative of the pros-
perous, booming, and powerful Amsterdam during its 
“Golden Age” in the 1630’s, and  Rembrandt’s recording 
of the city’s teeming poor, disadvantaged, and margin-
alized. There is no doubt that there were astronomical 
short-term profits for an elite few from the colonizing and 
slave-trading Dutch East India Company, or the financial 
bubble on the stock market, but Rembrandt’s truthful eye 
shows us that many of Amsterdam’s residents faced a dif-
ficult existence. 

Rembrandt (1606-1669) began to focus on the poor and 
marginalized in the 1620’s and may have been influenced 
by popular drawings by the French artist, Jacques Callot 
(1592-1635).  Making a peasant the subject of a painting 
was unusual in the period since only aristocrats or people 
of wealth and status were the only ones considered wor-
thy of a portrait. The  Städel  exhibit includes many im-
ages of orphanages, prisons, and almshouses, and makes 

the point that many of these institutions allowed visitors 
to pay a fee and enter in order to gawk, laugh, or jeer at 
the less fortunate. Under this social stratification, a peas-
ant could only be included in a painting if he or she would 
be relegated to the margins of the painting, and often the 
peasant would be given generic or even cartoon-like fa-
cial features.  

But in Rembrandt’s revolutionary works even the 
most humble peasant would be treated as an individual 
with dignity and humanity and not as a “type” to illus-
trate some human pecking order. Rembrandt personally 
identifies with his humble subjects as seen in his small 
etching,  ”Beggar Seated on a Bank of Earth,” [pull pic-
ture?] where Rembrandt playfully super-imposes his own 
facial features on the beggar. 

Included in the exhibit are several works where Rem-
brandt even depicts people on death row with dignity. 
When Rembrandt arrived in Amsterdam in 1630 he was 
horrified that in order to enter the harbor by ship, travel-
ers had to pass by an area where executed prisoners had 
been left as a warning to others—as seen in this 1664 im-
age by Anthonie van Borrsom. Rembrandt did a small but 

Frankfurt, Germany's Städel Museum hosted Rembrandt's paintings at an exhibit from Nov. 2024 – March 2025. Credit: Gabriela Carr.

Frankfurt Exhibit:

Rembrandt Etchings Celebrate 
Amsterdam’s Other Face

By Steven Carr

https://www.staedelmuseum.de/en/rembrandts-amsterdam
https://www.staedelmuseum.de/en/rembrandts-amsterdam
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moving drawing of Elsje Christiaens,  an impoverished 
18-year-old girl who was unable to pay her rent and acci-
dentally killed the landlady during an altercation. 

There were few religious works in the exhibit, but 
Rembrandt usually treats Christ as a verb, always work-
ing to help the poor or disadvantaged. In the 1652 etching 
of Christ Preaching, Rembrandt explores Christ’s rela-
tionship with the general population where he recogniz-
es no hierarchy. From its first printing this has been the 
most sought after etching in history. 

The exhibit also details Rembrandt’s handling of the 

medical profession. Society in this period often treated 
doctors as mere tradesmen—similar to today’s insur-
ance cartel—but Rembrandt put them at the forefront 
of saving humanity. They are true scientists working 
to understand disease and always teaching others. The 
group Doctors Against Genocide clearly follows in this 
tradition. 

This exhibit proves that, after nearly 400 years, Rem-
brandt is still throwing us a lifeline to save humanity 
from our own folly.

Left, Rembrandt: "Beggar Seated on a Bank of Earth.” Right, Anthonie van Borssom: "The 
Amsterdam Gallows Field on the Volewijck."

Left. Rembrandt: "Christ Preaching" or the "The Hundert Gilder Print.” Right, Rembrandt: "Elsje Christiaens Hanging on a Gibbet."

https://doctorsagainstgenocide.org/
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Dr. Francis Anthony Boyle, 
long-time legal warrior for human 
rights on the national and inter-
national stage, passed on January 
30, 2025 in Illinois, still fiercely 
fighting for justice at the age of 
74. Once explaining his lifelong 
affinity for the rights of the un-
derdog, the Chicago-born Boyle 
stated that he “was born Irish,” 
and did not consider himself to be 
a “White North American.”

