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As I have repeatedly warned over the past decades, there 
are no “crystal balls” in any competent form of economics. 
There is no possible mathematical system, as such, which 
could predict the date the present world monetary system 
would crash. In every relevant crisis, there is a certain mar-
gin of free will, but only a margin. Therefore, forecasting 
must rely on a combination of two kinds of forecasting 
methods, which we must combine as one.

1.) “Mathematically,” we should recognize that phase 
of the world system in which the economy was currently op-
erating. For example, in 1998-2000, we had already en-
tered what I had foreseen, in my 1995-1996 presentation of 
my “Triple Curve” schematic, as the area in which the det-
onation was ripe to occur, unless we acted as I had pro-
posed, to stop it by a return to the model, of President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt’s Bretton Woods system. However, 
that presented us only the broad parameters of both the tim-
ing of the crisis, and its remedy.

2.) However, we can observe the relevant current state 
of voluntary disposition of relevant individuals and social 
strata, to assess whether or not the relevant institutions are 
actually on the verge of behavior which probably would, or 
would not trigger, or delay an already existing potential 
economic collapse, as now.

In Autumn 1998, action led by the Clinton Administra-
tion, postponed a general financial collapse which was al-
ready in progress then; but, the bills to be paid for that bail-
out, have been piling up, with interest added, ever since, 
including the added, monstrous costs of Vice-President 
Dick Cheney’s and Tony Blair’s lying to us to get us into a 
seemingly permanent and also hopeless Mideast war.

Now, from the standpoint of the financial system itself, the 
present world situation is hopeless; from that standpoint, a 
new dark age were now inevitable unless we change the sys-
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tem itself. How soon? Who knows? What we can know, is the 
way we have already entered the current end-phase of that 
inherently failed system, a system which President Richard 
Nixon created in 1971-1972, a system which is soon to be 
gone forever, in one way or another. We can know the degree 
of ripeness for a crash, which is presently awful. We can as-
sess the subjectively determined patterns of voluntary human 
behavior, which will determine whether or not a crash, al-
ready overripe in the tree, will be triggered, or delayed.

So, the conditions are ripe, and the time is “about now.” 
As Wall Street used to say: The Bulls and Bears might survive, 
but the hogs who go to market now will be slaughtered.

However, from my standpoint, as an economist who ad-
heres to that American System of political-economy which 
Nixon’s crowd violated, there is still a potential escape-
hatch which could open the way to recovery, if we seize that 
option now. That means applying the same principles to the 
different world situation, today, which were used by Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt to get us successfully out of that 
sudden, deep depression of 1929-1933, the depression 
which the policies of Presidents Calvin Coolidge and Her-
bert Hoover had hung around our nation’s neck.

It can be done, if you know the principles, and apply them 
competently. First of all, today, many among you, inside or 
out of government or party leaderships, must stop making the 
increasingly popular mistakes in action and judgment which 
had become prevalent political habits since about 1971. You 
must get out of the way most of our leading government offi-
cials had been thinking up to now; if you don’t, there is now no 
hope for the United States, or the world at large.

It was going to come to this, if you did not act appropri-
ately to change our ways. Now, as in the moment of world 
war or peace, the time for that decision has come.

—Lyndon
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President Franklin D. Roosevelt delivers his annual report to Congress, March 1, 1945. There is still “a potential escape-hatch which could 
open the way to recovery, if we seize that option now,” LaRouche writes. That means applying the principles used by FDR to get us out of the 
Depression.
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Introduction
The world as a whole is presently caught within the last 

phases of a general breakdown-crisis, a crisis for which there 
is no  true comparison, until now, within modern European 
history  since  the  1618-16�8  Thirty Years  religious  war.  In 
fact,  the nearest  resemblance  to  the  current  threat,  is  to be 
found in European history in the so-called “New Dark Age” 
of Europe’s mid-Fourteenth Century. In that mid-Fourteenth-
Century collapse, half of the parishes of Europe were erased 
from the map, while the level of the population was reduced 
by about one-third.

That does not mean that an event like that is inevitable; it 
does mean that something probably even far worse than that 
medieval horror will soon hit the world as a whole, unless we 
make certain specific, willful changes in our nation’s, and the 
world’s economic policy of practice, and that right now. This 
present  financial  system  itself,  is  already  doomed;  but,  a 
change to the right choice of new system, to replace the pres-
ent, failed one, a change back to the recovery policies of Pres-
ident Franklin Roosevelt, could still get us through the crisis, 
leaving the emptied hulk of the failed financial system itself 
behind us.

The central feature of this report is the subject of those 
necessary changes.

A successful recovery is probably still a presently avail-
able option; but, would be possible now only on the condition 
that we reverse every trend introduced to our nation’s general 
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outlook on  trans-Atlantic monetary-financial  and economic 
policy,  and  also  that  of  relevant  other  nations,  since  about 
March 1, 1968. We must return, in fact, to the systemic kind of 
political-economic policies of the post-war world economic 
recovery, policies which  the U.S.A. would have continued, 
had President Franklin Roosevelt lived to complete his fourth 
term in office.

With the exception of the interval from the March 1933 in-
auguration of President Franklin Roosevelt, through a point 
some time immediately after the assassination of President 
John F. Kennedy, the world at large has been dominated, di-
rectly or indirectly, for about three centuries, by the effect of 
the economic doctrines of the Anglo-Dutch Liberal System of 
monetarism.  This  Liberal  system,  was  the  influence  into 
which the fraudulently arranged U.S. 196�-1972 Indo-China 
war led, and trapped us, under President Lyndon Johnson. It 
was the influence which continued that war through, and even 
slightly  beyond  the  first  term  of  President  Richard  Nixon. 
Near the end of the Indo-China war, Nixon and George Shultz 
destroyed Franklin Roosevelt’s Bretton Woods system. That 
long Indo-China (official) war of 196�-1972, did much to ruin 
us,  as  the  lies  of  Britain’s Tony  Blair  government  and  the 
George W. Bush Administration launched the similarly use-
less wars in Southwest Asia which have nearly completed our 
nation’s ruin today.

That  occurred,  notably,  during  the  same  time-frame 
which, for related reasons, the Soviet economy was also be-
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This 1995 “Typical Collapse Function” heuristic shows how the 
physical economy crashes, as monetary and financial aggregates 
soar into hyperinflation. The timing of such a collapse depends 
upon the voluntary actions of human beings, either to delay the 
advent of a crash (making it worse when it comes), or to prevent it 
by taking actions for the general welfare.
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coming increasingly unstable. The cultural influences which 
led to our own and the Soviet system’s ruin, were ultimately 
complementary, and could have been avoided only if the So-
viet  government  had  accepted  the  negotiations  offered  on 
March 23, 1983, by U.S. President Ronald Reagan. All es-
capes from the real-life tragedies of great nations occur only 
by “kicking against the pricks,” by choosing a certain path-
way to safety which presently prevailing habits, as now, tend-
ed to forbid.

Ironically,  the varieties of Marxist economic systems, 
while differing, in some of their well-known political ob-
jectives, from other branches of what had been laid down as 
the British  economic dogma, were,  axiomatically,  no  ex-
ception  to  the deeply underlying principles of  the Anglo-
Dutch Liberal System of political-economy. Karl Marx and 
his followers had emphasized this connection repeatedly.1 
Furthermore, despite the hostility between the Soviet and 
“Western” Anglo-Dutch varieties of monetary systems, the 
two were closely interrelated, especially so since the Soviet 
system’s  bringing  within  its  borders  the  virtual  “Trojan 
Horse” of the Bertrand Russellite, pro-Malthusian dogmas 

1.  The outcome of Karl Marx’s doctrine was: 1.) The British (i.e., Anglo-
Dutch Liberal) System was the first and only “scientific” doctrine of political 
economy, a political-economy which was 2.) assumed to lead into the inevi-
tability of “capitalism’s” “scientifically necessary,” Marxist successor.
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of Cambridge systems analysis.
Thus,  viewing  matters  broadly,  since  1763,  there  have 

been only two significant models of modern world economic 
systems, world-wide: on the one side, two differing varieties 
of  the  same  “Adam  Smith”  model, Anglo-Dutch  and  pro-
Marxist, spun out of the British version of Anglo-Dutch Lib-
eralism; and on the other side,  the contrary tradition which 
had been established under our Constitution, as our American 
System.2

The  presently  continuing,  essential  difference  between 
those two leading species of world systems, lies in the fact, 
that the Anglo-Dutch Liberal System (which, incidentally, in-
cludes fascist varieties of economies) is a monetary system 
whose  root was derived  from  the  tattered  remains of  a  so-
called ultramontane, medieval system of “globalization”; that 
was the medieval form of empire, which had been established 
under the curious partnership of Venice’s financier oligarchy 
with the Crusading Norman chivalry.

The  implied  design  of  modern  Anglo-Dutch  Liberal 
System, expresses a slight, but crucially significant change 
from  the  Fourteenth-Century  failure  of  the  old,  medieval 
form of the imperialistic Venetian system. It was a change 
made in the attempt to crush the reforms which had been ex-
pressed by the great ecumenical Council of Florence, an at-
tempted defeat of the Florence reforms which evolved into 
the reactionary form of the late Sixteenth and early Seven-
teenth centuries’ new, Liberal Venetian system, a new sys-
tem introduced by Paolo Sarpi. Sarpi’s so-called philosoph-
ical  Liberalism,  has  been  the  reform  at  the  root  of  the 
Anglo-Dutch Liberal dogma of monetarism. That is the Sar-
pi reform which has remained the keystone of all monetarist 
dogma and policy, and the present drive toward an imperial 
form of a new Tower of Babel, which is called “globaliza-
tion” today.

The British East India Company was established as an im-
perial power, with the February 1763 Peace of Paris, as fol-
lowed by the ruin of France in the 1789-1815 rampage of both 
London-steered Jacobins and Count Joseph de Maistre’s Mar-
tinist freemasonic redesign of Napoleon Bonaparte. The more 
or  less  inevitable  fall  of  Bonaparte,  established  the  British 
Liberal  system of political-economy as hegemonic  interna-
tionally, almost to the present day, but with the single signifi-
cant exception of those decades during which the world-sys-
tem was under the strong influence of the American System of 
political-economy.

2.  In  large  degree,  not  only  was  the  work  of  Adam  Smith  copied  from 
France’s  Physiocrats  Quesnay  and Turgot,  but  much  of  Smith’s  viciously 
anti-American  tract,  his  Wealth of Nations,  was  virtually  plagiarized,  in 
large chunks, from the Turgot whose confidence Smith thus violated. Smith’s 
own views are presented more clearly in his 1759 Theory of the Moral Senti-
ments.  Despite  the  successive  corruption  of  the  U.S.  economy  since  the 
deaths of Presidents Franklin Roosevelt and John Kennedy, the residue of the 
differences between the American System-based and the Liberal system con-
tinues to the present day.
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Sea-Power & Economy
In  sundry  published  locations,  I  have  had  occasion,  as 

now, to return attention to the subject of the historic advan-
tages, during past history, of maritime development over in-
land development.  I emphasize “historic,” since  the advan-
tages  are  not  relevant  for  all  times  and  places,  but,  have, 
nonetheless, crucial significance during known long waves of 
history, and also some of the pre-history of mankind, this until 
the upsurge of the changes implicit in recent qualities of rele-
vant  technological  progress.  That  subject  has  special  rele-
vance in the context of the past role of the British Empire in 
creating the institutional foundations of the presently onrush-
ing  threat  of  a  general  collapse  of  civilization  world-wide. 
(Look in the basement to learn why the house will collapse.)

As I have stressed, repeatedly, in published material over 
the recent quarter-century: in all known history, and traces of 
pre-history, the advantage had always lain, until now, with the 
superiority of maritime culture’s potential strategic advantag-
es over  those of  inland  settlements. This  is  typified by  the 
founding of the known development of Mesopotamia by set-
tlers from a non-Semitic sea-going culture based in the Indian 
Ocean; and, it is otherwise typified by the wider archeological 
evidence of the superior economic and general cultural devel-
opment of maritime cultures represented in coastal locations, 
over evidence pertaining to development of inland sites. The 
progress of civilization’s initial developments has been chief-
ly upriver from coastal settlements.

This advantage of maritime powers, such as the British 
Empire, was first seriously threatened with the appearance of 
national  railway  systems,  especially with  the  related  emer-
gence of  the post-Civil War United States of America as a 
continental power. Today, with the prospect of a shift into the 
combination of nuclear-fission as a power-source in general 
use, and the emergence of magnetic-levitation mass transport 
systems, the so-called “geopolitical” advantage of sea-power, 
the relative advantages of maritime over inland cultures, has 
entered a waning phase.

However, in the better known part of the earlier portion of 
the history of European civilization, the portion since about 
700 B.C., a crucial test of landlocked versus maritime cultures 
came to a head in the Mesopotamian-based Achaemenid-ver-
sus-Greek conflicts. The strategic pattern of all European and 
related cultural history since that time, up to the present day, 
has been set by the ambiguous outcome of the victory, led by 
Athens, against the Persian Empire’s attempt at decisive use 
of what was apparently overwhelming force, against Athens 
and its allies. Athens’ coalition defeated the Achaemenid Em-
pire by outflanking the Persian forces on land with victory at 
sea; but, then, Athens lost the longer war, to the Persian “fifth 
column’s” infiltration of the leading families of Athens them-
selves,  through  the Delphi cult’s spread of  the  influence of 
Apollonian-Dionysian  modes  of  Sophistry,  much  like  the 
modern “Baby-Boomer” culture, among the youth of the lead-
ing families of Pericles’ Athens.
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This Sophist corruption of the leading families of Athens, 
brought about the long war, the Peloponnesian War, which de-
stroyed Athens’ power, as the enemies of the U.S.A. used the 
assassination of President John F. Kennedy as the opportunity 
to manipulate the U.S.A. into that process of self-destruction 
effected through fraudulently induced long wars in Indo-Chi-
na, as under Presidents Johnson and Nixon; and, more recent-
ly, an unwinnable, spreading, long war in Southwest Asia, this 
time, under Vice-President Dick Cheney’s proverbial “Tril-
by,” President George W. Bush, Jr.

The immediate precedent for the political weakening of 
the U.S.A. by the residual maritime power of Anglo-Dutch 
Liberalism, was inherited from the precedents of the Mediter-
ranean maritime power which was crushed, momentarily, by 
Alexander the Great’s alliance with the Ionian cities and Cyre-
naicans, against Tyre, and, later, by the Romans against Car-
thage and Syracuse, and by the methods of the maritime pow-
er which came to be controlled by Rome and Byzantium, in 
playing  their  respective  parts  in  establishing  and  retaining 
their imperial power for as long as they did.

 For example: Alexander’s margin for final victory over the 
Persian Empire, had been accomplished by the preceding re-
duction of  the Persian Empire’s maritime bastion at Tyre, a 
victory which would have been impossible without the preced-
ing appeal by Alexander to his virtual cousins in the Cyrenai-
can priesthood, which resulted in the revolt of Egypt against 
the Persian Empire, and, in turn, in Alexander’s victory.

To  similar  effect,  the  roots  of  what  became  the  British 
Empire, are to be found in the shift of power in the Mediter-
ranean from Byzantium to Venice, a shift which resulted from 
the use, initially by Byzantium, of Saxon pirates from Jutland 
and nearby Scandinavian maritime locations, against Anglo-
Saxon civilization, and the key role of declining Byzantine 
power  in deploying  the same northern sea-raiders,  together 
with  the  Normans  as  such,  against  the  remains  of  Char-
lemagne’s reign. The internal decline of Byzantium’s vitality, 
opened the door for the emergence of a new hegemonic impe-
rial power, the Venetian financiers’ imperial maritime power 
of the Eleventh through the Fourteenth centuries.

This rise of Venetian power was not only typical of the 
forerunners of what became known as British imperial geo-
politics of the late Eighteenth Century and beyond. The Ang-
lo-Dutch Liberal form of maritime power was itself a product 
of Paolo Sarpi’s reform of Venetian-directed maritime power, 
shifting the base of Venice’s financier-oligarchy, from an in-
creasingly weakened strategic position as a maritime power in 
the upper reaches of the Adriatic, into what was to become the 
maritime power based  in  the northern regions of  the North 
Sea, the English Channel, and the Baltic.

The  great  long-term  threat  to  the Anglo-Dutch  Liberal 
System’s maritime supremacy, became visible in the develop-
ment of the U.S.A. as what John Quincy Adams, when Secre-
tary of State, had designed as a developed continental power, 
between two oceans, and northern and southern borders, be-
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‘intellectual 
development’ of some 
pet animals, is a result 
of a coupling of animal 
predispositions to the 
guidance supplied by 
actually human 
powers.”
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came the future great English-speaking, long-term threat to 
the  global  hegemony  of Anglo-Dutch  Liberal  imperialism. 
The victory of President Abraham Lincoln’s U.S.A. over the 
British puppet, the Confederacy, and the explosion of internal 
development associated with the launching of the transconti-
nental rail system, changed the quality of direction of modern 
world history. Maritime power persisted, but  its hegemony 
was effectively challenged.

Consider our republic’s most recently attempted destruc-
tion,  which  was  launched  by  the Atlanticist  Liberal  faction 
with the death of President Franklin Roosevelt. That destruc-
tion, and the intended assimilation of what might emerge as 
our subsequent remains, had already been Anglo-Dutch Liber-
alism’s  imperial outlook since no  later  than February 1763, 
and, most emphatically, since 1865-1879. After the U.S. vic-
tory over Lord Palmerston’s Confederacy puppet, the U.S. was 
a powerful state which could no longer be broken up by further 
attempts at breaking us into pieces by means of externally di-
rected military force. Our U.S.A., which was spreading the in-
fluence  of  the  American  System  of  political-economy  into 
Germany, Russia, Japan, and beyond, was then viewed by the 
British  monarchy’s  system  as  an  intolerable  threat,  whose 
power was to be destroyed by one means or another. The Brit-
ish monarchy considered the most immediate threat to Anglo-
Dutch Liberal imperialism as expressed by Bismarck’s Ameri-
can reforms in Germany; London intended to eliminate this 
Bismarck reflection of American influences, by pushing for a 
war between the two nephews of King Edward VII, Germa-
ny’s Kaiser Wilhelm and Russia’s Nicholas II. To this Liberal 
end,  the  assassination of U.S. President William McKinley, 
transformed the U.S. temporarily, from a rival, into a captive 
dupe and virtual ally, under fanatically Anglophile Presidents 
Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson.

