somebody said. Like Martin: When Martin Luther King, be-
forehecameinto Selma, Martin Luther Kingwastold, “Don’t
go into that section.” He was hated. But, he did what he was
supposed to have done. And that is, what God had him to do.
And then, Hetook him away. If hewereliving today, maybe,
therabble-rousersmight havekilled himmentally, rather than
physically. But he did the job, that God had him to do.

And | think of people as—let’s say, a school: Here, the
teacher comesin, and says, that “I’ m going to give an exami-
nation today. And | want you to take your papers and pencils
out. And we' re going to have an examination.” Okay, in this
class, you have Martin Luther King; you have Mahatma Gan-
dhi; you have many other people, including the Kennedys,
including Lincoln. You have Lyndon LaRouche—and, be-
cause of my age, you’ ve got me!

Then, she passes out the examination. Then, she says,
“Now, | want you to be sure that you're quiet, and do your
work.” And, as soon as sheturns her back, youfind, let’s say,
Martin Luther King: “Miss Teacher, I' ve finished.”

“Bring your paper up here.” Shelooks at it. “Y ou have a
perfect score. You may pass on.” And he passes off of the
scene of this Earth, and God says, “Come up alittle higher.
Y ou've doneagood job.”

The Kennedys, 15 minutes afterward, the same thing.
“Okay. You've got agood score. Y ou may pass.”

But, 40 minutes pass—the time is only 45 minutes—40
minutespass. Many of the peoplehavefinished their examina-
tion, and they pass on. Forty-five minutes pass, the bell has
rung—and Lyndon LaRouche and | are till working!

So, we are herefor apurpose. And | am so happy to seea
man, that knowsno color. He' scolor-blind. Heisworking for
people, for the human race. And he realizes that we are our
brothers' keeper, whether we are on this side of the ocean, or
theother side. And herealizes, al so, unless peopl e throughout
the world begin to recognize people, justice, understanding,
love, humility, then we have not completed our job.

So, | introduce to some of you, present to others, the man
that God has ordained as aleader for people throughout the
world: Lyndon H. LaRouche.

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Thank you, young lady. Oh, thank you Amelial She's
very specia to us, and to my wife—when | say “we’—my
wife, aswell. She'sbeen likeamother to my wife. And she's
been precious.

Wehavetwo problems, | think, which should bethebasis
for reflecting on Martin’slife, today. One, we have anationa
crisis. Now, I’ mnot going to mince words; and I’ m not going
todo any political hacking. But thefactshaveto betold. This
economy is collapsing! The situation, relatively speaking, in
terms of basic economic infrastructure, of the United States
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today, is worse than in 1933, when Roosevelt came into the
White House, in March.

That is, you look around you: infrastructure, energy, so
forth; the conditions of life of our people, around the world;
and don’t look in the big cities, where they put on a facade,
and say, “Things are fine.” Look in the communities. For
example, Detroit, now, hashalf thepopulationit usedto have.
Anindustrial city isgone. Look around Birmingham, you see
how the same thing is reported. It was never rich. But, their
sense of loss, of loss, of loss, of this, of that: That’ sthe situa-
tion of the United States.

Then you get an indifference, anindifferenceto the prob-
lemsof theUnited States. Wehave 48, at |east, of the 50 states
are bankrupt, hopelessly bankrupt. That is, the states can not
possibly raise the tax revenue, without sinking the economy
further, to meet the essential obligations of government. This
ischaracteristic of at least 48 states.

And it' s getting worse.

‘We'rein Trouble

If you look at the cost of living, theincrease of the cost of
living, as compared to what is officially reported, look at the
prices of food in grocery stores, over the past six months, in
the United States.

Look at the fact that the U.S. dollar—not long ago, 83
centswould buy aeuro; today it takesa$1.26 or $1.28 to buy
aeuro. TheU.S. dollar iscollapsing in value.

What is increasing, is the amount of money associated
with gambling. And thebiggest form of gamblingisoccurring
on Wall Street. The money is going to drive up—in apurely
speculative way, on side bets on the economy—to drive up
the value of stock prices for some companies. And, as soon
as some company getsrich, the leaders of the company go to
prison, like Enron. Because we have gone from the “steel”
business, to the “stealing” business. The nature of the
economy.

