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Make California
‘Recall’ Fight
Cheney’s Waterloo

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche gave the following
speech to a town meeting attended by 450 people in Burbank, California, on

Sept. 11.

I'm going to talk about the subject of Constitutional law, from a very specific
standpoint, and dealing with the state of California, to illustrate a problem of our
nation, and a problem of the world at large.

Recently, the Governor of California, Gray Davis, stated that he knew that, in
the matter of deregulation, he had committed errors. He did not add—at least not
onthatoccasion, as he should have—that practically everyone else in the legislative
process who had pushed through deregulation in California, had voted the same
way, whether Republicans or Democrats. So Gray Davis was not guilty of anything
that every representative was not guilty of, either by participation, or by negligence.
And negligence is also a way of voting: You don’t vote, and you get what you don’t
vote for. That’s the danger here in California, right now. If you don’t vote against
Recall, you may not have a state to vote for, the next time around.

Now, this involves two levels. On one level, you have the mistake that was
made by many people, including the present governor, in adopting and tolerating
deregulation. That was a mistake; it was a mistake based on bad judgment, poorly
informed judgment. But it was not an intent to commit a crime. They were sold on
the idea that deregulation was somehow—might be good for the country. And since
it was also seen to be popular, the political parties had better go along with it.
Because if it wasn’t bad for the country, and it was popular, then, the popular will
must prevail. And they went along with it. And there’s been a great suffering as a
result of it.

Then there came a point in which, by some mysterious process, the dumbest
man in America, George W. Bush, was seated as President. They offered him a
chance to choose between muscles and brains—and guess what he chose.

In any case, this brought us in something a little worse than George Bush—
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I mean, George Bush is not agood person; he's essentiadly a
bad person, mean-spirited, hejust seemsnot to haverecovered
from the full effects of three problems: cocaine, abuse of
alcohol, and being raised by the Bush family. But, he's a
dummy; he makes Mortimer Snerd look like agenius. So, we
can’t blame him too much for intention; how can we blame a
man for intention who doesn’t know where he is, or what
he’' sdoing?

But there are some people who may not be too smart, but
areabit too clever, and whoseintentionsare very clear. Such
a creature is Vice President Cheney. And, he's admittedly
qualified at vice; | guess many people are fooled into assum-
ing he' stherefore qualified for that office. He came into the
picture early. Now, Cheney is athief by disposition; he's a
thug and a thief. Back in the days of high school, back in
Wyoming, where he was raised among the cattle, he had a
girlfriend: hiswife Lynne. And he's sort of her dog, and al-
ways has been, since back there in high-school days, where
he'll sit there, like a scowling jock, not too bright, not too
articulate. He knows better than to talk, because people hear
how stupid heis. And she’ sout there, the queen of thecampus,
so forth; goes on to Chicago University; becomes educated
by the top fascist in America, and playsthat role today. And
he's her dog, and herunsin office.

Cheney Pushes Preventive Nuclear War

So, hehasthe qualitiesof apirate, or athief. For example,
when he went into the first Bush Administration, so-called
“41,” he was Secretary of Defense. Now, his particular
“thing,” shall wesay, was, at that time—remember the Soviet
Union was disappearing, and there were those, not only in
the Republican Party, but elsewhere around the world, who
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thought that the dissolution of the Soviet Union meant that
the United States was the only superpower in theworld. And
they therefore said, why shouldn’t we become an empire?
Why shouldn’t the rest of the world simply be our slaves?
And they moved in that direction. The older George Bush
was, under advice, alittlebit morecautious. Cheney wasmore
on the enthusiastic side, areal jock. So he had—two things:
First of al, hewaspushing apolicy of preventivenuclear war,
asapoalicy of the United States, a policy whose object wasto
bring about the establishment of an empire, which would be
run by the United States, and the United Stateswould be run
by people of his persuasion.

At that point, the older Bush Administration declined to
go along with Cheney. So Cheney’ s demand for an extended
Iraq war, at that time, his plans for development of a new
arsenal of nuclear weapons, to conduct preventive nuclear
warfare against many nations, including those which had no
such weaponry, those which had no capable military threat
against the United States: He would go to war. He was re-
strained.

Then, we got Clinton. And Cheney and his crowd, the
crew with him, continued with this project. In 1996, they
drafted a document for the worst fascist in Israel: Benjamin
Netanyahu. Presumably for a Netanyahu government in Is-
radl. It'scalled, in asense, the next step. And this thing was
read by Netanyahu to the U.S. Congress a few days after it
was presented by this crew, Richard Perle and company, who
werethe Cheneyacsin question. It sat there. It wasthe policy
of the right-wing government in Isragl; but it was not the
policy of the United States. And it sat there. George W. Bush
wasinaugurated. And it sat there.

At that point, the time that George Bush was about to be
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inaugurated (for reasonswhich remain obscure, to both voters
and the Constitution), | gave apublic address of some signifi-
cance. I’d beeninvolved inthisactively, in thismess of Nov.
7, 2000, which, as an election, had been an indecision; we
had, not aconstitutional crisisat that time; wehad an election
crisis, particularly in the state of Florida

Now this election crisis, whatever they say, was largely
created by the Demoacratic Party, which, under the leadership
of Al Gore, and people like that, had gone and done. So in
the state of Florida, they had alaw on absentee ballots. The
Republicans did their homework on this law, and prepared
for the election, and got their absentee ballots through. The
Democrats were a bunch of lazy bums! They didn’t do their
homework, and they were sitting, not knowing comparably,
what to do on the absentee ballots. And they actually won;
the Republicansactually won, in the state. Theworst of it: Al
Gore, if he had been anybody but Al Gore, would have won,
would have not bothered with Florida, because all he needed,
at that point, wasthe Electoral Collegevoteof Arkansas. With
the electoral vote of Arkansas hewasin, dragging that piece
of filth with him—Joe Lieberman. What the cat dragged in,
sort of.

But he didn’t go into Arkansas, because Arkansas had
been my state, where | got the number of votes that the
Gore people stole from me, from the Electoral College, that
year. So, they ignored Arkansas, which they had a quarrel
with. And they went on to the great and glorious state of
Florida, where Joe Lieberman, whose connections are with
the right-wing Cubans—people who kill people, and push
drugs, and do wonderful things like that—and who robs
Indians, through these Indian gambling operations. Joe Lieb-
erman thought he had a lot of pull with the right wing in
the state of Florida—especially with these Cubans. And
therefore, he thought he—and he said—could carry the state.
But that isn't what he carried; he carried George Bush into
the White House!