Typically, following the first World War, for which Presi-
dents Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson had prepared 
the U.S. to support Britain in its intended geopolitical conflict 
with the continental powers of Europe, Britain returned this 
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favor by preparing, during the early 1920s, to join with what 
had become London’s royal asset, Japan, for what was intend-
ed to be a decisive attack upon U.S. naval power, with Japan 
then assigned to prepare to take out the U.S. base at Pearl Har-
bor. Later, when Britain had been turned away from its intend-
ed accommodation to Nazi dictator Adolf Hitler, under pres-
sure  from  the  U.S.A.’s  President  Franklin  Roosevelt,  a 
desperate Japan, now allied with Nazi Germany, continued its 
part in what had been the earlier Anglo-Japanese plan for the 
attack on Pearl Harbor. Had our carrier task-force not subse-
quently defeated the Japan carrier task-force, the Nazi opera-
tions based in Mexico would have attempted a joint Germa-
ny-Japan conduct of a planned attack on California.3

President Franklin Roosevelt, was, of course, a far differ-
ent case than either Theodore Roosevelt, Woodrow Wilson, or 
Harry Truman. FDR’s untimely death was welcomed among 
the  ranks of U.S.  and other  proponents  of  some permanent 
form of global Anglo-Dutch/American Liberal world empire, 
such as what is lately called “globalization.”� For such reasons, 
some relevant influential financier circles, including a person 
close to top levels of the Democratic Party, have frankly de-
clared, against me personally, as during the course of 2005, 
that  their  factional  stooges  within  influential  U.S.  circles, 
would never permit a potential resurrection of President Frank-
lin Roosevelt’s U.S.A., to come near to power in the U.S.A., 
ever again. These present-day apostles of “globalization” have 
acted against me, if with marginal success, within the Demo-
cratic Party, the relevant press, and elsewhere, accordingly.5

I shall now show why such fellows have often regarded 
me, explicitly, especially since March 1983, as a serious spe-
cial kind of danger to what they wish to perceive are their spe-
cial financial and related interests.

3.  The celebrated case of U.S. General Billy Mitchell typifies the situation 
during the 1920s. In the context of the post-World War I negotiations of pro-
posed pro-British parities in world naval power, knowledge of the intent of 
London and Japan to ally themselves with a planned destruction of a large 
margin of U.S. naval power, became a featured subject of U.S. war plans. The 
intended assignment of Japan to “take out” the U.S. Pearl Harbor base was 
well known. Mitchell’s intention, as this was presented during the proceed-
ings of his court-martial, was to create a U.S. aircraft-carrier potential for 
dealing with such cases as the specific Japanese intent to carry out the agree-
ment with Britain to take out the Pearl Harbor base.

�.  This effort at an Anglo-American-Dutch Liberal alliance for “globaliza-
tion,” was launched by the same trans-Atlantic financier channels of Brown 
Brothers Harriman which had initially been steered by Hitler sponsor, and 
head of the Bank of England Montagu Norman. President Franklin Roosevelt 
had been key in breaking up the intendedfinancier interest’s intended coop-
eration with Hitler. After Roosevelt’s death, there were sudden re-arrange-
ments, which continue to haunt the world to the present day.

5.  I obviously have no “racial” sort of quarrel with the people of the British 
Isles. I am, by pedigree, a New Englander, with roots back to the middle of 
the Seventeenth Century. At least half of my ancestry is traced to the British 
Isles from England from the time of the Norman Conquest, and to Scottish 
and Irish ancestry more recently, in addition to the obvious French. My rele-
vant objections are to imperialism in particular, and oligarchism in general. I 
wish to improve the British population, not injure it.
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The Crucial Lesson From History
All of this which I have just summarized respecting the 

roots of today’s Anglo-Dutch Imperialism, reflects the span of 
history  of  European  civilization’s  emergence  and  develop-
ment as an independent phenomenon of world history since 
approximately 700 B.C.—a relatively brief, but most charac-
teristic slice of the history of human existence as a whole. As 
brief as that portion of the existence of mankind may be in re-
spect to the larger and longer scheme of things, there are two 
extremely relevant points to be made respecting the character-
istics of civilization as a process since about 700 B.C., as any 
attempted understanding of human nature requires.

As Plato reports, the Egyptian counselors of Athens’ rep-
resentative said: You Greeks have no old men among you. I 
refer to Plato’s remark, to aid in making a crucial point. It is 
the crucial point I wish would pervade the reader’s compre-
hension of the entire span of that knowledge which they re-
quire for an adequate insight into the exact nature of the pres-
ent  challenge  for  the  perilous  moment  immediately  ahead, 
perilous for both the continued existence of our nation, and of 
civilization as a whole. I, after all, am an old man, but one 
whom  those  Egyptians  might  have  believed,  shaking  their 
heads slowly, that I would be as one who had been born, by 
their standards, only recently, in their sobering view of the de-
termining features of the historical process of development in 
the large, as for then, for now.

Looking at the recent millennia of human history, from the 
standpoint of any thoughtful animal ecologist, the astonishing 
fact about the human species would be, that power of our spe-
cies to increase its potential relative population-density, as no 
animal species, such as the higher apes, can mimic this. The 
point is, that the greater part of human behavior is not fairly 
described as “instinctive,” but a product of cultural transmis-
sion, as if by radiation, from one generation to the next.

A glance at  the recent history of European civilization’s 
cultural  developments,  during  the  recent 2,800 years  alone, 
should astonish the modern ecologist. What he, or she should 
find astonishing, is, first of all, the vast discrepancy between 
the expansion of human potential relative population-density, 
when compared with what are, apparently, our nearest biologi-
cal cousins,  the higher apes. Secondly,  the  fact  that  this  in-
crease has been largely voluntary, not biologically determined. 
Unlike the animals, the study of crucial cases shows, that every 
type of human cultural strain exhibits the same raw degree of 
creative intellectual potentiality, such that the upper limits of 
achievement of  the  representatives  typical of  that  strain are 
fixed only by cultural, rather than biological determinations.6

A study of competent education in the principles of physi-
cal science, shows us that the greater part of this upward po-
tential  for  cultural  development,  can not  be biological,  not 

6.  E.g., Academician V.I. Vernadsky’s distinction of the Noösphere from the 
Biosphere. Cf. Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. “Vernadsky & Dirichlet’s Princi-
ple,” EIR, June 3, 2005.
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something confined to the definitions of the Biosphere; but, 
represents an accumulation of culturally-transmitted progress 
in development of  the power of our common species, over 
hundreds, or far more centuries,  through intellectual, rather 
than biological developments in cultures.7 Furthermore, these 
developmental processes are not inevitably organized in pre-
determined stages, but entire so-called “cultural stages” can 
be leaped over, ostensibly, many apparent “cultural stages” of 
development within the bounds of several generations. (Nor-
mally, the apparent unit of time to be chosen for investigation 
of such effects, is about three generations, within a family of 
a standard three generations.)

This accords with the matured Albert Einstein’s views on 
the  importance of viewing modern  science as  an  integrated 
process, expressing an implicit continuity of net  intellectual 
development from Kepler through Riemann. There exists, im-
plicitly, a best ordering of the development of those aspects of 
knowledge we associate with modern science; but, in practice, 
as Einstein, generously, did not mention that fact at that mo-
ment, there are also many cases of long periods of intellectual 
degeneration in the quality of the so-called “mainstream” of 
apparent  historical  development  of  scientific  knowledge,  as 
we have experienced this in trans-Atlantic culture recently.

It happens that no important principle of scientific or other 
knowledge could be conceivably transmitted by “programmed 
learning” methods. People can babble rehearsed formulations 
as “learning,” but they can never know a discoverable princi-
ple of nature except by experiencing the actual process of un-
learned discoveries, as Nicholas of Cusa, for one, prescribed.

These few observations I have just made here, suffice to 
point out that it is the creative processes of discovery of uni-
versal physical and comparable principle (i.e., as typical of 
only Classical modes  in artistic composition), which  is  the 
prompting of those changes in culture among human beings 
which are comparable to the effects of upward biologically 
evolutionary development among the lower animal species. 
Even the remarkable “intellectual development” of some pet 
animals, is a result of a coupling of animal predispositions to 
the guidance supplied by actually human powers.

It is those principles, as typified in quality by the discov-
ery of a physical principle, as the cases of Nicholas of Cusa, 
Leonardo da Vinci, Johannes Kepler, and Leibniz, or Kepler, 
Leibniz, Gauss, and Riemann, typify such an ordered succes-
sion in physical science, which supersede the function of bio-
logically  predetermined,  instinctive  learning  capacities  of 
 animal species. These are examples of the role of the specifi-

7.  Although I often lecture about a subject-matter, I prevent, where possible, 
any attempt at replicating all-too-typical classroom methods in inducing stu-
dents  to “learn”  formulations by aid of deduction, or  inductive argument, 
rather than to actually discover them in the sense of “owning the patent on 
their own experience of discovery of the idea and its experimental valida-
tion,”  thus  “actually knowing” not  some  formulation, but discovering  the 
idea which they will then have proven by experimental or appropriately kin-
dred means.
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cally human powers which underlie the uniqueness of seem-
ingly evolutionary development of  the society and  its  indi-
vidual  member.  This  typifies  what  is  lurking  inside  the 
individual representative of many successive generations of 
cultural development of the individual within a society. When 
one examines 2,800 years of history of specifically European 
civilization, as I have suggested above, we begin to recognize 
more fully the importance of emphasizing cultural develop-
ment, rather than mere assessment, through mere observation, 
of currently apparent cultural traditions.

The Principle of Tragedy
In the case immediately at hand, the appropriate choice of 

role by those suited to become the leaders of the U.S.A. during 
the present, critical moment of world history, is the view of 
past and future history from the informed standpoint which I 
have just outlined; it is that view which makes the difference, 
under present world-crisis conditions, between probable suc-
cess, and virtually inevitable failure. These are conditions un-
der which we must choose a change in the present quality of 
the  apparent  agenda,  rather  than  foolishly  attempting  to  re-
spond, as with yet another foolish war arranged by lies, as in 
the cases of the U.S. Indo-China War and the currently spread-
ing war in Southwest Asia. We must rise above the bounds of 
the current general estimate of what the current stubborn habits 
in opinion-making would assume the agenda to be.

To  begin  to  have  the  competence  to  foresee  where  we 
ought to go next, it is necessary, today, to reflect upon the ori-
gins of the palette of alternative and successive progress and 
failures in the experience of European history over no less than 
2,800 years to date, since the rise of the Mediterranean region 
out of a preceding, relatively dark age. On that account, most 
among our political and military strategists of today would be 
considered by Plato’s Egyptian old men as children. Consider, 
thus, the difference between the Classical and Romantic views 
on tragedy as a source of illustration of that point.

In the Classical tragedy, the subject is the pervasive fail-
ure of the entire culture which that case represents. In each 
case, as the Queen in Schiller’s Don Carlos, or the two chil-
dren of  the house  in Schiller’s Wallenstein,  it  is  the figure 
which the Classical playwright has placed on stage, but from 
just outside the scheme of the action, who is used by the play-
wright to provide the member of the audience a vantage-point 
to see that the person of Hamlet, for example, is not the spe-
cific issue of the tragedy of the play, but that he, too, is a vic-
tim of the entire culture which grips all of that intrinsically 
tragic culture as a whole. So, in Lear, where all are fools; or 
Macbeth, where all are members of a society of butchers; or, 
in Julius Caesar, from which the named personality Cicero is 
being excluded to crucial effect, from a place where he might 
be seen as a figure on stage, but exists only as an unseen pres-
ence.

Nor is President George Bush, Jr. the source of the tragic 
force  within  our  national  drama  today.  Bush’s  election  as 
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President demonstrates the principle of tragedy; the fact that 
he was placed on stage, and kept there, shows that his elec-
tion, especially his re-election, would have not have been con-
ceivable, had there not been something which is both perva-
sive and rotten in our culture, a rottenness typified, in fact, and 
that pervasively, by the Sophistry of our Baby-Boomer gen-
eration, the type of fatal trait which also visibly pervades the 
dominant generation of the society of today’s western Europe, 
as in the U.S.A., today.

It  often  appears,  thus,  that  almost  everybody wishes  to 
find a scapegoat on which to fix the blame for what are, in fact, 
our society’s presently conventional disasters. Grow up! Stop 
being a credulous Romantic! Foolish Romantics blame Ham-
let; they blame King Philip, but not Posa or Carlos, nor the 
Grand Inquisitor: they always find an excuse to blame some-
one,  or  something,  something  which  is  not  the  singularly 
guilty party, rather than blaming the generally adopted culture 
of, for example, the members of the audience.

It is that culture, as in The Iceman Cometh, which is actu-
ally the guilty party on stage, while the supposed tragic fig-
ures are merely the instruments of the guilt which is inherent 
in that shared specific culture of that population as a whole. 
The Romantic makes a farce of the tragedy he or she witness-
es, by expressing the farcical pretension, that all unpleasant 
ends seen are the fault of the tragic flaw in some individual, or 
a special group of individuals, rather than the culture of the 
would-be blamers. Friedrich Schiller’s comment on the char-
acter of the Posa of Don Carlos is relevant to this effect.

The Romantic’s populism  says:  Imprison  the man who 
pulled the rope at the lynching, and let the fellow-members of 
his Klan breathe a typically Romantic sign of relief, having 
paid, with the price of one scapegoat, for the pleasure of par-
ticipating in the murder of one individual, the victim, by offer-
ing the punishment of an accomplice as a kind of human sac-
rifice. Or,  during,  or  following  the war-time 19�0s:  “What 
smokestack? I don’t recall seeing any smokestack!”

On our national stage, it is the prevailing culture of our na-
tion,  especially  including our popular  culture, which  is  the 
root of our nation’s already existing and oncoming national 
tragedies. It is inside yourself, but also your peers, that you 
discover that trait which must be expelled from your society.

So, it happens, that he, or she who has not learned from 
Solon, the Pythagoreans, and Plato, knows nothing of crucial 
importance about the inside of European civilization today. 
Usually, he does not know, that which he wishes not to know; 
he also wishes to avoid the discomfort of knowing what needs 
to be changed in his all  too typical self. To find the escape 
from the tragic force which grips our civilization today, the 
tragic force which presently grips the willful impulses of most 
of our leaders in the U.S. Congress, for example, we must step 
outside the bounds of that, our presently, generally accepted, 
utterly tragic compulsions, our so-called current traditions of 
political and related practice.

Abandon  your  corrupt  lusting  for  the  Romantic’s  pre-
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 assured happy ending. Find what must be changed in 
your  presently  adopted  culture,  and  therefore  in 
yourself. Find what must be radically changed in our 
nation’s current behavior, and, above all else, find 
the will to make precisely that change. If you speak 
both Latin and Classical Greek, call up the shade of 
Cicero, and ask him about such things; you might 
learn something useful.

The American System
By contrast with Anglo-Dutch Liberalism, that 

American System of political-economy to which our 
nation must now return, is not a monetary system; it 
is a credit system rooted in the precedent of what had 
been developed as the pre-1688 practice of the Mas-
sachusetts  Bay  Colony.  The  American  System  is 
premised on  the  fundamental  principle of  law ex-
pressed by the 1776 Declaration of Independence’s 
citation of Leibniz’s “pursuit of happiness.” This is 
also  that  same Leibnizian principle  echoed  as our 
fundamental principle of law, in the Preamble of the 
U.S. Federal Constitution.

In brief, the British system is a monetary system, and also 
a “free-trade” system, whereas, as I have just said above, the 
U.S. Federal Constitution establishes a protectionist type of 
credit system, which is also what is sometimes termed a fair-
trade system.

From the standpoint of science, the source of the differ-
ence between the two systems is that, as Bernard Mandeville, 
the  Physiocrat  François  Quesnay,  and  Adam  Smith  insist, 
there is no actual physical, or moral principle operating in the 
top-down direction of  the Anglo-Dutch Liberal System. As 
Mandeville and Adam Smith emphasize, there is the principle 
of gambling. Their system is based on the substitute for prin-
ciple called gambling, or chance, a mathematical system of 
gambling pioneered by the teacher of Thomas Hobbes, Sar-
pi’s lackey Galileo.8

Whereas,  as  Treasury  Secretary  Alexander  Hamilton’s 
three celebrated reports to the U.S. Congress, summarize the 
characteristics of the American System of political-economy, 
the American System is premised on physical-scientific con-
siderations,  as  I  describe  that,  but  from  a  more  advanced 

8.  On this account, my associates and I have occasionally quoted from a rel-
evant passage in Adam Smith’s 1759 Theory of Moral Sentiments, as cited 
in my own and David P. Goldman’s 1980 The Ugly Truth About Milton 
Friedman: “Nature has directed us to the greater part of these [determina-
tions] by original and immediate instincts. Hunger, thirst, the passion which 
unites the two sexes, the love of pleasure, and the dread of pain, prompt us to 
apply those means for their own sakes, and without any consideration of their 
tendency to those beneficent ends which the great Director of nature intended 
to produce by them.” (p. 107) In this, Smith was following Bernard Mande-
ville’s  doctrine of  “Vices,”  and  also both  the physiocratic  doctrine of Dr. 
François Quesnay and the underlying theme of a mathematical doctrine of 
gambling by the teacher of Thomas Hobbes, Sarpi’s lackey Galileo Galilei.
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standpoint, within the body of this present report.9

In other words, the neo-Venetian Liberal system of Sarpi 
and  his  followers,  denies  the  existence  of  any  permissible 
concern  for  the possible  existence of  a provably knowable 
principle of the universe, or of any knowable sort of moral 
principle of a Creator. Their argument, is that we must leave 
these matters to nothing other than pure hedonism, and wor-
ship the result of that as the blessing of chance, as if by little 
green men casting dice under the floorboards of a sensible or 
otherwise knowable reality. These prophets of Liberal politi-
cal-economy know of no deity in the universe other than some 
fantastic croupier of a metaphysical Las Vegas resort—with a 
fixed deck, and with his hand in your pocket.