His prestigious Harvard Law 
Degrees served his causes, not his 
personal comfort or benefit, and 
his prodigious lifetime publica-
tion output dealt with unpopular and sometimes taboo 
topics, such as nuclear disarmament, biochemical war-
fare, and social justice for groups across the globe.

Challenging Genocide

Most recently Dr. Boyle supported the Government of 
South Africa in its recent groundbreaking genocide case 
against Israel, brought before the International Court 
of Justice (ICJ), the main judiciary body of the United 
Nations. He brought to this fight his unmatched, de-
cades-long legal expertise in support of the rights of the 
victimized, including on behalf of the Palestinian people. 
From 1991 to 1992, Dr. Boyle served as Legal Advisor to 
the Palestinian Delegation to the Middle East Peace Ne-
gotiations.

He hailed the recent findings of the ICJ on Gaza geno-
cide in 2024 as a great victory, and utilized it to the hilt. 
He was uncompromising in this cause, pointing out that 
the ICJ decision not only affected Israel but obliged all 159 
signers to the Genocide Convention to positively act to 
stop the ongoing genocide. He stressed to his audiences 
that the Biden Administration was complicit and unre-
pentant in its violation of the very Convention of which 
it was a signer.

Victory Against 
Undefeatable Powers

Seemingly devoted to “lost 
causes,” Dr. Boyle settled for 
nothing short of victory in the 
pursuit of justice. In many public 
presentations he stressed that he 
had won the case brought by Bos-
nia-Herzegovina in 1993, which 
he prosecuted, and which was the 
first judicial victory before the ICJ 
on the basis of the Genocide Con-
vention. This case established not 
only an important international 
legal precedent, but also rein-

forced the principle that it is possible and necessary to 
win victory against great odds and seemingly undefeat-
able powers.

Consequently, no political figure was too powerful to 
take on. Over the years, Dr. Boyle initiated, or offered to 
initiate, impeachment proceedings against seated U.S. 
presidents, including George Bush, Sr., Barack Obama, 
and Joe Biden. He was hampered only by his inability 
to find a member of Congress with the guts to enter an 
impeachment resolution. One cherished exception was 
his collaboration with Congressman Henry B. Gonzales 
(D-Texas). Dr. Boyle told an interviewer that he knew 
that Bush, Sr. in his memoirs had written that the reason 
he had stopped the Iraq invasion during the 1990-1991 
Gulf War, just on the other side of the border of Kuwait, 
and did not proceed to Baghdad, was that he feared im-
peachment. The reason he feared impeachment, Boyle 
continued, was that Rep. Gonzalez, former U.S. Attor-
ney General Ramsey Clark, and he had set up a national 
campaign to impeach him, and that Rep. Gonzalez had 
already introduced the Bill of Impeachment—which Dr. 
Boyle had initiated—into the U.S House of Representa-
tives.

In Memoriam: Dr. Francis Boyle, Jr. (1950 – 2025) 

A Man of ‘Costly Grace’ 
By Patricia Salisbury

Francis A. Boyle (1950 – 2025).
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International Peace Coalition

Over the decades, despite some significant political 
differences, Dr. Boyle was a frequent collaborator with 
the Schiller Institute, granting Schiller-associated pub-
lications a number of interviews on crucial topics, and 
most recently sharing his knowledge of international law. 
He drew out the meaning and implications of the 2024 
International Court of Justice finding on Israeli genocide, 
in talks with the International Peace Coalition initiated 
by Helga Zepp-LaRouche.