In any case, so this was the situation. So, under those
circumstances, there was great confusion about what to do
about the hung-up €election of 2000, and | became very ac-
tively involved in that issue by various media events, and so
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forth, during that period, up into thefirst part of January 2001.
And | had some influence on broader people who were per-
suaded that | was right, and persuaded we ought to go that
way. But it didn’'t work out that way. And so, George Bush
was about to be inaugurated as President.

Forecast for Bush Presidency:
A Reichstag Fire

So, | gave aforecast of what wefaced, under aGeorge W.
Bush Presidency. Andtherearetwo pointsin particul ar which
| emphasized: That the U.S. economy and the world, were
aready being plunged into one of the greatest monetary/fi-
nancial crisesinknown history—something whichiscoming
on now, as some of you who may have been acquainted with
that gentleman as he walked around the streets and neighbor-
hoods of the country: poverty, depression. And since George
Bush was very dumb—that’ swhat | said; | tend to speak like
that. | would refer to this man as being dumb. Don’t accuse
him of being these other things, that he doesn’t know what
he’ sdoing. But heisdumb. And he’ svery serious about being
dumb and mean.

So that under those conditions, | had forecast, that we
should expect during the early period of a George Bush Ad-
ministration, that the depression, which was aready coming
on, since the Spring of 2000, would tend to hit with fuller
force in the coming two years. Well, it did. That at the same
time, under these conditions in the world, | said, we must
expect what happened in Germany, in 1933, as a threat for
the period now; thisisin January 2001.

| referred to the situation in Germany in 1933, when a
certain interest, including some people in the United States
and Britain, had financed the Nazi Party to come out of bank-
ruptcy, to prepare for Hitler’s being put in power. And these
people who financed Hitler in that way, both in London and
inNew Y ork, put himinto power, throughaconsortiumwhich
staged a two-stage coup d' état, in January and February of
1933, at atimethat Franklin Roosevelt was only elected, but
not yet inaugurated. And the government of Germany at that
time, under Kurt von Schleicher, was committed, in part at
least, toapolicy very muchlikethat which Franklin Roosevelt
was to implement in March of 1933. And it waswell known
what Franklin Roosevelt intended to do in March of 1933. So
that if nothing had happened, and Kurt von Schleicher had
been the Chancellor of Germany in March 1933, the United
States and Germany would have been on the same general
road, to aworld economic recovery—a hard road, but a suc-
cessful road.

To prevent that, Hitler was put into power. But he was
still afool, almost like an Arnie Schwarzenegger of histime.
He was a nothing, dumped into a high office in Germany.
People laughed at him. He would be out at the next election,
thenext crisis, parliamentary crisis. Why wasn't he out? Why
did thefool become adictator? Because Hermann Goring, in
February of that year, lessthan amonth after theinauguration
of Hitler on Jan. 30, 1933—Hermann Goring set fire to the
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Reichstag. Hermann Goering was the most financially con-
nected member of the Nazi machine. He was also the head of
government of the German state of Brandenburg, at thetime.
So, he, as he bragged about this on various occasions later:
“1 did the Reichstag fire!” He set fire to the parliament of
Germany, the national parliament in Berlin. No onewasin it
at the time, except, presumably, some poor fool called van
der Lubbe, who was later indicted, and convicted.

But the destruction of theinstitution, resulted in theinvo-
cation of the doctrine of law, of afellow called Carl Schmitt,
who became known asthe“ crown jurist” of the Nazi system.
Carl Schmitt, of course, isthe samefellow who sponsored the
career, inthe United States, of afellow who could not get into
the Nazi Party, because he happened to be Jewish. So, this
Nazi, Carl Schmitt, sent Leo Strauss, by way of England, into
the United States. Well, he ended up at Chicago University,
asProfessor L eo Strauss, and wasthe chief breeder of thisnest
working around Cheney today, called the neo-conservatives.

Thepoint being, what | wasafraid of: something like Sept.
11, 2001, would happen in the United States, by agencies
within high positions in the U.S. government! And that is
exactly what happened. And that has been used as hype ever
since, to say, “Well, some Arabs and so forth,” and the idea
of having awar with 1slam was already the policy of Cheney
and company, before this happened. They were seeking a
pretext, and who knows what so-called evidence was cooked
up, in order to create that impression.

CaliforniaWasthePrize

S0, at the same time, Cheney intervened into the state of
California, in the case of Williams Power, and similar cases,
Enron cases. Remember, Enron wasthelargest contributor to
the Bush campaign of theyear 2000. Williamsand these other
companies, were the same type. They all belong to the same
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general breed of cat.

Now, there had been a collapse of the power system of
Cadlifornia, in the Summer of 2000. This collapse was the
result of a breakdown in the system, mechanical system, of
the production and distribution of power asaresult of deregu-
lation. Chaoswas being introduced. I'll get back to this|ater,
inthereport here.

But Cheney moved in, once Bush was President, to play
akey rolein orchestating the way deregulation hit a number
of areasof theUnited States, including, especialy, California.
Californiawasthe prize: It had the biggest possible potential
loot—for the crowd around Enron—was the state of Cali-
fornia.

So, what you have today, is the state of California has
been looted, by this operation, to the tune of tens of billions
of dollars, that we can trace, apart from theimplicit losses of
the state, by thislooting. The key person who did this, partly
by hisinfluence in suppressing areport which would expose
what was going on in the Williams case, by suppressing that
report, the thing became worse in California. And that was
theworst period of thispower crisisin California. That, essen-
tially, combined with the collapse of the I T industry, and with
the real-estate mortgage-based securities bubble in Califor-
nia, were the key factors in the collapse of the California
economy, from a notorioudly rich state, by comparison with
other states, into a notoriously impoverished one, or bank-
rupt one.

And this was done by courtesy of Dick Cheney and
company.

OntheVergeof Dictatorship and World War
We are now living on the verge of a dictatorship. The

Patriot Act was a step toward dictatorship. I1t's modelled on

the Naz laws, introduced under a Leo Strauss protége, John

Feature 27



Ashcroft, who was trained in the tradition of Carl Schmitt’s
law, through Chicago University, in the Strauss circles.