That much said on that account: as I have already indi-
cated here, the world as a whole has now entered the critical 
phase. We have arrived at the point at which the world’s econ-
omy has reached the end of its possible continued existence in 
the form of that Anglo-American policy-shaping which has 
hitherto  imposed  its will,  under  the present  system, on  the 

9.  The systems of Mandeville, Quesnay, Smith, and other notable Liberal 
ideologues are based on the principles of gambling, rather than production. 
This reliance on gambling was introduced to the Liberalism of the followers 
of Sarpi, by Sarpi’s lackey Galileo, who made himself a specialist in statisti-
cal advice to compulsive gamblers.

Library of Congress



12  Feature 

trends under which the planet as a whole has been operating 
during the recent thirty-nine years. It is for this reason that, at 
the present moment of crisis, even the relatively best—or, if 
you prefer, “least bad”—among statistical forecasters who are 
steeped in their experience and their faith in that present form 
of their adopted system, are worse than useless as prospective 
designers of economic policies today.

Therefore, speak and think of the alternative to such mad-
ness as that:

President George Washington’s original Secretary of the 
Treasury, Alexander Hamilton, presented a description of the 
lawful kernel of the monetary, banking, and economic poli-
cies of the U.S. Constitutional system, in three famous reports 
to the U.S. Congress: on Public Credit, a National Bank, and 
Manufactures. During any period the guidance provided by 
those  intermeshed policies has been followed,  the U.S. has 
prospered. Of these three, the first two should be treated as 
one, defining the credit and national-banking system, and the 
last, the third, defines the physical economy which the credit 
system is intended to promote and serve.

Three primary elements of the system are built up around 
agriculture  (rural),  manufactures  (urban),  and  nation-wide 
development of the infrastructure that links and binds both 
urban and rural systems into a single, integrated process of 
development of the increasing of the productive powers of 
labor, per capita and per square kilometer. Thus,  the  treat-
ment of manufactures as Hamilton uses that term in his Re-
port on the Subject of Manufactures, describes the physical 
purpose of the national economy, and provides the mecha-
nisms of  the long-term credit and national banking system 
needed to foster the realization of the physical purpose of the 
economy as a whole.

One crucial precedent for this, was an experience underly-
ing the argument made by Hamilton; that was the American 
experience of the Massachusetts Bay Colony’s use of a sys-
tem of scrip during the pre-1688 period. This experience was 
emphasized in Cotton Mather’s and Benjamin Franklin’s ar-
guments for a credit-system based on a paper-money form of 
public credit, under the sovereign control of the relevant po-
litical system of government (sometimes later called “green-
backs”).

This approach reflected a legacy of intentions dating back 
to the regime in France under Louis XI, an experience studied 
and used by England under Louis’ admirer Henry VII. It is, 
and was a conception of the form of political society known as 
a commonwealth since the practice of Louis’ France and Hen-
ry’s England, as the term “commonwealth” was adopted in 
use among some of the colonies in the Americas. The case of 
the Saugus Iron Works near Lynn, Massachusetts, is a promi-
nent illustration of the effect of this practice in the pre-1688 
Massachusetts colony.

The preference for closely held enterprises, such as family 
farms, modest manufacturing enterprises which emphasized 
flexibility and ingenuity, and skilled services provided by in-
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dividuals or  small firms with special  skills, characterized a 
healthy design of economic organization of communities, and 
relations among communities defined the regions of the states 
and relations among the states. The power of technology must 
lie with the people, such that that technology can not be taken 
away from the people by runaway corporate interests. Simi-
larly, the idea of “free trade” was an anathema to the free-spir-
ited American colonist and U.S. citizen of those times. “The 
laborer is worthy of his hire” was on the tips of the tongues.

Once the French Revolution had set in, the security of the 
young U.S. republic was placed in jeopardy by the tumultu-
ous developments in Europe, and the values we had thought 
we had fought to save, were now again in jeopardy, at home, 
as from abroad.

Nonetheless, I look back toward my own family’s connec-
tions within earlier North America, to certain developments 
dating from the first half of the Seventeenth Century, of which 
I have the kind of informed recollection which has been aided 
by those who my grandparents knew as their family members 
from the end of the Eighteenth Century and earliest part of the 
Nineteenth. A maternal great-great grandfather of mine was 
virtually a still living person at my grandparents’ evening din-
ner table, especially on weekends, when company from other 
branches of the family might attend. The characteristics which 
I can back-trace, thus, by aid of means from inside more than 
two centuries of the circumstances of my family’s existence, 
can be recognized as rooted in reported characteristics of life 
here during much of two centuries earlier.

After all, what  is our  immediate, practical sense of  im-
mortality of  the human soul, as distinct  from the  lot of  the 
beasts, except as the obligations of one generation to both past 
and future generations are to be seen? Thus, the U.S. Declara-
tion of Independence and the adoption of our Federal Consti-
tution, are expressions of pledges of  the presently living to 
preceding and future generations. More than the specific deed 
done, or specific pledge made and fulfilled, is the idea of dis-
coverable universal principles through which what principle 
defines as the good intent of the deceased may have a future 
harvest, as the love toward those who have gone before us, is 
the promise of the quality of what our future will become.

Those branches of the family which immigrated into the 
United States during the 1860s and early Twentieth Century, 
slipped rather quickly into the essentials of an outlook which 
was more distinctly American, than European. The essential, 
common distinction, has always been, since such events as the 
landing of  the Pilgrims and  founding of  the Massachusetts 
Bay Colony, the relative freedom from the overreaching influ-
ence of a European-style oligarchy, a freedom which is still, 
today, the crucial expression of a large difference between the 
mentality of an American Presidential system, from the crip-
pling effects of the parliamentary and oligarchical traditions 
typical of Europe.

The difference is the way in which the typical Americans 
of  my  experience  sensed  their  relationship  to  the  political 



Immigrants arriving at Ellis Island in New York City, in the early 20th
European immigrants “slipped rather quickly into the essentials of an
more distinctly American, than European”—the rejection of oligarchic
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power in our republic: our Presidential system was for many 
among us, more or less something sensed as an extended-fam-
ily affair. This was the case until the decadence of the post-
1960s turn toward increasingly great “class distinctions,” be-
tween  the  “white-collar”  upper  income-brackets  and  the 
increasingly impoverished former “blue-collar” brackets, as 
this trend was established during the last half of the 1970s—
since about the same time as the great swindle known other-
wise as Felix Rohatyn’s Big MAC rip-off.

‘The Curse of Information Theory’
What I have added to that repertoire of the American Sys-

tem which had passed into my hands, has been chiefly a by-
product of my 19�8 and  later  reaction against  the  inherent 
bestiality of the effects of the central features of the most cel-
ebrated work of Bertrand Russell’s notable devotees, Profes-
sor Norbert Wiener and John von Neumann.

The leading works of the careers of both of that pair (“in-
formation theory,” “theory of games,” and “artificial intelli-
gence”), were premised on the same central fallacy of Rus-
sell’s Principia Mathematica, whose essential incompetence 
was demonstrated by the work of Kurt Gödel in 1930-1931.10 
Those doctrines, as presented  in either  the abused name of 
“science,” or economics, echoed the Liberalism of Paolo Sar-
pi, in denying the ontological form of existence of actual hu-
man creative discovery of universal physical principles. The 

10.  Norbert Wiener, Human Use of Human Beings; John von Neumann and 
Oskar Morgenstern, Theory of Games & Economic Behavior 3rd ed. (Prince-
ton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1953). See also, the posthumously pub-
lished von Neumann Yale University lectures on “artificial intelligence.”
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influence of Sarpi on his account, is seen, 
still today, in the prevalence of the Carte-
sian  tradition  of  mechanistic-statistical 
formulations,  as  a  purported  substitute 
for the dynamical practice, as by Kepler, 
Fermat,  Leibniz,  Gauss,  Riemann,  and 
Einstein, of  the actual scientific method 
of discovery of principles.11

So,  there was my earlier concern  to 
refute what I had believed since adoles-
cence, to be the physically absurd tradi-
tion of Euclidean method. This was that 
concern expressed in a new form, as my 
recognition of the need to discover how 
best to prove my 19�8 recognition of the 
same incompetence which was expressed 
in a different  form in Wiener’s miscon-
ception, “information theory.” This pas-
sion  led me,  some years  later,  to find  a 
proper insight into the essential argument 
by Bernhard Riemann. Since that time in 
1953, my notion of a physical principle of 
potential relative population-density has 

been premised on the principled features of that work of Rie-
mann which Albert Einstein identified as a specific outgrowth 
of the pioneering discoveries by Johannes Kepler.

That is the core of my premises, as to method, in the sci-
ence  of  physical  economy.  It  is  the  improvements  which  I 
have  contributed  to  a  science  of  physical  economy,  which 
should be considered as good news for today’s world crisis. 
The bad news, is to be recognized as included in the presently 
apparent outcome of the influence of the work of Wiener and 
von Neumann, in contributing to our ruinous decay into be-
coming a “post-industrial economy.”

Wiener’s crew has helped us to communicate faster, and 
to calculate faster, but at the price of inducing us to give up 
previously indispensable habits of serious, productive think-
ing. With the adoption of “the theory of games,” we have, so 
to speak, swapped away competence and quality, for quanti-
ties of doubtful values.

That degeneration which “information theory” intersect-
ed, began with the “white-collar” decadence which swept in 
among some of the families of returning war veterans during 
the 19�5-1965 interval; but, the worst effects of this were not 
visible to public opinion, until the dragon seeds sown by the 

11.  Gödel’s Proof against Bertrand Russell (and, also, John von Neumann) 
should be compared with the central issue posed by Plato’s Parmenides dia-
logue, and with  Johannes Kepler’s  treatment of  the  fallacy of  the equant: 
Russell’s Principia Mathematica, and such among his devotees as Norbert 
Wiener and John von Neumann rejected, a priori, the existence of knowably 
efficient  universal  physical  principles  as  such,  using  the  same  argument 
which Russell simply “borrowed” from such Eighteenth-Century devotees of 
Abbé Antonio  Conti’s  neo-Cartesian  cult  as  D’Alembert,  Euler,  and  La-
grange.
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“Norbert Wiener’s crew has helped us to communicate faster, and to cal
but at the price of inducing us to give up previously indispensable habits
productive thinking. With the adoption of ‘the theory of games,’ we have
swapped away competence and quality, for quantities of doubtful values
video-game enthusiast.
1�  Feature 

likes of the morally depraved, radically existentialist European 
Congress for Cultural Freedom, which were to be recognized 
later, when relevant portions  from among  the children born 
during 19�5-1956, were harvested in the form of the so-called 
“68ers” of the white-collar “Baby-Boomer” generation. Some 
of us who were adults during the 1950s, might recall the 1950s 
horror-film, “Invasion of the Body Snatchers”!

Thus, the biggest post-Franklin Roosevelt change down-
ward, began about the time President John F. Kennedy was 
murdered, as the first wave of the generation, born in 19�5-
19�6, had  reached approximately  their eighteenth birthday. 
The sharp change came later, in 1968, when males from the 
larger wave of the post-war white-collar Baby Boomers had 
entered  universities  carrying  a  prescience  of  their Vietnam 
draft-eligibility  around  their  necks.  Then,  a  kind  of  “class 
war” broke out between the white-collar and blue-collar gen-
erations, a clash which shattered the previously established 
Democratic Party base, and brought what was to become the 
Watergate gang into the U.S. Presidency. From the middle of 
the  1970s  onward,  the  lower  eighty  percentile  of  family-
 income brackets, has undergone a persisting lowering of real 
income, while the quickly-richest among the upper three per-
centile has, until now, often preyed richly upon the ranks of 
the old and new poor alike.

So, we have been  transformed from the powerhouse of 
technology for the world, which we had become under Frank-
lin Roosevelt, to become the U.S.A. which either does not re-
ceive what it needs, or does not really earn what it gets, a so-
ciety  which  has  degenerated  into  an  echo  of  the  Spartan 
division between the ostensibly ruling social classes, and the 
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wretchedly poor. This is sometimes called, eu-
phemistically,  an  “information  society.”  For 
most  among  our  citizens,  the  really  essential 
message of today’s so-called “information,” has 
proved to be, “You are screwed!”

What we have had taken away from our cit-
izens today, is not only the heritage of our Amer-
ican Revolution, but also the best of the tradi-
tion  of  European  civilization,  which  is  also 
being lost in Europe itself. On both sides of the 
Atlantic, we have largely lost our connection to 
the  actual  creativity  expressed  by  productive 
forms of social life. We have virtually lost con-
tact  with  Classical  forms  of  artistic  composi-
tion, and, apart from mathematics as an art-form 
conceived  in  the  spirit  of  masturbation,  most 
have  virtually  lost  the  capacity  for  actually 
thinking scientifically. We have lost the habit of 
true creativity, as typified by the great surge of 
modern  scientific  culture,  as  Albert  Einstein 
once described the essential continuation of the 
work of Johannes Kepler in the work of Bern-
hard Riemann.

What we have lost, is that which has been 
denied to exist, denied, most emphatically, by the devotees of 
the  doctrines  of  Norbert  Wiener  and  John  von  Neumann: 
through the cult of so-called “information theory.” We have 
lost, thus, the power we once had, to produce humanly rele-
vant, net physical improvements in the conditions of life for 
the human race at large. Our putatively best-educated prod-
ucts of leading universities are increasingly victims of an in-
tellectually sterile state of loss of knowledge of the principles 
on which the universe is premised. We are turning educational 
institutions into something worse than diploma mills, places 
which seem to be dedicated to mass-production of babblers 
who are filled up to overflowing with the most illiterate kinds 
of sophistries, all in the place of lost science and art: babblers 
who are victims of a culture in the likeness of caricatures out 
of Jonathan Swift’s Gulliver’s Travels. Not merely Oxonians, 
but virtually oxen without corn to grind.

The World’s Road to Recovery
This circumstance now presents the statesmen of our time 

with the two somewhat interrelated, but qualitatively distinct 
tasks presented in these pages. The first study, must be to show 
how and why the present world economy is about to crash, 
and that globally, into something much worse than a legend-
ary  so-called  “cyclical  depression.”  The  second  urgently 
needed study, is to discover why, and how to shuck the pres-
ently failed system of the economy, and, also, to specify what 
changes should guide the world into a general physical recov-
ery of the economy over about a half-century ahead.

The task thus put before those among us who really care, 
should be seen as comparable, in intention, to the work of Jo-

ntertainment, Inc.

culate faster, 
 of serious, 
, so to speak, 
.” Here, a 



June 15, 2007   EIR 

hannes Kepler. All of the leading astronomers of the Roman 
tradition, the hoaxster Claudius Ptolemy, Copernicus, and Ty-
cho  Brahe,  had  failed,  systemically,  because  they  confined 
their  investigation within  the bounds of  their  superstitions, 
their certain Euclidean, or kindred, aprioristic presumptions. 
Kepler succeeded because he stepped outside  the prison of 
those assumptions. Instead of seeking to define the subject-
matter in the generally accepted terms stated, he stepped out-
side  such  assumptions.  Since  that  time,  as Albert  Einstein 
praised the continuity of the development of valid modern sci-
ence in a continuing process of creative discovery of universal 
principles, from Kepler through Riemann, Kepler had discov-
ered a universal physical principle, from outside that frame-
work of a failed science which had permitted itself to be con-
fined  within  the  shackles  of  the  Sophist  and  Romantic 
traditions.

Perhaps curiously,  there are persons who are otherwise 
qualified scientists today, who still stubbornly refuse to accept 
the  crucial  evidence  which  is  featured  in  any  possible  ap-
proach to the actual method of discovery associated with the 
revolutionary  scientific  achievements  of  Kepler,  Fermat, 
Leibniz, Gauss, and Riemann, and also of Nicholas of Cusa, 
whose work made all of those successive achievements pos-
sible. A related problem, in the domain of economy, immedi-
ately challenges the entirety of our planet today.

We could outlive the presently onrushing crisis, provided 
the leading nations of our planet, and also the others, adopt 
certain  changes  in policy,  changes which will  permit  us  to 
navigate successfully through the presently onrushing threat 
of a general, world-wide collapse, and into the unfolding of 
the greatest improvement in the human condition in all human 
existence  to date. This  requires our  return  to  the principles 
made famous by the earlier great recovery of the U.S. econo-
my under the leadership of President Franklin D. Roosevelt, 
but also requires some profound changes in technology which 
are presently on the menu, waiting to be cooked and served.

For special reasons inherent in the present world physical-
economic  situation,  the  best  way  to  refresh  the  needed  ap-
proach to the task of designing the pathway into the future, is 
to adopt a set of discoveries made by a great Russian scientist, 
Academician V.I. Vernadsky, more  than  a  half-century  ago. 
Vernadsky,  working  in  the  tradition  of  his  predecessor  D.I. 
Mendeleyev, and also of  the circles of Louis Pasteur, made 
two, successive great discoveries of universal physical princi-
ple, discoveries which divided the domain of physical science 
and culture among three categorical sets of phenomena, each 
and  all  occupying  and  sharing  the  same  universal  physical 
space-time. These three were: the ordinary space of non-living 
physical chemistries; the phase-space defined by living pro-
cesses and their products, called the Biosphere; and, the phase-
space defined by the products of those processes of the human 
mind which we should associate with the discovery and use of 
knowledge of universal physical principles, the Noösphere.

Vernadsky defined both the Biosphere and Noösphere 
Feature   15

as belonging  to  the domain of a Riemannian manifold, a 
conclusion which placed Vernadsky in the same domain of 
intellectual work as his approximate contemporary, the Al-
bert  Einstein  who  traced  all  ordinary  physical  chemistry 
within  the domain defined by  the  line of development of 
modern physical science, as rooted in the discoveries of Jo-
hannes Kepler, and as leading into the discoveries of Bern-
hard Riemann.

My own work of the interval 19�8-1953, which led into 
my adoption of the methods of Riemann, employed methods 
which I recognized as being indispensable for treating the role 
of the human individual intellect in driving physical-econom-
ic processes. This led me from my already established views 
on  economy,  beginning  about  1953,  into  my  recognition, 
some years later, of a true convergence of my work with that 
of Vernadsky. This thus defined, for me, the process of unfold-
ing development of today’s modern version of a self-subsist-
ing  form  of  a  Leibnizian-Riemannian  science  of  physical 
economy. This recognition of the fuller implications of Ver-
nadsky’s accomplishments on this account, did not eliminate 
what I had accomplished prior to that point; it added some-
thing which was consistent with, and also a necessary filling-
out of the partial comprehension which I had gained earlier. 
That, in turn, defines the approach which I have employed in 
composing this report.