Several times interviewed by Harley Schlanger, racon-
teur for The LaRouche Organization, Dr. Boyle stood out 
for two qualities, in addition to being well-spoken on the 
topic under discussion: His preparation was always ex-
cellent; his passion for justice was unflagging. This stood 
in stark contrast to many in his profession, who could 
present a credible argument in court, and then walk away 
to a comfortable life. “Francis could not walk away while 
an injustice remained unresolved,” Schlanger has noted.

For Dr. Boyle, there was no separation between his 
“public” and “private” life. When repeated attempts to 

pass a resolution against Gaza genocide with the Wash-
ington, D.C. congregation that he attended, failed, he not 
only resigned, but he denounced their cowardice publicly, 
saying he wanted no part of “cheap grace.”

Dr. Boyle’s integrity and persistence were admirable 
and inspirational. As one of his students described it, Dr. 
Boyle’s commitment to fair treatment for the powerless 
made a lasting impression on him and his classmates. He 
had such an effect on all who met him.

His efforts were unstinting. No email went unan-
swered, whether the query merited a sentence or a list 
of references to a half-dozen of his books and articles. 
These responses could be brusque at times, as befitted a 
man with a full teaching load and several political battles 
under way. Still, he had time to email his thoughts on 
the merits of the baseball “greats” with Pee Wee Reese of 
the then Brooklyn Dodgers, being a particular (shared) 
favorite.

Dr. Boyle was, by choice, a man of “costly grace.”
May his dedication and determination inspire those 

who come after him.

Part I of a lecture in two parts on Shake-
speare’s drama “The Tempest” by Dr. Fred R. 
Wills, LaRouche associate and former Guy-
anese Foreign Minister, has been published 
on the Schiller Institute's website. “The Tem-
pest” is a play relevant to America. It implicitly 
raises questions about the idea of emigration 
by settlers from Britain to America. 

In basing his dramas on storylines with 
which audiences of the age were familiar, 
Shakespeare shifted the focus  to an exam-
ination of the intent, cause, and underlying 

reason for the action unfolding. The method 
adopted by 17th Century French playwrights  
Corneille, Racine, and Moliere was in direct 
opposition to this. Shakespeare's method 
became the hallmark of great dramas in the 
19th Century, carried forward by Schiller and 
Pushkin in particular.

Audiences were challenged to generate 
numerous levels of hypothesis when viewing 
the drama, since they knew the storyline be-
fore entering the performance.

https://schillerinstitute.com/shakespeare-in-exile/
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Dr. George Koo, one of the most 
important longtime leaders in the Chi-
nese-American community, passed 
away on September 24, 2024. Koo was 
an engineer, business advisor, interna-
tional relations expert, prolific colum-
nist and commentator, and a tireless 
and courageous fighter both for better 
relations between the United States 
and China, and against the illegal 
witch hunt against Chinese-Americans 
by the permanent bureaucracy inside 
the U.S. intelligence community. His 
strong and unwavering voice of reason 
for the necessity of good relations with 
China, as an existential issue for the 
U.S. and the rest of the world, will be 
sorely missed—yet must be heard now!

Koo’s clear call for “win-win” coop-
eration between China and the U.S., 
so as to raise the living standards of the Global South, 
especially needs to be heard by the new President Don-
ald Trump Administration. This approach, as opposed 
to playing the “zero-sum game” of tragically seeing Chi-
na’s rise as a threat to America, is the best way to rebuild 
America’s own collapsing industrial base and infrastruc-
ture. Geopolitics is a game, Koo believed, which will harm 
both nations, but America even more so since China is so 
much more advanced in science and industrial technol-
ogy. The Trump Administration needs his clear insights 
on this matter to build on its very positive resetting of its 
relationship with Russia in the name of ending the threat 
of global war, rather than potentially trying to play Rus-
sia against China in some new geopolitical game, in the 
name of replacing “unipolarity” with “multipolar great 
power competition.”