WEe re headed toward fascism, in the United States, now!
The Patriot Actisastep in that. And it’sworse. We're aso,
in asense, because of what Cheney isdoing, and what others
are doing with this doctrine of preventive nuclear war, with
this “axis of evil” list which was promulgated in January of
2002, we' re headed for, somewhere down the line, for anew
world war. Not the kind of world war which Dick Cheney
imagines might happen, but a different kind. It's a land war
in Asia, or aland war with nuclear and aerial complications
inAsia, inwhichtheexisting triad, the nuclear triad on which
U.S. power is based—it certainly is not based on our troops,
as Irag shows us—but a nuclear triad of power, the use of
nuclear weapons delivered by air, or by stratosphere; by sub-
marines, large nuclear submarines; by carrier-based methods,
to dominate the world through sheer terror, of nuclear weap-
ons. That weapon is not invincible militarily. And other na-
tionswhich havesomepower, know it, and havethe capability
of devel oping weapons systems, and modes of warfare, which
are asymmetric, with respect to the U.S. capability. They are
prepared now, onthebasi sof thebehavior of theBush Admin-
istration, especially under the Rumsfeld-Cheney operation—
these nations are preparing to fight such awar—an asymmet-
ric nuclear war, during a period corresponding to the Admin-
istration of the next President of the United States.

That does not mean they’re committed to a war. That
meansthey are committed not to submit, tothekind of preven-
tive nuclear warfare which Cheney represents. That's what
weface.

Wealso, inthemeantime, faceaworld depression, aworld
monetary-financial collapse, unprecedented in modern his-
tory. The system is bankrupt. People who are talking about a
recovery, must be Dracula. And only the suckers would join
that, too.

So, that' sthe situation, in general, we face.

So, now look at the situation. On the one hand, we have
the American people, who behave foolishly. We have Gray
Davis, who admits that he made a mistake, and he should
speak alsofor all theother | egislatorswho votedfor thisabom-
ination, or abstained from voting either way on the abomina-
tion. They all made a mistake. The citizens and voters who
supported them, made amistake! Those who thought deregu-
lation was good, made amistake, avery painful mistake, and
they are to blame for their mistakes! They’re not criminals
because they made a mistake, but they ought to accept the
blamefor their mistakes. Not in order to shoulder blame, but
in order not to make the same mistake, or asimilar one, next
time. Tolearnthelesson of admitting: “ We made a mistake.”

The Democratic Party made a mistake. The voters, the
majority of the voters of California, made a mistake. The
elected officials of California, made a mistake. This mistake
ispainful. It'scodtly. It' slife-threatening.

All right, that’ sone side.
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But, having known that thisis amistake, what do we say
of peoplewho now comeback, from high positions, whowere
the profiteersand racketeerswho' ve been looting this state of
tens of billions of dollarsthrough deregulation alone, such as
Dick Cheney? What do we say of Dick Cheney asthethief?

L et’ sgo back again, tothe 1991-1992 period, of Cheney’s
reign as Secretary of Defense. His gimmick, in those days,
apart from preventive nuclear warfare, and similar kinds of
fine enterprises, was privatizing the U.S. military. That is, to
look over the entire military establishment in the United
States, and look for various functions of the military, which
could be performed as for profit, civilian operations.

Now, in thisconnection, he cultivated arelationship with
acorporation called Halliburton, from which he getsthis mil-
lion-dollar pension. And he built up Halliburton. The privati-
zation of the U.S. military went apace, even under Clinton, as
a continuation of this process. We see the mess now in Iraq.
Actually, the place has been turned over to some soldiers,
who redlly are not equipped, or led, to deal with the situation
there—but for the profit of whom?Nominally for the profit of
the two large corporations which specializein this privatized
version of military operations! The civilian form of military
operations, now privatized. Bechtel, under George Shultz,
who pulled together the neo-conservative apparatus of the
present Bush Administration. Second, Dick Cheney, of Halli-
burton. Halliburton and Bechtel.

Now, aproblem hasarisen. Bechtel isnot gettingitsshare
of the government payoffs and bailouts. So, there's alittle
conflict betweenthetwo allied thieves, liketwo pirates squab-
bling over the spoils.

Now, the President of the United States, poor, sanctimo-
nious, stupid George, goes before the TV cameras, with his
fat face hanging out, and not much behind it, saying, “We
need $87 billion, right now.” For what? Guesswhat? Chiefly,
Halliburton. Halliburton needs money. So, we can shut down
our schools, we can shut down our health care, we can shut
down this, we can shut down that, and we can do another tax
reduction, and pay out $87 billion, largely to Halliburton, and
call that a patriotic memory of the dead in New Y ork City,
from Sept. 11, 2001. And that is a parade that is going on
today, onthetelevision set,in New Y ork, and in Washington!
A parade—of gloating! They died. Now we're going to get
revenge—we' re going to give $87 hillion to Halliburton and
company, out of the U.S. Treasury. That's what the opera-
tionis.

Thisis not a mistake. Thisis something else. It's some-
thing closer totheforcesbehind Adolf Hitler, which |’ vedealt
with agreat deal.

What’sWrongwith the American People?

Now, let’s look at the other side of the thing. What hap-
pened to the American people? Where were they, when all
these things were happening?

| have a certain advantage, that is, two advantages, com-
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plementary. | have acertain age, and experience. | also have,
unlike some people my age, acertainkind of vitaity, and also
a determination to do things, and some skills as well. And
therefore, | can tell you things, first-hand, as an insider into
much of the history of our country, especially in the recent
quarter century, and of theworld. | can tell you thingswhich
| know better than most people do. There are a few people
around the United States, who are of my age group, and who
also know these things. Some of them aren’t in such good
physical condition thesedays. Former Senators, former digni-
taries, of our country, who understand some of these things.
But, | can tell you what’s wrong with the American people,
because | was there. | experienced it from the 1920s, as a
child, and a young person. The 1930s, as an adolescent. |
experienced going into World War I1. | experienced it coming
out of World War 1. Each of the stepswe' ve gone through as
a people, during this period, | have personally experienced.
And | cantell you what happened.

When | was a child, we were terrible. The people of the
United States were terrible. Y ou have no idea how bad they
were. (At least so | thought, until | saw what came along in
the1960sand’ 70s.) They werewastrels. ThiswasaCoolidge
era, the Flapper generation. Thiswasreferred to asthe “fast”
people: They’ d burn themselves out fast.

