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LAROUCHE’S APRIL 11 WEBCAST

President Obama’s
‘Narcissus Syndrome’

Lyndon LaRouche’s gave this webcast address to an audience in Northern
Virginia on April 11, 2009. The event was moderated by his national spokes-
person Debra Freeman. The complete audio and video are available at
www.larouchepac.com.

Because of the sensitivity of certain questions which I'm going to address
today, I have restricted myself in the opening to following a certain script,
to avoid any possible misunderstanding. Because, it will be obvious to you,
as I proceed, that some very sensitive questions about the state of mind of
the President have come up, and they must be addressed, because we can
not understand the situation or discuss it, without taking these issues of
state of mind into account. And you have to be precise. I’'m not saying the
President is insane. I'm saying he has certain limitations which affect his
ability to judge certain things.

Therefore, we have to understand the President’s limitations: that he
seems very bright, he seems very capable, but a lot of matters which he
deals with, he hasn’t got a clue of what he’s talking about. And that’s one of
the big problems. That’s why he’s so susceptible to misrepresentation and
being misled by people close to him, especially among certain groups. And
therefore, in covering that aspect of my presentation, I’ ve restricted myself
very tightly, to make sure there’s no wrong understanding of what I'm
saying.

When our new President, Barack Obama, left the United States for his
arrival in London for the G20 meeting, he not only abandoned our United
States for a time, he also abandoned what had been the hopes of many of
the nations and peoples of the world. Many in Europe, and elsewhere, came
away from the experience of his recent travels abroad, with the sense of
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become a fast track into an anteroom of Hell.”

being enraged, by the experience of mixed incompe-
tence, confusion, and even outright betrayal. Essen-
tially, for the purpose of that excursion, he had aban-
doned the fundamental interest of defense of our United
States, and with a particular expression of treasonous
insanity which we had already experienced under two
preceding terms in the White House.

Then he left us, for Europe and Turkey, for a mad
dive, into what has since threatened to become a fast
track into an anteroom of Hell.

When he departed for Europe, as if for the purpose
of hugging and kissing the little Queen of Buckingham
Palace, the situation inside our United States’ new Pres-
idency was already bad, as the action of that particular
scoundrel Larry Summers had already forewarned us.
Summers’ and Geithner’s lunatic schemes were not
only the prelude to a global disaster which is now bring-
ing us all to the brink of a planetwide New Dark Age for
the all humanity. This present situation, and this present
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White House/Pete Souza
President and Mrs. Obama visit “the little Queen of Buckingham Palace” on April
Fool’s Day 2009, in the interstices of the G20 Summit. When he left for Europe,
LaRouche said, the President took “a mad dive, into what has since threatened to

policy, must now be changed, suddenly
and radically, for the better, not only
suddenly, but very soon.

In the Grip of an Evil Cabal

Then, as we’ve been warned by Time
magazine, we have a special problem:
President Obama is presently in the grip
of athoroughly evil cabal, a most frankly
Satanic pack of inherently criminal lu-
natics, to be found in high places in any
real important part of the world, since
Adolf Hitler departed our planet, nearly
64 years ago. Now, if we’re to save this
republic of ours, and not only that, but
the entirety of this planet, from a virtual
dive to Hell, we must free this President
from the lunatic grip of that pack of fas-
cist-like scoundrels, which has now
been identified for us, by Time maga-
zine. This pack of scoundrels, identified
by Time, has represented the cabal which
is currently exerting control over the po-
litical will of President Obama.

If this nation, and civilization gener-
ally, is to survive, the presently acceler-
ating global breakdown crisis must be
brought under control, and the control
by this crowd over the President’s mind
must be severed, and the policy of the
Presidency returned to the council of that set of leading
cabinet and related officials, whom the citizenry have a
right to expect to be responsible, and also fully sane
advisors of that Presidency, as an institution. An institu-
tion which serves the historical past, present, and future
interest of our United States, rather than this cabal of
the likes of Larry Summers and Peter Orszag at OMB.

The word of instruction to these weird creatures
who have been identified in a “Timely” fashion, the in-
struction which should have been offered to that pack,
by the President himself, is simply: “Git! While you can
still do it!” The welfare of not only our republic, but the
civilization more generally, now depends upon the ex-
ecution of that simple and timely purge of the rascally
cult of depraved traditional enemies of our United
States, since 1776—the followers of Adam Smith and
Jeremy Bentham.

Barack Obama is the elected President of the United
States, and I do not presently expect that aspect of our
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present situation should be changed.

However, there are certain other
things that must change, and that
suddenly. As more and more of many
among you have learned, since the
announcement I delivered in an in-
ternational webcast on July 25, 2007:
that we have been, not in a recession,
not in a mere depression, but in a
general global breakdown crisis of
the economy of the entire planet. As
long as the present structure of econ-
omy, in the United States, in Europe,
and elsewhere continues, the world
is going more and more deeply, into
a general breakdown crisis, which
will probably result in the elimina-
tion, within a generation or two, of
two-thirds of the present level of the
world’s population: a reduction of
the population of the planet from 6.5
to 6.7 billion people today, to less
than 2 billion, in a short period of
time. Entire cultures and entire lan-
guages and entire nations would dis-
appear, if this current trend, in the Obama Administra-
tion, is allowed to continue. So the change must come,
it must come soon, it must come suddenly, while we
still have a Presidential team in place which is rational.

The elimination of these factors, such as Larry Sum-
mers, and this crowd identified by 7ime magazine, must
occur immediately, because if it does not occur, the fol-
lowing will be true: The situation we face, in the United
States and worldwide, is comparable in many respects
to Rome under the dictatorship of the Emperor Nero.
The character of the President under these conditions is
of that form. He is not really aware of what he’s doing.
He has no comprehension of many of the technical
issues, such as economic issues which he’s treating—
none whatsoever. He has no clear understanding of stra-
tegic interest. He’s an intelligent person, in other re-
spects. But he has no competence in these areas, for
which he is largely responsible as President.

And therefore, only if you eliminate this crowd
identified by 7ime magazine, as the controlling influ-
ences on him, and put him back into the dependency
upon the advice of capable people in his cabinet and
related positions, could the United States survive.
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The Emperor Nero (37-68 A.D.) was
characterized by his all-consuming ego
and his ignorance of policy issues. He
purged or “suicided” all his advisors.

If, as in the case of the Emperor
Nero, who is, historically, a similar
precedent for this kind of problem, if
you don’t eliminate those factors,
and let him run under the control of
this crowd identified by Time maga-
zine, he will eliminate—as Nero
did!—all his own advisors from out-
side that particular team. At that
point, with a deteriorating world sit-
uation, we can approach the condi-
tion of a non-recoverable situation
on this planet: We can go into a New
Dark Age of all humanity! And there-
fore, that change must occur, now.

The Rip van Winkles Are
Awakening

Now, the other point here, is that
on July 25, 2007, I made a forecast,
whose premises have been con-
firmed over the subsequent period to
the present date. I was right, and ev-
erybody else in the business was
wrong. If the proposals I had made,
on the 25th of July, 2007, and those supplementary pro-
posals I made up through September of that same year,
if those proposals, including the Homeowners and Bank
Protection Act, had been adopted, we would not be in a
crisis today!

Under the last year, or so, of the Bush Presidency,
with the connivance of the leaders of the Congress,
every step taken, voted up by the Congress, has been a
disaster, which has brought us to the point of a general
breakdown, an irreparable breakdown of the entire U.S.
and world economy. Whereas, if what I had proposed,
then, after July 25 of 2007, had been done, we would
not be in such a crisis, in the world, today! So I have a
certain authority in this matter, since all the others who
disagreed with me, have demonstrated their incompe-
tence and their bungling.

Since that time, the upper ranks of the main body of
our official political class, have let the fortune of our
republic be looted, by the same pack of international
thieves gathered around scoundrels such as the alliance
of the predators of London, with that great sucking ma-
chine, known as Goldman Sachs. And the leading po-
litical institutions of our republic have been suckers at
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An earlier generation of pseudo-scientific kooks: “The Alchemist,” by Peter Brueghel the Elder, 1558.

every thieving turn of our Federal Reserve system, so
far.

Presently, some leading figures in our Federal insti-
tutions are awakening to the fact, that the U.S. Con-
gress and the relevant, other Federal representation, has
been a dismal failure in every important issue, so far,
since the beginning of 2006.

Now, it does appear that some among our Rip van
Winkles of the Federal level of politics, in the Congress
and elsewhere, are in the process of awakening. I think
that many of you out there will agree, that the change
must come from a kick in the butt to the Congress, by a
new brand of leadership, now erupting from among the
lower 80 percentile of our electorate, not from the top
ranking 20%, and not from the majority of the present
composition of the Federal Congress. The leadership
must come, from the impetus of people on the state and
local level, who are not tied to the Federal system sig-
nificantly, otherwise. There are very few exceptions on
the Federal level, who I would trust to make a compe-
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tent policy for this nation, at this time, in the Congress
or elsewhere.

However, there is a mood building among the ratio
of the population which is in the lower 70 to 80% of
family-income brackets, among whom are individuals
who are not prestigious in terms of their influence on
the national scene, but who are honest citizens and have
a native intelligence, so that, in the proper process, the
natural quality of leadership from within the popula-
tion, will rise from the quality of leadership on the local
and state level, to a quality of leadership on the national
level. We can move farmers and workingmen, and sim-
ilar kinds of people, from the state level, and the county
level, to the national level, very quickly. And we will
find we will have a better composition of government,
and more likely survival of the nation, than under the
composition of the present Congress, which has been
misconditioned and mistrained.

When I speak of local leadership, I’'m not talking
about the California sex-freak as governor, nor the sur-
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gically tight-lipped Nancy Pelosi. Senator Dodd should
retire gracefully. And that scurrilous Barney Frank must
be replaced by an honest representative who can actu-
ally make intelligent statements.

We must agree to take these kinds of actions now,
because this is our only hope of getting through this
thing alive.

The ‘Behaviorist Economists’

That much said, let me read a statement which I
have; it’s an excerpt from what my associates have
pulled together and published, and I read it here, be-
cause it is relevant to this; it’s precise, and therefore I
won’t make any mistakes in names and so forth.

“According to the 7ime account, confirmed by
sources close to the Obama White House, the President
has been surrounded by a collection of ‘behaviorist
economists,” who have cultivated a cult-like following
through the publication of such daffy economic tracts
as Freakonomics, Nudge, Predictable Irrationality, The
Wisdom of Crowds, and Animal Spirits. These econo-
mists include longtime Obama advisors Cass Sunstein,
Richard Thaler, Dan Ariely, and Daniel Kahneman, to
the exclusion of some of the more well-known and rela-
tively competent economists, originally brought in to
the Obama White House, but who have now been cast
aside, in favor of the Pavlovian/Skinnerian kooks.

“For these economists—these kooks—the key to
economic behavior is the pursuit of pleasure and the
avoidance of pain. Human will, especially human cre-
ativity, are purely secondary, and always lose out to the
craven human impulses, according to these nuts. Un-
fortunately, the entire inner circle of White House eco-
nomic advisors, from Larry Summers, to OMB direc-
tor Peter Orszag, are full-fledged proponents of this
insane doctrine of animal behaviorism. Indeed, one of
the ‘founders’ and leading figures within the ‘behav-
ioral economics’ camp today is Harvard economist,
Larry Summers crony, and arch-hedge fund swindler
Andrei Shleifer, the man whose double dealings in
Russia, in the 1990s, led to criminal investigations and,
ultimately, to the ouster of Larry Summers as president
of Harvard. Shleifer’s swindle, and Summers’ coverup
of the scam cost Harvard University more than $40
million in legal fees and fines. When Summers moved,
as president of Harvard, to protect his protégé Shleifer,
and prevent his ouster, things turned against Summers,
and, in 2006, the entire scandal blew up, leading to

8 Feature

Summers’ ouster and a plethora of media exposés.

“Time revealed an even larger circle of White House
economic gurus, who are all proponents of the Ben-
thamite theories of bestial man. Orszag has been an un-
abashed behavioral geek.... His deputy, Jeff Liebman
of Harvard, is a noted behavioral economist, as are
White House economic advisor Austan Goolsbee of the
University of Chicago, Assistant Treasury Secretary
nominee Alan Krueger of Princeton, and several other
key aides. Sunstein has been nominated to be Obama’s
regulatory czar. Even National Economic Council di-
rector Larry Summers has done work on behavioral fi-
nance. And Harvard economist Sendhil Mullainthan is
organizing an outside network of behavioral experts to
provide the Administration with policy ideas, accord-
ing to Time.

“Time, with its own history of promotion of fascism
and its virulent hatred of FDR, does not ignore the op-
portunities this collection of kooks surrounding the
President offer, to destroy the Obama Presidency.
‘Obama’s efforts to change us,” Time gloated, ‘carry a
clear political risk. Republicans already portray him as
a nanny-state scold, an elitist Big Brother lecturing us
about inflating our tires and reading to our kids. We
elected a President, not a life coach, and we might not
like elected officials’ challenging our right to be couch
potatoes.... The idea of public officials, even well-
meaning ones, trying to engineer our private behavior
to produce change can seem a bit creepy.’”

All right. So, there are certain steps which have to
be taken by us now. I’ve said this thing often. This is the
situation, generally, summed up, which we face since
the President left the United States on his trip to Europe
and to Turkey. And since then, disaster has struck. And
if we don’t change the situation, this country’s not going
to make it.

That set of freaks, these scoundrels, which Time has
listed, must be promptly eliminated from the Adminis-
tration. If that is not done, given the President’s profile,
his psychological profile, his lack of knowledge in some
areas, as well as some knowledge in some others—he’s
not unintelligent, but don’t overestimate him: He does
not know what he’s talking about most of the time, when
it comes to technical issues. He got through Harvard by
being able to pass tests, but not to formulate answers.

If we get rid of this bunch of bums, this will leave
the President with a core of legitimate cabinet mem-
bers, still, and other leading advisors, who will, I'm
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confident, be capable of ad-
vising him competently. That
is, they know how to think.
They know how to think
about issues like economy;
they know to think about in-
ternational policy; they know
how to think about strategic
policy, and so forth. They’re
there. The problem here, is
this team, of these kooks,
which are actually control-
ling the President. Take these
kooks out! Throw them out!
And bring in the cabinet
team—who’ll be missing a
couple of people, like Larry
Summers; send him out,
too—but in general, in the
cabinet and around it, we
have people in positions of
power and responsibility, in
the Executive branch, who
are perfectly qualified to
advise the President, and will
make sane decisions, if not
always the right ones. And
my proposal is, get rid of
these kooks, and let the Pres-
ident be guided by more
competent people, on these
matters which he obviously
does not understand himself.

FIGURE 1

Arctic Sea Ice Refreezes: Where’s the Global Warming?

—

= ——704/11/2008

http://arctic.atmos.uiuc.edu/cryosphere/

Source: National Center for Environmental Prediction/NOAA.

These satellite images show the Earth’s Arctic regions over the recent 11 years (on each image,

North America is on the left, Eurasia on the right; Alaska and the Aleutian Islands, as well as
Siberia and the Kamchatka Peninsula, are at the top of the image). The white areas are solid

Seven Questions

Now, I’'m going to deal
with seven questions, now,
with technical questions, and the first one, I'll formu-
late carefully, as I’ve done here, again because of sensi-
tivity. But then, I shall just take the other six questions,
in my usual style.

First thing, is clear the decks. There’s something we
have to get out of our system as a nation, now. It’s a hot
subject, people don’t like to take it on, but it must be
taken on. If we don’t take it on, this nation is not going
to survive.

The first popular delusion—I’m going to address a
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ice cap, the black areas are ice-free ocean; the darker gray areas (shades of purple, on the
website) are sea ice of varying thicknesses. The images from 1997 show a much warmer climate
than today, due to the effects of that years’s El Niiio. The 2008 data shows very widespread ice
pack. For instructive daily images and animated graphics, see the website sited above.

total of seven delusions, which affect policy now—the
first popular delusion, we must clear off the table of our
nation’s policymaking immediately, is the following;
otherwise, our nation has no chance of surviving this
presently onrushing global crisis:

This planet has recently entered two phases of a rel-
atively long-term process of global cooling! In the im-
mediate present, we have entered a relatively shorter
term, of some years to come, which is already a solar
phase of global cooling, as indicated by the recent, om-

Feature 9



inous drop in sunspot activity. That
is, sunspot activity dropped, as this
happened now, which demonstrates
we are entering a solar-determined
global cooling, as typified by the re-
capping of the icecap on the Arctic.