George Koo and 
Anson Burlingame

In the last few years of his life, it 
was natural that Koo became a friend 
of the Schiller Institute. He was both a 
“world citizen,” to use Schiller’s term, 
who had visited 80 nations and studied 
their cultures, as well as a true Amer-
ican patriot in the image of President 
Lincoln’s great ambassador to Chi-
na, Anson Burlingame (1820-1870), in 
whose name Koo founded the Burlin-
game Foundation to foster better rela-
tions between the two countries.

His own discovery of Burlingame’s 
life reflects his constant desire to learn 
and discover, and then act on his dis-
coveries. He had first heard of Burl-
ingame in 2009, when he had read in 

a local Burlingame, California newspaper about a pre-
sentation by the Burlingame Historical Society on the 
city’s namesake. Koo was so inspired by the commitment 
of Burlingame—an abolitionist, U.S. Congressman, a 
founder of the Republican Party, and supporter of Abra-
ham Lincoln—to treat China with all the respect due 
a sovereign nation, that he organized along with a few 
others the Burlingame Foundation to revive these same 
relations between the U.S. and China. Here is how he ex-
pressed this commitment in a recorded video interview 
with Executive Intelligence Review (EIR) in 2022: 

The reason for me and some of the others to start 
the Burlingame Foundation was really to remind 
the people of the world, especially in the U.S. and 
China, that there was a point in time, in history, 
when the relationship between the two countries 

In Memoriam: Dr. George Koo (1938 – 2024) 

A Chinese-American Patriot 
and World Citizen:

‘Win-Win’ Cooperation with China, Not ‘Lose-Lose’ War!

By Gerald Belsky

Dr. George Koo (1938 – 2024) Courtesy of 
George Koo.

https://larouchepub.com/other/interviews/2022/4902-u_s_confrontation_with_china_i.html
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was really exemplary, 
and we would like to see 
it go back to that basis 
again.

As Koo explained in the 
interview, Burlingame, after 
serving as Lincoln’s ambas-
sador to China, so impressed 
the Chinese in the wake of 
their experience with the 
British Empire and other Eu-
ropean powers, that the Em-
peror of China chose him to 
lead a Chinese delegation to 
the U.S.—something unprec-
edented then and unique to 
this day—to negotiate a trea-
ty which respected the equal 
sovereignty of China’s inter-
ests (later abrogated by the 
Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882). Following this successful 
mission, Burlingame then led a Chinese delegation to 
Europe to attempt to negotiate a similar treaty. Unfortu-
nately, he died of pneumonia in Russia on the way.1

Burlingame’s fight for the recognition by the U.S. and 
other nations of China’s equal sovereignty, while reflect-
ing the principles of the American Revolution and the 
Declaration of Independence, is also reflected in Helga 
Zepp-LaRouche’s “Ten Principles of a New International 
Security of Development Architecture,” which Koo rec-
ognized when he was introduced to the Schiller Institute.

Indeed, this author was first introduced to Dr. Koo in 
early November 2021, when I happened to see a webinar, 
“Peace, Not Hate,” one of a nine-part series on Chinese 
history and U.S.-China relations, sponsored by the Co-
alition for Peace of 11 organizations, including Pivot to 
Peace and Code Pink. The subject was the unequal trea-
ties dealing with China in the 19th Century, in which Koo 
spoke about the legacy of Anson Burlingame. I submitted 
a question asking whether he knew about the American 
System of Alexander Hamilton and Henry C. Carey, of 
which Lincoln was a proponent. I later spoke to him by 
phone and introduced him to the LaRouche movement. 
Shortly after, on Nov. 13, Koo addressed a Schiller Insti-
tute conference, on the theme, “The Survival of the World 
Depends on Whether the U.S. and China Can Get Along.”

1         For more on the role of Anson Burlingame within the history of 
U.S-China relations, see William Jones, “America-China Relations: 
The Longer View,” EIR, April 24, 2018.