What I had done, decades ago, to add to the repertoire of 
the American System, was a product of my reaction against 
the bestiality of the work of Bertrand Russell’s notable devo-
tees Professor Norbert Wiener and John von Neumann. As I 
have already emphasized here, the leading work of the careers 
of both (“information theory,” “theory of games,” and “artifi-
cial intelligence”) was premised on the same fallacy of Rus-
sell’s Principia Mathematica whose essential incompetence 
was exposed in 1931 by Kurt Gödel, the exact same incompe-
tence shown by those who had failed to accept Kepler’s dem-
onstration of the fallacy of the assumed functional existence 
of the equant.

I  add  to what  I  said on  this  subject  above,  the  specific 
warning that those doctrines, as presented in the name of sci-
ence or economics, deny the indispensable, ontological form 
of existence of actual human creative discovery of universal 
physical principles. My concern to discover how best to argue 
my 19�8 charge of incompetence against Wiener, led me to a 
fulsome appreciation of the essential discovery of Bernhard 
Riemann. My notion of a physical principle of potential rela-
tive  population-density,  has  relied  upon  that  work  of  Rie-
mann,  the  same  which  Albert  Einstein  had  identified  and 
praised as a specific outgrowth of the pioneering discoveries 
of Johannes Kepler.

That is the core of my premises, as to method, in the sci-
ence  of  physical  economy.  I  identify  this  as  implicitly  the 
same notion  as Pythagoras’ notion of  the comma,  a  notion 
which is the forerunner of Kepler’s concept of the “infinitesi-
mal” in the planetary orbit. It is such discoveries of principle 



FIGURE 2

The Fallacy of the Equant

In Claudius Ptolemy’s geocentric system, there are two centers: a 
“center of motion,” the equant, around which the Sun and planets 
revolve, describing “equal angles in equal time”; and “a center of 
location,” from which the Sun and planets maintain a constant 
distance, simply called the center.

By holding onto the Aristotelian axioms that the orbits are 
perfectly circular and the Sun and planets revolve around the Earth 
according to a mathematical formalism, Ptolemy outlaws any 
hypothesis of causality in the physical universe. He introduces the 
idea of the equant (as well as epicycles and other geometrical 
monstrosities) to better describe the actual planetary motion (“save 
the appearances”), thereby rejecting the idea that a universal 
physical principle is causing the observed non-uniform motions of 
the planets.

Johannes Kepler, however, demonstrates in his New 
Astronomy, that the seat of power resides not in some immaterial 
Euclidean point—the equant—but in the physical body of the Sun. 
“The point of the equant,” he writes, “is nothing but a geometrical 
shortcut for computing the equations from an hypothesis that is 
clearly physical.”

Note: The distances shown in the diagram here are exaggerated, to make 
them easy to see. In Ptolemy’s actual model, the equant, the center, and 
the Earth are all very close together. For more information, see http://wlym.
com/~animations/part2/16/aside.htm
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by the human individual, which mark the unique difference 
between man and ape. It is that physical principle of creative 
mentation, which is the principled distinction, as made by Ac-
ademician V.I. Vernadsky’s statement of the case for the Noö-
sphere, which marks the crucial difference between the hu-
man  individual  and  society,  on  the  one  side,  and  both  the 
beasts, and men and women who would choose  to ape  the 
beasts, on the other.
EIR  June 15, 2007

1. Man as Neither Ape Nor Slave
First, before focusing attention on what would be, unfor-

tunately, regarded as the limited scope of the subject of econ-
omy,  we  must  locate  the  universal  physical  principles  on 
which any competent economic policy-shaping must be de-
fined for the purpose of dealing with the critical conditions 
now immediately before humanity as a whole.

The  existence  of  real  economies,  as  absolutely  distinct 
from troops of monkeys or chimpanzees, is based, without ex-
ception, on the essential distinction of the human social indi-
vidual from the higher apes. No part of the behavior which 
actually distinguishes an economy from a gathering of chim-
panzees, is due to the faculty of sense-perception as ordinarily 
defined. That crucial difference to be considered is located in 
the uniquely human conception of what is defined by Kepler 
and Leibniz as the infinitesimal.

That notion of the infinitesimal, as defined by Gottfried 
Leibniz, is, as I shall show here, the basis for competent scien-
tific understanding of any competent functional notion of any 
principled feature of economy. Even where the notion of the 
infinitesimal is not named as a conscious factor in the mind of 
the  actor,  its  practical  existence  is  manifest  in  all  of  those 
qualities of activity which distinguish the specific creativity 
found among the human species, as that function of creativity 
is absent from the behavior among the beasts.

Creativity rigorously defined, is not the mere “cleverness” 
which might be shown by a dog. It is the implicitly efficient 
discovery of a principle which is shown to be universal by the 
ontological quality of its function in respect to the universe at 
large. Since its existence is universal, such a principle enclos-
es the universe, and therefore can not be seen as a merely fi-
nite object by an observer within that universe. It represents 
the concept of a principle as this was defined by Albert Ein-
stein, in opposition to the modern positivist ideologues such 
as the followers of Bertrand Russell.

Although the idea of the infinitesimal, is best known to us 
as discovered by modern European society, successively, by 
Nicholas of Cusa, by his follower Johannes Kepler, and by his 
follower Gottfried Leibniz, it was also a well-known phenom-
enon, earlier, in the Classical Greek of the Pythagoreans and 
Plato.12 The potential for making that discovery is to be seen 
as being as ancient as the existence of our human species as 
such. Moreover, even when it had not yet been recognized in 
this form, all of the ideas on which human progress beyond 
the capacity of the higher apes has depended, were premised, 
as I have just argued above, on the potential on which a prop-
er modern understanding of the infinitesimal as an explicitly 
expressed concept, would depend.

In human practice, this essential, absolute distinction of 

12.  As this is demonstrated in Archytas’ construction of the doubling of the 
cube, and by Carl F. Gauss’s 1799 and later refutations of the arguments of 
D’Alembert, Euler, Lagrange, et al.



animalexploration.tripod.com

Contrary to the beliefs of Frederick Engels, there is an essential 
difference between man and ape. The existence of real human 
economies is based upon that distinction: the uniquely human 
creative power.
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man from ape, is that the human individual, when free to do 
so, expresses this quality by the ability to discover, and then to 
act according to the discovered, experimental, universal phys-
ical principles by which, as Albert Einstein emphasized, our 
Kepler-Riemann  universe  bounds  itself:  without  requiring 
any external, a priori or other boundary. When we use the dis-
covery of yet another such validatable, universal principle,13 
mankind’s power over the universe is increased implicitly in 
ways which can be estimated in broad terms of first approxi-
mation, as per capita and per square kilometer of the total sur-
face territory of either a nation, or, a related group, or groups 
of nations. This points to a notion which I have described as a 
potential relative increase in society’s potential relative popu-
lation-density. That notion is presently essential for a clearly 
conscious comprehension of the way in which the economic 
policies of nations must now be willfully ordered, if we are to 
be assured of a durable recovery from the monstrous, global 
calamity which presently menaces mankind.

This same kind of notion is expressed in Classical art, as 
clear indications of knowledge of this conception were pre-
sented in the relevant discoveries of principle of composition 
by Nicholas of Cusa’s avowed follower Leonardo da Vinci. 
This  also  underlies  those  notions  of  the  universal  physical 
principle  of  harmonics,  defined  by  Johannes  Kepler,  and 
echoed in musical composition by the impact of the discover-
ies by Johann Sebastian Bach.

As the foregoing formulations are intended to imply, this 
principled conception which I have now identified as the idea 
of the infinitesimal, is not a conception which has been strange 
to the past of mankind in any categorical way. However, it is 
a  category  of  universal  knowledge  which  has  been  often 
banned in a manner consonant with the charge by the Olym-
pian  Zeus  against  Prometheus,  in  Aeschylus’  Prometheus 
Bound: when a society is impelled to degrade some category 
of mankind to a mode of existence like that of cattle, as when 
the U.S. slaveholders of a time before the defeat of the Con-
federacy which had decreed transmitting literacy to slaves a 
mortal offense, that society proceeds as the implicitly Satanic, 
Olympian Zeus of Prometheus Bound banned mankind’s ac-

13.  By which we must intend what is termed, more loosely, as a “critical ex-
periment,” or, more precisely, “a unique experiment.” Typical of modern in-
tentions to the latter effect, are Kepler’s discovery that the planetary orbit of 
Earth, in its apparent form as an elliptical orbit, corresponds to Nicholas of 
Cusa’s unique experimental proof of the systemic error permeating Archime-
des’ wrong approach to the treatment of the squaring of the circle. That dis-
covery by Cusa was copied by Kepler, as the evidence that, ontologically, the 
course of what might be adduced, then, as the characteristically quasi-ellipti-
cal orbit of the planet Earth, could never be approximated fairly by quadra-
ture: Kepler’s discovery of the “infinitesimal” of Leibniz’s uniquely original 
discovery of the calculus. In the smallest interval, the rate of change of the 
curvature of the elliptical orbit is changing (“equal areas, equal times”); it is 
that rate of rate of change which is key to the discovery of the physical prin-
ciple of gravitation. Hence, the use of the term “infinitesimal calculus.” This 
view of the infinitesimal, as Kepler and Leibniz identified it, is also the char-
acteristic footprint of human creativity.
Feature   17

quisition of knowledge of the principle of the use of fire.
The issue so posed, is otherwise known, down through the 

ages, as the cry for freedom, as in certain traditions of Four-
teenth-Century England: “When Adam delved and Eve span, 
who,  then,  was  nobleman?” The  malefactor,  the  Olympian 
Zeus or he who would be in his likeness, such as the modern 
Malthusians and our present neo-Malthusians, such as former 
U.S. Vice-President Gore, proceeds by seeking to ban knowl-
edge  of  universal  principles  from  those,  such  as  slaves  or 
serfs, designated as his human subjects, and even, thus, to de-
grade them to something like the Yahoos of Jonathan Swift’s 
Gulliver’s Travels, or the sodden, Liberally whoring rakes of 
Walpole’s England.

In modern science, the most celebrated case of attempted 
suppression of knowledge of this principle of the infinitesi-
mal, was  the  attempt  to  suppress human knowledge of  the 
principle of Gottfried Leibniz’s discovery of the calculus (i.e., 
the “catenary principle” of the universal physical principle of 
least action, as discovered and developed by Leibniz and Jean 
Bernouilli), an attempted suppression conducted by such ac-
complices as de Moivre, D’Alembert, Voltaire, Maupertuis, 
Euler,  and Lagrange,  as  these were echoed by  such as La-
place, Cauchy, Clausius, Grassmann, and Kelvin, later. The 
relevant argument, as posed by the science-apostate Leonhard 
Euler,  was  that  the  infinitesimal  was  merely  a  phantom  of 
mathematics, an unfortunately unavoidable fiction of mathe-
matical formalities, which had a purely formal appearance in 
the mere formalities of mathematics, but, as he insisted, cor-
responded to no ontologically actual, ontologically efficient 
existence otherwise.1�

1�.  Cf. Euler’s 1761 Letters to a German Princess. The sheer silliness of 
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The celebrated Helen Keller demonstrated that it is the authority of 
the mind, not of sense-perception, which allows us to produce a 
more or less valid conception of the real universe outside our skins.
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As I shall show in the following pages, these issues which 
I have just summarized thus, in introducing this chapter, have 
pervasive importance for any competent grasp of the way in 
which our U.S. economy has been induced to destroy itself, as 
through the kinds of policies introduced under the influence of 
the  neo-Malthusian  ideologies  of  the  Cambridge  systems 
analysis group, by the U.S. Nixon Administration, and by the 
doctrine of “controlled disintegration of the U.S. economy” 
promoted by such circles as the Trilateral Commission.

Those dedications which I defend are congruent with Leib-
niz’s “pursuit of happiness,” as cited in the 1776 U.S. Declara-
tion of Independence, and with the intention of thus promoting 
the general welfare, the intention which underlies the entire no-
tion of our republic’s constitutional law. I mean the notion of 
the commonwealth form of composition of society which is ex-
pressed in the Preamble of our Federal Constitution.

Those just stated terms of approximation, imply a dedica-
tion to the required increase of a relatively healthy condition 
of enhanced life-expectancy, and an increase of the capital in-
tensity of both methods of production and average number of 
years of the useful “life” (e.g., relative physical capital-inten-
sity) of correlated physical capital-investments in means of 
production and basic economic infrastructure.

These intentions can be, and must be expressed as being 
fairly estimated as knowledge of the means of fulfilling com-
mitments to the pre-calculable increases of the potential rela-
tive population-density of a progressive form of society, and 
of  the  welfare  of  the  individual  member  of  mankind  as  a 
whole. These estimates are premised, inclusively, on the com-
mitment to the discovery of those physical-scientific and re-
lated  moral  principles  which  can  be  shown  to  govern  the 
changes which must be  induced within  the  functional  rela-
tionships of which a society is composed.

On  this  account,  there  are  certain  kinds  of  experiences 
which point in the direction of related additional matters we 
have yet to define clearly.

‘Intimations of Immortality’
It is visible to us, that there are always new conditions to be 

discovered on our planet, and in the universe around that plan-
et: things which we have to explore. Our experience of indi-
vidual life, and of successive generations, presents us with the 
apparent option of development without limit. The more we 
examine mankind’s experience to this effect,  the greater the 
accumulated evidence presented to us, to the effect that this 
pattern of discovery is not only without an apparent limit; but, 
we discover evidence that this is not only a matter of past ex-
perience and immediately visible opportunities in reach. We 
discover principles which show us that this not only appears to 
be true, but, also, show us evidence to the effect, that not only 
is the universe organized to produce that effect; but also, that, 

Euler’s rhetoric, like the relevant argument by D’Alembert’s accomplice de 
Moivre, is informative to this effect.
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none but we, as a species of existence, have a limitless scope of 
willful self-development to similar effect. We are, in that sense, 
free. Not only that, but that those who come after we have died, 
are able to continue that upward process. When we recognize 
this, we rejoice in our freedom, and devote our days to devel-
oping our power to express this freedom.

The universal physical principle  suggested by  this,  is a 
unique form of experimental principle; it is of a form related 
to Kepler’s originality in his discovery of the principle of uni-
versal gravitation, first, for the Sun-Earth-Mars case, and then 
for the Solar system as an integral whole.

That, in brief, expresses, the proper, essential functional 
distinction of the human being from the beast, as that notion 
may be stated in physical-scientific and related terms.

In modern science, this set of physical-scientific and Clas-
sical cultural distinctions in fact, of man from ape, are typified 
by Johannes Kepler’s successive discovery of, first, how the 
principle of gravitation, as I have just noted again here, is ex-
pressed, in succession, by, first, the orbital relationship of Sun, 
Earth, and Mars, and, secondly, his discovery and proof of 
what appears to us as the mathematically calculable role of the 
harmonic principles ordering the relationships of the planets 
to their Sun.

It is to be recognized, that all competent senses of direc-
tion in modern science, and also principles of statecraft, are 
rooted in the conceptions advanced by Nicholas of Cusa in his 
Concordantia Catholica  (the  sovereign  nation-state)  and 
that  launched by De Docta Ignorantia  (universal physical 
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science). Taking those two statements of principle together, 
reflects the proper definition of the essential, principled nature 
of the individual human mind, and, also, of the individual’s 
relationships within a necessary organization of society. Ke-
pler’s work was  the first general definition of  this practical 
expression of man’s role in relation to the universe, the defini-
tion on which, as Albert Einstein emphasized, all subsequent, 
crucial  achievements  in  physical  science,  including,  there-
fore, a science of political-economy, are properly premised.

The creation of what might be defined as a “third sense,” 
as the real sense of something for which sight and hearing as 
such,  are  merely  shadows,  has  crucial  implications  for  the 
elimination of the notion of a simple kind of sensory continu-
um, by the recognition of the boundaries, within the universe 
as a process, which are defined as the division between, re-
spectively, living and non-living processes existing in a com-
mon domain, and, similarly, the division between the human 
creative cognitive and the animal processes sharing the do-
main of living creatures and their products.

In that sense, all morally competent physical science, ar-
tistic principles, and statecraft, as since the work of Kepler, 
for example, are presented to us, thus, as expressions of a sin-
gle, humanistic principle, that of Nicholas of Cusa, the prin-
ciple implicitly expressed as the human individual’s personal 
likeness, and relationship to the Creator.

The same principle expressed by the healthy development 
of the mental processes of the sovereign human individual, is 
the  foundation  of  Classical  artistic  composition,  as  also  of 
physical science. It is this quality of creativity, whose exis-
tence is denied systemically by the modern empiricists; it is 
this quality on which, not only the progress, but also even the 
prospect of the mere maintenance of the quality of society’s 
existence, depends.

The root of the mistaken notion of an unbridgeable divi-
sion of Classical  forms of  art  from  science,  arises,  chiefly, 
from those naïvely reductionist, mere opinions which seek to 
treat the senses of vision and hearing, and, therefore, mathe-
matics and music, as corresponding to separate domains. In 
reality, knowledge of the real universe beyond the range of 
our  respective,  competing  powers  of  sense-perception,  de-
pends upon the faculty of the human mind for adducing in-
sight into a real universe which exists beyond the notion of a 
naïvely  self-evident  estimate,  such  as  that  estimate  is  pre-
mised upon assuming a principle of sense-certainty in respect 
to each, independently defined kind of sense-perception. It is 
those apparent contradictions in the way the different kinds of 
sense-perception conflict with one another, which prompt the 
alert thinker, to pass the judgment on experience from the in-
dividual sense-perception as such, to the power of the mind to 
produce a more or less valid conception of the real universe 
outside our skins, by synthesizing a higher authority of  the 
mind, which depends upon the contradiction of one of our 
senses of the same real-time experience by others. This ap-
proach  is  defined,  chiefly,  by  the way  in which vision  and 
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hearing present contrasting views of the same experience. The 
accomplishments of Helen Keller should prompt us to think 
about this in relevant, broader terms of reference.