Y ou had some famous novels in that period, which per-
tained to this kind of thing. They were disgusting, and |
thought so at the time. | was a child, but | knew they were
disgusting. | alsoknew my parents, like most people, honestly
lied, most of thetime, especially when speaking to neighbors
and friends. They invite the friends, or the neighborsin, for
company. They talk politely, lie to each other pleasantly
throughout the whol e proceeding. And oncethe neighbors, or
visitors, are out the door, my parents would start to gossip
about the people they just had received. Typica American
behavior! Typica American hospitality! Frankness. Sin-
cerity.

| saw the same characteristics in my fellow students, of
my age group. | saw the samething in the schools | attended.
The same things in the officials | observed. | saw thisin the
pul pit—they were the worst.

Then, we went through a terrible time. We went through
the onslaught of the depression—and you haveto think from
late 1928, until 1932, the income of the United States, thet is
the physical income at an estimated rate, dropped to half of
what it had been five years earlier. Hal Now, this meant for
many people, absolute destitution. In the northern states, in
the cold winter of 1932-33, many peoplewho had been digni-
fied citizens, with houses and jobs and so forth, died, froze to
death, along railroad sidings, where they’ d taken up habita-
tion, in hobo jungles. Thiswastypical of what had happened.

Wehad Hoovervilles, inlower New Y ork City, cardboard
crates, packing crates, in which people were living on the
streets. And then Roosevelt came in, with a commitment to
what he called the “ Forgotten Man,” which was the theme of
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a campaign address he gave in West Virginia, at that time.
Roosevelt was well prepared. He was prepared by ancestry.
Oneof hisancestors, | saac Roosevelt, the onewho he particu-
larly honored, and who you can find in the Hyde Park house,
whichisnow amuseum: the portrait of 1saac Roosevelt hang-
ing there. 1saac Roosevelt was a New Y ork banker, who was
alied with Alexander Hamilton, to defend the United States
at that time, from things like Aaron Burr, who wasatraitor to
the United States, and did a great deal to set up the kind of
bad practiceswe havein the United States today.

Roosevelt, in his dissertation, that he wrote as aHarvard
graduate, referred to the American tradition of Hamilton, and
hisancestor | saac Roosevelt. He understood it well. When he
had poliomyelitis, was incarcerated, very severely crippled,
in bed, as an adult victim of poliomyelitis—he fought his
way back, with the help of hiswife. And during the years of
fighting hisway back to functional health, hedid an extensive
study in American history, to illuminate what he aready
knew, about his own ancestry, and the history of the United
States.

He became the Governor of New Y ork twice, and, under
conditions of crisis, became the President, And he walked
into the Presidency, about as prepared as anyone could be
under such circumstances. He led this nation, with al the
difficulties and shortfallsimposed upon him, and inherent in
his assembly of government forces, and led the nation on the
road to recovery.

Roosevelt and Churchill vs. the Synar chists

Andthen oneday—I didn’tknow it at thetime, but | knew
about this sort of thing—Franklin Roosevelt had adiscussion
with the then-Defense Minister of Great Britain, Winston
Churchill. And it was a moment where the German troops
were being held back, temporarily, at Dunkirk, for a very
nasty reason. If the British expeditionary force, which was
largely concentrated thenat Dunkirk, weretofall into German
hands, then England would bestripped of all power. Andthere
were people in England, like Lord Halifax, the Beaverbrook
circles, who liked Hitler. And these people were prepared to
bring the British Empire, and the French nation and itsimpe-
rial assets, and the fascist nation of Spain, and the fascist
nation of Italy, and the fascists of Belgium, and the fascists
of Rumania, into a grand aliance, which included a naval
alliance, of theforcesof Japan—whichwasapartner inthis—
the forces of the great British Navy, the forces of the Italian
Navy, the German Navy, and the French Navy, into aforce,
which, after the destruction of the Soviet Union, which they
thought would be short work, they would take on, attack, and
destroy the United States.

Thisgroup is called the Synarchists. I’ m not going to go
into much on them today, as such, because that's a whole
subject initself. But it’ sthe same problem wefacetoday, and
it'swhat Cheney represents today, the same thing. So, we're
not dealing with mistakes; we' re dealing with evil.
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And onthat basis—Churchill and Roosevelt did not agree
on much of anything—but they know that if they could mobi-
lizethepatriotic forcesof the United Kingdom and the United
States, around theidea of stopping atakeover of theworld by
Adolf Hitler, that they could save the world from that horror,
whichaHitler takeover would represent. And they succeeded.

But then Roosevelt becameill, and died. He becamevery
ill at thetimehewasrunningfor hisfourthterm of re-election,
Summer of * 44. And those peoplewho had been Hitler sympa-
thizers, before 1940, in the United Kingdom, in the United
States, and in France, among other places, turned the other
way. They went back to getting rid of Franklin Roosevelt,
knowing that he was about to die of complications arising
from poliomyélitis, and the strain he put upon his system,
as aresult of his labors as President, particularly under the
wartime conditions.

So, they putin Harry Truman astheVice President, aman
who was skilled at vice.

Now, theimportance of thisis, what most of you thought,
probably, that Truman was a good Democrat: Be disabused.
Thereason that we voted for Eisenhower—I didn’t happen to
vote for Eisenhower; | was prepared to vote for himin 1947,
when | had a correspondence with him on this subject—we
who returned from the war, found the following facts: First
of al, we had been betrayed, implicitly betrayed. Everything
that Roosevelt had promised, about the postwar world, had
been betrayed! Roosevelt promised a postwar world, based
on American supremacy in fact—nobody could say no to
it—saying the colonial system would be eliminated, and we
would establish aworld of sovereign nation-states, asacom-
munity of principle. No more colonialism! Truman put the
colonial powersback in. Truman, with no necessity for doing
so, dropped two nuclear weapons on the civilian populations
of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Truman and his friends staged
thefirebombing of citiesof Germany, for no military purpose.
They actually prolonged the war by so doing.

What we found back in the United States, those who had
gone off to war and come back, with the anticipation of a
better world, asaresult of having defeated Hitler, found they
wereliving under akind of fascistic moodintheUnited States
itself. This was accelerated quickly, by the so-called Cold
War, the Churchill Iron Curtain speech. Wewent into akind
of dictatorial mood, like that which you have from Ashcroft
after Sept. 11, 2001—this Patriot Act kind of tyranny. Peo-
ple afraid.