We'reintrouble. We' reintroubleonaworld scale. Since
January of 2002, when the present President made an unfortu-
nate speech, in the State of the Union Address, the attitude
toward the United States, has fallen rapidly to the lowest
I’ ve ever seen, among nations all over the world. Throughout
Eurasia, throughout the Americas, the United States is de-
spised, where it was still at least respected, or even loved,
before. We areintrouble.

Andlook at theworld. Theworld facesagreat crisis. And
theUnited Statesfacesagreat crisis, indealingwiththeworld.
The largest concentrations of population of the world are
China, for example, at one point, 1.3 billion or more; India
over 1 hillion; then you have Pakistan, Bangladesh, and the
countriesof Southeast Asia: Thisisthegreatest concentration
of populationonthisplanet. It' san emerging part of theworld.
The question is, what' s the relationship of the United States
tothese people of Asia, who represent, by and large, different
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cultural backgrounds, than those of usin the United States or
in Western Europe?

How arewe going to find peacein atroubled world? How
are we going to find reconciliation in a troubled world, with
countries which have turned against us, because of the war
policies of Cheney and some others?

So, weface the situation.

Now, go back alittle bit, to thetimethat Bill Clinton was
inaugurated as President. Now, think about something some
of you know about: Think about the status of the Black Cau-
cus, Legidative Caucus, or Black Congressional Caucus, in
1993, when Bill Clinton came into the White House. Now—
go through the list of names. Where are those people, and
their replacements today? There has been a winnowing out
of the palitical achievements, throughout the country, of the
black caucuses.

Thisisthe problem | deal with constantly, actually from
1996 on. It became worse, accelerated. Brutally.

The Significance of Martin Luther King,
Today

So, wedo not face anew problemtoday, in one sense. We
face the same problem, in principle, that Martin faced. And
faced successfully. And | would propose, that in the lesson of
Martin Luther King, and his life, there is something we can
learntoday, which bringshimback tolife, asif hewere stand-
ing here, alive, today. There's something specia about his
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LaRouche at Mt. Canaan
Baptist Church on Jan. 18, with
Eddie Tucker, Talladega City
Council member and Talladega
County Democratic
Conference chairman.

life, his development, which should be captured today by us,
not only in addressing the problems of our nation, which are
becoming terrible; but the problems of our relationship with
the world as a whole. How are we going to deal with these
cultures that are different than our own? With an Asian cul-
ture; with the Muslim cultures around the world—over abil-
lion Muslims around the world; with the culture of China,
which is different than ours; the culture of Southeast Asia,
which is different than ours; the culture of Myanmar?

They're al human. They all have the same ultimate re-
quirements, the same needs. But, they’re different cultures.
They think differently. They respond to different predicates
than we respond to. But, we must have peaceful cooperation
with these people, to solve world problems.

Then you start thinking about someone like Martin. And
| want to indicate, inthe context | just stated, what the signifi-
canceof Martinis, today. We had no replacement for Martin,
lesson number one. Martin was a unique personality. Hewas
not a talented person who happened to stumble into leader-
ship, and could be easily replaced by other leaderswhowould
learnthejob, andtakeover afterward. Wehad no replacement.
No one in the position to replace him. Many wished to be—
they didn’t haveit.

What did Martin have? What was the essence of Martin,
that made him something special ? Let’ s compare three cases,
to get at this. One, Martin himself. The other, the case of
France' s famous heroine, Jeanne d’ Arc—and |I' m rather fa-
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miliar withthedetailsof theactual history of the Jeanned’ Arc
case, which is comparable, in asense, avery specia way, to
the case of Martin. And then, also, with afictitious case, but
which points to the problem we face: the case of Shake-
speare’s Hamlet, especialy the Hamlet of the Third Act
soliloquy.

Now, what wastheissue? Martin wastruly aman of God.
Truly. Inaway that very few peopleareactually abletorealize
intheir lifetime. It wasn’t just that he was aman of God: It's
that he rose to the fuller appreciation of what that meant.
Obviously, theimagefor him was Christ, and the Passion and
Crucifixion of Jesus Christ. That was his source of strength.
Helived that. He had gone to the mountaintop, at a point that
he knew his life was threatened by powerful forces in the
United States. And he said, “I will not shrink from thismis-
sion, even if they kill me.” Just as Christ said, and I'm sure
that was in Martin’s mind, at that point. The Passion and
Crucifixion of Christ is the image which is the essence of
Chrigtianity. It'san image, for example, in Germany, or else-
where, wherethe Bach . Matthew Passionisperformed. It's
atwo-hour performance, approximately. In those two hours,
the audience, the congregation, the singers, the musicians, re-
live, inapowerful way, the Passion and Crucifixion of Christ.
And this has always been important: To re-livethat. To cap-
ture the essence of what Christ means, for al Christians. And
Martin showed that.