Global Warming Petition Project

31,478 American scientists have signed this petition,

including 9,029 with PhDs

The Arctic melting has ended; the
Arctic freeze is back, bigger than
ever! [Figure 1] We are now in global
cooling! Not global warming: Global
warming is supposed to happen in
Hell. And those who like that should
go there!

All right. At the same time, we’ve
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entered a long-term tendency toward

an expansion of glaciation, as the
freezing-over of the icecap on the
Arctic has shown. This second cool-
ing phase has to do with three, long-
term systems in the Solar System,
which are the usual reason for the
past 2 million years of the ebbs and
flows of a continuing process of gla-
ciation of the planet. In other words, from about 17,000
B.C., there was a significant melt, after about 100,000
years, which resulted in the Mediterranean becoming a
Mediterranean Sea, not a lake; and later transformed
the Black Sea from a freshwater lake, into a salt sea!
And so forth. And this has gone on.

We’re now back; we have reached the peak low, in
terms of the melt, and the glaciation process is now in-
creasing. And this is increasing because of three long-
term factors in the solar orbits which create this condi-
tion. There are other factors, like radiation, or the Crab
Nebula, which is a distant part of the same [Milky Way]
galaxy. It gives us regular pulses of cosmic rays, which
interfere with solar activity. So there are all kinds of
factors which moderate and adjust these trends. But for
2 million years, this planet has been, and remains in a
period of glaciation, which gets bigger and then gets
smaller, and gets bigger. And generally, these periods
are broken down, these ebbs and flows are broken down,
in longer-term trends of about 100,000 years.

So we’re now coming to the phase where, the freeze
is on, boys! Get your overcoats out: Global warming is
not going to happen. It could happen for other reasons,
but it’s not happening naturally.

So this is a fake! Global warming is a fake. Any-
body who says they’re a scientist, and says they believe
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For information about this project, elick on the appropriate box below.
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Dr. Edward Teller was the first of thousands of scientists to sign this petition on the
fraud of global warming.

in global warming, is a fake! And is not to be listened to.
There are tens of thousands of competent scientists on
this planet, who have signed on to attest to the fact, that
global warming is a fraud. And therefore, the attempt to
organize this planet and its economy, on the basis of an
assumption of global warming, is a fraud! And it’s
deadly. I’'ll get to some of the considerations on that
later. But it’s important that this be understood.

The World Wildlife Nazis

Now, the entirety of this so-called global warming
trend is a deliberate fraud, which has been concocted by
the joint action of two principal founders of the World
Wildlife Fund: The one, now deceased some years ago,
is the former Nazi, Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands;
and his buddy, is Britain’s Prince Philip. The policy of
genocide, as expressed by Prince Philip, as in his inten-
tion to reduce the world’s population by no less than
two-thirds! as fast as possible—that’s his global warm-
ing project—is the same doctrine, which was uttered
earlier, and often, by the Satanic figure known as Ber-
trand Russell, who was the first, in September 1946, to
propose the early launching of global nuclear warfare,
for this same purpose.

Some will protest that I'm accusing Princes Philip
and Bernhard, like Bertrand Russell, of Hitler-like
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thinking: That is precisely what I intend to say. And
there is absolutely no error, and no possibility of error,
in my stating the fact of what I’'m saying about that
matter, and them, now! That danger, today, is typified
by the cases of the burgeoning accumulation of associa-
tions such as MySpace and Facebook, whose particular
relevance is that they represent, together with devotees
of the killer computer games, a lost generation of young
people, such as many children and grandchildren of the
68ers, who have fled from the real world, into strange,
cultish withdrawals, known to scientists and other
scholars from the old times of similar cults: I refer to
similar cults, such as the ancient cult of Dionysius, and
the modern Nietzschean versions of that cult, such as
the Nazi party, the green leadership of the 1920s, the
drug cults, the LSD cult, launched in the United States
and Canada by the British trio—the Satanist Aleister
Crowley, H.G. Wells, and Bertrand Russell—during
the 1920s and the 1930s, are the proximate origin of the
neo-Dionysian drug- and related social-withdrawal
cults, proliferating among many of our young people in
the Americas and Europe today.

The cases of the circle of kooks, exposed by Time
magazine, are expressions of the Dionysian cults, which
sprang up under the auspices of the notable 68ers, as
spawned as the offspring of the European Congress for
Cultural Freedom, during the course of the 1945-1989
interval.

As Time magazine has performed a much-needed
service in exposing the organized efforts to brainwash
our incumbent President, so most of the wicked social
phenomena which afflict society have been manufac-
tured by witting agencies, which hide their influence
behind that cult of the stupefied, the cult of those who
profess: “I don’t believe in conspiracy theories.”

We must remember that virtually all great achieve-
ments, in the history of mankind, have come about
through the awakening of a large portion of an entire
population, to recognizing the absurdity and danger,
represented by the kind of Dionysiac and kindred cults
of “true believers,” which include the social withdrawal
cults such as Prince Philip’s and Bernhard’s World
Wildlife Fund of today.

LaRouche’s Forecasts

Now, I proceed to the other six points: certain popu-
lar delusions about the nature of economy. It should be
noted here, and on the record, that I’ve been forecasting
economic developments, with success, since my first
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Sander Lamme
Princes Philip (left) and Bernhard (right; now deceased),
founders of the World Wildlife Fund (WWF), may well be batty.
Their anti-population, anti-science policy is explicitly
genocidal. The WWF ad features a fundraising gimmick to get
people to “adopt” vampire bats.
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forecast, made in 1956, which was a short-term fore-
cast, when I forecast that in about February-early March
of 1957, there would be the heaviest, biggest recession
in the post-war U.S. history. And it came on time, as |
promised.

Then I made a longer forecast, which pertained to
the late 60s and the beginning of the *70s, in which I
forecast, at that time, unless there were certain changes
made from the policies which were operating at the end
of the 1960s, that by the middle of the 1960s, we would
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The Aug. 30-Sept. 3, 1971 issue of New Solidarity, then the weekly of the burgeoning
LaRouche movement, analyzes President Nixon’s Aug. 15 decision to crash the Bretton Woods
system. LaRouche had previously forecast an imminent process of disintegration in the

economy, if policies were not changed.

enter the beginning of a breakdown process in the econ-
omy, and we must expect, then, that by the end of the
1960s—if that condition continued—or by the begin-
ning of the 1970s, we would be on the way to a general
disintegration of the economy.

Now, since that time, I’ve made a number of fore-
casts. None of these forecasts are based on statistical
methods. Because 1 do not believe in statistics. Statis-
tics do not determine how an economy functions. Be-
cause monetary processes do not determine how an
economy functions. Monetary processes may reflect
the decisions by governments and others, which cause
these effects, but it is not statistical processes that deter-
mine these processes in economies. These trends in
economies are determined by the will of powerful influ-
ences who shape policy.

Now, the long-term policy, here, is: It happened on
the day, on the 13th of April, 1945. On the previous day,
Franklin Roosevelt had died. On the 13th of April,
Truman cancelled the polices of Franklin Roosevelt,
and adopted the policies of a fascist, known as John
Maynard Keynes. John Maynard Keynes’ theory, at that
time, and later—and his followers’ later, to the present
time—was based on a book written by John Maynard
Keynes, in 1937. This book, which was published in
German, with a preface in German, identified the pur-
pose of this publication, that Keynes said, in the pref-
ace, that it was his intention that Germany under Hitler
was an economy better suited to his methods than others
states. And he was right! He was right.

Keynes, by the way, was quite a kook, in his own
right, in many dimensions of kookery; I don’t mean in
the oven, either.

Remember what had happened: We, in the United
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States, under Roosevelt, had,
beginning the day that Roos-
eveltentered office—we were
headed on the road to Hell,
economic hell; we had been
moving in that direction, as a
tendency in policy-shaping,
not in trends in economy as
such, but in trends in policy-
shaping, since the assassina-
tion of President William
McKinley, which had brought
Teddy Roosevelt, and later
Woodrow Wilson, the Ku
Klux Klan man, into the Pres-
idency. The Ku Klux Klan man, Woodrow Wilson—
his family were members of the Klan, and it was
Wilson, who as President, relaunched the Ku Klux
Klan in the United States, from the White House, per-
sonally! And the same kind of thing was going on in
the 1920s under Coolidge, who kept his mouth shut,
because he knew he was a criminal, and might confess;
and Herbert Hoover, who was a competent engineer,
but had bad politics, and he worked for people who had
worse politics.

So, when Roosevelt came in, we were in a long-term
process of destruction.

Full Jssue
on Fconomic Crisis

Tas Cpety

EIRNS

Maritime Culture and Astral Navigation

One more step, which you have to take into account:
In the known history of mankind, the superior form of
culture was never on land-based development, inland-
based development. All successful leading currents in
culture, in economic culture, have come from maritime
culture: people who lived on the sea, or on the coasts as
seafaring people. Because they were working, for one
thing—they were more intelligent, because to navigate
on oceans, you have to know something about the Solar
System and the stars, particularly in long-term naviga-
tion.

And during periods of the recent 200,000 years of
ice ages, most of the civilization of the Northern Hemi-
sphere was done by people who were living in the Arctic
during one part of the year, and going down to other
places the other time; or in the Indian Ocean, where
there was an important culture, at the time when the
levels of the waters of the planet, were 400 feet below,
approximately, what they are today. Because the water
was in the ice on top of this process.
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So, the development of a sci-
entific culture—the very use of
the word “universal” typifies

FIGURE 2

The U.S. Railroad Grid in 1870, After Completion of the
Transcontinental Railroad

this—reflects the necessity of
using the stars for navigation,
because we have a population,
which is going around in a flo-
tilla of craft from one part to the
other, as the seasons change.
They can not do this, they can
not migrate, without the ability
to navigate, and you navigate by
the stars. And the long-term nav-
igation depends upon looking at
the star system, rather than just
the planetary system. And so,
the culture of mankind has
always been based, up to a cer-
tain point, on maritime culture.
The other aspect is, that until

the middle of the 19th Century,
it was more efficient, and easier,
to trade by water, than by land.
Rivers, but especially seas and
oceans, were the basis for culture. You had people who
were trying to live inland, but under very poor condi-
tions. And the dominant culture of the planet was, for a
very long time, maritime cultures, seagoing peoples.
And the people who lived inland, were always rela-
tively backward, because it was more costly, they
couldn’t move around with the facility and so forth, so
that was the case.

Now, a change occurred, in the middle of the 19th
Century. A change occurred, for two reasons: First of
all, the system of empires, that emerged from the Med-
iterranean, in particular, about the time of the Pelo-
ponnesian War, from that time on, the maritime cul-
tures were the dominant cultures of the Mediterranean.
They were the dominant cultures, also, of the Indian
Ocean. Remember, there was a time, when the Indian
Ocean was 400 feet below the level it is today, in
which the coast of India was much wider. And during
the period of glaciation, the amount of water flowing
in the great rivers was much greater. So you had a
very important culture in the Subcontinent; and you
had important cultures in the maritime areas where
culture was occurring. So these were the dominant
cultures.

And so, empires, as they developed, developed on
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The building of transcontinental railroads, starting in the United States during the Lincoln
Administration and spreading to Germany, France, and Russia, was a potentially mortal
threat to the British Empire, historically based on maritime power.

the ocean, as maritime empires, not land-based em-
pires—the leading empires were just exactly that.

So what happened in the 19th Century, with the de-
velopment of the Transcontinental Railroad system of
the United States [Figure 2], a development which took
this territory, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and from
the Canadian to the Mexican border, and developed in
us, a land-mass nation-state, a sovereign nation-state
which was more efficient, in its internal land-based
transportation, than was ocean freight.

It’s still the case, today. If you want to ship some-
thing of importance long distances, you want a trans-
continental, high-speed railroad system—not a car
system, but a railroad system; which is more efficient,
makes you more productive per capita, than any other
way, in shipping for example. Aircraft is not an efficient
way to carry freight long distance, except emergency,
premium freight. Ocean travel is not the efficient way
to get around this planet. The efficient way is modern
railway systems, or magnetic levitation systems. That’s
the best way to develop a continent.

So, what happened then, when the United States de-
veloped, in the aftermath of the Lincoln Administra-
tion, developed the Transcontinental Railway system—
anintention which had already been devised as Secretary
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of State John Quincy Adams had
devised it—this policy made the
United States the greatest power
on this planet, in terms of its char-

FIGURE 3

The Trans-Siberian Railroad in the Early 20th Century
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This, therefore, meant the vic- —

tory of the United States over the
British, who set up the invasion of
Mexico, and who set up the Civil
War in the United States. The defeat
of the British on this point, with the
development of the economy
around the Transcontinental Rail-
way system, was the greatest threat
the British Empire ever faced.

And thus, when Europe, after
1876, particularly, 1877, as in Ger-
many, as in Russia, as in France, as
in other countries, began to move
immediately, toward the develop-
ment of transcontinental railway
systems, this was a revolution, which eliminated the
power, the maritime power of the British Empire [Fig-
ures 3-4]. And all the struggles and wars we’ve had
since that time, are prefaced by the determination of the
British Empire to eliminate the United States as a power
and to restore secure power, forever, to a British Empire,
an empire of money, not of Britons; the British can’t
think, but the money moves.

So that’s the problem we have. That’s the issue of
the crisis.

British Imperialism Is the World Empire

Now, the other side of this, the complement of this,
is that the development of mankind, the development of
the power of the individual, the development of the
nation, depends upon scientific development—funda-
mental scientific breakthroughs and their byproducts,
which are then used to increase the power of man, per
capita and per square kilometer, to increase the poten-
tial for population and so forth. Whereas, the desire to
have an empire, an empire of money, an empire of usury,
depends upon suppressing the scientific knowledge and
practice of populations, and keeping them backward
and dumb, and thus controlling them.

And the fight we have, the fight on this planet today,
the fight against Prince Philip, that fascist; the fight
against the dead fascist, Prince Bernhard of the Nether-
lands, is the same thing: They try to make us stupid,
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they tell us we can’t have science, we mustn’t have
high-density energy sources. We must not have this!
We must go backward, we must go back to the caves.
We must protect the bats! Aren’t the bats just as good as
we are? It’s a sucker society.

So the point is, the fight for progress, the fight for
development of science, the fight for capital-intensive
investment in the productive power of mankind, is a
fight to free mankind from this bestial state of imperial-
ism! And British imperialism is the world empire! There
is no other empire on this planet today! Any jerk can say
he’s an empire; he can sit on a street corner and have a
little tin can out there and say, “I’m an empire.” But he’s
not an empire! The British Empire is the only empire on
this planet, today.

And so, thus, what happened in 1865-66, and then
into 1876, was a revolution, which affirmed the United
States in its character as a sovereign nation-state, and
held out to the people of the world to free themselves
from empire! And to establish a system of cooperating,
sovereign nation-states on this planet. And that’s the
key issue here.

And this issue—it also comes intellectually, in the
question of how we think about economy. If we under-
stand, that it is scientific progress, fundamental scien-
tific progress, which is the basis for our ability to meet
the demands of mankind, and provide a future for man-
kind, then the great struggle on this planet, is not a

EIR April 17,2009



FIGURE 4
The Berlin-Baghdad Railway, Built by
Germany in the Early 20th Century
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struggle of wars, of military forces. It’s a struggle be-
tween those who wish to develop the mind and capa-
bilities of the human individual and peoples, against
those who want to keep the people down! And keep
them on the level that the so-called environmentalists
want.

Now, since you can not sustain a population of more
than 5 billion people on this planet, without nuclear
power and similar kinds of technological progress,
therefore, those who want an empire, of one form or the
other, want to reduce the population of the planet to less
than 2 billion people.

And that’s what the environmentalist movement is
all about: Is genocide! A program of genocide. And
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that’s what Prince Philip means. And that’s what that
fascist, that ex-Nazi, Prince Bernhard meant.