George Koo’s Background: 
From China to America

Dr. Koo recounted his history in an EIR interview. He 
was born in 1938 in one of the most tumultuous periods 
in Chinese history, in the small hamlet of Changting in 
Fujian Province, just after Japan had launched a full-scale 
invasion of China in 1937. His parents were graduates of, 
and affiliated with, Xiamen University, whose leaders had 
foreseen the Japanese invasion of the province’s strate-
gically located Port of Xiamen, across from the Taiwan 
Strait, and had relocated the university 200 miles across 
the mountains, which the Japanese never saw the need to 
cross. As a result, he grew up in relatively peaceful sur-
roundings in the midst of the war, during which approx-
imately 15 million Chinese were killed. As he observed, “I 
was fortunate. I never saw a single Japanese soldier, and 
I never lived under the Japanese occupation with all its 
brutality and inhumanity.”

After the war, Koo’s family moved back to Xiamen, 
and his father received a fellowship from the National-
ist government, paid from Japanese reparations, to study 
marine biology in the U.S. at the University of Washing-
ton.

In 1949, as the Nationalist government fell in the Chi-
nese Civil War, Koo and the rest of his family joined his 
father in Seattle. He told EIR that when he had come to 
the United States at age 11 he knew no English, but his 
Chinese education had given him “a great foundation, 
not only in the Chinese language, but also an apprecia-
tion of Chinese culture and Chinese history.” He also had 
a great ability and desire to learn, undoubtedly inherited 

Photograph of the first Chinese foreign mission abroad led by the American lawyer Anson Burlingame 
(center), who assisted the Chinese government in negotiating the 1868 Burlingame Treaty with the U.S. 
government. Credit: Library of Congress.

https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/30/ten-principles-of-a-new-international-security-and-development-architecture/
https://schillerinstitute.com/blog/2022/11/30/ten-principles-of-a-new-international-security-and-development-architecture/
https://larouchepub.com/other/2021/4846-the_survival_of_our_world_depe.html
https://larouchepub.com/other/2021/4846-the_survival_of_our_world_depe.html
https://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2018/eirv45n34-20180824/21-33_4534.pdf
https://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2018/eirv45n34-20180824/21-33_4534.pdf
https://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2022/eirv49n02-20220114/eirv49n02-20220114_019-dr_george_koo_us_confrontation_w.pdf
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from his scientist parents. Plus, he said, the Seattle pub-
lic schools at the time were excellent. Seven years later, 
he won a work-study partial scholarship to MIT, where 
he gained both bachelor and master of science degrees in 
chemical engineering. He married his wife of 62 years, 
May, when both were graduate students at MIT.

During his graduate studies, Koo got a job at Boeing, 
working on the Saturn rocket engine which took our as-
tronauts to the Moon, and later at Allied Chemical. He 
earned a doctorate degree in chemical engineering from 
the Stevens Institute of Technology in 1969. With this 
background in engineering and industry, he went into 
economic research and studying industrial processes, 
and soon began providing economic advice to companies 
that wanted to do business in China in light of the new 
relationship with the U.S. following President Richard 
Nixon’s  Administration opening relations in 1972. Be-
coming the “bridge” between U.S. businesses and China, 
and, more importantly, helping Americans and Chinese 
to understand each other, became Koo’s lifelong mission.

“I joined SRI [formerly the Stanford Research Insti-
tute] in conducting what is called industrial economic re-
search,” he said in the EIR interview. “From there, I joined 
Chase Bank and subsequently Bear Stearns to work on 
China trade advisory business. For an appreciable period 
of time, I was helping American businesses doing business 
in China, establishing business relationships and also ne-
gotiating joint venture contracts, cooperation, and so on. 
From that basis, I developed a very basic understanding 
of China, how China works, where they’re coming from. 
As we got later into the relationship, I could see that 
there was a tremendous gap in understanding between 
China and the U.S., and I sort of took upon myself the 
role to help bridge the understanding between the two 
countries. That’s when I began to write about U.S.-China 
relations.”