Now, during the period from 1945, into the Eisenhower
election, the people of the United States were increasingly
afraid. They call it McCarthyism today. To understand the
truth of it, you call it Trumanism. And people became cow-
ards. They said, “Keep your mouth shut. Don’'t get into trou-
ble. Don't get our family introuble. Say what they expect you
tosay. Don’t say what you think. Watch out! Y ou’ll loseyour
job. Something will happen to you.”

They turned the generation which returned from war—
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my generation—Ilargely into cowards. | saw it, | experienced
it, many of these people were my friends, | watched the pro-
cessin themindividually, aswell as collectively.

Now these peopl e, who returned from war with me, many
of them moved out into suburbia, or other things, and they
raised families. Therewasarushtobuild upafamily lifestyle,
after five years or so away at war. Wives especialy were
pushing. “We' vegot to get our family established. We've got
to get a house. We've got to start the children, now. We've
got to find a better place to live. You've got to get a better
job. Get awhite-collar job, get a white-collar job. Move to
suburbia.” And they did.

And they taught their children: “Be careful! Be careful!
Be careful! Don't say what you think! The neighbors are
watching! Lie! Stick to popular opinion. Don’t express your
own views. Don’t think! 1t’Il get you into trouble.”

So, we had ageneration that came after that. So, after the
shock of the war, and the Hitler period, this shock hit the
returning veterans of World War 1. And they began to raise
children, to whom was transmitted this impulse for coward-
ice, moral cowardice, which we see as characteristic of the
U.S. population today.

Terrorizing the Baby-Boomer Generation

Now, these children come along, they likethe civil rights
movement, they like these kinds of things, many of them.
They seem to be the beautiful children. But then, 1961: Bay
of Pigs. The fascists are back at it again. Allen Dullesis a
fascist. 1962: Russell and company organize what became
known asthemissilecrisisof 1962. And everybody, or nearly
everybody—I felt likeaperson standinginthestreet, deserted
street, with everybody hiding in holes—nearly everybody, in
afew days period, of the height of the nuclear missile crisis
of 1962, wasterrified, asthey had never been before. Because,
all thisperiod, that had thebuildup of how bad nuclear warfare
would be: You had these so-called science fiction movies
tellingyou how bad nuclear warfarewoul d be. Theantswould
suddenly grow largeand eat you all, because of nuclear radia-
tion, and things like this. They were terrified.

Then, camethe assassination of Jack Kennedy. Theterror
increased. Then cameauselesswar in Indochina, again, com-
pletely incompetent, immoral. MacArthur warned Kennedy
personally: “Don’tgetintoalandwarin Asial” Whichiswhat
Cheney, and Rumsfeld, and so forth are trying to do today.
“Don’'t get involved in aland war in Asial Y ou won't come
back, at least not in the same form you went.”

So, at theend of thewar, ayounger generation, withwhom
someof you may beacquainted, were coming into adulthood,
decided they didn’t like who we had been, up to that time. Up
to that time, we had been a producer society. We were the
most productive nation on the planet. You could even find
remains, and traces, of thoseindustriesaround Southern Cali-
fornia, that used to exist here, where people could make a
decent living, in jobswith dignity to them, and not fake their
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way out around it. We were the production machine of the
world. Wetook prideinthefact that wewereuseful. Wemade
things. We made better things. We madeit possiblefor other
nations to have better things, to have a higher standard of
living. We had the objective for our own people. We had the
objective for our own children, that they would have some-
thing better than we had, through our power to produce, our
power to increase our power to produce! Our power to solve
problems, our power to be human!

That went away. Because these young people suddenly
had this sense of betrayal. Producer society had betrayed
them. And all the witchdoctors camealong to tell them, “Oh,
you're right. You're so right. Y ou're consuming too much.
Producer society—Dblue shirts—are bad. White shirtsare not
S0 good either. Go shirtless! Go naked! Y ou want pleasure?
Take it from your neighbor! And then inquire what sex they
are afterward. Aslong asyou have the pleasure!”

So, we became a post-industrial culture. We became in-
creasingly that. We became aconsumer society. Welost our-
selves, at that point, for about 40 years ago.

Then we had the changein the monetary system, inwhich
we became a predator nation. By the floating-exchange-rate
system set upin 1971-72, we had the ability, with the British,
to control the value of the currency of every country on this
planet. All we hadto doisrig araid on the currency, against
some national currency, and then go in and say, “Oh, you
want help? Call in the IMF. Call in the World Bank. They'll
advise you on what to do.” The advice was, lower the value
of your currency; put on sharp austerity to pay your debts;
and accept anincrease, fictitiousdebt, whichisimposed upon
you, to compensate your creditors for the devaluation of
your currency.

Ibero-America, Central and South America, has more
than paid, many times over, everything that was ever owed,
to the United States or other countries, since 1971. In point
of fact, morally, by strict, honest accounting, the nations of
Central and South America owe not a penny of foreign debt.
Thisincludes Argentina: not apenny. It wasall abig swindle.

But the big swindle was important, because we got the
poor nationsof theworld, to become even poorer, and towork
harder for us! To produce things for us! We shut down our
factories. Wedidn't produce any more. We became an unpro-
ductive, post-productive, who has lived as a predator nation,
by having the financial power to compel therest of theworld
to work for us, cheap, for whatever we wanted. And we got
cheap stuff, believe me. Go into amall, and see what you can
find in the mall. That bunch of rags would make “ Old Rags’
blushin shame.

So, that’ swhat we did to ourselves.

So, inthisera, theideathat we' re going into apost-indus-
trial society: Nomorebiginfrastructure! No morebig govern-
ment! And all of these things we depended upon, we de-
stroyed, or allowed to be destroyed, increasingly, especially
in the past 30-odd years.
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And here we are today.

So, our people developed, under the impact of fear! Suc-
cessive fear, from generation to generation, fear because of
World War 11, and what came out of it: the nuclear age. Fear:
a prolonged fear, of a nuclear war with the Soviet Union.
Fear, heightened by the experience of 1962-63. Fear, now
heightened by a new terror, the terror and so-called myth of
September 11, 2001.

Popular Opinion Stinks!