So, the delusions we have about an economy, arise
from the fact that someone thinks an economy is a
matter of money, or business in terms of money, or sell-
ing your neighbor. Selling your neighbor himself, not
what he has to offer.

So, money is not the determinant of wealth. And
the statistical measures of money flows have nothing
to do with actual forecasting of wealth. They may
affect things, because the policy is that direction. But
the thing which affects the planet, is the development
of the mind of the individual. And the development of
the mind of the individual which means a higher level
of culture, a Classical culture! Classical art, Classical
music, so forth. This is the measure of mankind. If
you’re against Classical culture, then you’re for the
destruction of the mind of the society: You want to
produce a bunch of animals, who don’t know any
better. And they grunt. They don’t have to learn how to
parse; they don’t have know how to do counterpoint;
they can just grunt. Or if they get tired of grunting,
they can always scream.

So the issue of money is not the determinant.

It’s Not Statistics!

What has happened, as in the case of the United
States, as it was demonstrated again with the case of
Franklin Roosevelt’s reform, was, what you need is a
fixed-exchange-rate system, among sovereign curren-
cies of nations. Because value does not lie in money!
Money is simply a vehicle to organize exchange: in-
vestment, and goods, and exchange. It has no intrinsic
value. Statistical measures of money flow, do not really
tell you anything about how an economy works.

I’ve always been right, since my first forecast in
1956, I’ve always been right. And every critical time,
everyone’s who’s opposed me has been wrong: They
use statistical methods, which are intrinsically incom-
petent. They measure in terms of money statistics. It’s
an incompetent measurement. The important thing is
what do you do, to invest in the physical productive
powers of labor. And also to invest in the development
of the mind and social relations of people, which are es-
sential for that increase in productivity. The physical
productive powers of labor, made possible by inven-
tions. No animal can make an invention; no animal ever
discovered a principle.

So therefore, only man and only man’s creativity,
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the creativity which is potential in man as in no other
species, is capable of creating a modern human econ-
omy. No money system defines a human economy,
except as rot in the economy. We need money, in a
sense. Money as a deal of trade. But the productivity is
the increase of the productive powers of labor, per
capita and per square kilometer of this planet. And that
comes from two things: the development of the physi-
cal power to produce, which is a reflection of physical
science, including biological science. And the other
thing, is the development of the ability to communicate
ideas of that type, which has to do with the culture, a
literate culture of a people, and the development of that
literacy, and the development of the use of that culture.

So, that’s what economy is.

Also, there are other things that I’ll get to here, but
that’s the point. The reason people fake it, they say,
“Well, what do statistics tell us?” You’re listening to
statistics? Hmm? Who’s your psychiatrist?

It’s not statistics.

The Auto Industry, for Example

For example, just to make this point clear, because it
is a contentious point: My forecast in 1956, of course,
was based on my work in Riemannian physics, as ap-
plied to economy. And what I understood, because I
was a practical consultant, also, dealing with whole
sections of industry, especially the automobile industry
and related industries, among others. And therefore, I
knew, because Wall Street, and the automobile indus-
tries, were producing automobiles which had an ap-
proximate useful two-year life. That is, after about two
years, the cost of repairs would exceed the cost of
buying a new automobile. So what happened was, an
effort to have a credit-based expansion of the automo-
bile industry, and some other industries, hardwood in-
dustries; they began issuing credit, as for automobile
sales, on a 36-month basis, when the typical automobile
was stabilized only at 24 months: That is, the physical
value of the automobile would begin to deteriorate after
24 months, because Detroit was really producing some
awful crap, in quality!

So therefore, they had a 36-month credit allowance.
Now, 36 monthly payments on a new automobile was
the basis for that section of the economy. But the auto-
mobile was only good in net value, for about 24 months.
But 36 months wasn’t enough, so they came up with
another scheme, called the balloon note, in which, what
you would have, is 36 months, payments; for the first 35
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months, the payments were equal, monthly. The 36th
month might be many times larger. And this was reached
in many areas of credit utterance, during the 1950s.

So, at that point, [ knew that when March arrived—
because in the United States economy, we function gen-
erally on a 13-month cycle, it’s 12 months from the end
of the first quarter to the first quarter of the next year. |
knew that when the next annual term was going to
come, in about March of 1957, that this thing was going
to blow, because | had a knowledge of all these indus-
tries which were making this particular kind of mistake,
under the encouragement of the government policy. So
it blew! We had the biggest recession in the post-war
period.

People were coming to me and saying, “What’s your
statistics?” I said, “I don’t need your statistics: I know,
that out there, you’ve got automobiles which are on 36-
month maturity, with balloon notes in the 36th month,
and they’re going to hit; and when they hit, this econo-
my’s going to go down, in a deep recession. Because it
was not just automobiles, but a whole lot of other
things—housing and everything else, were in the same
racket. So, we knew, or were able to forecast, because
we knew the conditions of physical production, the re-
lationship between infrastructure and physical produc-
tion, for those things, the physical realities are the things
that give you a tip-off as to what direction current policy
is moving things into.

The crisis is caused by policy.

For example: We had a 1987 recession, which was
as big as the 1929 Depression. October—I forecast that
one, too. It came in October, just as I forecast. Why?
Because of the quarterly cycle, and the physical condi-
tions of that time. So, what happened then, is you had
Greenspan come in, and he came up with this crazy,
self-inflating system of credit. And so, since Greenspan
entered the position to replace Volcker, in the Federal
Reserve System, the United States went insane: We op-
erated under an insane credit system.

The reason we are bankrupt now, is two reasons:
First of all, we’re bankrupt because of Greenspan; a
self-inflating debt. A self-inflating debt! Plus, the fact
that, what had happened, when we should have put the
thing into bankruptcy, and gotten rid of the worthless
debt, what we’ve done, is we went to bail out that
debt, through the firm called Goldman Sucks, and
similar kinds of institutions. So, instead of putting the
thing into bankruptcy to get rid of the crap, we de-
cided to save the crap and kill the baby! You know,
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Using statistics to try to understand an economy is intrinsically

incompetent! The important thing is, what do you invest in the physical

productive powers of labor, made possible by inventions, by the

development of the mind. Above: The case of agriculture. In the photo on
the right, a GPS antenna and yield monitor allow the farmer to produce
computerized color-coded yield maps for each field, optimizing his future

production.

save the diaper—Xkill the baby. And that’s what they
did.

So, in these cases, it is not money, it is not statistics,
it is not monetary theory, that determines the way an
economy works: It is physical! But physical includes
the fact of the human brain, which is not like any animal
brain, no animal can make an invention—only human
beings can. And it’s the kind of way in which we orga-
nize our social system, by adopting social conventions,
as to how we behave, and the physical effect of these
conventions. Therefore, if we have defective conven-
tions, which are not functioning properly, we’re going
to have problems! And these problems are foresee-
able—in physical terms! Not in money terms, in physi-
cal terms. However, of course, if you’re printing money,
you know, without limit, then you’re going to have hy-
perinflation. But that’s a not a monetary thing, that’s an
idiocy problem.

Delusions About Profit

The other thing, is the question of delusions about
profit, the third point. Now, mankind is the only crea-
ture on this planet, which is not an animal—though
some of our people try. Human beings have creativity:
That’s the ability to discover a true universal principle,
as typified by Johannes Kepler’s discovery of universal
gravitation, all by himself. And that’s an example of a
discovery of a universal physical principle, as this was
later explained in more detail by Albert Einstein, and so
forth. So there are these principles. And thus, man’s
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ability to discover universal physical principles, and
similar kinds of principles that affect art and so forth,
are the means by which mankind is able to increase our
productive power.

Now, in the case of an animal species, or a group of
animal species, like a habitat, this group of animals, has
a limit on its population, which is determined by the
condition of the habitat. And the animals can not go
above that without a favorable change in the habitat.

Human beings are different. We create the habitat.
We create a new kind of habitat. And the typification of
that is our use of the discovery of universal physical
principles. We invent the ability of the human popula-
tion, which has otherwise the potential of the gorillas or
the chimpanzees, for earthly population. Mankind is
not a chimpanzee, though some people seem to try to
qualify for that. And therefore, mankind is capable of
increasing the human population above the chimpanzee
level! That means, you’ve got an ecological problem:
Because, if you want to monkey around, behaving like
a chimpanzee, you’re going to be in trouble. You’re not
going to have much of a family life!

So therefore, human society is able to develop a
large population—we have now 6.7 billion people on
this planet! There’s no species in existence that’s able to
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do that kind of thing! It’s because of the human brain!
Not the brain as such, but the human mind: the power to
invent, the power to invent social processes as well as
physical processes. So therefore, that is man.

Therefore, what does this mean?

Take the case of the Biosphere: A Biosphere nor-
mally has a certain limitation on its population, and it’s
not just on the particular species, it’s on a group of spe-
cies which interact in a habitat. Mankind has long
outrun the kind of potential that an animal species
would have had, say baboons, or whatever. So there-
fore, also, we are using up some of the resources avail-
able to us near the surface of the Earth. So, how do we
live, if we’re doing that? How do we violate what the
biologist would say is a law of nature?

We actually increase the power of mankind to live,
by what most people would call “overpopulation.” We
increase man’s power to exist! And [increase] our stan-
dard of living, by doing that.

So therefore, what do we mean by “profit”? We
don’t mean money profit. We mean something that may
be reflected, apparently, in accounting figures, as mon-
etary profit, but it’s not monetary profit. What we do, is
we increase the productive powers of labor, per capita
and per square kilometer; that’s the margin of profit.
This comes largely from innovation, from the applica-
tion of discoveries, or their application in an improved
way. Mankind is using up—most of the resources we
use are what? Most of the resources we use to live,
come from the Biosphere.

For example, we dig minerals out of the soil in the
upper stratum of the Earth. How’d those minerals get
there? Well, animals died! Little animals died; and
when they died, their skeletons, or their equivalent of
skeletons, are deposited in certain areas. That’s how
you find things. All these kinds of things are left as de-
posits by dead little animals. We dig down, and we find
an ore, a lodestone. We find an ore; and we dig it up. But
we’re using it up! Ah! What do we do? Well, then, we
have to build up our productive power by new discover-
ies, which means, we increase the capital investment, in
life. We invest more, physically in maintaining a human
being, to compensate for the fact that we’re draining
down some of the so-called raw-materials sources,
which have been left behind, as a heritage for us, by
dead animals. Their little dead bodies. You find most of
your minerals that way.

So therefore, profit really means, that mankind,
through the mental powers of mankind, in developing

18 Feature

Sl b g gl s wvae ®
B

! B i 11

Leonardo da Vinci’s sketches of hydraulic machines. Profit
comes from the mind of man, who is able to make inventions
and realize them to increase the productive potential of
mankind.

not only physical-scientific discoveries, but in terms of
increasing capital-intensive investment in mankind, we
increase mankind’s ability to outrun what would have
appeared earlier, as the limits on population. And this is
real profit. Profit comes from the mind of man, who is
able to make inventions and realize them to increase the
productive potential of mankind to live, even while ap-
parently otherwise depleting the Biosphere environ-
ment.

The planet is composed, chemically, of three ele-
ments. The total element of the planet Earth is about
the same as it was a long time ago. At first, it was
mostly abiotic, non-living processes, was the compo-
sition of the planet. Living processes took over, and
began to develop the Biosphere. So the Biosphere
began to grow, which meant, even though the planet
was a fixed total volume, the Biosphere began margin-
ally increasing, increasing, relatively at the expense of

EIR April 17,2009



“ebruary 21,

T Mo CE f

EIRNS/Tarrajna Dorsey
The LaRouche Youth
Movement’s cadre
development program
concentrates on reliving
the unique, original
discoveries of the past,
so as to make such
discoveries in the future.
Here, the LYM chorus
sings Bach’s motet
“Jesu, meine Freude” at
a Schiller Institute
conference in Germany;
LYM leader Cody Jones
leads a seminar in
Northern Virginia on the
science of dynamics,
April 2009.

the old material, the abiotic.

Mankind comes along; mankind depletes the Bio-
sphere, which we grew up, by life, eating up some of
the pre-Biosphere. Man now does the same thing. So
therefore, the power of human creativity is increasing.
The effect of human creativity is increasing: Mankind
is demonstrating that mankind is not a part of the Bio-
sphere: Man is something superior to the Biosphere:
man’s creative powers.

And that’s what an economy really is. Economy is
based on the development of the creative powers of
mankind, those creative powers which distinguish the
human being from any animal. And thus, it’s the mind
of man, and the culture of man, and the culture of man-
kind, the culture of society, that’s important.

This is the delusion of profit.
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Energy, Creativity, World Trade

Now, energy: Energy is measured
largely in temperature, not calories.
Energy is hot stuff!

A calorie is valuable in terms of
the temperature it embodies. There-
fore, the human race could not live on
this planet on the basis of a green
policy. A green policy for the planet,
a so-called environmentalist policy
for the planet, would mean the de-
struction of most of the human spe-
cies. It’s mass murder. And Bertrand
Russell understood that, and proba-
bly Prince Philip does too. So that’s
the problem.

The value of a calorie, in energy
terms, is its relative temperature: The
higher the temperature, the greater
the value of a calorie. The lower the
temperature, the more worthless the
calorie. And if your energy policy is
counting units of energy, in terms of
so-called “free energy,” you’re going
to commit genocide against the
human race—and there’s no scien-
tific excuse for that genocide.

Now, creativity: This is the most
important question, in economics.
The human being, the human mind is
capable of discovering laws of the
universe which are not mathematical

laws as such. They may have a mathe-
matical reflection, as a shadow; that is the footprint of
discovery. But it is not the content of discovery. The
content of discovery is the act of discovery, not the con-
tent of it, not its energy footprint. And therefore, what
you want is a culture which has a higher degree of cre-
ativity in the culture; it means you don’t want the kind
of garbage we have as music and entertainment today!
You want to go back to some time when we had a better
culture, before the end of World War II, before the de-
velopments of the fake musical culture, the fake literary
culture, all these kinds of things. You want to go back to
scientific creativity: You don’t want Facebook; you
don’t want MySpace; you don’t want these other sym-
bols of degeneracy! Of people who want to live, enter-
taining themselves, by doing nothing! But just talking
about it. You talk about nothing, you call it something.

EIRNS/Jams Rea
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Then, world trade: Again, culture. The characteris-
tic of human culture is located, associated with lan-
guage. And why? Because language is a vehicle we use
for transmitting creative work among people. But cre-
ativity is not language. Creativity is the use of language,
and various senses of language, to be able to formulate
problems and to create creative solutions for those
problems. That’s creativity. And the creativity of a pop-
ulation is located in its culture.

Immortality and National Sovereignty

Now, this again, gets to a theological question, but
it’s a crucial one you can’t avoid in science. It comes
into the question of the immortality of mankind. When
people die, unlike animals, they don’t really die. Think
about it in terms of creative abilities, creative powers of
individuals: Now, someone has made—Ilike Einstein or
Kepler, or someone—has made a discovery. How does
that thing work? Well, he’s made a discovery, and he
knows how to apply it, presumably. He communicates
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it to others. Well, how does he communicate it? He
communicates it by inducing them to go through the
experience of making a discovery. How are discoveries
promulgated in society? They’re done by a process in
which a person who dies does not really die as an effec-
tive part of that culture, if they’re creative. Because, to
transmit a creative idea, you have to re-experience it.
And what happens in society, the principles we develop,
among skilled people, who are skilled in culture, skilled
in science, and so forth, is that what they discover is
replicated in a continuing process by those who come
after them. That’s how it occurs. That’s what a culture
is: It involves language, it involves all the instruments
by which we communicate culture, embody it.

So mankind is essentially the only known, immortal
living creature on this planet. And immortality is ex-
pressed in the fact, that the ideas which are creative,
actually creative, human activities, can only be promul-
gated by their experiencing them, in people who come
after those who started the process of that particular dis-
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covery. That’s the way science works! It’s the way art
works!