The difference between man and beast, lies essentially in 
the human mind, which possesses a higher quality of apprecia-
tion of the fact, that living creatures depend upon being able to 
adduce the truth of experience, not from an individual sense-
perception, but from those of the often mutually contradictory 
patterns among experiences of contradictory claims to author-
ity among the mere senses. In the human mind, this power is of 
a qualitatively higher order than in the beasts, Lack of compre-
hension of the fact of this distinction, is sometimes expressed 
in the behavior of scientists whose defective classroom experi-
ence in their education and in fraternization with their peers, 
has prompted them to revolt against the proof of the manner in 
which  harmonics  provided  Kepler  empirical  access  to  the 
needed unique solution for defining a general formulation for 
universal gravitation within our Solar system.

The  foregoing  considerations,  just  so  summarized  here 
and now, are typical of crucial principles, and related moral 
considerations, of a science of physical economy. Thereafter, 
all of the competent design of the study of monetary and re-
lated systems of administration of society, is to be judged by 
the standard of a required subordination of financial and re-
lated accounting practice,  to  the physical-economic criteria 
which I have just summarized above.

Any attempt to reverse that order, such as the attempt to 
derive  the effectively physical organization of national and 
world economies, from the assumed basis of a monetary the-
ory, would be, in effect for today, implicitly, an act of insanity, 
when  the  issue  posed  by  such  pessimistic  assumptions  is 
viewed  in physical-scientific and related  terms. Essentially, 
changes in the forms of organization of the economic process-
es during the recent decades of the societies of North America 
and Europe, in particular, have been functionally insane, on 
this specific account.15

There lies the crux of the problem which has permitted us 
to be led into the presently oncoming, early threat of a general 
physical breakdown of the world’s economy.

15.  In other words, the depravity which became pervasive with the entry of 
the adult phase of the existence of the “white-collar”-oriented Baby Boomer, 
was an expression of the implicitly Dionysian (and, thus, frankly, pro-Satan-
ic) cult, expressed, at the core, by the rise of what became that Frankfurt-cen-
tered existentialism of Heidegger, Horkheimer, Adorno, Arendt, et al. This 
was the basis for the post-19�5 mass-indoctrination of targeted social strata 
of youth, in the population of Europe, by the Congress for Cultural Freedom. 
This same Dionysian quality of swinishness, was echoed within the U.S. by 
the pro-Satanic doctrine of Adorno, Arendt, et al., in The Authoritarian Per-
sonality. This can be classed, in appropriate cases, as a radical outgrowth of a 
degenerated Kantian existentialism, as the writings of Hannah Arendt iden-
tify precisely that architecture for her specific variant within the bounds of the 
modernist Dionysian world outlook. This has been, incidentally, the root-ba-
sis for the forms of Dionysiac behavior associated with the European terror-
ist,  anti-nuclear  and  related,  specifically  “68ers”  social  phenomena of  the 
1970s and 1980s.
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Therefore,  look  at  the  present-day  economy  from  that 
standpoint in physical science, while judging present dogmas 
of physical science from the standard of their conformity with 
the requirements of physical economy.

The Idea of the Infinitesimal
The general observations made in this chapter, up to this 

point, have important peculiarly specific implications.
I have emphasized, repeatedly, that from the start of the 

set of fundamental discoveries by Kepler, what became the 
idea of the “infinitesimal” was not a concept of smallness of a 
dot, but recognition of the fact that, as Nicholas of Cusa had 
already demonstrated the systemic fallacy in Archimedes’ at-
tempted quadrature of the circle, there is no limit of smallness 
to the rate of change of curvature in the planet’s orbiting of 
the  Sun.  This  conception,  as  by  Kepler,  was  embedded  in 
Leibniz’s uniquely original discovery of the calculus, and his 
later perfection of that discovery, to conform to Pierre de Fer-
mat’s discovery of a principle of physical  least action. The 
result of that second phase of Leibniz’s continuing develop-
ment of the calculus, the phase which was conducted in col-
laboration with Jean Bernouilli, defined a universal principle 
of physical least action, as reflecting the catenary, rather than 
the cycloid, as the underlying characteristic feature. The con-
ception of the complex domain, is rooted in that latter discov-
ery, as it was crafted into appropriate form by that collabora-
tion of Leibniz and Jean Bernouilli.

This specific way in which the concept of the infinitesimal 
was introduced, implicitly by Nicholas of Cusa, but explicitly 
by the connecting interaction among the works of (chiefly) 
Kepler, Fermat, Leibniz, and Jean Bernouilli, defines the en-
vironment in which the conception of a modern, science-driv-
en form of sovereign national economy is to be situated. The 
conflict which arose in Europe and North America, in the set-
ting of the aftermath of the 16�8 Treaty of Westphalia, until 
approximately  the  death  of  England’s  Queen Anne,  was  a 
matter of a struggle between the post-16�8 renewal of the op-
timism  of  the  Fifteenth-Century  Renaissance,  an  optimism 
typified by the work and influence of Leibniz, but also prompt-
ing  the opposing effort of Sarpi’s  faction,  the Anglo-Dutch 
Liberal  faction,  to destroy  the historical basis  for  that opti-
mism.16 We in the Americas, as in Europe, suffered a setback 
with the death of Queen Anne, as my associate, the late histo-
rian H. Graham Lowry showed; but, we went on to change the 
world for the better, again, with the American Revolution. We 
won, once again, against Lord Palmerston and his Confedera-
cy puppets, in 1865, and shook the world with the power of a 
renewed American Revolution in economy, during the con-
cluding decades of that century. So, we were restored to a sane 
form of economic life under Franklin Roosevelt’s leadership, 
and we have the potential among us to do the like again.

16.  Cf. H. Graham Lowry, How the Nation Was Won: America’s Untold 
Story (Washington, D.C.: Executive Intelligence Review, 1988).
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To  situate  the  relevant  Seventeenth-  and  Eighteenth-
 Century cultural and related political developments in mod-
ern European thought,  it  is essential  that we recognize  that 
anti-linear notion of  the “infinitesimal” of  the complex do-
main  of  universal  physical  least  action,  as  Leibniz  derived 
this, in large part, from the preceding work of Kepler and Fer-
mat. We must see this as being an echo, in modern European 
times, of the Pythagoreans’ and Plato’s refusal to accept a pri-
ori  presumptions  akin  to  those  of  the  Sophist  Euclid.  We 
should see that notion of the true infinitesimal of Kepler and 
Leibniz as the concept already associated with the Pythago-
rean  “comma,”  and  with  the  effect  of Archytas’  successful 
demonstration of the necessary method of construction of the 
doubling of the cube.

A fool, such as a follower, Galileo, of Sarpi, would say, “It 
moves!” A competent scientist, like the follower of Johannes 
Kepler, Carl F. Gauss, would reply, “I now begin to recognize 
what moves it.”

So,  the Liberal dogma of both Cartesians  and  their  so-
called Newtonian derivatives, is to be seen in terms of the ebb 
and flow of modern Europe’s wrestling with the leading intel-
lectual  issues of  its own  time. This must be  seen  from  the 
standpoint of broader reflections, upon the rise and fall of the 
culture of Athens from the greatness of Solon, through the fa-
tal sickness of Sophistry which gripped the followers of Peri-
cles. The advocates of Kepler, Leibniz, and of what was to 
become the American Revolution, represented the continued 
cause of Solon and Plato, and the opponents of Kepler, Leib-
niz, and the cause of the American Revolution, represented a 
kind of reincarnation of the quarrels within ancient Greece, 
within a modern European setting.

Accordingly,  I  identify  the  unique  roles  of  Kepler  and 
Leibniz in defining, successively, the principle of the modern 
calculus, as being, implicitly, the echo of Pythagoras’ notion 
of the comma, a notion of the comma which is the forerunner 
of Kepler’s concept of the “infinitesimal” in the planetary or-
bit, and thus of the challenge leading to Leibniz’s uniquely 
original discovery of the calculus.17 The crucial significance 

17.  Compare this Pythagorean use of the concept of the “comma” to Kepler’s 
revolutionary conception of harmonics, the same kind of ontological distinc-
tion which arises in applying Keplerian notions of harmonics, as considered 
afresh from the vantage-point of Vernadsky’s physical chemistry of the Bio-
sphere. Compare  this  to certain crucial  functional  features of  the Periodic 
Table of elements and their isotopes. Once we reject the cultish notion which 
limits the notion of “physical” to the visible, our thoughts must turn back to 
the ontological implications of the use of the notion of the comma, from the 
standpoint of harmonics, by the Pythagoreans and Plato. Comma is a concep-
tion of harmonics, of which the perception of sound is only a subsumed fea-
ture,  a  necessary,  impassioned  shadow  of  an  unseen  reality.  Consider  the 
proper defense of Max Planck’s own discovery of the quantum, as against the 
perversion of that term by the pack of positivist, German and Austrian, radi-
cally reductionist fanatics represented in Berlin during the interval of World 
War I. Think, on this account, of the ontologically “hereditary” implications 
of  the  Seventeenth  and  Eighteenth  centuries’  followers  of  Sarpi,  Galileo, 
Descartes, and Abbé Antonio Conti. Think of that unfortunate genius, Georg 
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of this for today’s statecraft, is that it is such species of discov-
eries of principle by the human individual, which mark the 
uniquely absolute difference between man as a representative 
of both the Noösphere and Biosphere, and the ape as merely a 
representative of the lower order of existence, the Biosphere. 
It is that physical principle of creative mentation, which is the 
principled distinction, made by Academician V.I. Vernadsky, 
between the human individual and society, on the one side, 
and the beasts on the other.

The concept of the “infinitesimal,” as associated with the 
work of Kepler and Leibniz, and Riemann later, is the most 
crucial  of  all  notions  of  modern  science,  and  therefore  the 
most essential scientific conception for modern statecraft. It is 
the form of the reflection of that general principle of human 
individual creativity, which distinguishes human beings abso-
lutely from the apes.

This report has now reached a critical point: As I have 
just stated, it is that same power, which distinguishes the hu-
man species from all the beasts, including the higher apes, 
which is the only competent foundation for the study and prac-
tice of economics.18 It is practices based upon stubborn igno-
rance of that matter of principle, which repeatedly lead govern-
ments and professionals alike, into the malpractice which bring 
upon us disasters of  the more or  less existential qualities  in 
modern, now globally extended, European history. There could 
be no possible depth of comprehension of economic progress, 
until this specific fact were taken efficiently into account.

What I have just stated now, is also the key for the particu-
lar enterprise of attempting to locate the core of the shared 
incompetence of the British empiricist school in economics, 
from which Frederick Engels’ notorious hoax, “the opposable 
thumb” theory of all history, from remotest to latest date, was 
derived. Engels’ was a hoax obviously congruent with, if not 
otherwise identical with the dogma of Britain’s T.H. Huxley. 
It  was  intended,  no  doubt,  to  be  passed  off  as  British,  but 
turned out to be nothing but brutish, instead.

Proceeding from this standpoint of reference, the worst 
kind of corruption of modern science, has occurred in such 
pertinent forms of its most extremely aberrant expression, as 
the underlying, fraudulent presumption of Bertrand Russell’s 
Principia Mathematica; we also have  the  frankly pro-Sa-
tanic hoax referenced by the term “The Second Law of Ther-
modynamics,” as this was perpetrated into present times by 
the  influence  of  the  Nineteenth-Century  Clausius,  Grass-
mann, Kelvin, et al.

Cantor, who was destroyed by the same kinds of creatures, from Cambridge 
University circles, as much as German ones, who played such a prominent 
role in persecuting, and virtually destroying the precious Cantor’s sanity dur-
ing the late 1880s and the 1890s.

18.  Mentally deranged types, such as our contemporary British empiricists 
in the footsteps (or is it paw-prints) of Frederick Engels, would describe a 
chimpanzee puffing on a marijuana “joint” as a “higher ape.” Who among 
them could refute that description?
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Group Dynamics in Opinion-Shaping
This reflection on the reductionist hoaxes sponsored by 

the  emergent  political  power  of  such  expressions  of  neo-
 Cartesians in the name of science, impels us to focus upon 
the more deeply underlying historical issue, the issue which 
underlies today’s widespread toleration of that sickly, Liberal 
form  of  reductionism  traced  from  the  opponents  of  Cusa, 
through  Galileo,  Hooke,  and  Conti,  into  the  Eighteenth-
 Century,  post-Leibniz  Liberal  reductionists,  as  from 
D’Alembert, Euler, and Lagrange, through Laplace, Cauchy, 
and from Clausius, Grassmann, Kelvin, and beyond.

There was never an honest excuse for propagating such 
nonsense  as  theirs  as  science,  in  the  manner  and  intensity 
which the modern reductionists have purveyed it. For exam-
ple: Kepler’s treatment of the supposition of the “equant” for 
both the Earth-Mars orbital relationship to the Sun, and the 
harmonic composition of the then known Solar system, are 
typical of the evidence already existing against such later de-
velopments as the hoax of Clausius, Kelvin, et al. That hoax is 
the same as the fraud of D’Alembert, Euler, Lagrange, et al. 
Indeed this was the same fraud, which was exposed, famous-
ly, as fraudulent in fact, by Carl F. Gauss’s 1799 doctoral dis-
sertation, and is the same fraud which was perpetuated by La-
place and his accomplice, the hoaxster and plagiarist Augustin 
Cauchy.19 We know from Euler’s own earlier work,  that he 
had known that he was not merely wrong, as in 1761, in his 
argument against the Leibniz calculus, but lying; but, he had 
also known  that  such  lying was politically  required  at  that 
time, for his continued, relatively untroubled acquisition of 
the relevant patronage of his career. The issues were not es-
sentially  scientific,  but  expressions  of  a  theological  fanati-
cism, the theology of the continuation of Paolo Sarpi’s pro-
Ockhamite  sophistry  in  the  guise  of  social  policy  shaped 
under the tyranny of modern Liberalism.

The argument for the hoax known as “The Second Law,” 
was always, and remains a reflection of the same point of view 
which Aeschylus’ Prometheus Bound presents as the denial 
of human access to knowledge of the human use of any uni-
versal physical principle. In modern European times, this was 
already the argument of Giovanni Botero on the State (1589), 
as it was of the Venetian ideologue Giammaria Ortes, from 

19.  Notable against Cauchy, is his fraudulent definition of the calculus, and 
his proven outright, and fully intentional fraud, in burying scientific papers of 
Abel, papers which Cauchy had plagiarized as if that were his own original 
work, a  fact which remained hidden until after Cauchy’s death. The hoax 
spread in the name of a “Cauchy-Riemann” function, is typical. Cauchy, and 
his sponsor, the neo-Cartesian Laplace, were, after all, protégés of the virtu-
ally mécanique French monarchical puppet regime installed by the occupy-
ing power of that time, the Duke of Wellington. It was under Wellington’s 
reign, that Laplace and Cauchy perpetrated the capital fraud of destroying the 
central principle of the scientific work of the then-leading scientific institu-
tion of the world, the Monge-Carnot Ecole Polytechnique. The arguments of 
Clausius and his “Sancho Panza,” Grassmann, are properly seen as exten-
sions of  that nasty business of post-Napoleonic, almost post-France sabo-
tage.



To say that former scientist Leonhard Euler had been 
“brainwashed,” would distract from the evil implications of the 
way in which he was changed by that process.
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whose 1790 English translation of his Reflections on Popula-
tion, Thomas Malthus plagiarized his 1798 On Population, 
as in the case of the inconvenient Global Warming swindle of 
hoaxster and former Vice-President Al Gore today.

Behavior such as the Liberal apostasy from serious science 
shown by former scientist Leonhard Euler, is an expression of 
what some would prefer to call by the disingenuous name of 
“brainwashing.” In that sense, Euler’s behavior at the Berlin 
Academy was the fruit of a kind of brainwashing; but calling it 
“brainwashing,” turns out to be a way of promoting the tolera-
tion of an evil, by giving it a silly sort of bad name, like letting 
a murderer off with a judicial reprimand for his committing “a 
childish act.” Saying that Euler had been “brainwashed,” for 
example,  would  be  a  way  of  distracting  attention  from  the 
deeper, and thoroughly evil implications of the way in which a 
virtually “brainwashed” Euler had been changed.

Study of this kind of problem is key to acquiring insight 
into some of the most strategically crucial problems of mass 
opinion rampant in our world at home, and at large today.20

The root of such recurrences of the “malthusian” fraud of 
Al Gore today, the Silent Spring and Club of Rome frauds of 
the 1960s, the hoax banning DDT, and so on, is in no aspect or 
degree different than the euthanasia craze which spread from 
oligarchical circles  inside  the U.S.  to Adolf Hitler’s move-
ment in Germany. Throughout known history, the suppression 
of the practice of scientific and kindred knowledge by the gen-
eral population, has been the hallmark of cultures which seek 
to degrade the great majority of populations to the brain-dam-
aged-like condition of human cattle, as the Physiocratic dog-
ma of Dr. François Quesnay attributed the wealth of the land-
lord to the magical powers of the title to landed aristocracy, 
leaving  the peasantry  to be credited with no more  than  the 
feed needed to maintain them as a form of cattle. In modern 
European civilization, so-called “environmentalist” schemes 
of this sort, since Botero, Ortes, Malthus, and the eugenicists 
such as Julian Huxley, have been frequently the hallmark of 
fascist movements.

The Roots of Decadence
There should be no mystery as to the how and why of the 

prevalence  of  something  akin  to  “environmentalism”  as  a 
form of moral decadence recurring in history.

In the study of apparent national ideologies, which my as-
sociates and I undertook during the 1970s, we are well ad-
vised to dump all apriorist systems akin to that of the cult of 
Euclid. We are best  aided  to understand  the phenomena  to 
which I am referring here and now, by working backwards, so 
to speak: by looking at the example of the way scientific mat-
ters  of  principled  significance  look  from  the  standpoint  of 
modern science, as they differ systemically from relevant be-

20.  The failure to impeach Vice-President Cheney and to lighten a mentally 
troubled President Bush’s authorities and responsibilities, falls  into such a 
category
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liefs of an earlier  time. Or,  take the difference between the 
opinion of  a young  layman,  and  the  same person’s way of 
thinking after mastering some important principled features 
of scientific inquiry. In one case, the individual who has not 
mastered some aspects of relevant science, is operating on the 
basis of  assumptions which exclude consideration of  some 
principle which is more or less well-known among relevant 
professionals. The one less well-informed, lives, mentally, in 
a different universe  than  the qualified professional. He  is a 
prisoner of the false beliefs which follow from a combination 
of absurd, axiomatic-like assumptions, and a simple lack of 
knowledge of the principles underlying the kind of phenom-
ena to which he is reacting.

