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From Our Archives

LaRouche’s 1988 Oftfer To
Moscow on Food Crisis

On Oct. 12, 1988, Lyndon LaRouche announced the impend-
ing collapse of the Soviet system, a collapse which he said
would begin soon in Poland and would lead to the restoration
of Berlin as the future capital of Germany. Not one leading
figure of the world agreed with LaRouche then; but it hap-
pened the next year. LaRouche outlined the growing eco-
nomic crisis in the Soviet bloc—especially the collapse of ag-
riculture—and declining food stocks worldwide. He made a
proposal to Moscow, Bonn, and his own government in Wash-
ington, to cooperate to overcome the immediate food short-
ages, and to map out a collaborative effort to build up the
physical economy of Poland. In exchange, Germany would
be reunified.

The following is the text of his speech at a press confer-
ence at West Berlin’s Kempinski Bristol Hotel. He was at the
time an independent candidate for the Presidency of the
United States.

The Reunification of Germany

I am here today, to report to you on the subject of U.S.
policy for the prospects of reunification of Germany. What I
present to you now, will be a featured topic in a half-hour
U.S. television broadcast, nationwide, prior to next month’s
Presidential election. I could think of no more appropriate
place to unveil this new proposal, than here in Berlin.

I am the third of the leading candidates for election as the
next President of the United States. Although I shall not win
that election, my campaign will almost certainly have a sig-
nificant influence in shaping some of the policies of the next
President.

Although we can not know with certainty who will be the
winner of a close contest between Vice President George Bush
and Massachusetts Gov. Michael Dukakis, it is the best esti-
mate in the United States today, that Mr. Bush will win the
largest electoral vote. Obviously, I am not supporting Mr.
Bush’s candidacy, and I am not what is called a “spoiler” can-
didate, working secretly on Mr. Bush’s behalf. Nonetheless,
should Mr. Bush win, it would be likely that I would have
some significant, if indirect influence on certain of the poli-
cies of the next administration. How this result would affect
the destiny of Germany and Central Europe generally, is the
subject of my report here today.

By profession, I am an economist in the tradition of Gott-
fried Wilhelm Leibniz and Friedrich List in Germany, and of
Alexander Hamilton and Mathew and Henry Carey in the
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United States. My political principles are those of Leibniz,
List, and Hamilton, and are also consistent with those of
Friedrich Schiller and Wilhelm von Humboldt. Like the
founders of my republic, I have an uncompromising belief in
the principle of absolutely sovereign nation-states, and I am
therefore opposed to all supranational authorities which might
undermine the sovereignty of any nation. However, like
Schiller, I believe that every person who aspires to become a
beautiful soul, must be at the same time a true patriot of his
own nation, and also a world-citizen.

For these reasons, during the past 15 years I have become
a specialist in my country’s foreign affairs. As a result of this
work, I have gained increasing, significant influence among
some circles around my own government on the interrelated
subjects of U.S. foreign policy and strategy. My role during
1982 and 1983 in working with the U.S. National Security
Council to shape the adoption of the policy known as the Stra-
tegic Defense Initiative, or SDI, is an example of this. Al-
though the details are confidential, I can report to you that my
views on the current strategic situation are more influential in
the United States today than at any time during the past.

Therefore, I can assure you that what I present to you now,
on the subject of prospects for the reunification of Germany,
is a proposal which will be studied most seriously among the
relevant establishment circles inside the United States.

Under the proper conditions, many today will agree, that
the time has come for early steps toward the reunification of
Germany, with the obvious prospect that Berlin might resume
its role as the capital.

For the United States, for Germans, and for Europe gener-
ally, the question is: Will this be brought about by assimilating
the Federal Republic of Germany and West Berlin into the
East Bloc’s economic sphere of influence, or can it be ar-
ranged differently? In other words, is a united Germany to
become part of a Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals, as
President de Gaulle proposed, or, as Mr. Gorbachov desires, a
Europe from the Urals to the Atlantic?

The Worldwide Food Crisis

I see a possibility, that the process of reunification could
develop as de Gaulle proposed. I base this possibility upon the
reality of a terrible worldwide food crisis which has erupted
during the past several months, and will dominate the world’s
politics for at least two years to come.