Take the case of all great Classical music, which
generally has its origin in the discoveries of Johann Se-
bastian Bach: There is no part of Classical musical
composition, which does not involve reliving the
unique, original discoveries, in music, and in counter-
point, by Johann Sebastian Bach. You can not possibly
understand music, you can not possibly replicate it—
Beethoven could not have been Beethoven, if he didn’t
absorb Bach! Bach is living in Beethoven! In his work!
Bach is living in Mozart, in his work! Bach is living in
Brahms, in his work! And anybody, who doesn’t like
Bach, ain’t a musician!

The same thing is true in literature: the same thing
you see in Shelley, on poetry; the same principle is true.
Human beings do not die in the same way. The flesh
dies, the body dies. But the process of creativity set into
motion within human beings, is perpetuated by other
human beings, who continue the same process, the
same thoughts, the same experience!

Why is it important to us, to think of our ancestors?
Why is it important for us to think about ancient cul-
tures? Why do we try to understand man today, by going
back tens of thousands, or hundreds of thousands of
years, to the first samples of human existence on this
planet? Because we have a hunger to absorb that which
makes human beings human, and not animals. This is
creativity. Creativity is something experienced.

So therefore, to have a society, not of dumb bunnies,
you have to devote yourself to engaging our children,
and others, in reliving the experience of the discoveries,
upon which mankind’s progress has been based. And
the individual is, in that sense, immortal.

This immortality is expressed in a dynamical way,
within the culture.

Therefore, if you want to have an economy, you’ve
got to think about the language-culture, and associated
features of culture of a people. And that is the basis for
a nation-state. Does that mean we have a competition
with or a hatred of other nation-states? Of course not!
What do we do in practice? We’re always trying to
engage and understand the creative process in people of
a different language and different culture. We’re trying
to absorb and transmit what they’ve contributed to hu-
manity: To us, it’s precious. We seek to protect it. We
create museums. We do all kinds of things to keep
knowledge of creativity of the past alive, and to share it
among different people of different cultures. And that’s
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true of an economy. And that’s true of world trade:
That’s the issue of world trade.

Now, the question of national sovereignty. Since
human beings are creative, then, it’s the interaction of
human beings over successive generations, within a
cultural framework, which is the collective thinking of
that people. This is the true free will of a people, is its
culture, the creative aspect of its culture, usually, asso-
ciated with its language-culture, or associated with
groups of language-cultures.

So therefore, we have this relationship, as typified
by the principle of 1648, of the Peace of Westphalia:
peace among cultures. Love between cultures. But re-
spect for the sovereignty of the culture, because the sov-
ereignty of the culture is the location in which the iden-
tity of creativity is located; its expression is located in a
language-culture. Therefore, respect for the language-
culture, and the tendency to assist the other culture, to
succeed, is the proper relation. So therefore, the society
we want, is the society of nation-states.

We don’t want globalization! Globalization is for
monkeys, not for people! Monkeys can go around the
world in different places; chimpanzees can do that, and
as long as the habitat’s friendly, one monkey’s pretty
much like another monkey. And I don’t believe that
human beings should monkey around.

So, I’ve said what I think sets the tone for discussion
which we’re now going to have. Have fun.

Dialogue with LaRouche

Debra Freeman: Thank you, Lyn.

I want to start with a question that has come from a
Democratic Senator, who’s heavily involved in foreign
policy questions, and in directing the Senate’s role in
shaping that policy.

He says, “Mr. LaRouche, one of the problems that
we face here on Capitol Hill, is that it has become in-
creasingly difficult for those of us in the Democratic
leadership to determine administration policy.

“As I think you know, last week, we delivered—
‘we,” meaning the United States—delivered stern warn-
ings, that if North Korea conducted a planned missile
test, that there would be serious consequences. The fact
is, the North Koreans went ahead and did it. That was
over one week ago. However, since that time, there has
been no indication of how we would respond. There has
been no move for a resolution within the United Na-
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tions, no Presidential statement—nothing.

“At the same time, Secretary of State Clinton
was sent off to tell the Russians, that no missiles
would be placed in the Czech Republic or Poland,
provided that the Russians cooperated with the
United States around issues surrounding Iran
and other related topics.

“We were briefed that President Obama indi-
cated the same thing to the Russians, during the
G20 meetings in London. But then, just a day or
two later, the President was off to Eastern Europe,
and he indicated quite the opposite, that the
United States would, in fact, be placing missiles
in the Czech Republic in order to contain Iran.
Then, the President came back to the United
States. And, as I think you also know, upon his
arrival here, we were told that money for missile
defense was being slashed; that the missile
system that had been scheduled to be placed in
Alaska was being halted.

“The fact of the matter is that for us, the issue
is not one of agreement or disagreement with the
President’s policy. For us, the question is trying
to figure out what that policy is. This has really
created a terrible situation on Capitol Hill.
You’ve been very critical of the behavior of the
Democrats on Capitol Hill, both in the House
and the Senate. But faced with a situation like this, how
would you propose that we proceed?”

We Are a Presidential System

LaRouche: Well, the problem is that Capitol Hill
tries to adapt to what Capitol Hill wants to do. And often
Capitol Hill is insane. The very idea of ever supporting
this missile thing, based in Czechia, and in Poland, was
lunacy from beginning! There’s no need for it. There’s
no purpose. First of all, it won’t work! The pretext for
this thing, was to have a counter to threat of missiles,
from Iran! In Poland? The question is whether a missile
from Iran could reach Poland! They’re not supposed to
be too well perfected, yet.

The Russians said, “Well, why don’t you quit that.
And let’s go somewhere near Afghanistan, and we can
probably get an anti-missile system there, which is
much more relevant to something coming from Iran.”

But of course, the issue is not really Iran! The point
is, they want to destroy Iran, because some people like
Saudi money. And the Iranian Muslims have a different
religious background than do the Saudi ones, so this is
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U.S. State Department
U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton with Russian Foreign Minister
Sergei Lavrov in Geneva, March 6, 2009. She and other Administration
officials had indicated that U.S. anti-missile missiles might not be
deployed in the Czech Republic or Poland, but after the G20 Summit,
Obama apparently changed his mind. What is his policy?

all the kind of thing that goes on in this thing. It’s com-
pletely insane!

Secondly, if we’re to understand anything about
economy today, you have a certain number of nations
that are really responsible. Now Western and Central
Europe is not responsible any more. Why? Because
they don’t have any sovereignty any more! It was taken
away from them, by the globalization process, in Europe
itself. No European nation has any effective sover-
eignty, in Western and Central Europe. So, don’t ask
them to make a decision, they can’t! They have to wait
for orders from London. They can’t make their own
currency, they’re globalized.

Now, what have we got? I’ve set this thing clearly,
and these guys in the Congress should stop trying to bat
down loony questions and answers. Yes, the answer’s
loony, but the question was loony! How can we stop the
threat of Iranian missiles by putting missiles in Czechia
and Poland? Lunatic! Nuts!

I can stop it. Give me the authority. I'll talk to my
friends in Russia, and China, and India, and we’ll stop
it. It’s that simple.
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Look, when you’re talking about warfare today:
Think! What is general warfare?! It’s nuclear warfare!
It’s thermonuclear warfare!

There can be no general war, without thermonuclear
warfare, today!

Well, what kind of defense do you want against ther-
monuclear warfare? In a sense, there is nothing. I was
the last one who brought up that question. And I had an
answer. They don’t like that answer.

So, they’re saying that Obama’s loony. Of course he
is. He does not have the capability to grasp certain kinds
of ideas. Does it mean we have to throw him out of the
Presidency? No. Our Presidency system has certain
flexibility in it. If the President is confined to working
with a system of the Administration, of the Executive
branch, which has a relationship with the Legislative
branch, and the Judiciary, we can do just fine. But we
have to understand that the President is not the big loony
be-all/end-all. And if he’s nuts, we’ve had nutty Presi-
dents before: Just look at what we went through with
this monster we had for two terms just recently: a per-
fect lunatic! Or not perfect, but a lunatic.

So, we are a Presidential system. We’re not a parlia-
mentary system; they have some crazy guy who’s called
a “prime minister’—or the “primed minister.” And
every time they get unpleasant, they just throw him out,
and get another one. There is no accountability, as with
an executive system of government, a true Presidential
system. You have an approximation in France; you have
an approximation in Russia. The way we function when
we adhere to our Constitution: We are not a one-man
government.

Now, Obama seems to have a problem, in thinking
that a President is running a one-man government. Ours
is not a one-man government. What we have—do you
know what we have? Do you realize the power we have
in our system, politically? We have institutions of
people, some of whom actually serve as members of
government. Others, like me, will serve as part of gov-
ernment, but not officially. We’re all putting our brains
to the wheel, so to speak, to deal with the problems that
have to be faced. We all are expressing ourselves up the
stream, and the decision is made in our government,
when it’s functioning—when you don’t have a George
Bush, for example—and you have a fighting chance.
With functioning institutions, we are the government.

Well, who is the government? The government is
not the President. The President performs a function
within the government, as the chief executive officer of
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government. And ours is a Presidential system, essen-
tially.

And all of these channels work. What I deal with
day by day, and I’ve done it for years now, is work ex-
actly with that system. We have a system, a Presidential
system, and that’s the Executive authority, and the Pres-
ident has to be confined within the bounds of the Presi-
dential system, and the larger system as a whole. The
problem with Obama is, they’re trying to make a nut
out of him. They’re using his incompetence in whole
areas, to make him a nut.

And when you take this pack of fools, exposed by
Time magazine, and add in Larry Summers—who’s a
piece of crap all in his own right—you put this crowd in
there, and you don’t have a Federal system of govern-
ment. You don’t have our system. You have a bunch of
nuts, insane, lunatics. They should be kept in cages, not
in offices. This pack—the whole bunch—are insane;
they’re morally insane! They have no affinity to our
system of government. They don’t believe in our Con-
stitution. What the hell are they doing running our gov-
ernment? They couldn’t pass an oath of office.

So therefore, what we need to, simply, is not to dump
the President. Say: “Mr. President, you're now a
member of the Executive branch. You have the title of
President. You will be treated nicely if you behave
yourself.” It’s true! So therefore, you have put him in a
position where he has to vet any decision he makes, and
rely upon advice, not just the advice and consent of the
Congress, but advice in his own institution. His mili-
tary.

Shut Down the British Empire’s Drug Trade

For example, what he did in Afghanistan. He’s put-
ting troops in there, this nut. We don’t want troops in
Afghanistan. We want to get the drug pushers; we don’t
want to shoot Afghan farmers. We want to close the
borders. We want to shut down every sign of drug traf-
fic internationally, in the cross-border operation. You
want to push drugs? Don’t push them across the border
or we’ll get you!

That’s the policy, as we’re working now on the ques-
tion of Mexico. We are going to crush the drug traffick-
ers. That’s not the farmer who grows the drugs, because
the farmer’s often the slave, as in South America or in
Afghanistan. The farmer who’s growing the opium is a
slave, living under threat of death, under compulsion.
He doesn’t get paid much for this stuff. He barely makes
a living. He probably gets a higher income from vege-

Feature 23



tables, but they will come in there, and force him to take
a crop of opium. Then they will take the crop and pay
him what they wish to pay him, and they’ll move it into
Europe. And a crop that’s worth $600 on average for a
farmer in Afghanistan, when it gets to Europe will be
some millions of dollars, the same crop. So in Europe,
what do you want to do? You want to shut that traffic
down.

Ban the traffic. The drug traffic is killing us, just like
it killed China in the 19th Century. We’re going to shut
it down. We don’t want to put more troops into South-
west Asia, to get into wars with farmers, and start that
kind of warfare. We want to seal the borders, and the
first thing is, we put George Soros in a cage. He’s the
world’s biggest drug pusher. Put him in a cage! Get rid
of him!

But the British are running drugs. What’s new?
They’ve been running it since the 18th Century: inter-
national drug traffic. They destroyed China with the
drug traffic. They’re trying to do the same thing again to
us, to Mexico, and to others. The same methods. The
same destruction. Destroy civilization.

So the problem here is that the institutions are not
responding to reality, and the reason they’re not re-
sponding to reality is that there are extraneous things,
like the British, who really run the only empire in the
world—it’s not the British people, they’re not even in-
volved on this thing—but the British Empire, as it’s
constituted, like a business organization, runs the world
as an empire. And the only effective challenge to that is
from the United States. If the United States has an
agreement with Russia, China, and India, you will get
other countries jumping in on the agreement immedi-
ately, and we will have the greatest power on this planet
concentrated in the cooperation among these nations.
And we can solve any of these types of problems. We
don’t need to start nuclear World War III.

I know the situation in these countries. I know the
craziness that goes on. That’s all right. I know how to
deal with it. And I know people in this government—
that is, people in the institutions of government of the
United States, who also understand this kind of thing.
They may not each individually understand it, but if
you get them in the same room, the representative parts
of the people, they’ll all come to an agreement, because
they’ll recognize who knows what’s going on and who
doesn’t. And they’ll give in to what the person they
think who knows what he’s doing.

So, we don’t need this kind of problem. We
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shouldn’t get into these issues, and I know the Senate
does that, and the House does it also sometimes. But
it’s nonsense. What we need is a national policy, ar-
ticulated by a national executive, essentially, or insti-
tutions around the executive, who are in constant fer-
ment about these things. I know there are people in
these institutions of relevance, who understand these
problems, but it’s not getting through this President.
He’s not getting the message! Why? Because he’s got
other people giving him the message, people who
should not be in government.

And our job is, we can take this President. We can
use him. He can be President. If we function properly,
he can be President. So he doesn’t know anything, so
what? We can make him look good, and he can go out
with a good record. That’s how we do it sometimes.
I’ve seen this in corporations; for example, the head of
the corporation is a big dummy, but the other people
used to make it work, and they all cheered him as a
hero. He didn’t know a damn thing he was doing.

So, that’s the point.

And we should try to formulate our ideas about
these things in the right way. We need to have a Presi-
dential system. We know also, the problem here is the
Wall Street gang. It’s a problem in the Senate, and so
forth. The same Wall Street gang which robbed us! Who
do you think the problem is? Who robbed us? Who gave
us these multi-hundreds of trillions of dollars of debt,
which are now coming down on us? You add up the
score. See how big it is, because it’s a self-expanding
debt. Who gave us this cancer? Goldman Sucks and
similar kinds of institutions. Well, why do we let them
make the laws for us? Why did the Congress pass the
laws? Why did they pass the bailout? Why do they get
more bailout every time? Why did we loot our people,
loot our industries, loot our farmers? Loot our medical
system, which is breaking down now? Our health care
system is breaking down, as a result of this thing. Why
did we let that happen? In order to pay off Wall Street?
To pay off London, with their ill-gotten gains?

The problem lies not with what the Senator’s refer-
ring to. The problem lies in that we get into this mess
because we refuse to take the bastards on whom we
should take on! And then we find ourselves trying to
build a fence, a walkway around an issue we couldn’t
face up to. Like this thing: How do we handle the Polish
missile base? You don’t give them one! They don’t need
one! What are they going to do with it, farm with it?
Plow the field with it? Whatever?
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The world economy, LaRouche said, is largely being run by academic whores such as the
“economic behaviorists.” A girl needs to make a living, after all! Shown here, customers line
up at the door in “A Harlot’s Progress,” by William Hogarth, 1733.

You Don’t Need a License To Practice
Thinking

Freeman: This next question comes from some of
our friends on the West Coast, out at Stanford. They say,
“Mr. LaRouche, as you know, we were tasked to forge
a series of economic policies directed to restore health
to the nation’s economy. We were told to assume an
FDR-type of approach to restoring vital sectors of pro-
duction, rebuilding decayed infrastructure, determining
the need for new infrastructure, etc. And although the
specifics of dealing with problems of monetary and fi-
nancial policy were not part of our immediately defined
task, it was made clear that we were expected to also
address those issues. Obviously, we had to figure out
how to fund the recovery programs we were proposing.
For several months, we’ve been making very signifi-
cant progress, although that kind of came to a halt these
last few weeks when it became increasingly difficult for
us to determine if the President still wanted us to pro-
ceed with our work. There has been almost no indica-
tion that the administration intends to do anything until
Wall Street agrees to it. That is certainly not an FDR-
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style approach, and also,
while Wall Street is clearly
being consulted, we are not.