Thedifferenceisthis—and|’ll comeback to Jeanned’ Arc
(or call it, Joan of Arc, in English). The difference is, most
people tend to believe, “Yes, | wish to go to Heaven,” or
something likethat. Or, don’t. Don't care. But, they arelook-
ing for answerswithinthe boundsof their mortal life. They're
thinking of the satisfactions of the flesh. The security they
will enjoy, between the bounds of birth and death. Whereas,
thegreat leader, likeMartin, risesto ahigher level. They think
of their life, as the Gospel presentsit, asa“talent.” That is,
lifeisatalent, given to you: You're born, and you die. That
isyour talent, what you have in that period. The question is,
you' regoing to spend it anyway. How are you going to spend
it?What areyou goingtospenditfor, to securefor al eternity?
What are you going to do, asamission, that will earn you the
place you want to occupy in eternity?

Martin had a clear sense of that. That mountaintop ad-
dress, for me, struck me years ago—clear: It wasjust aclear
understanding of exactly what he was saying; what he was
saying to others. Lifeisatalent: It is not what you get out of
life; it swhat you put into it, that counts.

Martin had that. That's why he was a leader. And I've
known many of theother leaderswith him, inthat period. They
didn’t quite havethe same spark. They may have accepted the
idea. They may have believed in it. But, it didn’t grip them
thesameway it did Martin. Andit cameto griphim, I’ m sure,
more and more, ashetook on more and more responsibilities.
As aleader, you feel this. Y ou see your people. Y ou see the
things you have to cope with, the suffering; you see the dan-
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ger. And you haveto find within yourself the strength, not to
flinch. Not to compromise.

TheMartyrdom of Joan of Arc

Take the case of Jeanne d' Arc, to the comparison—Joan
of Arc, asshe'scalled. Thisisthereal history: She was such
asignificant figure, in the 15th Century, that her history was
thoroughly documented at the time, and cross-checked and
so forth. She was afigure in al Christianity. She was a key
figurein the history of France.

Here she is, a woman, a young woman, coming from a
farming background, who is inspired to believe that France
must be freed from the terrible occupation of the Norman
chivalry; that France must become a true nation. And that it
must be risen out of its condition, to become anation, to take
care of these problems; that God wished this to happen. So,
she went, through a series of events, to a Prince, who wasthe
heir, nominally, to the throne of France. And she said to this
Prince—having gotten in there with various credentials—
“God wants you to become King.” And helooked at her, and
hesaid, “What doyouwant fromme?’ Shesaid, “1 don’t want
anything from you. God wants you to become aKing.”

And so, because of her power, of her personality and her
mission, the King gave her the command of some troops, in
avery serious battle at that time, under the assumption that
she would be killed, as the leader of these troops, and that
would settle the whole problem. She wasn’t killed. She won
the battle! Personally leading the battle!

And, France was mobilized for the idea of its indepen-
dence, to alarge degree, asaresult.

Then the time came that the Prince was crowned King.
But then the King betrayed her to the enemies of France, to
the British, the Normans. And she was put on tria by the
Inquisition, which isahorrible thing. Thisisthe worst kind
of injustice you can imagine. And in the course of the trial,
she was offered bait: “If you will back off alittle bit, girl, we
won’'t burn you at the stake, alive.” And she said, “No.” She
flinched—"Maybe | should compromise.” She had priestsin
there, trying to get her to compromise. She said, “I won't
compromise. | can not betray my mission.”

She had gone to the mountaintop. “I will not betray my
mission. | will stay my course.”

So, they took her. They tied her to astake. They piled the
wood on the stake. They set fire to the stake, while she was
alive. They cooked her to death. Then, they opened the pile
of wood, to seeif she was aive or not; they found she was
dead. And they continued the process, restarted the fire, and
burned her, into ashes.