The economy of the Soviet bloc is a terrible, and worsen-
ing failure. In Western European culture, we have demon-
strated that the successes of nations of big industries depend
upon the technologically progressive independent farmer, and
what you call in Germany the Mittelstand [Germany’s small
and medium-sized entrepreneurs]. Soviet culture in its present
form is not capable of applying this lesson. Despite all at-
tempts at structural reforms, and despite any amount of cred-
its supplied from the West, the Soviet bloc economy as a
whole has reached the critical point, that, in its present form,
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it will continue to slide downhill from here on, even if the
present worldwide food crisis had not erupted.

I do not foresee the possibility of genuine peace between
the United States and Soviet Union earlier than 30 or 40 years
still to come. The best we can do in the name of peace, is to
avoid a new general war between the powers. This war-avoid-
ance must be based partly on our armed strength, and our po-
litical will. It must be based also, on rebuilding the strength of
our economies.

At the same time that we discourage Moscow from dan-
gerous military and similar adventures, we must heed the
lesson taught us by a great military scientist nearly four centu-
ries ago, Niccold Machiavelli: We must also provide an ad-
versary with a safe route of escape. We must rebuild our econ-
omies to the level at which we can provide the nations of the
Soviet bloc an escape from the terrible effects of their eco-
nomic suffering.

I give a concrete example.

Recently, in response to the food crisis, I sponsored the
formation of an international association, called Food for
Peace. This association has just recently held its founding
conference in Chicago Sept. 3-4, and since then, has been
growing rapidly inside the United States and in other nations
represented by delegates attending that conference.

One of the points I have stressed, in supporting this Food
for Peace effort, is that the Soviet bloc will require the import
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Lyndon LaRouche addresses a press conference in West Berlin, Oct. 22, 1988. Forecasting
the looming food crisis and the early economic collapse of the Soviet bloc, he proposed an
East-West effort to solve it—in exchange for German reunification.

of about 80 million tons of grain next
year, as a bare minimum for the pressing
needs of its population. China is experi-
encing a terrible food crisis, too. As of
now, the food reserves are exhausted.
There are no more food reserves in the
United States, and the actions of the Eu-
ropean Commission in Brussels have
brought the food reserves of Western
Europe to very low levels. Next year, the
United States and Western Europe will be
cut off from the large and growing amount
of food imports during recent years, be-
cause of the collapse of food production
in developing nations throughout most of
the world.

During 1988, the world will have pro-
duced between 1.6 and 1.7 billion tons of
grains, already a disastrous shortage. To
ensure conditions of political and strate-
gic stability during 1989 and 1990, we
shall require approximately 2.4 to 2.5 bil-
lion tons of grain each year. At those
levels, we would be able to meet minimal
Soviet needs; without something ap-
proaching those levels, we could not.

If the nations of the West would adopt
an emergency agricultural policy, those
nations, working together, could ensure that we reach the
level of food supply corresponding to about 2.4 billion tons of
grains. It would be a major effort, and would mean scrapping
the present agricultural policies of many governments and
supranational institutions, but it could be accomplished. If we
are serious about avoiding the danger of war during the
coming two years, we will do just that.

By adopting these kinds of policies, in food supplies and
other crucial economic matters, the West can foster the kind of
conditions under which the desirable approach to reunifica-
tion of Germany can proceed on the basis a majority of Ger-
mans on both sides of the Wall desire it should. I propose that
the next government of the United States should adopt that as
part of its foreign policy toward Central Europe.

Rebuild Economies of Eastern Europe

I shall propose the following concrete perspective to my
government. We say to Moscow: We will help you. We shall
act to establish Food for Peace agreements among the interna-
tional community, with the included goal that neither the
people of the Soviet bloc nor developing nations shall go
hungry. In response to our good faith in doing that for you, let
us do something which will set an example of what can be
done to help solve the economic crisis throughout the Soviet
bloc generally.

Let us say that the United States and Western Europe will
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cooperate to accomplish the successful rebuilding of the econ-
omy of Poland. There will be no interference in the political
system of government, but only a kind of Marshall Plan aid to
rebuild Poland’s industry and agriculture. If Germany agrees
to this, let a process aimed at the reunification of the econo-
mies of Germany begin, and let this be the punctum saliens for
Western cooperation in assisting the rebuilding of the econ-
omy of Poland.