“This led us to forward a
question to Washington, as
to whether or not we should
continue our work. The re-
sponse we received rather
quickly was, ‘Yes, absolutely
yes.” But this is a very frus-
trating situation. As a Presi-
dential advisory group, we
work independently and
without compensation. That
isn’t a problem. When we
speak, we do not speak on
behalf of the Administration,
but we are encouraged not to
speak publicly for ourselves
either. That is something of a
problem.

“The truth is, and I know
that I speak not only for
myself but for many of my
colleagues, these last few
months have reminded me
why I relocated to the West
Coastin the first place. I wanted to get as far from Wash-
ington as I could, and still live in the United States.

“But, in all seriousness, the question is, how do we
proceed? Should we simply ignore what is going on in
Washington, and continue to try to forge these policies
and analyses, even if it seems, at least right now, that no
one is listening? Also, is it your estimate that no one is
listening? Is it possible that there is some plan and we
have just not been informed of it? Your thoughts on this
would be greatly appreciated.”

LaRouche: Well, I have a partial response to that of
some relevance. I’ve been watching what has been
coming out of Prof. James Galbraith, and I have just
received recently—which I'm working on a reply to—
he wrote a paper entitled, “A Bio-Physical Approach to
Production Theory,” and which has a flaw in it, but, he’s
a clear thinker, as thinkers go in the economics profes-
sion these days, and therefore he poses some questions
which I think are highly relevant. And what I’'m doing
in replying to this, as I have in progress here, is to
answer, basically, what I see as the implicit question
he’s posing, as opposed to maybe what he’s actually
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directly asking. And I think he wants to see what I do
with his statement, which, in other things, I wouldn’t
bother to waste his time with, in going over discussion
of them, because I think the question comes down to
some very specific turning-point issues. And that’s what
we should be doing. I think that you don’t need a Presi-
dential license to practice thinking.

I think, as I’ve tried to indicate today—I’ve sort of
anticipated the situation in the seven points that I
made—is that there are certain questions where their
beliefs about economy, which are the deadliest enemies
of the U.S. and world economy today, is what some
people believe about economy. And therefore, if we can
get that crap out of the system: Forget statistics. Just
forget it! I mean, everything that’s going to be said
about statistics was said a long time ago. We don’t need
any improved statistics. It gets worse all the time! I
think we went too far. We should call it back, you know,
get rid of some of this stuff.

Real ideas are not statistical in nature. Real ideas are
breakthroughs.

Owned by the Foundations

For example, let me explain what I mean by this,
because this is what’s crucial: They have shibboleths,
and it’s an academic problem. I go through this list of
people, list of “experts,” of the experts like the nut cases
we’re talking about today. There’s nothing you can do
with these guys. They predominate, because they get
credit. Where do they get credit from? They get credit
from London and they get credit from Wall Street.

Why are they professors? Because they can think?
No! Because they know how to do what they’re told by
the people who give them the money. Who are the
people who give them the money? Wall Street and sim-
ilar kinds of things. It’s a foundation—American Enter-
prise Institute and similar kinds of institutions, which
control. You know, Rothschild, in the first decade of the
last century, started this process of organizing these
funds, special funds, a fund for this and fund for that.
And these funds, which are actually the extension of the
British Empire, which the Rothschild family of London,
of Britain, initiated.

So the world economy is largely run by a collection
of these kinds of funds and their extension, and these
funds are actually like pimps! They have professors as
whores and they run trains of them all over the world!
And what they’re doing is, they’re working for their
living, you know? A girl needs to be paid!
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So, we have to recognize, and everybody who’s se-
rious in academia knows it, that you’re besieged by all
kinds of fakers. You know, David Rockefeller, when he
was still able to think—not too well, but he could—
would travel all around in his airplane. He would pick
up ambitious broken-down Professor So-and-So here,
didn’t have enough money, and he’d say, “Oh, I can get
you $10,000 for a book. You get your next book out
there, maybe we’ll do something with you.” They
bought up these also-ran professors in dozens. They
parked them in key positions in universities, like the
whole environmentalist crowd—all the so-called envi-
ronmental scientists are fakers! When a guy says, “I'm
a physical scientist,” and he tells you that there’s a “free
energy” policy, that energy from solar power has the
same value as a calorie of nuclear power—he’s called a
scientist? You know you’re dealing with a prostitute—
who promises to love you.

So, the problem is, we’ve got to admit among our-
selves that the so-called university system and the foun-
dation grant organizations are a racket, set up by the
British Empire, and together with Wall Street, is the
ideological empire which penetrates and subverts the
United States, contrary to its Constitution.

As we’ve seen massively: They bought up the Con-
gress! Our Congress is bought by these channels. The
Congress is not independent. Their opinion is not inde-
pendent. Barney Frank: He can’t even gibber intelligi-
bly. But he knows how to steal.

So the point is, we’ve got those of us who think and
really care about the country and about the world, to go
about our business, as I do: You do it because it’s the
right thing to do, and you enjoy doing it. Try to make
something good out of this thing. We should not be de-
terred by the fact that we’ve got a bunch of fools, and
worse, out there, who are occupying the key position
where the decisions are made.

It’s like the whole environmentalist movement. The
whole environmentalist movement is one gigantic, anti-
scientific fraud! There’s not a single bit of truth in any
of it. It’s a faker. A guy says “I’m an ecologist, a scien-
tific ecologist.” All right, you’re that? Well, I guess
that’s better than being a toadstool, I guess, huh? Be-
cause they’re not worth anything. They’re liars! Any
guy who says, “I’m a scientist,” and who says this free-
energy policy is good, you know he’s a faker. He’s a
fraudster. He belongs in prison. He’s committed fraud.
Shouldn’t he go to prison? He’s committing a fraud
which is causing people to suffer. Shouldn’t he go to
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prison? Well, put him in prison! They
want to be institutional? Fine.

The problem we face—we who
are serious—whether we agree or not
is not the point: The question is
whether we’re having an honest dis-
cussion and a competent discussion
of the issues. Those of us who are
concerned should just do our work,
whether we are blessed or not. And I
will bless you, if you do it.

Trilateral Fraudsters

Freeman: This question comes
from the office of a Democratic Sena-
tor who chairs a subcommittee that is
currently conducting hearings on
various aspects of the banking col-
lapse. And it is my understanding that
when the Senate comes back, that

they are going to be bringing Bill
Black up to the Hill to testify, and it’s
relevant to the question.

He asks, “Mr. LaRouche, during
the savings & loan scandal in the
1980s, Bill Black, who teaches eco-
nomics and law at the University of
Missouri, Kansas City, was the Fed-
eral regulator who accused House Speaker Jim Wright
and five U.S. Senators, who by the way included John
Glenn and John McCain, of doing favors for the S&Ls,
in exchange for campaign contributions and other
things. They got off with a wrist slap, but Mr. Black and
others successfully led a series of investigations of the
savings & loans that resulted in convictions and re-reg-
ulation of the entire industry.

“On last Friday night’s edition of the Bill Moyers
Journal, Mr. Black said that the current economic and
financial meltdown is driven by fraud. And he said that
the banks got away with it, because of government de-
regulation. To quote him, he said, ‘Now we know what
happens when you destroy regulation. You get the big-
gest financial calamity that anybody under the age of 80
has ever seen.’

“He also pointed out the contradictions in what we
are hearing from the Administration. He said that Tim
Geithner is publicly saying—and we have all heard him
say it—that it will probably take about $2 trillion to
deal with the problem of the U.S. banks. But at the same
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President Franklin D. Roosevelt signs the Banking Act of 1933 (the Glass-Steagall
Act), June 16, 1933. To his immediate right and left are co-sponsors Sen. Carter
Glass (D-Va.) and Rep. Henry Steagall (D-Ala.). The bill created the FDIC and a
“firewall” between investment banking and commercial banking. Larry Summers
engineered its repeal in 1999.

time, the Treasury is allowing all the banks to report
that they are not only solvent, but also fully capitalized.
The fact is that both statements can’t be true.

“The question, though, is: Why are they covering
this up? Some would argue that it’s because they’re
scared to death of a collapse, and that we just can’t let
the big banks fail. Others, like Mr. Black, seem to think
that they’re covering this up because they’re covering
up fraud.

“Now, some months ago, you called for a new
Pecora Commission to conduct an investigation of how
we got into this mess. You have also called for a return
to a Glass-Steagall framework. My question to you is:
Do you think it is possible, as many of my colleagues
are arguing, that we can re-regulate without going
through a Pecora Commission-type investigation? They
argue that it would be much better to simply take an
amnesty approach and just fix what is broken. I have
trouble figuring out how we could do that. However, 1
do want to be able to move, and move quickly.

“My other question is, do you agree with Bill Black’s
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assessment, that the current economic and financial
meltdown is driven by fraud?”

LaRouche: Well, I think it’s not the meltdown that’s
driven by fraud. What has happened is that the fraud has
been going on for a long time. The fraud reached an in-
tensive level with David Rockefeller and the Trilateral
Commission. The fraud against the savings & loans.

Look at the housing industry in the United States,
under the Roosevelt era-approach, which was the sav-
ings & loan associations, the 4.5% business. And what
happened as aresult of that? What was the biggest fraud
committed in the area of housing? It was the breakup of
the savings & loan associations, which was an integral
part of David Rockefeller and his Trilateral Commis-
sion taking over the running of the U.S. government,
not only under a poor President [Carter] who didn’t
know what was going on, but also throughout the entire
period into 1989, especially up to *87-89.

The whole thing was a fraud. The Trilateral Com-
mission ran the Reagan Administration! The Trilateral
Commission destroyed the agriculture. The Trilateral
Commission destroyed the housing system. The Trilat-
eral Commission did these other things, all for the sake
of the greater glory of the British Empire. I know David
Rockefeller’s operation. He’s a fraudster of the worst
type. Put him in prison! He belongs there. Maybe don’t
put him in there because he’s no good any more; he
can’t do anything right.

The problem here: The enemy of humanity is the
international financial scum. These people should be
eliminated from all positions of power.

Back to Glass-Steagall

Look, what did I propose back on the 25th of July
20077? Put the thing in bankruptcy reorganization! You
don’t make deals! You put the thing into bankruptcy
reorganization; the committees go in and determine, as
Roosevelt did in bank reorganization: You want to keep
the savings and loan type of thing, the Glass-Steagall
provisions, you want to keep them in place.

It’s very simple, really: You go into a bank and you
say, well, I’ve got a bank in this community. This com-
munity depends upon this bank. Okay, we’re going to
keep the bank open. Well, what are we going to do?
We’re going to put it into bankruptcy. We will take all
the garbage, and we’ll put that in a different compart-
ment. We’ll take everything which is pro forma viable,
because we want to do two things: We want to sustain
the community. Private banking in this country is based
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on this kind of concept. You want to save the commu-
nity. The bank is essential to saving the community.
Without local finance, the community may shut down.
The payrolls can’t be managed; little things that have to
be financed can not be done. You want to keep it.

So that bank’s going to stay there, but under what
condition? Well, you find the thing is more or less intact.
In the simplest case, you find out, well, the derivatives
and that similar kind of crap—all the stuff that does not
conform to the Glass-Steagall standard—just shut it
down. But keep the bank open. Take all the non-Glass-
Steagall stuff and put it right in the garbage pail, and
you seal it. Don’t try to settle anything. Just put it in the
garbage pail. And lock it in there, and say, “We’re going
to see what the value of this is later.” You know, let it
ferment for a while and see what you can sell it for.

But then you’re going to take everything that con-
forms to Glass-Steagall, and you’re going to keep that
alive. You’re going to keep the housing program alive.
You’re going to keep local business affairs alive. You’re
going to walk in there one day, and when you walk
out—as Roosevelt’s bank reorganization did—you’re
going to walk out, just like Roosevelt did it. That bank
is going to stay in that community—if it’s needed, it’s
going to stay there. And it’s going to function like a
bank. What the condition will be, under which the own-
ership or responsible people the bank will function, that
has to be settled.

But before you do anything else, you assess what
that bank is. And unless it’s completely worthless, you
don’t just shut it down, you put it into reprocessing, and
you take all the garbage that does not conform to Glass-
Steagall, and you put that out, and you say, this is a
postponed question. This bank is now going to function
on the basis of Glass-Steagall standards. And the Fed-
eral government is going to ensure that that bank per-
forms that function for that community.

And there goes your problem. You really don’t have
a problem, do you, at that point? And that’s all you have
to do.

Don’t go through all these monkeyshines.

Look, if you look at the paperwork, you look at what
happened: Michael Milken back in the 1980s, how he
went to prison. What have you got in Wall Street?
You’ve got a thousand Michael Milkens! They’re all
Michael Milkens! They all belong in jail! Who did it?
Alan Greenspan. “My God! Do you have to put him in
jail, too? You’re going to give jail a bad name, if you put
him in there.”
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we’ve had the worst finan-
cial crisis since the Great De-

Milken: http:/akaka.senate.gov / Rockefeller:EIRNS/Stuart Lewis
Left to right: Alan Greenspan, Michael Milken, and David Rockefeller. “No compromises with
thieves!” LaRouche said. They all belong in jail!

So, that’s the point. We don't need this rigmarole.
We don’t make compromises with thieves. This was con-
sidered to be theft and fraud beforehand. In the Roos-
evelt Administration, it was fraud: Larry Summers was
key inside the Clinton Administration in pushing this
fraud through, behind the back of Bill Clinton. The in-
tention was fraudulent! Don’t worry about whether he
goes to jail or not. The intention was fraudulent. The
whole deal was fraudulent. Shut it down! And get back
to what worked.

But our concern has to be concern with our nation,
concern with our communities of our nation. We must
keep them functioning. The Federal government will
strain itself to provide the credit necessary to maintain
the function of this nation and its people. The Federal
government will pay not one penny of tribute to swin-
dlers, and they’re just going to have to walk without!
Look buddy, you’re walking free, aren’t you? Don’t
complain. You want to complain? We’ll take you to
court, and you’ll be the defendant.

Hamiltonian National Banking

Freeman: This question comes from the Stanford
Group, and they say: “Mr. LaRouche, there is a deep
divide that seems to have developed over how, in fact,
we should deal with the question of re-regulation. Nou-
riel Roubini recently pointed out that while he agrees
that Wall Streeters are greedy and often stupid, arro-
gant, and incompetent on top of it, that the fact is, that

April 17,2009 EIR

| |

— —=

; pression. And therefore, the

| question that has to be asked

is, are these Wall Streeters

more greedy, more immoral,

more arrogant, and more in-

competent than they were 20
or 30 years ago?

“The fact is that I think
the American people expect
Wall Street to be greedy, but
they also expect good policy-
making to control that be-
havior.

“It’s been pointed out, by
Roubini and others, that the
job of the Federal Reserve is
essentially to close the bar
when the party really gets
going, but the fact is that the Fed not only didn’t close
the bar, but they brought in a case of vodka. And Alan
Greenspan seems to have been the biggest proponent of
the kinds of financial innovation that have gotten us
into the mess we’re in. Zero down-payment mortgages,
no verification of income, interest-only mortgages, and
negative amortization, all of this stuff. The fact is, that
the Fed did have the power to control it, but they chose
not to, because the prevailing ideology that seems to
underlie the current crisis, is that of Wild West unregu-
lated capitalists, and the idea that financial institutions
will self-regulate. But it’s clear that self-regulation
means no regulation.

“Our question is, when we talk about re-regulating
and when we talk about regulation, is it your view that
this is the responsibility of the Fed, or that it has to be
imposed by some other regulatory body, whether that
be the FDIC, a completely new institution, whatever?
Because, certainly, while the Glass-Steagall framework
seems to function, and seems to be something that
should be applied, we are also familiar with some of the
recommendations that have come out of former Federal
Reserve chairman Paul Volcker, who seems to think
that Glass-Steagall—while it’s the right approach—
would definitely require some serious updating to deal
with the current geometry that we are functioning in.”

LaRouche: Well, the answer is the following: The
United States Constitution was made possible and nec-
essary by the fact that the state banks, which had been

Feature 29



| ooy et drhs. e

|| e gilmes
Aervs am guetrin o the

g mnt Mghhorvmdas | Lo Lawre
pennic thar avereal |

ta Awrst =

whal | o arr A ot e A’ Wos

iee o Wby Fhal
e peharved, for gou "

—.