U.S.-China Cooperation on The 
Belt and Road Is ‘Win-Win’

In  his speech at the Nov. 13 Schiller Institute confer-
ence, Dr. Koo remarked that:

China is accused of human rights abuses. Well, 
how can you practice rampant human rights 
abuses when you take 850 million out of poverty? 
China has repeatedly shown that they care about 
the livelihood of every citizen inside China, and 
based on their Belt and Road Initiative around the 
world, they show they care about the livelihood of 
everybody around the world.

He continued: 

In terms of the Belt and Road, China has qualified 
itself because of all the infrastructure investment 
that made sense. They built bridges, they built 
highways, they built high-speed rail; now they’re 
taking their expertise to the rest of the world, and 
offering it to help the other countries. …

So I have to ask: Is China qualified to benefit the 
rest of the world? Can the U.S., with the recent 
Belt and Road Initiative providing as it is now, can 
they provide a competitive type of offer? Maybe 
so, maybe not. In any case, a Belt and Road type 
of initiative should not be win-lose. It should be a 
win-win for everybody.

Koo concluded his speech by calling for cooperation 
with China as a “win-win” proposition:

We seem to be spending our energy trying to push 
China’s head under water, rather than trying to 
compete on our own. In the meantime, China is 
focusing on the development of their technol-
ogy, and developing their economy. There’s no 
question that China’s economy, if not already 
surpassing the U.S.—[it] certainly is on a purchas-
ing-power parity—and it’s inevitable with their 
number of people, that they will surpass the size 
of the U.S. economy. I think it’s quite obvious that 
we need the two largest economies to collabo-
rate and work together. There are so many global 
problems that need cooperation, not competition; 
it needs the countries thinking about [a] win-win 
outcome.

‘Win-Win’ Instead of ‘Lose-Lose’

In the interview, EIR’s Mike Billington asked him 
about his prior presentation at the Schiller Institute 
conference on why the U.S. relationship with China had 
degenerated into “trying to push China’s head underwa-
ter” when the U.S. realized that China had surpassed it 
in economic growth in many ways. Here is a section of 
the interview which captures the way Koo insightful-
ly thought and spoke, in a straightforward manner, de-
signed to wake Americans out of their self-destructive 
“zero-sum approach.” This kind of thinking can only lead 
to “lose-lose,” he insisted, instead of the Chinese offer of 
“win-win”—with America probably losing more! This is 
the advice the new Trump Administration needs:

EIR: You spoke at the Schiller Institute confer-
ence on November 13. Your presentation was 
called “The Survival of Our World Depends on 
Whether the U.S. and China Can Get Along.” You 
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noted there that the Chinese economy, by certain 
kinds of accounting, is now larger than that of the 
U.S., and that … the U.S. response has been, as 
you said, to “push China’s head underwater rather 
than trying to compete on its own.” I concur with 
you on that. What would you say is the economic 
and technological impact of that policy, both on 
China, and also on the U.S.?

Dr. Koo: It’s unfortunately a zero-sum approach 
that the U.S. is taking. First, it assumes that by 
taking this approach the U.S. will win at the ex-
pense of China, and that China will lose. But what 
will actually happen, of course, in a zero-sum ap-
proach, is that each side will endeavor to win at 
the expense of the other. The eventual outcome 
is lose-lose—both sides lose. It’s arguable whether 
China will lose more than the U.S., and the rea-
son I say that is because China has a much more 
vibrant, healthy trading relationship with virtu-
ally all parts of the world compared to the U.S. 
So, economically, China has a lot more reach and 
flexibility. 

Second, it goes without saying that China has a 
very complete, robust manufacturing base, which 
we do not. We have already emptied out our man-
ufacturing base, and for Trump to impose a tar-
iff barrier and presume that that will bring the 
manufacturing base back is very wrongheaded. It 
shows his, I guess, ignorance on the basic princi-
ples of economics. I don’t find—and I don’t expect 
that very many manufacturing firms will come 
back unless the economics is basically favorable. 
And as you know, the justification for the tariff 
barriers was that it was going to be “free money” 
coming to the U.S. Treasury, and the Chinese ex-
porters were going to pay for it.