But, out of that, two things happened. Out of that, France
revived and got itsindependence. And | ater, got thefirst mod-
ern nation-state of Louis XI, that is, Louis the Eleventh of
France. And the significance of that isthis, for ustoday: Be-
cause of that victory, because of what happened with Louis
X1 of France, we had the first European state, in which the
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Joan of Arc, like Dr. King, “ had gone to the mountaintop.”
Though offered a deal that would have saved her from being
burned at the stake, sherefused. “ | will not betray my mission. |
will stay my course.” Theresult was the emergence of Franceasa
nation-state.

government was responsible for the general welfare of all of
the people. The general welfare, meansexactly what it means
in | Corinthians 13, when Paul writes of agape; or we some-
times call “love,” or “charity.” It's that quality. It is not the
law, it is not the rule-book, that counts. It's your love of
humanity that counts. That youmust alwayslivefor your love
of humanity. And therefore, government is not legitimate,
except as government is efficiently committed to the general
welfare, of not only all of the people, but also the improve-
ment of the condition of life of their posterity.

And, for thefirsttime, in France, withthat state, the princi-
ple of constitutional law, that government can not treat some
of the people as human cattle—it is not legitimate; it isnot a
nation, if it treats some of its people as human cattle—it must
think of the general welfare of all of the people. It must be
captured by a sense of responsibility to all of the people and
to their posterity.
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Because we're all mortal. And to arouse in us the pas-
sions, while we're alive, which will impel us to do good,
we have to have a sense that our life, and the consuming
of our life—the spending of our talent, is going to mean
something for coming generations. The best people look for
things—Ilike Moses—that are going to happen, when he
will no longer be around to enjoy them. It's this sense of
immortality. It's why parents, in the best degree, sacrifice
for their children. It's why communities sacrifice for educa-
tion, for their children, for opportunities for their children.
You go through the pangs of suffering and shortage, but
you have the sense that you're going someplace, that your
life is going to mean something. That you can die with a
smile on your face: You've conquered death. Y ou’ ve spent
your talent wisely, why life will mean something better for
generations to come.

That was the principle! That principle inspired the man
whobecameKingHenry V11 of England, to dothe samething
against the evil Richard 111, and establish England, at that
time, as the second modern nation-state.

In a sense, that's what Martin was doing, the same kind
of process.

Hamlet, and the Problem With Education

But, now, let’ stake the other side of the thing. Let’ stake
the case of Hamlet: Haml et says, that we have the opportunity
to fight, to free ourselves from horrible conditions, but! But,
what happens after we die? What happens beyond death?
And, itisthefear of what happensbeyond death, which makes
peoplecowards: And, thatisour problem, intheUnited States,
today! It's the problem of our leadership in the Democratic
Party. It's the problem in the Republican Party, because not
al Republicansare bad. Some of them arevery good. | intend
to incorporate some of them in my government. I’m not very
partisan, when it comes to government. I’'m partisan about
getting it established.

So, that's the point. The problem here is this. [Most
Americans do not] actually believe that man is different than
an animal. Do you think, in the schoolstoday, in the newspa-
perstoday—do you think that Americansbelieve, in any sig-
nificant way, that man is different than an animal ?

Our teaching, we don’t teach that. Look at our standard
curriculum. Many of you know something about education.
What our education policies are now, nationally, areacrime.
Y ou don’t know anything—you learn to pass atest! And you
wonder if the person who designsthetest knowswhat they’re
talking about. Testsareissued in various parts of the country,
not to test what you' ve done to the students, in terms of what
they know. Sometimesthestudentscomeout, saying, “1 know
nothing.” Honor students say, “In my years in secondary
schooal, | learned nothing! The way it’s being taught now,
under the standard now.” What they’re testing is the obedi-
ence training of the students, in that school district, or that
part of the country, as measured by some standard. Districts
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are competing for money! And the performance, like the dog
training, of the studentsin the school becomes astandard, for
how much money and how many honorsthat district will get
inthefollowing year.

We're no longer concerned. We don't believe, as a na-
tion—we don’t believe in developing people! We have be-
come like Rome, ancient Rome, a society of “bread and cir-
cuses.” Get your crumbs, and be entertained. And the
entertainment gets more and more vicious as it goes along.

For example, today, do people work? Is their mentality
one of working? Do they believe in work? Do they believe
thesociety givesthemthe opportunity towork?No. It doesn’t.
It gives them the opportunity to get some money.

What isthe biggest growth industry in the United States?
Gambling. What is Wall Street? Gambling. What is Enron?
Gambling. What' re these guys that are going to jail in New
Y ork? Gamblers.

Thementality of thecountry isthat if you' regettinglucky,
and winning the lottery, and winning at the track, that you're
getting ahead. Even though your industry is collapsing, your
farmisgone, the city government can no longer affordto take
care of your essential needs: We've gone into becoming a
gambling society.