WEe've got a bunch of scared people out there. If they're
irrational, you haveto understand why they’reirrational. And
to take the role of leadership that | must take, and others |
hope would take, you have to understand your own people.
Y ou don’'t go up and say to them, “| represent popular opin-
ion.” | tell you, popular opinion stinks! | was there when it
was born! My job isto try to save the people from their own
opinions, or the consequences of those opinions. Not by im-
posing opinions upon them, but by getting them to recognize
themselves, the error of those opinions, and thus become
stronger, more accurate, less susceptible to error, because
they have used their own mindsto be able to understand these
kinds of problems.

Like understanding economics, for example: Most of you
guys don’'t know anything about economics, and you, com-
pared with the guys outside the room, are geniuses! Anybody
who can vote for deregulation—obviously there’ s something
wrong with them.

So, therefore, the problem in politics, is a problem of
leadership, because, even though we're al human, many of
us have not been ableto live up to what it isto be human. We
don’'t have atrue sense of immortality. We don’t haveasense
that our life, which is always mortal—it’ s going to end, you
know, in every case—we can't escape that. We can maybe
postponeit, but wecan't preventit. Thequestionis, therefore,
what doesyour lifemean? Now if you' re convinced that your
lifemeans something, becauseyou aretaking something from
the past, which you' ve been given; you' re transmitting it, as
culture, to the future; you' re adding something to this store
of what you give; then you know, just as you know the value
of Archimedes' contributions to you, from over 2,000 years
ago, or others, or the work of Plato—others, you recognize
the work of people before you, as individuals, whose ideas
you can replicate, as in any proper school, and as you can
replicate, you know that you are experiencing their discover-
ies, discoveries which only a human being could make, no
monkey could makeit. No George Bush islikely to makeit.

Y ou know that you' re experiencing this. Y ou know that
you canusethisfor humanbenefit, thisknowledge. Y ou know
that you can transmit thisknowledge, or assist in transmitting
it, to coming generations. And you know that you, in asense,
live for the human species, in thousands of years to come,
even after you' re deceased. Becausewhat you represent, does
not die—provided that we organize soci ety to ensure that the
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great gifts, which are transmitted to us, and given to us by
individuals, shall not be allowed to die. They shall live, and
the names of those who gave them, shall be honored as much
aswe are capable of doing, for all timeto come.

Now, it’ sthat kind of courage which enables a soldier to
fight war, as aman, and not as a beast. People can fight wars
as beasts; they often do it, to kill the enemy, who does some-
thing you hate. And you go out, and you kill him. When you
fightinwar, inthiskind of war, wefight war for the objective
of achieving peace. The peace we achieve, will be based on
the people, of our own people, and the peoplein the opposing
nations—the resources and institutions we rescue, asthe end
of war.

ThePrincipleof Our
Constitutional Gover nment

We then are devoted to using these things, that survive
the war, as the instruments of building a better peace, than
before the war which we had just entered. Thisisthe famous
principle of modern civilization, set out in 1648, under the
initiative of a great diplomat, Cardinal Jules Mazarin, of
France, calledthe Treaty of Westphalia. The purpose of peace
among nations is, each nation must think in terms of the ad-
vantage of the other. Y ou must think of what wedo, whichis
useful for other nations.

Thisiseasy in the sense of me, from the standpoint of the
United States, because I’ m proud of the history of our nation,
and what it represents. I’ m proud of what Benjamin Franklin
represents; of what Winthrop represents from the 17th Cen-
tury, in the colonization; of what Cotton Mather represents;
of the influence of Leibniz on the formation of the ideas of
Franklin. Franklin’ srole asaman who created ayouth move-
ment, which became the government of the United States.
And in those great |eaders we' ve had, who stood out among
many bums, but who weregreat leaders, likeLincolnand like
Roosevelt, who have contributed to mankind.

And, if youthink likethat, and you think about your nation
as important to the world, which means as important as the
benefit of your existence as a nation, is to the world around
you. Andif your role asaleader of anation, isthe benefit you
represent, not to yourself, but to your people, and through
your people, to the other people of the world, then you have
asense of being able to do anything that’s necessary. You're
not afraid to die. Y ou don't seek to die, but you're not afraid
to die, because you know your life means something. And
they can’t cheat you of the meaning of your life!

If you achievethat, and it'smy purpose, and it’ sbeen the
purpose of every leader that is respectable, of our nation,
and our civilization, to do that, to somehow aid society, in
discovering that asanatural condition of man within society.
Thisisthetruemeaning of general welfare, of theterm general
welfare, astraced from the term agapein the Greek of Plato.
Or in the | Corinthians, 13, where the same term is used in
the Greek, asisused by the Apostle Paul, agape: that youlive
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for the others. Y ou areanecessary being. Y ou are anecessary
person, who is going to contribute something to society, and
you live for the others. And if they wish to succeed, as you
try to succeed, they will try to do the same.

The function of government, of constitutional govern-
ment, in our way of thinking, as Americans, of amelting-pot
nation, our Constitution, asin the Preamble of the Constitu-
tion, isbased on these principles: the sovereignty of our peo-
ple, and its institutions; the obligation of government to pro-
motethe general welfare; and the obligation of the citizensto
participate with government in promoting the general wel-
fare, that' sagape: the commitment, aboveall, to posterity, to
dosuchthingswith our life, aswill bea so beneficial, to those
that come after us.

That’ sthe purpose of true constitutional government.

Economicsand Power

Let mejust turn, for afinal note, on the question of eco-
nomics; on the question asit appliesto infrastructure.

This egoistical thinking, that says, “I earn this,” well,
buddy, you don’t earn anything. If | put you, with all your
skills, on adeserted island, with nothing at hand, what areyou
going to produce? And we're talking about California—the
effects of deregulation.

Now, regulation is very simple. Let's take something
called power. | think you know something about power. Y ou
know the price of power impresses you. The reliability of
power, or the lack of it, thereof, impresses you. The price of
water, the availability of it, impresses you. Sinking aquifers
impress you, or at least they depress the land. Maybe you,
too. Places where you used to haverich agriculture, which is
now dying, or rich forestation, which is now dying, because
of lack of management of water, and other things. And you
say, well, production depends on what? Production depends
upon society preparing theground inwhich theproducerslive
and work.