We, in the United States and Germany, should say to the
Soviet bloc, let us show what we can do for the peoples of
Eastern Europe, by this test, which costs you really nothing.
Then, you judge by the results, whether this is a lesson you
wish to try in other cases.

I am now approaching the conclusion of my report. I have
two more points to identify.

The End of an Era

All of us who are members of that stratum called world-
class politicians, know that the world has now entered into
what most agree is the end of an era. The state of the world as
we have known it during the postwar period is ended. The
only question is, whether the new era will be better or worse
than the era we are now departing?

The next two years, especially, will be the most dangerous
period in modern European history, and that worldwide. Al-
ready, in Africa, entire nations, such as Uganda, are in the pro-
cess of vanishing from the map, biologically. Madness on a
mass scale, of a sort which Central Europe has not known
since the New Dark Age of the 14th Century, has already de-
stroyed Cambodia, is threatening to take over the Middle East
as a whole, and is on the march, to one degree or another, in
every part of the world. As a result of these conditions of
crisis, the world has never been closer to a new world war than
the conditions which threaten us during the next four years
ahead. What governments do during the coming two years
will decide the fate of all humanity for a century or more to
come.

There have been similar, if not identical periods of crisis
in history before this, but, never, to our best knowledge, on a
global scale, all at once.

I recall the famous case of a certain German gentleman of
the Weimar period. This gentleman was persuaded that a
Second World War was inevitable. He searched the world for
a place to which he might move his family, to be out of the
areas in which the next war would be fought. So, when the
war erupted, he and his family were living in the remote Solo-
mon Islands, on the island of Guadalcanal.

In this period of crisis, there is no place in which any man
or woman can safely hide in a crisis-ridden world without
food. One can not duck politics, with the idea of taking care of
one’s career and family, until this storm blows over. There is
no place, for any man or woman to hide. There is no room for
today’s political pragmatists in the leadership of governments
now. If we are to survive, we must make boldly imaginative
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decisions, on the condition that they are good choices, as well
as bold ones.

The time has come for a bold decision on U.S. policy
toward Central Europe.

If there is no Soviet representative here in this audience at
the moment, we may be certain that the entire content of my
report to you now will be in Moscow, and will be examined at
high levels there, before many hours have passed. The Soviet
leadership has said in its newspapers and elsewhere, many
times, that it considers me its leading adversary among lead-
ing individual public figures today. Nonetheless, Moscow re-
gards me with a curious sort of fascination, and, since Presi-
dent Reagan first announced the Strategic Defense Initiative,
considers everything I say on policy matters to be influential,
and very credible.

Moscow will read the report I deliver here today. It will
wait, as Soviet political leaders do, to see what other circles
around the U.S. establishment and government might echo
the kind of proposal I have identified. Once they see such a
signal from those quarters, Moscow will treat my proposal
very seriously, and will begin exploring U.S. and European
thinking on this.

Germany’s Sovereign Choice

As far as I am concerned, it is Germans who must make
the sovereign decision on their choice of fate for their nation.
My function is to expand the range of choices available to
them. So, I have come to Berlin, where the delivery of this
report will have the maximum impact in Moscow, as well as
other places.

I conclude my remarks with the following observation.

Moscow hates me, but in their peculiar way, the Soviets
trust me to act on my word. Moscow will believe, quite rightly,
that my intentions toward them are exactly what I described to
you today. I would therefore hope, that what I am setting into
motion here today, will be a helpful contribution to establish-
ing Germany’s sovereign right to choose its own destiny.

For reasons you can readily recognize from the evidence
in view, I know my German friends and acquaintances rather
well, and share the passions of those who think of Germany
with loving memory of Leibniz, Schiller, Beethoven, Hum-
boldt, and that great statesman of freedom, Freiherr vom
Stein. If I can not predict Germany’s decisions in this matter
exactly, I believe that if what I have set afoot here today is
brought to success, the included result will be that the Reich-
stag building over there, will be the seat of Germany’s future
parliament, and the beautiful Charlottenburger Schloss, the
future seat of government.

If the conditions arise, in which that occurs, President
de Gaulle’s dream of a Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals
will be the peaceful outcome of 30 years or so of patient state-
craft, and that durable peace will come to Europe and the world
within the lifetime of those graduating from universities today.

Heute, bin ich auch ein Berliner.
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