Werely onwhat? Massentertainment! What kind of mass
entertainment? Isn’t this something you really should be
ashamed of ?

We no longer regard human beings as human. We no
longer understand what is human.

| started a youth movement, some four years ago. It con-
centrates on young people 18-25 years of age, that is, the
university age-group. And, as you know, people, when they
get to about 18-25, under normal conditions, have passed over
from thinking of themselves as adolescents—as being half-
adults/half-children—into becoming, in asense, adults. They
have adult confidence, adult impulses, and so forth. . . .

If man werean ape, for exampl e, the popul ation of human
beings on this planet would never have exceeded several mil-
lion individuas. So, don't make a monkey out of man. We
have now, over 6 hillion people on this planet, to take care
of—and they’ re growing. The point isthat man has been able
to discover what no animal can do: To discover universa
physical principlesof the universe, to apply these discovered
principlesto makeimprovementsin society, which increases
man’s power over nature, just as you can read in Genesis 1:
man and woman made equally in theimage of the Creator, in
the likeness of the Creator, and responsible for this function.
That’swhat we are.

Whenweteach physical science, whenweteach Classical
art, and when we teach history from that standpoint, we are
actually imparting to young people, asense of their humanity.
They are capabl e of re-enacting the great discoveriesof prin-
ciple from the past, whether in art, or whether in physical
science. When they know that, they know the difference be-
tween themselves and the beast. They pride themselves on
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this, and they say, “We' rehuman.” And they canlook at each
other withlove, akind of lovewhichisexpressedin education
by the proper kind of class, in which students share in the
process of fighting through the act of discovery for them-
selves, a principle presented to them as a challenge and a
paradox.

I mean, there's a loving relationship, a class of the size
of 15-25, typical, good university, good secondary school
class; in which the students are given the responsibility,
given achallenge, totry to fight it through among themsel ves.
And, the good teacher tries to evoke this kind of response
from among the students, find two or three in the classthat' ||
start the discussion; and try to get the entire class involved
in the discussion. So that, what comes out of that is not
memorizing something in a textbook. What comes out of
that, is the process of a social experience of discovering the
meaning of a principle, as if they had made the original
discovery themselves. Thisis done, not by teaching the indi-
vidual student (although that sometimes works)—it’'s done
by getting the students to interact, in the process of dis-
cussion!

That’s why you want a class size of between 15 and 25.
Not too many, to excludethe opportunity for peopleto partici-
pate. Not too few, so you don’t get the stimulation of starting
the discussion. But, it's this socia process of relationship,
among peoplewho love each other, inahigher sense, because
they have shared the process of discovery of a principle; or
they’ veunderstood something about history. But, they shared
it And, the idea of sharing human knowledge, as human
knowledge, isthe essential act of loving. And you love man-
kind, and you’ re happy with mankind, when you haveworked
together to make a discovery together with people.

And you redlize you can rely on those people for that
kind of method. You got a problem with them? Well, go
back to the method. Talk to them, the same way you do in
aclassroom. Fight it out with them. And these young people
arefun: They fight it out, until 3 or 4 0’ clock in the morning.
| usually—you know, when | give alecture with these guys,
they go at me for about four hours. | give them about a one-
hour presentation, or something like that, and they're at
me—they’re at me, all over the place! But, it’ sbeautiful! It's
wonderful! And, | think anybody who's been in education,
knows exactly what I’'m talking about. It's beautiful—it's
wonderful.

So, thisisthe problem: We have a population, we have a
world, in which there's a shortage of people who actually
understand, fully, the meaning of the difference between man
and beast. That man isacreature, asdefined by Genesis 1, is
made in the likeness of the Creator of the universe.

Thisisus!

Becausewetransmit theseideas, becausewetransmit this
work as no animal can, we love one another. We love the
people who come before us. We love those who are coming
after us. We care for them. In avery selfish way: Because, in
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our spending our talent of life, our sense of beauty depends
upon what was coming out of our life, in future generations.
We love children for that reason. They're our children. We
love grandchildren, even morethan children, sometimes. Be-
cause, our children were able to produce these children—
that’s great! | mean, you love them specialy. Particularly, a
person becomes agrandparent, they love these grandchildren
especially for that reason.

So, thiskind of lovingislacking, generally, inthe popul a-
tion, inleaders.