\ |# wits s ar Anmey 2w il ol ms
X llu o ar Mok || e ot andd e reet o o 2
R

UNCLE

SAM SICK WITH

state-chartered originally, of the separate colonies, were
now all virtually bankrupt because of the funding of the
War of Independence. And at this point, Alexander
Hamilton, who was to become the first Secretary of the
Treasury, came up with the proposal which resulted in
the adoption of our Federal Constitution. So you can
say, in that sense, the Federal Constitution is actually
essentially Hamiltonian.

Now, what he proposed was the concept of national
banking. That is, that you have an intermediary agency,
because of the nature of finance, between the Federal
government and its Treasury, and private banking and
semi-private banking. You have an intermediary insti-
tution, which is a regulatory agency which facilities the
integration of the function of government, on the one
side, as separate from this, and on the other side, the
private banking aspect. And this is the American
System.

Now, you have to recognize a couple of things that
are involved here in the line of the proposition, the
question posed, which affect this. First of all, you have
to know that Andy Jackson was no damned good. And
once you accept that, you're on the way to seeing
things.

What did Andy Jackson do? Andy Jackson, first,
was an agent of Aaron Burr. Aaron Burr was a traitor
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Ze—\ | President Andrew

" i Jackson was published
during the Panic of
1937. Jackson had
destroyed the Second
Bank of the United
States four years
before. Now, the cotton
market had collapsed,
bringing down with it
banks in New Orleans,
New York, and
Philadelphia. Shown
are Jackson’s brother
Jonathan and
American System
banker Nicholas Biddle
(second from left).
Biddle, the former
head of the Bank of the
United States and an
opponent of Jackson, is
now being urgently
requested to bail out
the banking system.
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and a British agent. And Andy Jackson worked for him.
And what did Andy Jackson do as President? Andy
Jackson was the vehicle for Wall Street and London in-
terests in shutting down the Bank of the United States,
the American banking system. And they brought in the
land banks, state lending banks, which, in 1837, re-
sulted in what was called the Great Panic.

So actually, the United States was a victim, the target
of a British operation, the same operation behind the
slavery in the United States, which Van Buren, the later
President, was part of, the land banks: And it broke the
power of the United States to finance its own society. It
was done on behalf of the guy who owned Andy Jack-
son at the time, Martin Van Buren, who set up the land
bank system, and shut down the National Bank in the
United States, the Second National Bank. So, I don’t
think Andy Jackson is a good image for the Democratic
Party. Also, because the Cherokee may have something
to say about it, too. He was part of the process of getting
them killed, and selling them into slavery.

So the point is, we need to get back to national bank-
ing. What does that mean? At this point, the Federal
Reserve System is implicitly bankrupt, in the respect
that, if it’s functioning as a chartered organization under
Federal law, that means it automatically goes into re-
ceivership to the Federal government. What do you do?
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Now, you have assets in there which are U.S. govern-
ment assets. The U.S. government implicitly owns the
Federal Reserve System. It is not an independent
agency. It’s bankrupt. You take and you sort out all the
obligations. So, the Federal government simply has to
have one act: the Third National Bank of the United
States.

You put the Federal Reserve System not only into
receivership, but into a form of receivership where the
assets of the U.S. government, which owns the Federal
Reserve System, are now put into the custody of a Na-
tional Bank, using the precedent which inspired the
adoption of the U.S. Federal Constitution, to deal with
the problem of the local state-chartered banks, in the
aftermath of the Revolutionary War.

Now, you go to a national banking system, under
which the Federal government uses a National Bank as
the interceding party between the Federal government’s
functions and the general banking function with foreign
banks, and so forth, and so on, as Hamilton laid it out.

The thing’s bankrupt. Put it into bankruptcy! Bank-
ruptcy is not a bad idea, you know. Bankruptcy was set
up to prevent slavery, debt slavery, and swindles. You
put it into reorganization in bankruptcy, and since the
Federal government is the chief creditor of the Federal
Reserve System, we do two things: First of all, we end
the Federal Reserve System’s function of uttering notes,
in the name of the United States government. You go
back to the utterance of currency by the Treasury, and
credit by the Federal government, under an act of Con-
gress.

To create credit under our Constitution, you must
get a bill through the House of Representatives, and
with the approval of the Senate, and on the initiative
and approval of the President to sign that bill. That’s
how you’re supposed to print money, or utter money in
the name of the United States. Not through some inter-
mediary which takes over that job, and adapts us to the
international British system. You put the Federal Re-
serve System into receivership, and use it as a part, as a
subsidiary feature, its assets as a subsidiary feature, of
national banking.

Now, we can, instead of bailing out this thing and
bailing out that thing, what we simply do is, we use the
power to create credit by the Federal government, and
use that credit to assist bankrupt institutions being put
through bankruptcy reorganization. We don’t bail out!
We salvage. No more bailout! No more Federal Reserve
helicopter money. No more bailout! We reserve the
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credit of the United States, not to waste it as we’re doing
now on a great scale, but you now use the credit of the
United States as a weapon of organizing investment, to
rebuild the economy.

Social Security and the Auto Industry

Let’s take the case of General Motors and so forth.
Look what happened. In 2005, I was on two projects
which started Nov. 11, 2004. It was an adjunct of what
I’d been doing in support of the Kerry Presidential cam-
paign. So, the Democratic Party was folding up, on
Nov. 2, they were folding up. We had a meeting in
Washington, on Nov. 9, and I proposed that we save the
Social Security system. And this was picked up by some
Democrats, and when the meeting was being held, con-
stituting the new Congress, this was put through. So,
we launched a fight, to save the Social Security system,
when George W. Bush was about to destroy it, running
around and doing crazy things, as he always did.

So, the second thing, was a proposal to reorganize
what had become the auto industry. The same thing:
Take the auto industry, and strip it down to size. Strip it
down, first of all, to where the automobiles were actu-
ally needed, justified.

Take the capacity—we had miles and miles and
acreage of plants, which had been used since World
War 11, for building airplanes and everything else you
can think of, and that capability still existed, in terms of
floor space, and in terms of the memory of the skills that
went with with floor space.

All right: Separate this into two things. Reduce the
auto industry into what the auto industry can do, making
autos that were needed. Take the other part, especially
the machine-tool-design part, and use that for what?
Our river systems need to be repaired. We had all kinds
of things! We need a national railway system again! We
need these kinds of things, we need all kind of things
which are typical of the U.S. government’s involve-
ment in basic economic infrastructure.

The machine-tool-design capacity of the United
States is concentrated in the auto industry! You’re going
to shut it down, you idiot? No! You take it out, and you
put it under government protection as a new corpora-
tion, a new government corporation. And you use it for
these missions: All the things we need: We need high-
ways, we need hospitals, we need river systems fixed;
you need to take care of the Katrina operation, all these
kinds of things that came up that year. We can do it with
the machine-tool capacity of the auto industry!
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And the machine-tool capacity of the auto industry,
which represents floor space, and represents people,
also represents a labor force which is associated with
the auto industry as its employment! So, put them to-
gether! The same people, working in the same commu-
nities, can produce this for that area of the world, right
where they are! You don’t need to move them around,
you don’t need to change anything. They report to the
same place, that they reported to before, essentially; but
now it’s a government corporation.

The auto industry is still there. It’s operating sepa-
rately. This thing is operating as a government agency
for things we need for public infrastructure. Railway
systems, magnetic levitation systems, port systems,
hospitals, whatever we need! The way we did it under
Roosevelt. And that’s what we should do.

So therefore, what we need is, we need a National
Bank as the intermediary between the private sector
and this kind of thing. So the National Bank operates in
that area, where you have a public-private area, and you
don’t want to contaminate the public area with the pri-
vate sector, and you don’t want to contaminate the pri-
vate sector with the public sector.

But the connection is, it is the Congress which enacts
a law which authorizes this production, as in war pro-
duction before, which is the mechanism. So what do
you do? You set this thing into motion, and now you
create all kinds of entities, projects and so forth, which
are independently funded. You have this public and pri-
vate financing operation, which sets up these new kinds
of things. It’s these new industries to fill the vacuum.

So the Federal government comes in with its money,
sets something up under government protection. It’s
useful. These things lead then to private entities which
are spun off, because they’re now new industries. And
so, what you’re really doing is, you’re spawning new
industries that we need for the future, as an action of
government. And when the government creates it, it
may maintain a fatherly interest in the success of the
thing, but you try to make it a private enterprise in most
of these cases. It’s the right thing to do.

We don’t need to do this hokey-pokey that we’re
doing now.

And the thing is, the Federal Reserve System is a
corrupt institution, totally corrupted. Take it into re-
ceivership, make it clean, make it honest. Make an
honest woman of it. Marry it, or something or other.
And that’s the solution. The thing is, somebody comes
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up to us and says, how can I do this? And sometimes
that’s the wrong thing to do. Step back a step. What is
the need? What is the real purpose that should be ad-
opted for this purpose? Then define what should happen,
which may not be what somebody asks you to do. But
it’s the right thing to do.

Does it do the job? Does it conform to the interests
of the United States? If it does, do it. And I don’t think
we’ll have any problem whatsoever in doing that job.
You’ll have a lot of problems in implementing it, but in
principle there’s no problem in doing the job.

Look at our labor force: What section of the labor
force is actually productive, the so-called employed?
Very little. We need to transform the labor force’s com-
position, so we have people producing useful things.
Physical things, scientific progress, all that sort of thing.
We need to promote Federal activity in this area. We
also need to create spinoffs of new private industries
which will fill the gap, and you have to get them started.
So, the government should be starting these things, or
helping them get started. And that’s what we do. Keep
it simple.

We’re Talking About Fascism

Freeman: This is another question on regulation,
and this one also comes from the chief of staff of a
United States Senator.

He says, “Mr. LaRouche, the regulatory framework
that Treasury Secretary Geithner presented to Congress
was certainly impressive in its scope. However, it
doesn’t address several critical points, and we believe
that those omissions indicate something of a serious
philosophical flaw. What Secretary Geithner did not
ask for is any structural change to the firms that would
be subjected to all of the new regulations that he pro-
posed, and this is markedly different from what has
been proposed by Paul Volcker.

“It seems that the Treasury Secretary believes that
these new rules that he’s putting forward under the con-
trol of some kind of risk regulator, can keep Wall Street
from raging out of control once again. But the fact is
that Geithner’s proposals do not even contain a serious
reining-in of the over-the-counter trading that occurs
off of exchanges globally. Instead, he has some pro-
posal for over-the-counter trading for derivatives con-
tracts going through a central clearinghouse, but even
that clearinghouse will be industry-run. The problem
here is that, really, Geithner doesn’t want to address
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what we see as the central problem.

“This office was one of the few that opposed the
repeal of Glass-Steagall. The fact is, that in light of
Glass-Steagall’s repeal, the financial sector is much
larger and far more complex than anything we have
ever dealt with before. Clearly, Geithner, and Bernanke
along with him, have a very strict ‘don’t change the
structure’ approach. Our problem is that we see this as a
philosophical flaw. Can you address the immediate
crisis, without broad and deep restructuring of the entire
sector?”

LaRouche: The short caption answer is, “You
can’t.” The system is crooked inherently, and the crook
has to be treated accordingly. There’s no such solution.

Where I agree with Paul Volcker, despite our differ-
ences on other questions, is that he believes in a clean
banking system, one that is actually a banking system,
and he’s very upset by this sort of thing, I think. He’d
probably like to use some blunt language, and I'd prefer
to use a blunt instrument. But what we need to do es-
sentially is, we have to put this whole thing into bank-
ruptcy.

Let’s look back at what’s going on here. Look: We’re
talking about fascism. We’re talking about international
fascism, is what we’re really talking about. The British
created fascism. The British created Hitler. Hitler was a
project of the British interests, of the Bank of England.
What Roosevelt cleaned out in the 1930s, temporarily,
was to clean out a bunch of fascists. These think-tanks,
you know, these interest groups and that sort of thing—
the American Enterprise Institute, etc.—are all prod-
ucts of fascist organizations, of a network of fascist or-
ganizations which were planted in Wall Street and so
forth, from London. And what Roosevelt was taking on,
was the fascist influence of London.

Hitler was created by London. Hitler was created by
the Bank of England! George Bush’s grandfather, the
former President’s late grandfather, was an agent of the
Bank of England, who signed the credit slip, which got
Hitler financed to become dictator. The whole crowd
that Roosevelt fought against were a bunch of Nazis,
who had voted and supported the British in putting
Mussolini into power in Italy, and putting Hitler into
power in Germany, and backed the Synarchists in
France, which is another version of fascism.

So, these bankers, the New York bankers, the guys
that Roosevelt went against, and the guys who came
back to power the day after Roosevelt died, in the
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United States—this is what you’re talking about—the
Trust, this is what you call this kind of interest. They 're
all fascists!

Now, what we’re dealing here with, we’re dealing
with a political-economic system, which is imperial
and international, and the center of its headquarters is
London, the British monarchy. That’s the center of it,
the political center of its organization. And these guys
are all a bunch of fascists: Amity Shlaes, fascist; Amer-
ican Enterprise Institute, fascist. We have the tape on
these guys. We know their pedigrees; we know what
pig farm they came from.

And therefore, you have to understand, this situa-
tion is economic, but it’s also political. It’s political
economy in the true sense. Our problem is, the interests
which are resisting a rational reorganization of an in-
herently bankrupt system, are all fascist organiza-
tions—extensions of the British Empire. And that’s
your problem.

Now therefore, if you’re going to defend the United
States, what are you going to do? This force has de-
clared war on the United States. Remember what could
have happened in 2007, say in September. My propos-
als were clear. We would have gone through a reorgani-
zation without any of this bailout, and we’d be clean
today. Not clean of all debt, but clean in the sense of
politically clean.

What happened is, the fascists moved in, and took
control of the situation, and gave us Barney Frank. And
gave us that kind of operation. So, the problem now is
political. Are we going to accept fascist dictatorship,
and what these scum represent? Which is now control-
ling the President here. These guys have taken over, as
Time exposed them. Time is not exactly an anti-fascist
organization, Time magazine. But Time magazine rec-
ognizes today that this fascist-bastard bunch is their
enemy, too. It’s going to destroy everything. So, they’re
telling tales out of school, so to speak. And we’re deal-
ing with a fascist thing—when [ say fascist, I do mean
Adolf Hitler, I do mean Benito Mussolini. I do mean
these think-tanks that Roosevelt sort of kicked back a
bit, back in the 1930s. They’re back again, and this is
the problem.

Ourjob is to destroy them! For the sake of the United
States and other nations, while at the same time giving
fair treatment to every honest citizen, and every honest
institution, if they suffer. If these swine suffer, “Sorry,
buddy, you’re lucky enough to be in the dungeon, where
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you deserve to be for your behavior.” These guys have
no rights; they’ve forfeited them; they’re bankrupt.
They can not claim a right which a bankrupt couldn’t
claim, and they’re not honest bankrupts.

So therefore, the point is, we have to recognize that
this is a political issue. Are we willing to defend the
United States and the human race against a takeover by
fascism? A fascism as bad or worse than Hitler. A fas-
cism created by the same British monarchy which gave
us Hitler. That’s the way you’ve got to think about it.
Once you say that, then that clarifies your mind won-
derfully, where you can now look at the issues objec-
tively, not assume that these guys are some honest poor
guys who have to be understood.

Did You Ever Hear of a Con Man?

Freeman: Lyn, this is another question from the
Stanford group: “Mr. LaRouche, we were somewhat
startled by the change of tone coming out of Washing-
ton last week, when suddenly everybody seemed to
think that we were at the beginning of the end of what
they call a recession.

“On top of that, President Obama started urging
Americans to refinance their houses, so that they could
take advantage of the low interest rates, and save money,
and start spending again. His estimate was that the av-
erage American family would have an additional $2,000
to spend each year, and that that was far more than any
tax rebate that they might get.