And of course, that was far from reality. The real-
ity is the increased prices the American consum-
ers will end up paying, so it’s not free money; it’s 
coming out of one pocket and going to the other. 
That just raises the cost of living. There’s no ques-
tion that by separating or attempting to separate 
the two economic spheres of influence, if you will, 
that both will lose. I’m not at all sure that the U.S. 
will come out ahead in a lose-lose outcome.

Later in the interview, in response to a question about 
founder of the Chinese Republic Sun Yat-sen’s promo-
tion of Hamilton’s American System economics, Dr. Koo 
pointed out, “One of Hamilton’s principles was the pro-
tection of homegrown industries through tariff barriers, 
and we saw China do that. They did protect their home-
grown industries—they called them the pillar industries. 
They would protect them from competition, up to a cer-
tain point. But they also understand that there is an end-
point to when protective barriers, tariff barriers, cease to 

be working in their own interests.” 

Koo Attacks Hypocritical 
‘Rules-Based Order’

In the interview, as in his regular columns in Asia 
Times and his frequent webcast appearances, Koo always 
spoke polemically and ironically to counter the vast pro-
paganda campaign designed to brainwash Americans 
that China, and also Russia, were enemies which had 
to be countered in order to protect the so-called “rules-
based order” and “democratic values.”

On the question of Taiwan being the spark for a 
war with China, despite the U.S. formally accepting the 
One-China policy, he had this to say in his EIR interview:

I think Taiwan could be a spark for a war and con-
flagration if that’s what the United States wants. 
If the U.S. pushes to the point where Beijing feels 
that they have to respond, then we will have a di-
saster on our hands. But as you know, the way the 
situations are being portrayed by our mainstream 
media and by our politicians is totally distorted—
whether it’s about Taiwan, about Xinjiang, about 
Afghanistan, about any part of the world where 
we have troops and we have bases. Somehow, we’re 
there to save the world, and the Chinese and the 
Russians are there to destroy the world, whereas 
in actual fact, it’s just the opposite.

The Founder of modern China Sun Yat Sen (1866 – 1925) in 1922. Credit: 
Public Domain.
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On the question of the supposed “human rights” vio-
lations being perpetrated against the Uyghurs, Koo had 
this to say about the difference between China-bashers 
Mike Pompeo and Tony Blinken, who at the time was in 
the Biden Administration:

There is a purpose to [U.S. Secretary of State] 
Mike Pompeo and his successor, [Antony] Blinken, 
and the media coverage to emphasize “human 
rights violations in Xinjiang,” to the point that 
now [President Joe] Biden is actually forbidding 
Americans from buying cotton from Xinjiang. 
What is the purpose? Well, the purpose is to keep 
the Uyghurs in Xinjiang poor and underemployed. 
And why do we do that? Because wherever there’s 
instability, that’s what we want. That’s how we, 
the United States, maintain control. We thrive on 
instability anywhere else in the world. …

There’s so much fabrication and distortion going 
on. Mike Pompeo was actually very open compared 
to Blinken. Mike Pompeo said: “We lie, we cheat, 
we steal”—came right out in the open. Blinken 
does the same thing, but he’s a little smoother, 
so he doesn’t say, “We lie, we cheat, we steal.” But 
that’s what he does. He talks about, “China needs 
to follow the rules-based international order.” 
What is the rules-based international order? Well, 
if you listen to Blinken, it turns out the rules-
based international order is whatever he says it is, 
not by the United Nations or by a multipolar type 
of definition. And of course, he has continued to 
parrot the Xinjiang human rights violations [line].