Reach the ‘Forgotten Man’

Martin obviously had that. Martin was one of the rare
people, in histime, who had a deep sense of what itistobea
human being. Who had a deep sense of the lesson of the
Passion and Crucifixion of Christ. He was able to bring to
politics—which he didn’t go into to get in as politics, as
such—hewasanatural leader. The natural |eader isone, who
comes not from the political process as such, but from the
people. Martin never achieved political office. Yet, he was
probably as important a figure of the United States as any
modern President. Heachieved that. Hisauthority, asaleader,
camefrom the people. Hefought against the peopl e, and with
the people, to freethem. He was aleader, in atrue sense. His
power asapoalitical force, inthenation and intheworld, came
from hisrelationship to the people.

And, that’s our situation, today. And why I’'m so glad to
behere, and havethisopportunity to bewith you: Becauseyou
typify those who are struggling, in this country and abroad,
for the so-called “forgotten man,” as Franklin Roosevelt was
summoned, in 1933, to the Presidency. Eighty percent of the
population of the United States, in particular, and many
around theworld, are the forgotten man and woman. Nobody
really cares about them. Take the case of health care, the
health care history; take the case of al kinds of things.

The only way you can renew anation—as Martin madea
great contribution to renewing the United States—is, you
have to go to the forgotten man and woman, especialy to the
“have-nots,” and if you can express aloving attitude, toward
the problem of the have-nots, those who arethe lower side of
life—then, you are capabl e of representing theprinciple, upon
which modern government shoul d be based. The sameprinci-
plethat Jeanne d’ Arc made possible, in asense, in her contri-
bution to the emergence of France asthe first modern nation-
state, committed to the general welfare.

If youwant to be atruepolitician, you must be committed
to the general welfare. Y ou must be committed to mankind.
And to be committed to mankind, is to look at the person
who's in the worst condition, in general—and uplift them!
Then, you really have proven, that you care about the general
welfare. If you don’t go to those people, you' re not with the
genera welfare. If you don’t have your roots in a fight for
the general welfare, you' re not capable of leading our nation,
which is a nation Congtitutionally committed to the gen-
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eral welfare.

Martin had that.

All the great leaders of history have usually come out of
that kind of background. They were not born leaders. They
were not el ected to beleaders. Some of them became elected,
in the course of life. But, they didn’t start out and establish
their leadership by being elected. They established their |ead-
ership, by finding their roots in the struggle for the well-
being of humanity. They became the representatives of some
groups, struggling for that right; or, advocate of that group,
struggling for itsrights. And they roseto aposition of leader-
ship, becausethey had themoral character, built into them, in
the image of the Passion and Crucifixion of Christ.

And, asthey get deeper into the business, and it becomes
more dangerous, as they get more influential—life does be-
comemoredangerous, asyou becomemoreinfluential—then
they realize that they arerisking their life. And, they have to
ask themselves. “For what am | going to risk my life? For
what will | not? What will | not betray, even at the cost of
losing my life?’

And, you' rethrownright back tothequestion of theCruci-
fixion and Passion of Christ.

ThePassion of a TrueL eader

Andthat’ swherewearetoday. Martin had that. Theprob-
leminthe United States, and themovement today, iswe have,
in the movement itself, become—shall we say—“civilized”
in“going aongto get along” withthe political establishment.
And, it’'sintending to believethat theroad to successis* going
alongtoget along,” youlosesight of the passionwhich should
motivate the true political leader. The passion isthiscommit-
ment: Y ou have atalent. Y ou have a sense of what your life
means. Y ou have a sense of obligation, a mission in life to
uplift the nation, by uplifting a certain part of the population,
or all of it.

And you will do nothing to betray that! That gives you
power: It givesyou the power of being acreature madein the
image of the living Creator. You tap it. Martin tapped it. He
was a man of God—not just by God, but of God. He was a
man, who in the course of life, destiny gave him the mission
of being aman of God. And, he had the strength to do that. He
had the strength to walk the road of Christ. To walk through
Gesthemane. To walk through the Crucifixion. He had that
strength, as Jeanne did, in her own way.

And, that’s the lesson, | believe, that has to be taught,
has to be understood, if we're going to save this nation. We
need to tap into that power. And, as | say, of al the images
of recent political leaders of the United States, Martin, both
as a national leader, and as a world leader—which he also
was, in terms of his influence—is the best example of the
kind of personality who we must have, and must develop,
to get us out of the horrible, frightening mess that threatens
us today.

Thank you, very much.
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