For example, take the case of power. The productivity of
labor depends upon the power available, efficiently available,
to people in that area, and to that enterprise in particular.
Power available. Now, the measure of power is not in watts.
The measure of power isactually energy flux density—that’'s
a better approximation. That is, energy sources, of higher
intensity, such as the transition from burning fuels, to petro-
leum, to nuclear power, to thermonuclear fusion, arereaching
higher degrees of power. And the quality of the power, which
you're able to generate, by these and related means, is the
means by which labor is transformed in its ability to pro-
duce—one of the aspects. Even the greatest genius, without
adequate power, can not produce a successful society.

So, therefore, we, recognizing that—in the United States,
recognize that there' s a certain aspect that can not be left, in
the economy, can not be | eft to private interests as such. Be-
cause these are things that pertain to all the people. Who is
responsible for all of the people? The government. Who is
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responsible for all the land? The govern-
ment. For the development of all the land.
Who's responsible for the conditions of
production, which are needed in society?
The government. Who's reponsible for
health care? The government. The doctors
may provide it, but the government must
provide the conditions under which the
doctors can function. And more important
than even health care, is sanitation. And
government must provide the chief source
of sanitation.

So, therefore, the degree to which this
isavailable, is significant.

Take another case: Transportation.
Now, Los Angeles used to have a mass-
transit system. What do you have now?
Trafficjams. Now, what areyoudoingina
traffic jam? You're wasting your life.
You're sitting there, becoming angry,
you're probably turning into a beast,
sowly, enraged. Sitting in a traffic jam
means|esstimewith your family. It means
family life is disrupted, characteristically,
in areas which are dominated by traffic
jams. And if you understand what family
should be, the idea of the family table, at least the evening
table, isvery importantinafamily. Thesenseof family caring,
is extremely important.

Therefore, we must be concerned, not with what people
get paid at their job alone; we have to be concerned about
what condition of life do they have, when they get home.
What are the conditions of life in the schools? Do they have
schools near the neighborhood? Do they have a community
whichwill tend to carefor children?Y ou used to have grand-
parents, and neighbors, would care for a lot of the children,
you know, when therewastroublein the neighborhood. They
cared, and they would help. They weren't always the best
neighbors in the world, but they all had the sense of mutual
responsibility for helping. And they would help each other.

We have problemstoday that we didn’t have before, pre-
cisely because we've fragmented society, with these crazy
ideas. We have people who commute—how many hours a
day do some peopletravel, commute to and from jobs? How
many jobs do they commute to? How many members of the
family commuteinthesekindsof jobs, inthesekindsof condi-
tions? What kind of social lifeisleft? What happens then, to
mass entertainment?What has social life become?What does
your humanlifebecome?Y ouwork?Y eah, that’ sfine. Prefer-
ably, your work is something you feel useful at. But, what do
you become?

Think of your children, for example. Maybenot your chil-
dren, but the next-door neighbors' children. That is your fu-
ture. Their children areyour future. The grandchildren of any
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The Tracy Pumping Plant near Tracy, California, liftswater to the dry San Joaquin
Valley. Water infrastructure development programs, a “ NAWAPA-Plus,” can make
the Great American Desert bloom aswell, in theinterests of both the United Sates and
Mexico.

generation are the future of that generation. And those who
think about having a meaningful life, think about what they
are giving to the generation of their grandchildren—if not
their own, at least the others'; just the way neighbors would
help care for children. If you don’'t have your own children,
well, care about what happensto the others.

Andthink about what you' regivingtothenext generation.

Therefore, if wethink about these physical values, of ade-
quate power. Inthe case of power, we say, “We haveto regu-
late it.” The responsibility of the production of power, isto
make sure we have enough power; that we have a system for
increasing the amount of power available. We will have the
capacity of delivering the quality of power, and the amount
needed, to areaswhich comeinto new needsfor applying this
to production. Wewant ahigh-density, ahigh-energy-density
mode of production. We want less of the emphasis on the
muscle side of labor, and shift the emphasis more and more
to the mind. In production; not just in thinking about things,
but in production.

You know, the happy worker in production, in the old
days when we were still a productive society, was the fellow
who went from the factory job, of aroutine type, with askill,
without askill, who would get into research and devel opment.
And you had aguy who wasjust aregular employee, askilled
employee, in a plant, and he would be upgraded, because of
his development of hisskills, and he showed intelligence and
ingenuity, into a better kind of job. He might get more pay;
he usualy would, in research and development. But he got
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more than better pay. He got the satisfaction of being ableto
do something creativein amore explicit way, on hisjob, and
make better things than existed before. And to play apartin
doing that.

Theexcitement, for example, of somebody doing aproof-
of-principle test, on some new kind of process. Thisisa per-
manent change in the power of mankind, to produce things.
Thisfellow hasasense of being personally involved, inavery
satisfactory way, in production.

So, our job isto produce this kind of society, to produce
this environment, in which the individual entrepreneur can
function, as an entrepreneur, usualy a small entrepreneur,
not a big corporation, but a perfectly small entrepreneur, a
few hundred employees at most, trying to move in that
direction, that form of production, that form of quality of
product, that quality of service. If thefunction of government
is to provide and ensure what only government can do, that
these essential means of infrastructure, which are needed to
promote those changes in the nature of our society, that
those can be made.

Our RelationsWith Mexico

For example, what’s happening now. Let’s just take the
one example, illustration of thispoint. The key feature of my
policy, and what I've done, is: It's very important, | think,
for Cdlifornia at this time. The second paper, which will be
distributed among you, inthecoming weeks, beforethe Recall
comes around, will be a paper which is titled “Sovereign
States of the Americas.” Now, as many of you know, espe-
cialy in California, the largest minority group, in the United
States, today, is the Spanish-speaking minority, or people of
Spanish-speaking ancestry. Thelargest single group.

Now, youthink of Californiainthoseterms. All right. Y ou
have the Spanish-speaking part, which also covers Texas, the
border areas, and so forth. Then we take another part, another
aspect of California. How about Asian population? Asianim-
migration? How much of Asiaisrepresented in the nation of
California? How much of other partsof theworld? California
is a special kind of melting-pot nation. And how we think,
as a nation—whether it's a state or a nation as a whole—is
reflected in the way we are able to engage, with neighboring
countries. And the most relevant neighboring country, for the
United States today, is, of course, Mexico. Mexico has the
largest impact of any single area of the world around us,
upon California.

Mexicoisin astressful state.