There is no crime in ignorance of what must be learned; 
but, there is no honesty in a preference for ignorance of rele-
vant universal principles. The oligarchical classes, as typified 
by  the  Delphic  image  of  the  Olympian  Zeus,  who  fear  the 
threat to their hegemony which the intellectual development of 
the general population represents, take advantage of a certain 
weakness in the underdeveloped mind of the child and youth. 
So, we have the case of the typical victim of an acquired, axi-
omatic belief, in Euclidean geometry, such as the desire to be 
seen as an admirer of pathetic old Isaac Newton; such inclina-
tions, as  I have been disgusted by seeing  this at close hand 
since childhood, tend to assume the role of axiomatic kinds of 
ideological factors which function as fences erected around the 
allowed functions of the believing victim’s mind.
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The phenomenon can be seen in the following way.
Generally, the individual, including typical accredited sci-

entists with whom I have worked, seeks to adapt successfully 
to what he or she believes is the functional environment in 
which he, or she lives. The idea of that environment, willful or 
virtually accidental, as in the case of adopting an expressed 
opinion of loyalty to the perceived way of thinking at a certain 
church, or place of employment, or simply a new neighbor-
hood into which he or she has moved, is a more or less power-
ful  factor  in creating premises of belief which,  like fences, 
herd the victim’s mind into implicitly approved directions and 
destinies.

To sum up that kind of illustration of my point, the typical 
state  of  mind  of  the  typical  individual,  or  grouping  within 
contemporary societies, is shaped by an adopted kind of reflex 
reaction against the assumed existence of any condition which 
points to a real universe existing outside the set of social as-
sumptions which that person has adopted as adaptations to the 
social-ideological climate he or she currently inhabits.

The problem which I have just outlined in this manner, is 
associated with a dysfunction of the individual’s potential for 
mental creativity. I have repeatedly praised some of the most 
crucial contributions by psychiatrist Dr. Lawrence Kubie over 
about  the  past  forty-five  years,  for  his  attention  to  what  he 
dubbed, back in the late 1950s, and still in the early 1970s, as 
“the neurotic distortion of the creative process.” Of most nota-
ble significance was a report he composed for Daedalus maga-
zine, on the subject of the fostering of scientific creativity.

My concern in this matter was chiefly twofold. Since my 
early 19�8 encounter with a pre-publication review copy of 
Professor Norbert Wiener’s Cybernetics, I have remained in 
a state of alarm over the way in which the kind of thinking 
shown by Wiener in that and other writings, and by John von 
Neumann and his devotees, has contributed to the willful, sys-
tematic destruction of the creative power of the minds of some 
among our otherwise most promising young-adult intellects.

I have been advantaged, by my circumstances in life, to 
have studied over decades, a succession of the all-too-frequent 
cases of a breakdown in the mental-creative powers of persons 
stunned by the anticipation of  testings  intended to  lead  to a 
Master’s or Doctoral degree, or an academic posting. The age 
of approximately 27 has become for me a clinician’s kind of 
recurring nightmare of professional practice in study of such 
cases.  Their  minds  seem  to  go  dead  at  about  those  critical 
points in their careers. I have often had the image of such a 
once-promising young-adult mind, which had been promising 
up to some point, such as an hypothetical age of 27, who was 
later renowned as  the Professor so-and-so, whose mass  lec-
tures were replays of tattered and soiled index cards accreted 
over  a  tiresome  lifetime  of  lecturing,  repeating,  mostly,  the 
proverbial “same old stuff” he had once learned before the cre-
ative powers of his mind had had their current shut off.

For me, of course, the kind of mental creativity associated 
with  discovery  of  universal  physical  and  Classical-artistic 
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principles, is that essence of being truly human to which all 
persons must have the right of efficient access. This has helped 
me to develop a compassionate view of a case such as that of 
Leonhard  Euler,  a  case  of  a  brain  whose  suffered  damage 
turned ugly, apparently during  the course of approximately 
the 1750s and beyond. It was as if a once fine and lively mind 
had  been  destroyed  by  the  kinds  of  brainwashing  methods 
employed to induce an aversely engineered change in person-
ality among targeted former associates of mine turned virtual 
“zombies” since. I say of such victims as Euler, “Trilby will 
not sing prettily tonight.”

The Crucial Issue in Forecasting
I have presented these specific kinds of mental disorders 

to which I have just referred, because they are key to under-
standing  the  consistently  expressed  incompetence  of  those 
among today’s usual economists engaged in long-range and 
related forecasting. I speak of the problem merely typified by 
the calamity produced by aid of the work of Myron Scholes et 
al. at LTCM.

The typically incompetent professional economic forecast 
of today, is premised upon intrinsically incompetent methods 
of the sort associated with the legacy of the mechanistic-statis-
tical dogmas of René Descartes. The more interesting function-
al aspect of such cases for us today, is the way in which those 
intrinsically  arcane  and  incompetent  methods  of  statistical 
forecasting are used as a substitute for what any sane contem-
porary mind would have long since recognized as the absurdity 
of neo-Cartesian statistical or related methods. Scholes and his 
cronies may know something, perhaps computer games, but it 
surely is not the economics of real-life economies.

The most efficiently appropriate way of looking at the mat-
ter, in a fresh way, is provided by the recognition of the system-
ic relevance of the contributions to the furtherance of the appli-
cation of Riemannian physics by Academician V.I. Vernadsky’s 
crucial methods employed in the defining of both the Biosphere 
and Noösphere. As the sweep of the history of the rise and fall 
of known ancient through modern economies attests, the cru-
cial limiting factor in the history of such economies, is express-
ible in terms of the success or failure of a society in employing, 
or avoiding the qualitative change in the employed repertoire of 
discoverable universal physical principles.

In general, any new discovery of a universal or  related 
physical principle, supplies the available foundation for either 
some potential leaps forward in potential productive powers 
of labor, per capita and per square kilometer, or averting an at-
tritional form of collapse in such levels of potential productiv-
ity. The accessible supply of those resources being used is in-
herently  constrained  in  various  ways. As  the  demand  may 
increase, or the physically defined marginal costs of extract-
ing poorer quality of such resources may rise in relative terms, 
the productivity of that society, as measured per capita and per 
square kilometer, may be attenuated, or even become nega-
tive in  terms of effect on productivity of  the economy as a 
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whole. Changes in technology must then be introduced, and 
these may not be merely quantitative changes in physical pro-
ductivity,  but  may  require  more  radical  forms  of  improve-
ments. These considerations must be defined as shifts in rela-
tive potential physical productivity per capita and per square 
kilometer, not merely monetary or related financial account-
ing valuations.

The expansion of population, provided that the solution 
for the problems so incurred, is developed through education, 
through forms of employment offered, and by improved con-
ditions of life generally, is a source of increase of potential 
productivity.  However,  this  improvement,  in  and  of  itself, 
hastens the convergence of the society’s expansion and devel-
opment on some relevant boundary condition, such as mar-
ginal attrition of best resources, or the need for raising the ef-
fective physical standard of living, as may be needed to absorb 
the requirement for accelerated improvement in technology. 
The standard remedy for convergence on the latter types of 
boundary conditions, is scientific and technological progress 
of sufficiently effective significance in up-shifting the earlier 
implied boundary conditions.

The unfortunate Cartesian ideologue, for example, such 
as Laplace later, would presume that we are living on a Eu-
clidean “flat Earth,” in which statistical projections of a math-
ematically defined matrix of trends predict statistical-mathe-
matical convergence on some point of significant action at a 
certain estimated distance down the line. The methods em-
ployed  by  most  mathematical-economic  forecasters  today 
are, thus, reflections of absurd dogmas, virtually silly pseudo-
science, and that conclusively, as fraudulent, as seen by Leib-
niz, in his warnings against the silliness of Descartes’ meth-
ods, during the 1690s!

We live inside a dynamical form of physical, not a math-
ematical-statistical  universe.  In  this  universe,  it  is  physical 
principle  which  reigns  over  any  competent  mathematical 
practice, not the reverse. The stink of far overripe statistical 
apriorism in Descartes, belongs to the beliefs shared among 
ivory-tower  lunatics  in  some  nightmare  which  might  have 
been ridiculed by Jonathan Swift.

In  the  contrary,  required  methods  of  Riemannian,  anti-
apriorist physical science, forecasting is based on the notion 
of physical boundary-conditions. In first, pedagogical forms 
of approximation, we simply insist that the rates of realized 
gains in science and technology must outrun the tendency for 
depletion  of  those  existing  resources  on  which  the  present 
physical standard of net per capita output depends.

On this account, we turn to science, so to define a set of 
targeted  future boundary  conditions. Accordingly, we must 
assign ourselves the scheduled task of more than meeting the 
limits required to maintain improved net productive powers 
of labor, per capita and per square kilometer, as these come up 
to and pass each such future boundary-condition. So, for ex-
ample, today, any economy which does not put extended in-
vestment  in  nuclear-fission  and  thermonuclear-fusion  tech-
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nologies foremost on the economic long-term agenda, is to be 
classed, and treated therapeutically as if mentally ill. Other-
wise, economic crises are usually forecastable by evidence of 
proximity of an approaching boundary condition. The notion 
of the function of such boundary-conditions is the essential 
basis for competent approaches to economic forecasting.

Beyond the considerably simplified sketch just presented, 
the actuality which that sketch reflects faithfully enough, is a 
matter of the application of the relevant methods of Rieman-
nian physical hypergeometries.

Today, unfortunately,  all  too much of  the discussion of  
U.S. economic policies treats the President and members of 
Congress  as  if  they  were  technologically  cretins,  to  whom 
proposals on scientific and  technological projects might be 
peddled  as  vacuum  cleaners  were  once  hawked  to  house-
wives, door to door. Sometimes, those specimens are virtual 
cretins, at least in terms of their official performance. It were 
sufficient, first of all, not to elect mentally incompetent figures 
as President, and to exert kindred forms of care with respect to 
selection of members of the legislatures; in that case, we must 
educate failed representatives and their staffs, and deliver pro-
grams on the basis of their impact on the requirements of our 
nation’s and our planet’s destiny.

2. The Delusion Called Money

On the surface, from the vantage point of Cotton Mather, 
Benjamin  Franklin,  and Alexander  Hamilton,  for  example, 
the essential difference between the American System of po-
litical-economy and the Anglo-Dutch Liberal System, is that 
the American System can be described fairly as, constitution-
ally, a credit-system existing within a state monopoly over the 
nation’s money; whereas, the Anglo-Dutch Liberals of today 
practice a monetarist system which is rooted, essentially, in 
feudal and even earlier traditions.

The competent modern statesman, and economist, prac-
tices progressive changes in the physically-principled organi-
zation of the economic processes; the incompetent worships, 
by aid of statistical forms of religious-like rituals, the imagi-
nary gods who are blamed for having done this to us. Observe 
the worst, and hope and pray for rain!

However, like the hypothetical case of the man who went 
to  court  seeking  license  to marry a post-modernist  style  in 
wife, a pet duck,  some  things  in  life are not what  they are 
quacked up to be. On the other hand, certain merely apparent 
differences between the two English-speaking monetary sys-
tems, are, up to a certain point of approximation, real.

Under  the  U.S.  Constitutional  system,  the  nation-state 
holds  a  Constitutional  monopoly  on  the  uttering  of  lawful 
money. The uttering of money by the state may occur chiefly 
in one of two ways. The U.S. government may utter money to 
pay directly for current purchases of goods and services, or 
the government may pledge the uttering of currency as a form 
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of short-term, medium-term, or long-term loans, or monopo-
lies. When the U.S. system follows the intention underlying 
the Preamble of its Constitution, its behavior is inherently that 
of what is called a “protectionist” adversary of so-called “free-
trade” practices, an adversary which employs the crafting of 
Federal  taxation, protective  tariffs, and related policies and 
practices, to assist in ways intended to promote and defend 
preferred public and selected private categories of production 
and improvements.

In other words, competent economic practices change the 
boundary conditions of the totality of the process as needed. 
For this purpose, a Riemannian, rather than a Cartesian view 
of the process is required. The process to be managed, is pri-
marily physical, rather than monetary. The monetary process 
itself,  is  to be managed to conform to  the requirements as-
signed to the physical process. It is the boundary conditions 
which are managed; in which case, the management of the de-
tails of the process is left, in large part, to private initiatives.

For example, in the matter of boundary conditions:
What ought to be, nearly always, the principal function of 

the capital budget of the U.S. Federal government, is its spe-
cific kind of function in capital budgeting, in which, when the 
government’s behavior is sane, a relatively large portion is to 
be invested as capital formation in public works in building 
and maintenance of basic economic infrastructure, and assis-
tance to the governments of Federal states and local counties 
and municipalities in their public functions of a kindred na-
ture.  These  functions,  as  informed  by  the  general  welfare 
principle, serve as the principal customary means of promot-
ing the level of total national output currently, at levels which 
may be considered consonant with a progressive form of full 
employment. The chief weapon of government to this end, is 
the role of Federal investment, taxation, and tariffs, all bear-
ing upon the combined functions of sustaining governmental 
functions, and, otherwise, chiefly, of capital budgeting.

Under the U.S. system, as in any expression of reality, no 
commodity has a natural monetary value. This is a matter of 
principle,  which  is  directly  contrary  to  the  presumptions  of 
such Liberal monetary doctrines as those of Bernard Mande-
ville, François Quesnay, and Adam Smith. Prices are regulated, 
chiefly implicitly, rather than directly, as being in excess of the 
incurred fair cost of production and distribution, and estimated, 
otherwise, according to the adducible interest of the nation in 
protecting the nation’s useful and otherwise essential physical 
capital, as this may be determined by a fair assessment of long- 
to medium-term national interest. Tariffs and trade regulation 
are among the principal means for protecting both fair-price 
levels and other expressions of national interest.

Under what could pass for a currently sane U.S. govern-
ment, government, especially the Federal government, guards 
its special interest in the role of public infrastructure with vigi-
lance. For obvious reasons, since they can not utter money, the 
well-managed  U.S.  Federal  states,  or  municipalities,  must 
guard their particular interest in good infrastructure with zeal.
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The Anglo-Dutch Disease
Otherwise, the key to understanding the critical form of 

the apparent differences between the two opposing systems, is 
the essential fact, that the Anglo-Dutch Liberal System, which 
has dominated Europe since the death of Queen Anne in the 
Eighteenth Century, and which has poisoned the interior of 
our own national economy, is an expression of the coming-
into-being of an established Anglo-Dutch Liberal System as 
the  product  of,  chiefly,  the  reforms  which  Paolo  Sarpi  im-
posed upon the relics of the medieval Venetian financier-oli-
garchical system. The Anglo-Dutch Liberal System, which is 
a product of Sarpi’s Liberalism, is to be recognized, clinically, 
as, thus, a descendant of the feudalist form of medieval ultra-
montane  system of  the Eleventh  through Fourteenth centu-
ries, a special kind of imperial system, once associated with 
the Crusaders, within which power was then, predominantly, 
shared between Venice’s financier oligarchy and, principally, 
the Norman Chivalry.

Implicitly, therefore, it is truthful and useful to say, that the 
modern Anglo-Dutch Liberal System is, “genetically,” the de-
scendant of the European medieval feudal system, and that it, 
therefore, exhibits, still today, many of the characteristic traits 
of that ancestry. Whereas, the American System is, whenever 
we define it as such, the principal, leading, surviving expres-
sion of the modern effort to free Europe and the Americas from 
the specific relics of the combined medieval and modern ex-
pressions of feudalist aristocracy and financier oligarchism.

However, even those distinctions do not reach quite to the 
heart of the differences between the two systems as systems.

The American  System  uses  its  money  in  a  way  which 
might seem to be similar to the role of money as defined by the 
principles of the Anglo-Dutch Liberal System, but the Ameri-
can System, when functioning according  to  the historically 
determined intent of its Declaration of Independence and Fed-
eral Constitution, only seems to be a kind of a money-system 
in the sense of the seemingly similar use of money in a British 
free-trade system. The essential differences are as great as be-
tween  apparently  similar  forms  of  placental  mammals  and 
egg-laying  reptiles  (I  leave  it  to  your  imagination,  and  the 
monotremes’, to choose which is which).

The essential difference is located in the deep-rooted mo-
tives for the respective parties’ intentions; the difference with 
our system lies in what I have stipulated, immediately above, 
in the underlying relics of imperial feudalism in what is com-
monly  identified,  since  Lord  Shelburne’s  Gibbon,  as  the 
modern British system. The difference is expressed in the in-
nate tendency toward empire which is inherent in what I have 
just indicated, above, to be a genetic kind of residue embed-
ded proximately in the British system’s feudal and still ear-
lier origins.

It is that difference which accounts for the persisting im-
pulse of Anglo-Dutch Liberalism toward becoming a world 
empire, one echoing something like the medieval empire of 
Venetian financier oligarchs and Norman chivalry. For exam-
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ple;  the  current  impulse  to  eliminate  the  sovereign  nation-
state, such as the U.S.A., in favor of a “Tower of Babel”-like, 
imperial system called “globalization,”  is an expression, as 
brought  to  the  surface, of  the ultimately very ancient,  and, 
therefore, the deep oligarchical roots and impulses, which un-
derlie the present Anglo-Dutch Liberal System. I explain.

The Matter of National Interest
The system of so-called “globalization” or kindred forms 

of imperialist practices, is directly hostile to the interest of the 
population  of  any  adopted  common  cultural  characteristics 
considered to be sovereign. The populist form of argument in 
support of converting the planet into a common “Tower of Ba-
bel,” is simply a form of the same imperialism which Europe 
had experienced earlier in such expressions as the oligarchical 
model of Asia, the Roman Empire, the Byzantine Empire, the 
medieval ultramontane partnership of Venetian financier-oli-
garchy with Norman chivalry, the Habsburg tyranny, and the 
modern Anglo-Dutch Liberal form of imperialism. All such 
imperialisms, or their surrogates, are based on the suppression 
of the creative-mental potentialities of the great majorities of 
the subject populations.