“At the same time, Larry Summers started saying
that we had turned the corner, and that the country was
likely to see positive economic signs in the next few
months. As Larry spoke, Wells Fargo announced—or
rather predicted—a $3 billion profit for the quarter,
saying that it was the surge in new mortgages that had
put them in this position.

“Now, the fact is, that none of this should be particu-
larly surprising. Of course, mortgage rates are declin-
ing, and new mortgages are increasing. The fact is, that
the Federal Reserve is flooding the market with money,
and when you have this amount of money just sloshing
around, the price of money is bound to go down, and
cheap money tends to induce some borrowing; but the
question—and it seems like an obvious one to us—is
whether this is any indication of an economic turn-
around.

“The answer, it would seem to any sane person, is
that it does not. My friend Robert Reich, said that it was
cheap money that got us into this mess; that it was, in
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Is economic advisor Larry Summers telling the President what
Obama wants to hear? LaRouche described him as a
Mephistopheles, with Tim Geithner as Faust—>but said the
larger problem is that we and other nations currently have no
effective government!

fact, under Greenspan’s reign, that interest rates were
lowered to 1%, and that adjusted for inflation at the
time, that made money essentially free, at least free to
large lenders. Now, the large lenders did exactly what
they would be expected to do with free money, which
is, to get their hands on as much of it as they could, and
then lend it out to anybody who could stand up straight,
and, obviously, a lot of people who couldn’t.

“But, there were no regulators looking over their
shoulders, and therefore, what they did was legal, even
if we might argue that they got away with murder. While
it’s true that a lot of the big banks are going to claim to
be profitable, the fact is, that neither they nor anybody
else knows what their assets are actually worth. And the
fact is, that even they admit that they’re sitting on prob-
ably well over $1 trillion in taxpayer equity and loans.
None of us can figure out how they are determining or
calculating their profits, and frankly, if you can, we
would be interested in knowing what that is.

“But, the bottom line is that there is still absolutely
a wide gap and insurmountable chasm between the
economy’s productive capability, its productive capac-
ity, and what we are now producing. It is our view that
there is absolutely nothing that can turn the economy
around, until that gap begins to close, and bank profit-
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ability has nothing to do with it.
We’d appreciate your assess-
ment of whether you agree with
that, and also where you think
this newfound optimism on the
part of the Administration is
coming from, because certainly
we don’t see any cause for it.”

LaRouche: Well, you ever
hear of a con man? There’s no
truth to any of it! Look, you see
what happens is, you get
fooled. You say, “Okay, let’s
take all these guys out there,
and they all claim to be in a
profitable situation, or prosper-
ous, prospective prosperity, or
whatever. Now, if you look at
the total U.S. economy, the
people, the production, the
levels of production, and look
at the fact that the employment
is collapsing by hundreds of
thousands in very short periods
of time, you know the produc-
tion is not occurring. You know the income is not
being earned. It’s not happening.”

What they do is say, “Well, you don’t know what
this firm is doing. You don’t know what this firm is
doing.” You know, it might be anything. “We think it’s
prosperity, we just don’t have the figures.” It’s like a
bunch of people who invest in a pig; it’s the only pig in
that town. But they invest in a part of the pig, and each
claims that their part of the pig is profitable. “Don’t talk
about the pig as a whole. I’'m only talking about my part
of the pig. My part of the pig is profitable, I don’t know
about the other parts of the pig, but I hear they’re profit-
able, too.”

So, where’s the pork?

The President’s Nero Problem

And the point is, it’s obvious: The United States and
the world, the world economy today, is bankrupt, and
not only bankrupt, it is disintegrating. The world system
is in a breakdown crisis; the world as a whole, and the
world is a whole.

That’s the reality! Don’t believe the lies. You know
they’re lying, so why do we believe this stuff? Why?
Because you’re afraid of the fascists; you’re not willing
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EIRNS/James Rea
Then-Sen. Barack Obama at the Victory Column in Berlin on July 24, 2008, during his
euphoric pre-election tour of Europe, where he was adulated like a rock star. “He’s a
danger to all humanity if you don’t keep him under control,” LaRouche warned.

to fight them. It’s a problem in the institutions of gov-
ernment. They are afraid to fight these guys. That’s the
reason why I insist that the people in the lower 70% to
80% of family-income brackets, is the only location of
serious guts in this part of the country right now, plus a
few of us individuals. That’s it!

The Congress has lost its guts! I mean look, frankly:
Take “Tight Lips,” the Speaker of the House: She has
been in there since the beginning of 2007, and she’s not
worth anything! She’s no good for anything! A com-
pletely useless blockhead, who gets in the way—you
know, she can’t move her mouth, so therefore, she can’t
consent to anything. She’s a fake; she’s a fraud! We all
know she’s a fraud, anybody in the Senate, anybody in
the Congress, knows this woman is a fraud. And yet,
there she sits! Lips sealed by medical science.

I'mean, what are we? Are we fools? We don’t know?
We ask ourselves questions in order to shut ourselves
up?

The point is, this is a question of guts. The question
of guts, which I raised today, you know? The President
of the United States is acting like something worse than
a fool. He should not be let out without a leash. He
shouldn’t be going running around the world, because
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he’s going to make a mess of things. You’ve got to get
him under control. We don’t want to throw him out, be-
cause we don’t want to create a new element of instabil-
ity in the system.

We want to put him under parental administration;
not by his wife. We want him put in a situation where
he’s able to perform the functions of a President, even
though he doesn’t have the mind of a President, and this
requires some adult supervision. Confine him to areas
where he can’t do damage with his ignorance, and put
him in custody, as President. He’s a President under
custody. Let him do things. He’s not unintelligent, he’s
just mentally disordered. He’s got a serious mental
problem.

Look, I said before, and I can say it again: He has a
Nero problem. He’s a contemporary Nero. Famous kind
of problem. And if you leave him in there, you’re going
to find out the kind of effect he’s going to play; he’s
going to play the role of a Nero. He may not have the
specific problems that Nero had, some of them, but he
has this idea—Tlook: “The One”? The One? The miracle
man? Who doesn’t know how to find the key to the front
door? Or the back door? He’s not competent! We stuck
him in there. The system stuck him in there; he’s Presi-
dent. He’s lawfully President. But you don’t let him
play with firecrackers!

Take that crowd which affects him and controls him,
and take them, and get them out of government! And
put him under the condition where he has to talk and
make policy with people who are not corrupt, and who
are competent! We have people in government, in key
positions in government, who are perfectly capable of
making competent policy for the United States. They
may make mistakes, in the process, but they’re compe-
tent. Put him in a position where he has no handles on
which to operate with the Federal government except in
concert with those competent people. Don’t let him run
loose! We’ve got to keep him there because we elected
him. He’s not unintelligent; he may be educable, but
you have to control it.

You see, his instincts are wrong! And his self-adula-
tion, his manic, euphoric self-adulation, is the mentality
of the worst kind of dictator. Don’t let him get in a posi-
tion where he has that kind of power. Keep him under
constraint, the legal constraint within the American
Presidential system, as it works. Keep him in that con-
straint. If you don’t, you’re creating a monster. You
don’t want a Frankenstein monster. You don’t want a
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Narcissus in the Presidency, and he’s a case of Narcis-
sus, just like Nero. And the program is basically like
that of Nero.

He’s a danger to all humanity if you don'’t keep him
under control. He’s a danger to himself, as well as ev-
erybody else. So, you ain’t persecuting him, when
you’re protecting him from himself.

How To Define a ‘Depression’

Freeman: The next question comes from a national
official of the AFL-CIO. He says: “Mr. LaRouche, last
week I was asked to talk with a Presidential advisory
group that is discussing issues around economic recov-
ery, and I presented a picture which was dire at best. |
was a little bit surprised when, just a couple of days
later, at an economics club luncheon in Washington,
Larry Summers said that while there were what he
called ‘still substantial downdrafts’ in the economy,
which I suppose, is how he refers to half a million
Americans losing their jobs every month. He also said,
and this is a quote, ‘But you also have to see that there
has been a substantial anecdotal flow in the last six to
eight weeks, of things that felt a little bit better.’

“Well, I don’t know what he’s feeling, but from
where I sit, I firmly would assert that you can not talk
about any measure of economic recovery, unless you
address the fact that Americans are still losing jobs by
the millions.

“I recently had lunch with my friend Robert Reich,
and we talked about some of these issues. I also spoke
to him on the phone after I heard what Summers had to
say. And Reich responded by saying, that for the first
time in a long time, he found himself agreeing with at
least half of what Larry Summers said. He said that he
agreed with Larry that we have passed recession. He
said that where he disagreed, was that he believed that
we had passed recession and gone into depression.

“Reich has repeatedly pointed out that, aside from
the fact that we’ve lost millions of jobs, that every lost
job has a multiplier effect throughout the economy. And
that, essentially, it is unemployment, and not the pros-
pect of bank failures per se, that creates the broader
anxiety that keeps Americans from spending money,
which, in turn, leads to more job losses, etc., etc. Reich,
Galbraith, Krugman, and many other leading econo-
mists agree with us that the government should stop
fooling around with Wall Street, and instead, put its re-
sources into creating jobs.
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“Galbraith spoke before Congress recently, and one
of the things that he said was that the most important
current economic fact remains the loss of 600,000 jobs
every month, and that there can be no talk of recovery
without job growth. I’d be interested in hearing: 1) If
you agree; 2) How you think that jobs should be cre-
ated. And finally, and this may seem like a very simple
question, but I really do think that it’s time that the ques-
tion is posed, and that is: How do you define a ‘depres-
sion’?”

LaRouche: A depression is what has happened a
long time since, and going down still. We’re in a de-
pression. The problem is, that people play with money.
They talk about money. Now, money today is pretty
much fake; it’s fraudulent. There’s no control over the
way it’s uttered. And there are all kinds of things that
are used to generate money. What you’re looking at, es-
sentially, is something which is very much like what
happened in Germany in 1923. You're looking at a
period which went into a take-off period, in which they
began printing money to compensate for a collapse in
production. They kept doing it.

Well, in Germany’s case, they had no choice, be-
cause they were under Versailles conditions, and they
were forced to do that. They were not allowed to do
anything else, it was under the threat of occupation of
Germany, and the looting of it. So, it was at the point of
a gun. But this is not at the point of a gun, as such. This
is the system, doing to itself, what Germany did in the
1920s, under the Versailles conditionalities.

So, now you’re looking at what is the physical
output per capita, the net physical output per capita of
the nation. What is the net physical output per capita of
the collection of nations? What is it? It is collapsing!

What about the auto industry? What part of the
economy of the United States, Germany, Italy, France,
and so forth is represented and tied up in the automobile
industry? It’s collapsing. What is happening with agri-
culture? What is happening with basic economic infra-
structure?

In other words, put money aside. What is the reality,
the physical reality of economy? Don’t say what people
are buying, ask what are they eating? What are they
wearing? Where are they living? How long are they
going to be able to continue to live there under present
conditions? What’s happening to medical care? What
about medical care in the United States? Doesn’t any-
body know we’re on the verge of a total collapse of
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medical care, and the pension system, and everything
else?

What does it take for people to realize that that’s re-
ality? That what they’re talking about—*“Oh, are we
really bankrupt?”—and talking about spending money,
it’s irrelevant! It doesn’t mean anything!

See, the problem is, the cowardice, even in these
questions. You ask a question which is not relevant, in
order to create a doubt about something which you al-
ready know with certainty is true.

Are people producing less? Are people eating more
poorly? Is medical care, necessary medical care, a van-
ishing quality of life? What’s your drinking water like?
What’s your educational system like? What are all the
things that go into making an economy, a physical
economy, in which people live, not the fantasy in which
they dream about money, or sign pieces of paper and
call it wealth?

The United States is being destroyed; China is being
destroyed; Russia is being destroyed. India is being
weakened. Continental Europe is being destroyed, from
Poland westward. What does it take for people to recog-
nize that we’re not in a recession, we’re not even in a
depression? We’re in a breakdown crisis! This is a crash
with no bottom!

What do you do with such a system? Well, we decide
we’re going to go back into the production business.
Don’t worry about what’s happening to the money. Stop
the bailout psychosis! You can’t prime the pump if
there’s no water in it. You’re insane!

But the problem you’re getting from the Congress
is, they ask these questions, which are sincere ques-
tions in a certain manner, but there’s a gimmick. The
gimmick is what? “We’re not ready to get lynched by
bankers.”

Let’s Burn Down Wall Street!

Look what’s happening all over the world. I have a
very simple solution, as I’ve said many times. If I get
together with Russia, China, and India, and a few other
countries that would join us, this world’s going to
change! You need enough power together to change the
world. In western and central Europe, there’s no capa-
bility of doing anything right now. They haven’t got the
guts to do it, and they don’t have the system to do it.
They don’t have the guts to establish the system to do
1t.

In the United States, everybody’s afraid of the bank-

Feature 37



ers. Everybody’s worried about Wall Street. Let’s burn
down Wall Street! Let’s get it over with. Stop talking
about Wall Street; it’s no good, it’s dead. Burn it down,
and we can get a cow pasture down there, or something
like that. Call it the Center for the Promotion of the
Milk of Human Kindness.

No, the whole thing, people are kidding themselves,
even in asking these questions. We know the system is
bankrupt. We know it’s worse than the Depression of
the 1930s, already, because this is a breakdown crisis,
and under this system there never will be a recovery. If
somebody tells them they saw the recovery, you say,
“Who is their psychiatrist?”

There will never be a recovery of this system. What
we can do is use our knowledge and experience of the
past. We can create a sound system. The power of gov-
ernment can create a sound system. We’ve had experi-
ence in creating sound systems before. We had a system.
All you have to do is like: Here’s Alexander Hamilton,
faced with the fact that the state banks of the now newly
independent United States are all bankrupt, because of
the financing of the Revolutionary War.

Okay, we’re now going to promise to make certain
commitments which we will capitalize as monetary
wealth assets. We will accept that debt; we will take that
debt as our national debt. We will promise to pay that
national debt, and on our willingness to pay, to meet
that promise, we will create a new system which looks
as if nothing bad had happened in the meantime.

What you want is, you want the factories open. I
want, now, what used to be the automobile industry—
which is the largest single repository of the machine-
tool capability and potentiality of the United States
still surviving—I want that floor space and that per-
sonnel organized. I want it capitalized. I want to create
anew infrastructure industry, which is going to fix our
water systems; that is, the canal systems and things
like that. It’s going to build a new railway system. We
can build a magnetic levitation system for the United
States. We know how. We have the technology avail-
able. Let’s do it!

We can build nuclear power plants. And without nu-
clear power plants, we can’t do much of anything. We
can build nuclear power plants on a scale never imag-
ined before. We can develop sufficiently high degrees
of power to perform miracles in technology. We can re-
build the agricultural potential of the United States. We
can rebuild cities that are hopeless; they’re not produc-
tive, because they’re in such condition.
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“Everybody’s afraid of the bankers,” LaRouche said.
“Everybody’s worried about Wall Street. Let’s burn down Wall
Street!” Here, speculators wait for the New York Stock
Exchange to open on Oct. 20, 1987. The previous day, “Black
Monday,” the market had lost 22.6% of its “value”—the
largest one-day drop in history.

And we need these things, urgently. We need to re-
build our health-care system. It’s urgent. It’s not eco-
nomic waste. Building a healthy population is the first
key to increasing the productive powers of labor. We
have all the needs; all we have to do is have a govern-
ment that says, “We’re going to do it.”

And I’m prepared to say, that that’s a good invest-
ment. We can take a debt of the United States govern-
ment, and use that commitment to indebtedness to re-
build the U.S. economy along the lines, parallel to what
was done under Roosevelt in the 1930s and early 1940s.
We can do that; so let’s do it! Stop debating these ques-
tions, which are simply questions. You're posing ques-
tions that you can’t answer. And then you say, “How do
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I answer this question?” It’s not a problem.

What you have to do is, instead of trying to answer
these questions, one by one, one at a time, what you
have to do is say: “What are we going to do to cure the
problem?” Start from that end. Establish a system of
credit and regulation which enables us to start putting
people back to work in productive functions. That will
solve the problem; it’s the only thing that will. So, stop
trying to negotiate with these swine, these so-called fi-
nancial swine. Why do it? They’re only thieves. You
want to do something with them? Put them in prison!