Now, we havethisgreat area, which runsfromtheArectic,
downthrough the Great American Desert, between the coastal
ranges, and the Rocky Mountains—the Great American De-
sert, has not been developed. No progress has been made of
any net effect since 1910. None, since Teddy Roosevelt.
Teddy Roosevelt stopped devel opment of theGreat American
Desert. In the name of conservation—to conserve the desert.
A man with a deserted mind.
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Now, you go down into Mexico, across the border, and
you find, between the two, the branches of the Sierra Madre
mountains, you find another branch of the American Desert,
asimilar condition in Sonora, in northern Mexico. Y ou find,
Mexico is now—what are we doing in Mexico? We have a
problem, across-border problem. We havefirst- and second-
generation Mexican immigrants, in the United States, who
are adapting to the United States, southern states, and largely
Cdlifornia. Then, we go across the border. These people are
supporting Californial Their cheap labor, in large degree, is
supporting the state of California.

Now, we go on the other side of border, you got these
maquiladoras. We in the United States are forcing Mexico,
for its own defense, to employ its people at wages that can
not support afamily—physically. We' reincreasing the death
rate in these areas. So, therefore, we're looting Mexico, di-
rectly, through the dlave-labor operations, which are being
run in the name of maquiladoras, acrossthe border.

We are also using a cheap Mexican labor pool inside the
United States, especially concentrated in first- and second-
generation immigrants, into residency in the United States.
Therefore, how wethink about oursel ves, how wethink about
the world, is epitomized by the way we think about these
people of Spanish extraction, Spanish-speaking extraction,
on both sides of the border, especially this particular group.

And therefore, what I’ ve proposed, to indicate the kind of
world which the United States should find itself in, a world
of acommunity of sovereign nation-states. We have to think
in concrete terms, especially in the Americas. We have to
think of our relationship, as a people, to the people of neigh-
boring countries. We have to take the advantage, that we
are a melting-pot nation, the most distinctively melting-pot
nation, in our Constitution, on this planet: We have no race
in this country! Except idiots who think they have one. We
areapeople, one people. Wearein the process of developing
asimilar language, the samelanguage culture, whichisessen-
tial. But we are one people, we are one race, the human race.
And therefore, having that character, we at our best—and |
saw this in the war, for example, World War 1l—we at our
best, we carefor other people, people of other countries. And
we practicethat, especially in conditions in our own country,
where some group in our own population, isvictimized—the
way that group corresponds to some foreign nation, as a
source of extraction.

Therefore, I’ ve featured this relationship, for a program-
matic development, of this Great American Desert, to move
thiswater project, whichistheold ParsonsNAWAPA project,
to move that thoroughly down, from the Arctic Ocean, all
the way down to the border of Mexico, southern border of
Mexico. where southern Mexico has lots of water, and high
mountain ranges. To bring this water up, as the Mexicans
have planned for a long time, along a canal on the Pacific
Coast, and a cana on the Caribbean. And also to move it
midway, up through the higher range, into areaslikethisarea
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“ Globalized” looting at work in Honduras, as children work at
slave-labor jobsto produce consumer goods for the U.S. market.

between the two SierraMadres.

If we at the same time build a new railway system, of a
modern type, down into Mexico City, now what we' ve done,
iswe' ve created the environment in which the potential, po-
tentiality of production, the product of productive improve-
ment, inthewhole areaincreases. The wealth of both sides of
the border will increase through this kind of cooperation,
while the sovereignty of both nationswill be protected.

And this is what I’m pushing. We're pushing the same
kind of thing in Asia, as Eurasian projects. In Africa, the
situation is hopeless unlesswe take power. There' s genocide
in Africabeyond belief, Sub-Saharan Africa. It's deliberate,
the United Statesgovernment isresponsible. The British gov-
ernment isresponsible, the | sraeli government—these arethe
three governments most responsible for genocidein Africa

People Need Infrastructure

So, therefore, thisisboth economics; it’sa so humanism.
We produceinfrastructure because people need it. It happens
to be also essential for economy. We produce economic rela-
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tions with other countries, based on these human considera-
tions, becausewe need them economically. We producethese
conditions, because we need it, because we're human. Be-
cause we don’t want again, ever again, to get into asituation
where we find sovereign nations of the world, killing each
other, because somebody’s manipulating them over some
conflict which isorchestrated. We want acommunity of prin-
ciple of nations on this planet.

My belief is one thing, in this connection: | know the
world fairly well, because I'm an inquisitive, nosey person,
as| guessyou could say. | look around at culturesall over the
world. | have friends and collaborators in many parts of the
world. Whenyou'realittlebit older, it helpsthe process. Y ou
get acquainted with more people. I’ vetravelled alot, assome
of you know, as some complain. But | know Europe. | know
it well enough. I now how to pick these things out; I’'m an
old management consultant, | know how to pick things out
fairly quickly.

I’vedealt With Russia. | have alongstanding rel ationship
with India, going back to World War |1 times. And | know
other parts. In parts of the Arab world, I’ m probably the only
American that they consider civilized.

So, | know the world, and | understand the world. The
time has come, I’m convinced, that the world is ripe to do,
what John Quincy Adams and Lincoln, intended, and what
Roosevelt had hoped to do. The time has come to end this
kind of conflict, a Hobbesian world conflict, and to establish
on this planet, a community of sovereign nation-states, as
a matter of principle. And to make this work, by defining
groups of economic projects of cooperation, which also have
a certain human quality, which elevate man’s sense of man,
his nature.

We in the United States, are the only nation which was
created with this mission assigned to it, at the point of our
creation. We were created by Europe, with the idea that we
could accomplish thismission. The greatest minds of Europe
at that time, especially during themiddleto late 18th Century,
concentrated on the figure of this genius, Benjamin Franklin,
who the leading scientists of Europe, looked toward, as the
|eader of anew nationin North America. A nation which was
intended to become, as L afayette put, a beacon of hope, and
temple of liberty, for all mankind.

We have that tradition! We have embedded in us, in our
national tradition, the capacity to play that role. We are hated
under George Bush, but the American ideais till respected
as an idea, in many parts of the world. We have the moral
authority, if we exert it, to say to the nations of the world:
“Come together. Let us attack this financial-economic prob-
lem. Let us work together on common interests, and let us
develop acommunity of principleamong each of us, assover-
eign nation-states. And we're going to make the Treaty of
Westphalia of 1648, finaly, the law among nations of the
world.”

Thank you.
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