On the question of “democracy,” he had this to say:

I think, in the U.S., we are very flexible as to what 
democracy really is. If you’re a country on our side, 
you have democracy. If you’re against us, you have 
no democracy. Now, what is the example of our 
democracy? Let me count the ways: Our democra-

cy is where the two parties bicker, nitpick, and get 
nothing done. We don’t look at the global issues, 
the bigger issues of what’s good for our country. 
We don’t move on infrastructure. We don’t invest 
in health care. We don’t really care much about 
the education that we talk about.

Koo Takes on FBI and DOJ Witch 
Hunt Against Chinese-Americans

Dr. Koo was fearless, never showing any defensiveness 
or fear for his own personal safety when he attacked the 
witch-hunt by the FBI and other agencies against Chi-
nese nationals, and especially Chinese scientists. He was 
a leading spokesman for the prestigious Chinese-Amer-
ican organization Committee of 100 in defending the 
rights of Chinese Americans.

At the cited Schiller Institute conference, he char-
acterized the FBI attacks on Chinese-Americans in this 
way: 

China is … accused of being a threat to U.S. nation-
al security, and as a result, ethnic Chinese-Amer-
icans working in the science and technology field 
in the United States are harassed by the FBI, ar-
rested without due process, their careers and live-
lihoods destroyed, and then—without any apolo-
gy or offer of compensation—the Department of 
Justice frequently then drops all the charges, and 
leaves these people to dangle on their own.

Koo’s sense of incisive ironic humor is demonstrat-
ed in his attacks on the FBI in going after all Chinese as 
“spies” or “potential spies.” From the EIR interview:

We had a “Chinese expert,” Paul Moore, not long 
retired now from the FBI, who basically said, “if 
you see three Chinese at a cocktail party, they’re 
probably talking about the espionage and the in-

Left, former U.S. Secretary of State Michael Pompeo, in a roundtable 
discussion hosted by the Henry Jackson Society in London, July 21, 2020 
Right, former Secretary of State Tony Blinken arriving in Tel Aviv, Israel. 
He is a major part of the “Collective Biden” administration. Credit: U.S. 
State Department.



Schiller Institute Conference May 24-25, 2025

On Memorial Day weekend, the Schiller Institute 
will convene an international conference, online and in 
person in the New York City Metropolitan area, titled “A 
Beautiful Vision for Humanity in Times of Great Turbu-
lence.” Six panels are scheduled over May 24-25, focused 
on different aspects of the one goal of furthering a “vi-
sion for the future” based on reason and beauty of char-
acter. Our readers are encouraged to attend in whatever 
way they can and participate in this historic event.

Panel One: Strategic Challenges and the Emerging 
New Order

Helga Zepp-LaRouche (Germany), Founder, The 
Schiller Institute

H.E. Naledi Pandor (South Africa), former Minister 
of International Relations and Cooperation, South Africa

H.E. Donald Ramotar (Guyana), Former President of 
Guyana

Ambassador Jack Matlock (U.S.) former United States 
Ambassador to the Soviet Union, 1987-1991

Ambassador Chas Freeman (U.S.), former U.S. Assis-

tant Secretary of Defense for International Security Af-
fairs, 1993-1994

Prof. Dmitri Trenin (Russia), Academic Supervisor of 
the Institute of World Military Economy and Strategy at 
the Higher School of Economics University (HSE) (Mos-
cow)

Ray McGovern (U.S.), former Senior Analyst, U.S. 
Central Intelligence Agency (CIA); Founding Member, 
Veteran Intelligence Professionals for Sanity (VIPS)

Panel Two: The Beauty of the Diversity of Cultures
Panel Three: The LaRouche Program To Create 3 Bil-

lion New Productive Jobs in a Generation
SUNDAY, May 25
Panel Four: The LaRouche Legacy Foundation on the 

Actuality of LaRouche’s Ideas
Panel Five: Shaping the Earth’s Next 50 Years
Panel Six: The Industrial Revolution 4.0: Space, Fu-

sion and AI

Learn more and register at SchillerInstitute.com

A Beautiful Vision for Humanity 
In Times of Great Turbulence!

In Person and Online — New York City Metropolitan Area