A True Narcissus Case

Freeman: This next question comes from someone
here in Washington, who is someone you know well—
he’s long been part of the overall institution of the Pres-
idency.

He says, ... Our President chooses to present him-
self as the ‘Great Reformer’; as the President who will
say the things that no one else wants to say, and will get
tough, and who will speak on behalf of the American
people. But the fact of the matter is, that this Adminis-
tration has yet to place the blame where it belongs, and
there is absolutely no indication that they have any in-
tention of doing so. Because if the President was in-
clined to do that, he would, in fact, stop coddling failed
banks with billions of dollars of money that none of us
have any access to....

“He says he also would not allow these banks and
brokerage houses to give their executives lavish bo-
nuses, when millions of Americans are out of work. But
really, most significantly, he would not populate his Ad-
ministration with various individuals who are products
of this system which he claims he wishes to reform.

“And that brings me to the question of old Larry
Summers. You know, when it came out this past week,
that Larry received over $5 million last year working
for a $30 billion hedge fund, and that he did that show-
ing up for work only one day a week; when it came out
that he got another $3 million in cash from the very ben-
eficiaries of the bailout that he has promoted, it really
brought up for me, a very clear point. And that is, that if
anything like that had happened during the eight years
that Bill Clinton was President, that individual would
have been out on his ass.

“And this is not secret information. Nor is it secret
that Larry has always been completely infatuated with
derivatives and these other exotic financial instruments
that have gotten us to where we are right now. Yet,
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there’s Larry—top economic advisor to President
Obama; the guy who coordinates what information gets
through, what analysis gets through, and how the Presi-
dent is briefed on the current collapse.

“Now, President Obama is no economist, so when
he turns to his top advisor, and he says, ‘Larry, how did
we get into this mess?’, what do you think Larry Sum-
mers is going to say? Is he going to attack the people
who pay the bulk of his salary? Is he going to argue for
regulation, when he is known as the principal deregula-
tor who operated during the Clinton Presidency? When
President Obama, who is no economist, turns to his
chief economic advisor and says, ‘Hey Larry, who the
hell recommended the repeal of Glass-Steagall
anyway?’ Do you really think that Larry is going to
confess? Somehow, I don’t think he is.

“The President clearly is not an economist. That was
obvious when he travelled to London. And there he
was, standing next to Gordon Brown, and he was asked
what or who was to blame for the current financial
crisis. Barack Obama is an incredibly glib speaker, yet
this usually eloquent public spokesman for the United
States, responded with a rambling, incomprehensible
answer.

“Now, I could be optimistic and say it’s really not
the President’s fault. Larry Summers is the guy who’s
briefing him everyday. Therefore, it’s hardly surprising
that the President doesn’t have the whole picture, and
that the President doesn’t understand what’s going on.
If that were the case, I’d be upset, but I wouldn’t be furi-
ous.

“The bottom line, is that Larry Summers is Larry
Summers. But Larry Summers is not the President;
Barack Obama is. And while I do know what Larry
Summers thinks, my greatest fear is not that Larry Sum-
mers is misinforming the President, but that Larry Sum-
mers is telling the President precisely what the Presi-
dent wishes to hear. And if that’s the case, then firing
Larry Summers—something that I don’t disagree
with—will not solve anything, because the bottom line
is that Larry Summers does not seem to be the problem.
President Obama, on the other hand, does seem to be
the problem, and frankly, I do not know how to begin to
address that.”

LaRouche: Well, there are a lot of things you can
say about that. You know, I said that essentially when
you have the case of Larry Summers and Geithner, 1
described that as Mephistopheles and his Faust. It’s es-
sentially what it is. They’re both fakers. You see, Larry
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Summers would say this, if you saw him speaking.
That’s what he does, he does funny things with ges-
tures; he goes into a whole business of gestures intended
to intimidate and distract the audience, while if you
look at what he’s saying, he’s saying nothing; the whole
thing is a fraud.

But, you’ve got to understand the other thing: When
you criticize the President, you’ve got to see clearly, as
it became very clear to me when I saw the evidence:
This guy is a Narcissus case. Specifically, he maps in
history, on the profile of the Emperor Nero, who was
put into power by his mother, who he later killed. Who
was educated by Seneca, who he tried to kill in several
successive ways, before the job was finally done. And
who understood nothing.

A true Narcissus case, like Nero, is not concerned
with reality. He is concerned with his illusion. He lives
really in a fantasy life, and the only way you can deal
with him as President—and I’ve indicated what the
problem is about removing him as President—is, you
have to put him in an environment where the environ-
ment refuses to allow those games to be played.

You stick him in a position—see, he’s not unintelli-
gent. He’s got the mechanism of intelligence, but he has
no moral criteria. The Narcissus case, like an Emperor
Nero, has no intrinsic moral character. The Narcissus
has a self-image; and what he tries always to do, is to
avoid collision with the self-image as he’s crafted it. So,
he wants to see himself as always powerful, a genius,
everything else. He’s a guy who’s a quick study; he’s a
facile asset, a quick study. He’s a chameleon. And you
imagine, what does a chameleon think about himself
when he’s standing on a Scotch plaid?

And that’s your problem with this type of person.
This guy is a very specific type of personality. All the
evidence is conclusive; you don’t have to get into any-
thing more than we know now. It’s there. This is a Nar-
cissus, which maps onto the image of a Narcissus type,
such as the Emperor Nero. If you keep him in, the way
he’s being kept in now, he’s going to be that type. That’s
where he’s going; that’s what his character is showing
you.

If, on the other hand, you put him in the position
where he’s treated as a boy, who’s allowed to play cer-
tain games and not others, then he will wait until he has
his opportunity to strike, as Nero would strike.

So, to deal with the problem—you’re worried too
much about the wrong things. I understand the anger,
but you have to worry about our institutions of the Pres-
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idency, which is what I worry about. As long as he’s in
control of his position, with that retinue on which he
depends—remember, he depends on a very specific
group of people, which is identified essentially by the
Time magazine report. That’s his personality! That’s the
truth!

You are who you eat. You are what you’re fed to be.
He’s fed to be a Narcissus type, of this type. Don't feed
him. Don’t feed the disease, and he’s forced then to at-
tempt to assimilate himself into a position where he’s
credible. Remove the credibility of the other thing, be-
cause our problem is that we’re not governed. This
nation is not governed! There has been a total break-
down of the government under this jerk we had for two
terms. Fortunately, we escaped the other great danger—
a Gore! A Gore as President would be the worst possi-
ble affliction you can imagine. You’ve got a slimeball
who’s a Narcissus. That would be really something
bad.

The Whole Planet Is in Agony

So, the point is, we should not focus too much on
the personality. We have to focus on the personality
from a clinical standpoint. But our concern is the fact
that we don’t have a government. Look at all those
Senators! People who have asked questions today.
Look at others who are comparable to that. What’s the
characteristic of that? They’re not asking the question:
How do you get a government to replace non-govern-
ment? What kind of a government do we require to
deal with this situation? They’re like dealing in a de-
baters’ club kind of situation, on the terms posed, the
questions posed. Not dealing with the reality. And my
concern is: We don’t have a world system in which
humanity can live! We don’t have a U.S. government
on which this nation can live.

I don’t give a damn about Obama, or anybody else
as an individual, in that sense. I’'m concerned about this
nation. I’'m concerned about the future generations of
humanity, and the great threat is not Obama. You’re not
going to remove him, and find a scapegoat and solve
your problem. The real problem is, this nation does not
have a capability of self-government. And I’'m deter-
mined to try find a way to create the competence of
self-government.

Europe has no competent self-government. Russia
has a self-government crisis; China has a self-govern-
ment crisis. India doesn’t have a big export business, so
it doesn’t have a big self-government problem. Most of
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known conditions under which we had actual
governments. I’ve known a time when the United
States government meant something. It doesn’t
mean anything anymore, as a government. It’s a
reflection of incompetence. Rub two incompe-
tents together, and call it government. I’'m con-
cerned about what should be there, which Obama
is not. Obama is not the problem; he’s a symp-
tom of the problem. He’s a symptom of the prob-
lem that we no longer have the ability to govern
ourselves as a nation.

And I’m just hoping that the angry people—
and they’re angry out there—and some of these
people in the Congress aren’t listening. Those
people out there are angry! The 80% of the pop-
ulation out there is angry. They have no future,
and they know it, and they’re angry about it. And
people in positions of leadership aren’t con-
cerned about that. They’re concerned about what
the rich feel, or what the would-be rich feel; not
about the nation, not about humanity. They don’t
give a damn about Africa! They’ll talk about
how they’re pro-Africa. Bunk! I'm involved in
Africa. They’re not there.
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St. Louis, Mo. passed this resolution, based on LaRouche’s Homeowners
and Bank Protection Act of 2007, on Jan. 18, 2008. The HBPA has
widespread and growing support on the state and local level, but House
Speaker Nancy Pelosi has blocked it in Congress. The states are growing

increasingly desperate.

the world is suffering. The whole planet is in agonys; it’s
about to break down. We’re headed for a holocaust on
this whole planet as a result of this thing.

I’m not concerned about an individual as being the
problem. They may be a problem, but their problem is
defined in a context, and the reason we have the prob-
lem, is because we don’t have a functioning govern-
ment. And Europe doesn’t have functioning govern-
ment; and most of the world doesn’t have a functioning
government. And that’s what we’ve come to.

I’ve come from a time, at my age, when I have
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Look at our own country—they’re not there.
They don’t care. What about the people who are
losing health care in the United States? Do you
know how many deaths that means? Do you
know what kind of suffering that means? What’s
being done about that? That’s your problem!
Take all these problems of this type—the eco-
nomic problem, the health-care problem, the ed-
ucation problem, the drug problem.

What does it all add up to? One thing: We
don’t have a government. We have an adminis-
tration of some foreign power, probably from
Mars or someplace like that.

Stop the Bank Bailouts!

Freeman: We have a number of questions from
state legislators, which we’re not going to be able to get
to. We really are very close to the end of our time. So,
I’m going to ask this as the last question, and I’'m going
to kind of mush a few of these questions together in
asking it.

It says, “Lyn, you certainly have given us a great
deal to think about, and you’ve raised many points that
I'haven’t considered. But, there also is one central prob-
lem that all of us in state government have to deal with,
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Forget about bank bailouts! Issue Federal credit for things which are needed, and will
stimulate useful growth in the local areas. Start on the high end, like a maglev rail

fiRnrnaza

and we have to deal with it immediately, and that is the
following:

“When President Obama was elected, he indicated
that he would initiate an economic recovery program
from the bottom up. Now, since he has taken office,
there has been one payment to the states, that came as a
product of his initial stimulus bill, and that money did,
in fact, allow many states to continue basic functioning
when they would not have been able to otherwise. But
it is also the case, that for most states, that money did
not go very far. And on top of that, soaring unemploy-
ment has only served to worsen the situation.

“Almost all state governments right now, whether
they are dominated by Democrats or Republicans, are
being forced to enact both tax increases and increases in
virtually all fees that we charge our citizens for basic
services. And we are being forced to do that at the very
same time that we make cuts in vital services.

“Now, the Administration has prioritized dealing
with the financial and banking crisis first, and in that
area, you had the first bailout and the second bailout,
and it looks like a third and fourth bailout. And I suspect
that surely there are more coming. But the fact is, that
aside from the very first stimulus bill, which everyone
seemed to agree was inadequate, there has been no
action coming from Washington. And the fact is, that
right now, we all face emergency conditions. ...

“So, my question to you is really twofold. One is the
obvious question, and that is: What
are we to do under these condi-
tions? But also, what are we to do,
and what are we to instruct our
constituents to do, in order to effect
the kinds of changes in Washing-
ton that are necessary if any of us
are going to make it through this
crisis? Thank you again for all of
your remarks today, and please
don’t stop fighting.”

LaRouche: I won’t.

All right, first of all, there is
something we can do, and should
do right away. First of all, stop all
bailout of banking systems. Put
them into bankruptcy receiver-
Transrapid  ghip, immediately. Stop all bail-
outs. No bailout! You put the fi-

system for the United States. Shown here: The maglev that runs between Shanghai, nancialinstitutionintoreceivership

China, and its airport.
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in bankruptcy. That includes the
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Federal Reserve system, which is actually bankrupt.
Don’t bail anybody out, financially.

All right, now why? Because we have a need for
very large amounts of credit. For example, we have to
worry about a general collapse of the health-care
system. We’re on the edge of a breakdown of the health-
care system. You’re not looking at what I’'m getting
from doctors out there, from physicians out there.

You’re about to get a United States which is about to
lose a lot of population because there is no health care
available for ordinary people. You have people who are
in the system now, as physicians, who want $1,500
before they’ll even talk to you. You can’t have their
telephone number, unless you pay up $1,500. And the
fees are still gigantic. What about our population out
there which has lost its income? What are you doing?
What are you, insane? That goes together with Social
Security.

Now, also, we have an automobile industry—we
had—which, as I indicated, we don’t need the automo-
biles. We’ve got too many automobiles. What we need
is a mass-transit system, and we need it fast. We need
all kinds of things, which the former auto industry, with
its machine-tool capability mobilized, and its personnel
mobilized around it, all these things that we need ur-
gently.

Now, what we need: We’ve got to look from the
bottom up also; not the top down, only—the bottom up.
The bottom up is, we need a work program, which will
function within states as Federal programs which are
needed objectives. We need to authorize these things
immediately, these kinds of things. We have to reverse
the trend of collapse in employment in this sector—not
bailout—but in this sector.

You don’t need the auto industry. Stop talking about
the auto industry; it’s dead, killed. We have a Japanese
auto industry. That’s what we’re going to have to go
along with for the time being, but we need the machine-
tool-driven capacity for what was the auto industry for
any number of projects which that industry is capable
of producing, as I proposed in 2005, up to 2006, until
they stepped on it. The Speaker of the House stepped on
that one. We need that.

We also need programs on the state level. You want
a trickle up economy, not a trickle down economy, be-
cause you’ve got to go in these states, which are nearly
in destitution; you’ve got to get the states functioning
again, economically. You’ve got to put the money there,
and that’s the way to work it. In the immediate trend,
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that’s the direction we’ve got to go in. Don’t worry
about bailout. You need a bailout? We’ll put you in
bankruptcy. That should be the answer.

You want a bailout? Okay, you’re going into bank-
ruptcy tomorrow, and we want to look at all your assets.
Because you’re going through bankruptcy, buddy, re-
member? You’re going into bankruptcy reorganization,
including personal bankruptcy reorganization. No
golden parachutes!

So therefore, we need to put the limited resources of
the credit-emitting resources of the United States, the
Federal government of the United States, into things
which are needed, which as a result, will stimulate a
resurgence in actual useful growth in the local areas,
and that’s the way to do it. You’ve got to start on the
high end. You need the commitment. We’re going to
build a national rail maglev system for this nation. Let’s
get going!

We’re going to build nuclear power plants for this
nation, because the other things won’t work. We're
going to actually look at agriculture. We’re going to
look at water system rebuilding; we have a water system
crisis in the United States. We have a mass transporta-
tion crisis in the United States. We have a health-care
provision crisis in the United States.

All of these things are where the Federal govern-
ment can utter credit, either subsidies or credit, to state
areas, which will generate a reversal of the income flow
and employment on the state level, on the base level of
the population. That’s what Roosevelt did. This is a dif-
ferent situation, but the principle is the same. You’ve
got to stop the bleeding! If you stop the bleeding, then
you can work from there.

But the turn has to be a decision to reverse the pro-
cess. Stop the bleeding! Put the blood injections in the
state level. Do it through the Federal government, be-
cause that’s the only institution that can generate credit
in this nation, original credit. So, take those programs,
which are Federal programs—Iike revive the CCC
[Civilian Conservation Corps]. We’ve got a need for
that sort of thing right now, with all these youth who
are drugged up, and so forth. You need something to
save them. So, things that will benefit the local and
state level, as benefits, through Federal projects, which
are valuable Federal projects; that should be the prior-
ity.

And anybody else needs a bailout, we’ve got a won-
derful bailout; it’s called bankruptcy. Make a list of all
your assets; we’re going to be reviewing those.
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