This effect  is  to be viewed, conveniently, as coinciding 
with the argument attributed, imposing ignorance of universal 
physical principles, by the Olympian Zeus of Aeschylus’ Pro-
metheus Bound. A society which is committed to defense of 
the  specifically  human,  which  is  to  say  “creative  powers” 
which distinguish  the human personality  from  the  ranks of 
just another beast, must promote that effect by emphasis on 
development of scientific and Classical artistic-cultural modes 
of expression within the population generally. This requires 
such  included  features as a development of  the use of  lan-
guage of music, poetry, and science in ways in which the char-
acteristic employment of Classical modes of irony is made to 
be prevalent.

This can only be accomplished with the fostering of sub-
ject-matters within the social practice of the population which 
are consistent with those functions of Classical irony which 
bring into play the equivalent of the occurrence of the infini-
tesimal of Kepler’s discovery of gravitation within the com-
mon practice of the population. This has a crucial moral, in 
addition  to  practical  physical-economic  significance  in  the 
general life of the population. Without such practice, the de-
velopment of creativity within the population would be stunt-
ed  to  an  efficient  effect  consistent  with  the  characteristic 
mind-dulling effects of the oligarchical model of society.

Thus, the development of the people, through emphasis 
on the development of their generally practiced culture in that 
mode, is the most vital interest of any people which would de-
sire to be truly free. The effect of a contrary policy, is the pro-
motion of the qualities called “brutishness” in the generality 
of the population.

Scientific and related cultural progress is not merely indis-
pensable for improvement of a people’s physical and related 
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social conditions of life; it is essential for the more important 
function of developing their qualities of humanity.

The Opposing Olympian Legacy
Therefore, in our attempt to understand current history, it 

is essential to keep one’s attention focused upon some very 
ancient, deep roots, which not merely underlie, but exert sig-
nificant, if often unsuspected control over the effective beliefs 
of  current  generations.  This  is  essential  for  understanding 
some of the most crucial features of the present world crisis in 
the existing system of nations, especially the branch rooted in 
Europe.

This requires an informed approach to the diagnosis of 
the roots of a most crucial and pervasive disorder deeply em-
bedded within the controlling assumptions of behavior of en-
tire modern social processes and their specifically economic 
effects,

When I have, earlier here, referred to Albert Einstein’s no-
tion of the physical universe as defined by a process of devel-
opment of scientific method from Kepler through Riemann, I 
had emphasized the fact that the discovered universal physi-
cal principles, as in the case of Kepler’s discovery of harmon-
ically  ordered  gravitation,  define  a  self-bounded  universe. 
Just as competent science defines the behavior expressed by 
the universe, so, a mixture of the truthful and false concep-
tions of the lawful ordering of mankind’s history, regulates a 
dark mass of hidden, but efficiently reigning, ontological as-
sumptions controlling the behavior of the mind within even 
entire cultures, still today. It is in that dark location within, and 
underlying the universal heritage of the public mind, that the 
roots of the zealous impulse toward the goal of a world-impe-
rial, new “Tower of Babel,” called, euphemistically, “global-
ization,” operates today.

Such are the perils of ignoring the science of epistemolo-
gy. It is often what we do not know, or even refuse to know, 
which  controls  us,  and,  therefore,  our  self-inflicted  fates. 
There  is no worse,  inherently more self-destructive  type of 
impulse in society, than to mistake a current so-called consen-
sus for an approximation of truth. In history, it is almost al-
ways the case, in the matter of all great calamities of societies 
and their economies, that the majority has been wrong, often 
disastrously so, about the truly most important matters of life; 
such is the true force of tragedy. The fault usually lies in some 
tradition whose influence is either not recognized, or misas-
sessed.

As a case  in point: examine the exemplary roots of  the 
fraudulent “Second Law of Thermodynamics.”

The fraudulent treatment by Clausius and Grassmann, and 
by Britain’s Lord Kelvin, of Sadi Carnot’s treatise on the the-
ory of heat, is a prime example of very ancient and dark be-
liefs imposed, cultishly, upon widely taught, modern scien-
tific opinion. Such is the origin of the so-called “Second Law,” 
which is a reflection of what is reported in both Aeschylus’ 
Prometheus Bound, and also in Roman chronicler Diodorus 
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Siculus’ account of the North Africa roots of the cult of the 
Olympian Zeus. The same systemic issue, is stated different-
ly, but to the same effect, as addressed by Philo (“Judaeus”) of 
Alexandria, in his appropriate rebuke of the Aristotelean dog-
ma which asserts the implicit impotence of the Creator’s will 
once the Perfect Creation had occurred.

The so-called “Second Law” of Clausius, Kelvin, et al., is 
premised on an arbitrary insistence on the universality of an 
exceptional condition which does appear as a phenomenon 
under special experimental conditions. By avoiding all exper-
imental  evidence  which  does  not  conform  to  that  arbitrary 
choice  of  assumption,  the  Uriah  Heeps  of  science  have 
claimed their own and Ludwig Boltzmann’s heritage, the no-
torious “Second Law,” to be sound.

Treating  that evidence clinically,  the actual  root of  that 
particular exercise in fallacy of composition of experimental 
evidence, is, historically, the pagan theological dogma associ-
ated with the Delphic figures of the Olympian Zeus, and of the 
figures of Apollo and Dionysius. This ancient, dogmatic creed 
is otherwise named “the oligarchical principle,” under which, 
as Aeschylus’ Prometheus Bound describes it,  the mass of 
ordinary people were decreed to be no better than a human 
form of cattle. These are “cattle,” if you please, which will not 
dare to attempt to rise above their lowly station, lest they be 
slaughtered as lacking the cow-like self-control demanded of 
them by the relevant Physiocrats and other putative owners.

On the other hand, all relevant evidence, including the ad-
duced history of the development of Kepler’s Solar system 
from  a  solitary,  fast-turning,  boisterous  Sun,  points  to  the 
transformation of the mass of planet Earth to higher ratios of 
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its  total composition by products of not 
only Biomass, but also accumulations of 
mass of products of human cognitive ac-
tion.

Yet,  the  ancient  cultural  heirloom 
lurks  in  European  culture  today,  in  the 
form of the intrinsically malthusian ther-
modynamics dogma, “The Second Law,” 
passed down, by the academic laying-on 
of syncretic hands, from ancient supersti-
tions, into the form of what is treated as a 
virtually  self-evident  law  of  nature,  to-
day.

In modern European strains of soci-
ety, this identical ancient tradition in hu-
man slavery is reflected by such examples 
as Giovanni Botero’s 1589 Della ragione 
di stato, Giammaria Ortes’ 1790 Rifles-
sioni sulla popolazione  and  its  English 
edition that same year, and Thomas Mal-
thus’  extensive  1798  plagiarism  of  the 
English  translation  of  Ortes’  1790  edi-
tion,  as  On Population.  Former  Vice-
President Gore belongs to that same sul-

lied  tradition.  The  Nineteenth-Century  promotion  of 
malthusianism by T.H. Huxley’s circles, is typical. So are the 
promotion of eugenics by Huxley’s grandson Julian Huxley, 
or the drug cults of Julian’s brother Aldous, all as like the Brit-
ish promotion of the Spanish African slave-trade into the U.
S.A. Similarly, the use of the white-collar section of the 68er 
generation as  the prototypical portion of  the dupes used  to 
promote dionysiac forms of “environmentalism” and outright 
terrorism, since the beginning of the 1970s, are continuing ex-
pressions of the doctrine of the Olympian Zeus of Prometheus 
Bound in contemporary “environmentalist” and related cults 
of today.

The continuing historical root of these morally and scien-
tifically pathetic forms of belief and overt behavior, are a re-
flection of the deeply embedded tradition of the same so-called 
“oligarchical  model”  which  was  imported  from  the  Middle 
East  into Europe  in such exemplary  forms as  the  implicitly 
Sophist cults of the Phrygian Delphi Apollo and Dionysius.

When  you  hear  yourself  saying,  “Science  teaches . . . ,” 
think: who is rattling those ancient bones from a pagan church-
yard today?

The American Tradition
We patriots of the U.S.A. trace our tradition from a differ-

ent source than Clausius et al. have done; we prefer the legacy 
of Solon of Athens,  the Pythagoreans, Socrates,  and Plato. 
Our emphasis has been on the Christian aspect of that tradi-
tion,  as  associated,  most  emphatically,  with  the  Gospel  of 
John, as to theology, and the epistles of Paul. The first Chris-
tians were, of course, Jews, especially in that same tradition, 
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FIGURE 1
LaRouche’s ‘Triple Curve’
caption:
This 1995 “Typical Collapse Function” heuristic shows how the 
physical economy crashes, as monetary and financial aggregates 
soar into hyperinflation. The timing of such a collapse depends 
upon the voluntary actions of human beings, either to delay the 
advent of a crash (making it worse when it comes), or to prevent it 
by taking actions for the general welfare.
FIGURE 2
The Fallacy of the Equant
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The ’68ers, indoctrinated by the cult of existentialism, were cut off 
from an effective moral connection both to their parents, and to 
their posterity, “in a way which has no comparison in my 
knowledge of traditions of intra-family life inside the U.S.A. since 
the first half of the Seventeenth Century.”
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The ’68ers, indoctrinated by the cult of existentialism, were cut off 
from an effective moral connection both to their parents, and to 
their posterity, “in a way which has no comparison in my 
knowledge of traditions of intra-family life inside the U.S.A. since 
the first half of the Seventeenth Century.”
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as Philo of Alexandria, the friend of the crucified apostle Pe-
ter, typifies the continuing ecumenical relationship. There is 
no essential form of contrary epistemological tradition, as to 
method, among these authorities. The conception of man and 
woman defined in the closing verses of Genesis 1, express the 
relevant principle of ecumenical concurrence. Among us, as if 
in the tradition of Aeschylus’ authorship of the Prometheus 
Trilogy, there is a willingness to purge ourselves of contrary 
baggage left from brutish, ancient oligarchical tradition.

Our system’s American tradition is not based on the no-
tion of any self-evident value in margins of individual profit, 
but, rather, a desire to give a relative advantage to those who 
are privileged to serve the future of society in a relatively bet-
ter way. Accordingly, we are not such fools as to believe in so 
silly and wicked a doctrine as “free trade,” but, rather, create 
the mechanisms by which the relative accumulation of eco-
nomic power flows into the hands of those who will serve the 
future of society better at this time.

Thus, the properly adduced system of relative economic 
values, under the American System, is not what money deter-
mines, but what we condition money to promote in the interest 
of the future of society as whole. Hence, our system is not a 
free-trade system, but a “fair-trade” system, to ensure not only 
the best result for our society as a whole, but to create auto-
matic penalties for practices which are contrary to the ascer-
tainable, combined present and future benefit of our society.

For us, our system of sovereign government is empow-
ered to devise the parameters within which virtuous talent is 
encouraged  to  discover  useful  choices  of  action;  while  no 
ghost of a brutish, ghastly past is permitted to strike fear into 
our calculations, or spoil our slumbers.

The Matter of Immortality
Perhaps a possibility of the typical individual’s greatly ex-

tended life-expectancy lies somewhere on the horizon of sci-
entific progress. That, however, is not the immediate issue for 
mankind. The challenge to mankind, at this moment, is the 
need to cease regarding immortality as something which ex-
ists only as a condition to be found beyond the death of the 
individual, and, instead, to consider immortality as the prin-
ciple which is expressed by the manner in which we live out 
the skein of mortal individual existence. What misery so many 
of our citizens, and our nation endure, because we have not 
yet generally learned to live out our mortal lives in that nobler 
mode.

This  particular  form  of  that  issue  which  should  be  ad-
dressed, most emphatically, as I have posed it here, has been 
the notable cruelty which the so-called “Baby-Boomer” gen-
eration has imposed upon its own typical member.

As I have emphasized earlier, as I looked back more than 
two hundred years, to ancestors who, although deceased, were 
living persons at my maternal grandparents’ Sunday dinner 
table, and I as then looked back to the traditions these conver-
sations expressed of my family’s  life  in America,  traced  to 
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more than a century before that, there has been no generation 
who have suffered so much self-inflicted forms of misery, as 
those who have been the victims of the process of becoming 
typical  members  of  the  “white-collar”  generation  born  be-
tween approximately the close of World War II, 19�5, and the 
verge of  the  rather  deep  and prolonged  recession of  1957-
1961. Think of how and why their self-inflicted misery has 
come about. Think of  the perils which our republic experi-
ences  today,  as  a  result  of  the  reverberation of  the process 
which  produced  the  specific  effects  typified  by  the  special 
quality of indifference of that part of the post-war generation 
even still today.

The imposition, especially upon families of the post-19�5 
“white-collar” class, of the kind of existentialist conditioning 
suffered in western European under the influence of the Con-
gress for Cultural Freedom, and similar programs here, has 
produced  a  generation  characterized  by  the  doctrine  of 
“thrownness”  presented  by  the  one-time  Nazi  professor  at 
Freiberg,  Martin  Heidegger,  or  Heidegger’s  follower  Jean-
Paul Sartre  in France. That  indifference  to  the principle of 
truth, which was promoted in the U.S.A. by such contributors 
to the book The Authoritarian Personality as Theodor Ador-
no and Hannah Arendt, has produced a generation of white-
collar  types  of  “Baby  Boomers”  who  are  cut  off  from  the 
sense of immortality’s connections of the living to preceding 
and coming generations. Indoctrination by such radical exis-
tentialist  forms of  “brainwashing,” has  thus  created  in  that 
portion of that generation, a generation cut off from an effec-
tive moral connection to their parents and offspring, in a way 
which has no comparison in my knowledge of traditions of 
intra-family life inside the U.S.A. since the first half of the 
Seventeenth Century.

Think of the process of brainwashing, expressed by the 
cult phrase, “I don’t believe in conspiracy-theories,” a rant of 
the  type  associated  with  George  Orwell’s  cult-book,  1984, 
which was induced by the influence of what  that evil book 
represents.

The death of the existentialist evokes a sense of a lack of 
meaningful personal purpose in that individual’s having lived. 
A  large  portion  of  the  sheer  economic  and  related  cruelty 
which  the  majority  of  the  U.S.  population  from  the  lower 
eighty percentile of family income-brackets has suffered, in-
creasingly,  under  U.S.  policy-trends  since  about  1975,  has 
been a reflection of the influence of the kind of amoral indif-
ference which the rising influence of the white-collar Baby-
Boomer caste has manifest, against the lower eighty percen-
tile of our population in general. This was embedded in the 
relics of the so-called “New Left” of the 1960s and 1970s, and 
was  expressed  by  them  as  a  leaning  toward  social  values 
which an earlier time would have associated with fascism, as 
I wrote in my 1968 report on the New Left’s echo of the exis-
tentialist quality of the swapping, back and forth, of Nazi Par-
ty and Communist Party adherents, in the setting of the fa-
mous Berlin trolley-car strike of the period preceding Adolf 
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Hitler’s rise to power. We saw such effects in the New Left of 
that time; we see precisely the effects of that in the social and 
economic policy of the U.S. political process today. We have 
been, seemingly, taken over by a generation whose prospect is 
that of going nowhere, and taking the rest of us with them, to-
ward that ugly kind of destiny for our republic itself.

For example: I have lately observed a certain, conspicu-
ous correlation between that Baby-Boomer phenomenon, and 
the dwindling of the ranks of the Catholic clergy in relevant 
nations. For example, the essence of any Christian or Jewish 
religious body, except for the cases of the sorts of gnostic cults 
we might associate with the fictional Elmer Gantry, is an oc-
cupation with multi-generational  commitment  to  living  ac-
cording to a principle of human immortality. Existentialism 
moved like a swarm of spiritual locusts, across the terrain of 
the second half of the 1960s and beyond, leaving abandoned 
parishes, scattered like dead cities and towns, across the terri-
tory of Europe’s Fourteenth-Century New Dark Age. Putting 
aside the screeching and bellowing amid the human wreckage 
of the wild-eyed sects, across the land there is a dreadful si-
lence reigning where serene commitment to immortality had 
once blessed the departed of generations past.

That is the essence of the point I am making.
The lesson to be learned is, that many among others, even  

persons other than the Baby Boomers or their screaming gnos-
tic rivals, were wrong to locate immortality as some place be-
yond death; immortality must be a quality which we enjoy in 
living, a quality which gives us the strength born in a sense of 
the happiness in doing good, while we enjoy being the kind of 
a person who lives in a sense that doing a good deed is its own 
reward.

3. The New United Nations

The record shows, that had President Franklin Roosevelt 
lived out the fourth term of office to which he had been elect-
ed, this planet would have become a far better place on which 
to live, than what we have known since his death. It is clear, in 
retrospect,  that what he intended to do, had already greatly 
displeased Winston Churchill; but, that is because President 
Franklin Roosevelt’s post-war intention would have probably 
brought the imperial reign of Anglo-Dutch Liberalism to an 
end.  There  were  very  clear,  and  interdependent  goals  ex-
pressed by President Roosevelt while he lived, goals bearing 
on  the  post-war  world  order. We  can  never  “turn  back  the 
clock” of history; like many other great heroes of mankind, 
we are left with the sense that he died too soon; but, we must 
learn the lesson of the price we are continuing to pay for not 
having  done  what  reflection  informs  us  our  nation  should 
have done, even when a magnificent leader had died.

Since  nations  tend,  it  seems  chronically,  to  make  mis-
takes, we might make the best of that situation, by taking plea-
sure in being given, thus, the opportunity to undo some of the 
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damage caused by a foolishness we might prefer  to simply 
blame  on  our  predecessors.  Unfortunately  for  our  wishful 
thinkers, we are not given the evidence which would permit 
us to blame the whole mess on the Baby-Boomer generation, 
since they were among the victims of that human wreckage, 
not its cause.

I had not known President Roosevelt’s exact post-war in-
tentions at that time. I learned of these later, when, for exam-
ple, the eyewitness account by his son was available; but, the 
fact  that  I  already  sensed what his post-war  intentions had 
been, accurately, at the time of his death, tells me something 
about the way in which I had gained what was later proven to 
have been my correct insight into the President’s intentions 
for the post-war world. This prescience had also radiated into 
many opinions other than my own.21

I was in a military camp in India at the time of the Presi-
dent’s death. Soon after the news had reached us there, some 
of my fellow soldiers approached me, asking to meet me in-
formally that evening. Their subject proved to be: What is go-
ing to happen to us, now, since the President is dead? I heard 
the words coming from my own mouth, without pausing to 
think about composing a calculated reply. I recall my words 
vividly, still today: “I don’t know. We have lived under a Pres-
ident who was a great man, and Truman is such a little man. I 
am worried . . .”

