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LAROUCHE WEBCAST

Our Creative
Universe

Lyndon LaRouche delivered this webcast address from Northern Virginia,
on April 19, 2011. Debra Freeman, LaRouche’s national spokeswoman,
was the moderator. (The webcast is archived at http://larouchepac.com/
webcasts/20110419.html)

Debra Freeman: Good afternoon, everyone.

Obviously, the last several weeks have been weeks of incredible events
and activity, not only on the galactic level, but also in the realm of strategic
policy, here in the United States, and really, all across the world. It is a
period in which things that people normally did not expect to happen, have
happened, and there are many occurrences that I think we will all experi-
ence, for better or worse, over the course of the coming days and weeks
ahead. The question is, whether or not we, as a people, and as a nation, are
prepared to face those questions, to address them, and to deal with them.

And with that, I think there’s probably no one better suited to address
those issues, than Lyndon LaRouche. So, without any further introduction,
Ladies and Gentlemen, Lyndon LaRouche.

Lyndon LaRouche: Thank you. I didn’t realize you all like bad news,
because that’s the best I can give you. The question is, can you turn the bad
news, which I have to report to you, to the contrary, good news, by an act
of magic, which is not really magic, but it’s actually by telling the truth,
which is itself, these days, rather magical. So I shall subject you to some
magic.

First of all, we have two crucial problems before the human race as a
whole, right now. The problem is, that while we have in the generation lo-
cated chiefly between the ages of about 25 at the minimum, and up to about
45, we have generations or parts of generations, in the trans-Atlantic com-
munity in particular, which are very activated about some of the things
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The system is collapsing.
The evidence is there. Every-
one who is sentient in the
United States, and abreast of
what’s going on, in a sense,
knows it! But they’re not re-
sponding to it. The response is
coming largely from a genera-
tion between the ages of 25
and of 45. That’s where you
see the mass-strike effect, as
in the movement of teachers
and students, which is areflec-
tion of the same mass-strike
process which erupted in
Europe, centered on the Tunis
and Egypt developments; and

LPAC-TV is still gOng on.

At his April 19 webcast, Lyndon LaRouche was emphatic: “You have to go for the

reenactment of Glass-Steagall at all costs!”

which are very real issues, which constitute threats to
mankind.

What you have in the older generation, is a lack of
specific response, generally, to the reality of the present
situation. They would like to have a reality which cor-
responds to their traditional agenda. And what is hap-
pening around the world today, including the United
States, does not correspond, to anything that a Baby-
Boomer would consider their traditional agenda. So
there are very few people in that range of over age 60-
65, who are still attuned to the kinds of things which are
the reality of the world today.

We have two realities to contend with, two leading
realities: On the one hand, you have, this week—and it
broke out in Europe on Sunday and Monday—a pres-
ent, immediate threat of a general breakdown of the Eu-
ropean system. That does not mean that you can predict
a date for the breakdown. It means that the condition of
a breakdown exists. Don’t look for an event, don’t look
for a statistical event. Look for the condition:

For example, the Finnish election set off a chain re-
action, a shudder throughout Europe. What happened in
Iceland, set off a challenge. Greece is ready to crash;
Portugal is ready to crash. A chain-reaction crash of the
economy is occurring right now, this week, all over the
world! You find depreciation; certain banks and other
institutions are sinking the value of the U.S. dollar and
other currencies around the world.
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The U.S. Can Not Survive
With Obama as President

We are now in a condition of a general cessation of
civilization! The breakdown is occurring in the trans-
Atlantic community, but the Asian community, such as
China and India, Japan, and so forth, could not with-
stand a chain-reaction collapse of the trans-Atlantic
system. The British system is ready to blow. The United
States will die, unless the current President is first re-
moved from office! So anyone who’s talking about
postponing expelling this President from office, under
Section 4 of the 25th Amendment, is not talking about
anything worth discussing, in the United States. Be-
cause, without the removal of this President, soon,
abruptly, as soon as possible, there’s not going to be a
United States. You have a choice: Save the United
States, or go down with Obama. If you don’t get rid of
Obama, you can not save this United States, from some-
thing which is coming down on it right now! And the
development this week is typical of that.