My  thoughts,  throughout  the  months  which  followed, 
were that we were on a mission, and must fulfill that mission 
of peace when the war were to have ended. There were three 
objectives which appeared to me to be the mission; when I 
was back  in Calcutta  from  the war-time  jungle of northern 

21.  Experience sometimes warns us, that, more or less often, in life, we come 
to know much more, or much less than we thought we had known.
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Burma (now Myanmar), those objectives were clearer to me 
than ever before. The three, combined into a single perspec-
tive, were:

Free the colonies and use the conversion of the powerful 
industrial war-machine we had built up as a resource which 
would, among other prime objectives, help the former colo-
nies to develop the foundations of true independence, while 
cleaning up the remaining social effects of the Depression at 
home.

It seemed important to me, coming from a family back-
ground in industrial technology, not to simply repeat the non-
sensical slogan of “a war to end all wars,” but to build up a 
system  of  cooperative  development  of  sovereign  nations, 
which would be a system, which by itself, would be a founda-
tion for expression of the common self-interest among what 
must become truly sovereign nations.

It could have happened, had President Roosevelt lived out 
his fourth term. I later learned from sources which had had 
high rank during the closing interval of the war, that their re-
action had been virtually the same as my own: “It’s over,” one 
such figure said, after coming out of the office from a person-
al meeting with  the already visibly depleted President. The 
great mission which many among us, of various ranks, had 
either  known  or,  as  I  had,  sensed,  died  with  its  President. 
Churchill was  about  to  be dumped by his  country;  but,  he 
might have been maliciously consoled by the fact that Presi-
dent Roosevelt’s noble mission for peacetime, had been de-
feated by the actions of the newly inaugurated President Tru-
man, who appeared to admire Churchill very much.

The time came, a bit later, during early 19�7, when I came 
from a rather successful public meeting, to find myself licking 
the spiritual wounds inflicted by a post-war world. This hap-
pened later in the same day, during which I had had the occa-
sion to propose, at one notable Boston public event which I 
had  assisted  in  preparing,  that  the  issue  of  nuclear-fission 
technologies be resolved by dedicating nuclear fission power 
to its role as new source of high energy-density power; I had 
cited India’s needs as a clear case for such applications. Many 
in the audience had applauded my remarks; but, as that same 
event concluded, I knew that my stated policy was being over-
ridden by the heated plotting for what might be what some 
influential circles clearly intended to be an early outbreak of 
the next great war, a nuclear war.

Very few among the future Baby Boomers had been born 
at that time.

There have been fads like the present craze of the “Global 
Warming” hoax, even long before the post-war decade. The 
predatory  hordes  of  Flagellants  spawned  during  Europe’s 
Fourteenth-Century “New Dark Age,” are perhaps the nearest 
approximation of the utterly fraudulent, and frankly genocid-
al, revival of Thomas Malthus’s swindle, that “Global Warm-
ing” hoax being mobilized around the figure of former Vice-
President  Al  Gore  presently.  Yet,  the  combination  of  the 
hysterical rushes into both the utopian form of a new, imperi-
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alist “Tower of Babel” scheme, known as “globalization,” and 
the “Global Warming” hoax, could mean an early planet-wide 
catastrophe, a calamity which would be orders of magnitude 
worse for humanity as a whole than its mere echoing of the 
Fourteenth-Century “New Dark Age.” We live, thus, in very 
insane times.

The President Franklin Roosevelt whose effort had been 
decisive in saving the word from Hitler, was prevented from 
having to imagine a new evil as terribly shameful for our na-
tion  as  what  is  menacing  the  planet  from  Vice-President 
Cheney’s rampages, and also from a current President’s prob-
able insanity, combined with all the other evils rampant now.

Let us presume that these dark threats can be transformed, 
by your help, into nothing worse than some passing Spring-
time thunderstorms of current history. That, hopefully, would 
allow us to concentrate on the challenge of “What must we do 
with this aching planet?”

A New Monetary System
We must return to a more or less global fixed-exchange-

rate monetary system, echoing the Bretton Woods system.
This now urgently needed monetary reform, must not be 

permitted to degenerate into a fussy sort of negotiation over 
exact prices. Something close to current relative values would 
be sufficient. Those adjustments to currently estimated val-
ues, which might need to be introduced, can best be accom-
plished by supplementary tariff and trade agreements.

In this action, we must aim for a fifty-year span of agree-
ments.

Before turning to further discussion of the international 
operations, I must now mention a few additional remarks on 
some U.S. domestic features, for the sake of calming the read-
ers’ nerves in the degree needed to allow us to proceed with 
discussion of the international arrangements. On this account, 
several points must be borne in mind.

First of all, let us admit the fact, that the entire present sys-
tem is hopelessly bankrupt. Now, I have said it. You feared it; 
so I have removed your fear of what I might say, by saying it 
now.

Therefore, let us be content with the reality, that most of 
what are considered as current levels of aggregate nominal fi-
nancial obligations could never be paid off. The greatest por-
tion of  those obligations must  either be cancelled, or post-
poned, even frozen for years to come. Fortunately, most of the 
debts  on  the  books  now,  are  essentially  gambling  debts  in 
their character, which,  therefore, have no credible  relation-
ship to the kind of honest debts we would be eager to honor. 
In the meantime, essential banks must keep their doors open 
for normal day-to-day and week-to-week business consider-
ations such as those respecting ordinary households, essential 
professional services, ordinary production, and wholesale and 
retail trade. In most respects, life must go on, almost as if no 
bankruptcy had happened.

Let us be assured, that in the case of the U.S.A. itself, the 
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appropriate mode of financial  reorganization of  the  system 
would be to put the quasi-private banking institution, the Fed-
eral Reserve System, into receivership under the authority of 
the Federal government, for financial reorganization. The fea-
tured objective would be to keep normal forms of essential 
day-to-day banking and related functions (which do not in-
volve dubious sorts of financial speculation) operating as if no 
bankruptcy had occurred. Ordinary household savings and re-
lated accounts would be protected, and necessary withdraw-
als allowed automatically up to a certain level, or by special 
show of relevant need or purpose. Confidence in the assured 
stability and good performance of the system, as promised, 
must be promoted and maintained, as an essential precondi-
tion for maintenance of good order.

We must agree to make our intentions clear. The essential 
thing will be, to bring the operating level of the economy up 
above what are determined as break-even levels, through the 
use of public credit uttered for necessary maintenance and im-
provement of basic economic, public, and related infrastruc-
ture.

That said, we turn now to outline the needed general orga-
nization of the international system.

What I have proposed is, that the U.S.A. immediately ap-
proach the governments of Russia, China, and India, to join in 
assembling  a  pilot  organizing  committee  establishing  what 
shall be, in effect, the most suitable, and also powerful combi-
nation of a  relevant  set of  initial  sponsors  for  launching  the 
larger partnership among those nations willing to act to replace 
what  is  presently  the  already  hopelessly  bankrupt,  present 
world monetary system. This action must include an associated 
set of agreements with the operating core of a new, fixed-ex-
change-rate world monetary system, which, for reasons I shall 
identify  here,  must  operate  under  provisions  of  an  approxi-
mately fifty-year set of long-term treaty, cross-agreements.

Since the present world system has been rendered hope-
lessly bankrupt by a currently chain-reacting explosion of 
what are actually gambling debts, the prevention of a now 
threatened, chaotic implosion of uncountable masses of hy-
perinflated gambling debts, requires a sufficiently powerful 
political fist to force the putting of the entire system through 
forced-draft financial reorganization now, before the stage 
when the effects become virtually impossible to control politi-
cally.

The rule governing our actions must be, that, since we can 
not permit nations to be closed down, the measures to be taken 
must be in the form of a reorganization of an operating enter-
prise, the group of sovereign nations, which is operating un-
der sovereign nations’ adoption, by negotiation, of rules for 
reorganization-in-bankruptcy of the present world system.

This requires the abrupt cessation, and undoing of move-
ments in the direction of political so-called globalization, and, 
a  reenforcement  of  the  instrumentalities  of  national  sover-
eignty. In place of the kind of slime-mold which globalization 
represents, we get off the slippery slope of so-called “global-
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ization”; we must have the kind of clearly responsible, and, to 
say the magic word, “sovereign” national debtors, a condition 
which permits the creation of the long-term treaty agreements 
among nations, which are needed to create the credit for the 
capital formation in basic physical-economic infrastructure, 
that on the scale needed to overwhelm the menacing situation 
with which the world were otherwise confronted at this junc-
ture.

The Great World Recovery
The lewd, as much as false suspicions are, that the expan-

sion of population has reached the point that the world were, 
allegedly,  about  to  run  out  of  everything.  That  suspicion 
should, and will be considered nonsense by any persons who 
are presently capable of thinking seriously about the ABCs of 
economy. However, it is a fact, that we must begin to change 
the way in which we manage, rather than simply use up those 
presently owned resources which we call raw materials. We 
must shift the way economy works; we must put the emphasis 
on managing our planet, rather than merely occupying it as if 
it were our temporary camping-ground whence we leave our 
rubbish behind as we leave.

Fresh water, for example. There is plenty of water on this 
planet, but we have been relying too much on using up fossil 
forms of  freshwater  reserves,  instead of  turning  to  the  two 
programs which would supply us as much safe and fresh wa-
ter as we might need, both for direct human consumption by a 
growing population. That means nuclear fission, and, on the 
horizon, thermonuclear fusion.

Look  at  the  lands  west  of  the  Mississippi.  Look  at  the 
sinking southern region of the Ogallala aquifer, for example; 
look at the freshwater supplies in relevant agricultural regions 
of California. Look at the places around the world where hu-
man existence now depends upon drawing down a shrinking 
total supply of fossil water.

It had to come to this; we are touching the point at which 
we can do just fine, as the saying goes, on condition that we 
shift policy  to managing  the planet’s  resources,  rather  than 
looting  them. That  takes  power.  Not  using  up  sunlight  we 
ought to save for breeding chlorophyll, nor consuming food 
as fuel, but efficient sources of man-made power, using nucle-
ar fission now, and bringing on thermonuclear fusion soon.

Suppose some of us had to live on Mars; how would we do 
the functional equivalent of terra-forming that planet? In our 
galaxy,  there must be a number of planets which are likely 
candidates for terra-forming. Let us permit those thoughts to 
guide us in thinking about the management of the planet Earth 
from here on out.

We now have a pending schedule for the extension of the 
Trans-Siberian Railway, first built under the direction of the 
physical chemist Mendeleyev on the model of the U.S. trans-
continental system. The extension is the building of the rail-
way tunnel across the area of the Bering Strait, to link to the 
Canadian and U.S. trunk railway systems, and, on down into 
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South America. We are, in that sense, on the verge of creating 
a planetary railway, or railway-like (e.g., magnetic levitation) 
system, which will not be a mere plaything, or tourists’ trap, 
but an indispensable part of the economical management of 
the development and use of the resources of our planet’s crust 
as a whole. Rails, and magnetic levitation are far cheaper than 
air-travel, and much quicker, and far more convenient  than 
water-borne  transport.  We  thus,  enter  a  post-geopolitical 
world!

We have a few really big problems which require our im-
mediate steps toward investment in such transcontinental sys-
tems. Take the mass of the poor of nations such as China and 
India. Start with a summary of the case of the leading eco-
nomic problem of China.

Some politically influential Americans, for example, in-
sist that China is “ripping us off.” That is flatly nonsense. The 
whole of the China economy is currently oriented chiefly in 
the direction of supplying the U.S. with the necessary product 
which  our  corporations  are  too  lazy  and  cheap  to  produce 
here. Why? For one reason: we of the U.S.A. are buying from 
China on credit, hundreds of billions of U.S. dollars credit!

There are several reasons for that lunatic policy, but the 
obvious reason is that we can not compete with China’s low 
prices, at the same time that we can not afford to pay China’s 
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bill for keeping the U.S. economy afloat with China’s export 
products. Yet, at  the same time, a dangerous internal social 
situation is piling up inside China as a result of the way in 
which China currently supplies, chiefly, U.S. needs. The prob-
lem is, that we have been shutting down our productive econ-
omy, by which we used to pay our way in the world; we have 
turned to wild abandon in the use of foreign cheap labor, as a 
way of throwing our own productive labor-force on the street, 
virtually to starve, all chiefly as a result of a current, lunatic 
U.S. policy, which helps  to bankrupt our nation,  sooner or 
later, but more  likely  soon,  and  to  impoverish most of our 
people subsisting below the upper 3% of higher income brack-
ets, while also creating a potential social crisis inside China.

Please do not try to fool our citizens into believing that our 
current policy-makers are really sane!

Globalization? The Tower of Babel was always a dumb 
idea.

The solution? Develop the Asian continent in ways which 
raise  the productivity of  the Asian population, as measured 
per capita and per square kilometer. (While returning to the 
old-fashioned idea that we are people who promote high-tech-
nology development of agriculture, industry, and modern ba-
sic economic infrastructure, rather than the insolent, thuggish 
beggars who seek to threaten other nations into feeding them.) 
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With those words, we are opening the discussion of a fifty-
year span of transcontinental development of Asia. We must 
raise the level of physical net productivity of Asia, per capita 
and per square kilometer, to levels at which the obvious pres-
ent problems caused by unsustainable, current U.S.A.-Asia 
economic relations are improved. This means rebuilding the 
U.S.A.  itself  as  an  agro-industrial,  capital-intensive,  infra-
structure-rich  form  of  economy,  while  adopting  a  system 
which promotes the internal economic development of the en-
tire populations and territories of nations such as China.

How do we do this?
We create packages of fifty-year duration, long-term trea-

ty-agreements, bridging trade-offs spanning two generations 
between the time when a university graduate enters the labor 
market until about the time of his or her retirement. During 
that interval of time, we must work to build up Asia’s territory 
in ways which increase the productive powers of labor there, 
up toward relatively optimal occidental levels, at which they 
have begun to pay us back for the work we do to assist them 
in acquiring the vast quantities of capital-goods and related 
assistance to bring them up to parity. This means long-term, 
two-way  trade  and  financing  agreements,  accompanied  by 
powerful  science-technological  leaps,  increasing  the  entire 
planet’s productive powers of labor, including that of Africa, 
per capita and per square kilometer.

This requires long-term treaty agreements among nations 
and groups of nations, with discount rates in the order of 1-2% 
simple  interest-equivalent. These  agreements  are  chiefly  in 
the American-System  form  of  credits,  rather  than  financial 
loans. This  requires basing  that  system of  long-term credit 
agreements  on  a  Bretton  Woods-style  system  of  relatively 
fixed-exchange rates.

The key to the success of such a global arrangement is a 
true science-driver program, a program which is driven by a 
moral purpose, rather than greed.

‘The Lord of the Flies’
To understand  the underlying problem,  centered within 

trans-Atlantic European culture, which accounts for the roots, 
laid under U.S. President Truman and the British Fabians of 
the late 19�0s, for what later erupted over the interval from 
the assassination of President John F. Kennedy to the election 
of President Richard M. Nixon, we must reflect upon the les-
son  to be  recognized  in  the fictionalized sociological study 
named The Lord of the Flies. That name has served as a mag-
ic word for what is literally that specific quality of the Soph-
istry which wrecked ancient Classical Greece in the Pelopon-
nesian wars, but which more or less rules today’s globalized 
moral corruption, as a form of mass-insanity, known as con-
sensus. It is the form of mass mental illness, an intrinsically 
anti-rational form of madness called consensus politics, which 
has been deployed, since approximately the time of the labo-
ratory prototype nuclear weapons dropped on Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki.
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That is a form of consensus-politics deployed as a replace-
ment for the politics consistent with the U.S. Declaration of 
Independence and Federal Constitution, for a politics based 
on the guidance of principle and reason. Either we rid our-
selves of  the  shackles of  that  specific kind of mass-lunacy 
suggested by The Lord of the Flies, the lunacy which virtu-
ally controls U.S. governmental proceedings, top down, pres-
ently, or there will be, as the ghost of Athens’ Pericles might 
warn us, and certainly Socrates and Plato, no more United 
States of America.

This is to be seen in that rule by consensus, which was 
rooted in the Napoleonic tradition, but which took a special 
form in the influence which the U.S.-directed existential cult, 
the Congress for Cultural Freedom, exerted in corrupting the 
post-19�5 culture in France, or the rampage of the related ex-
istential form of virtual fascism expressed by the “green ter-
ror” of  the anti-nuclear-power  fanatics  in 1970s and 1980s 
Germany.

This notion of consensus politics, this echo of The Lord of 
the Flies, is also to be recognized as the modern heritage of a 
Nazi Nuremberg rally, as the principle of triumph by irrational 
consensus, the same so-called Freedom of the arbitrary Will 
invoked by former Vice-President Al Gore on behalf of his ly-
ing, pseudo-scientific, “Global Warming” hoax, a mass-mur-
derous hoax which has been revived from the hoax of Giam-
maria Ortes, whose work was plagiarized by Thomas Malthus, 
and which was revived as the doctrine of “eugenics” of the 
international circles of Bertrand Russell, from which the so-
called holocaust by the Nazis was derived.

The particularly notable importance of The Lord of the 
Flies, on this account, has been the quality of mental illness 
sometimes witnessed in the brutalities of the schoolyard, the 
childish quality of petulance which the “white-collar” Baby 
Boomer had cultivated earlier as a pre-adult trait. This can be 
frequently witnessed as a kind of, ironically, highly authori-
tarian trait, to which the petulant Baby-Boomer type tends to 
revert, as Al Gore has done, with senile simulation of the over-
tones of an “alpha dog” added, in middle age.

It is of urgent political importance, for the sake of the sur-
vival of civilized society, that this pathological quality of that 
psychological type be frankly stated openly, as Plato attacked 
the Classical Greek expression of the ancient prototype asso-
ciated with the war-crime by Athens against the people of the 
island of Melos. It is important to recognize this as the root of 
the pathological, and virtually criminal, moral quality of the 
current U.S. Bush-Cheney Administration, as  this has been 
met, otherwise, in the Fabianism expressed under Britain’s ly-
ing Blair government.

We can not permit civilization as a whole to continue to be 
held hostage to that form of mass-insanity which seeks to con-
solidate its grip over the policies of government of the U.S.A., 
as in relevant other places, today. If you wish our civilization 
to survive, it is time for you, among others, to do what must be 
done, if we are to save civilization world-wide.