The collapse of the estimated value of the U.S.
dollar, accompanied by a series of collapses in Europe,
indicates that we’re now in the onset of a general, hy-
perinflationary-driven, breakdown crisis. It has hap-
pened. Don’t read the newspapers, read the faces of
your neighbors, when they talk about their employ-
ment, when they talk about the price of food, when they
talk about these kinds of things. They will accept these
facts, as facts, but they will not accept the reality of the
situation.
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The reality is, you can blabber all you want. You can
talk about this, you can talk about that, but if you re not
prepared to remove this President from office, under the
terms of the 25th Amendment, Section 4, you are not
serious about the United States. You may think you’re
serious about the United States. You may think you
have deep feelings about the United States. But you’re
not doing anything, or thinking anything, that’s going
to lead to saving the United States! Because without the
removal of this President from office, there is not going
to be a United States! That’s a fact!

You want to talk about other issues? Forget it! You're
at war! The question is, are you going lose the war, or
win it? You can’t talk about the issues of warfare: Are
you going to win or lose the war? Are you willing to
make the decision, which is required, to win the war? If
you’re not discussing that decision, if you’re not will-
ing to act on that decision, you don’t give a damn about
the United States. You’re just talking as if you did, or
you’re in a dream world, outside of reality.

We’re now at the end of trans-Atlantic civilization.
Europe is crumbling! Germany does not have a real
government! What’s going on in Europe is insane! The
Green revolution is insane, it’s criminally insane! It’s
the end of civilization, the end of humanity. These are
the real issues.

People want to talk about finding a “practical” po-
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litical solution; they’re kidding them-
selves. They’re wasting their own
time.

And so, that’s the fundamental re-
ality, first of all, as of Monday, for ex-
ample. In Europe, on Monday, the
facts were laid down: This system is
coming down! And U.S. dollar values
were given a big inflationary kick in
the pants, as a step to a collapse of the
U.S. economy. You have not seen
what can happen to the price of food
in the immediate future for most
Americans! And that decision has al-
ready been made! And you will never
change that decision in time, if this
guy is still President.

Now, what do you do, then? In
other words, don’t talk about the
issues. I hear people talking about the
issues, even in my own association.
They talk about issues which are a
change of the subject from the real issues. The real sub-
ject is, if you are not prepared to remove this President
from office, under the provisions of the 25th Amend-
ment, Section 4, you are not serious about the United
States. And anything else you’re talking about, that you
think is the issue, is a damned waste of time. Because
it’s not going to actually do any good! There are certain
specific measures, presented to us now, in this country
and abroad. These measures, if enacted, if taken, can
save the United States, and can save Europe. If these
measures are not taken, you can not save the United
States, and you can not save trans-Atlantic civilization.
And if trans-Atlantic civilization goes down, the Asian
section can not survive.

White House/Pete Souza
Obama’s genocidal commitment to cut entitlements for the poor and elderly, as
proposed by his Catfood Commission cronies Erskine Bowles (left) and Alan Simpson
(center), are only one reason he has to be removed. Without his removal, there’s not
going to be a United States.

Glass-Steagall: At All Costs!

Now, that’s not your only problem. That’s the easy
problem! That’s the easy challenge. Easy? Get rid of
this President; enact Glass-Steagall, which is now again
on the agenda—and enact it, don’t just talk about it,
enact it! If you’re not pushing for the enactment of
Glass-Steagall, now, you’re not serious. Because with-
out the reenactment of Glass-Steagall, this nation can
not be saved! Therefore, you have to go for the reenact-
ment of Glass-Steagall at all costs!

Now, this President is not very popular any more.
He’s ready to be pushed over the political cliff. Push
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Office of Marcy Kaptur
Representative Marcy Kaptur (D-Ohio) was the first Member of
Congress to step forward and reintroduce Glass-Steagall, in the form
of the Return to Prudent Banking Act of 2011, H.R. 1489. It’s
American patriots who have to force her colleagues to join her, and
ram through the bill immediately.

him. Pushing through Glass-Steagall will do it. If you
can get some members of Congress with the guts, to
vote through Glass-Steagall, the President will go will-
ingly! He’ll go nuts, at least, anyway, and there will be
things that will go on as a result of the President evi-
dently going nuts! And with people realizing that they
have taken charge, again.

The reenactment of Glass-Steagall in the U.S. Con-
gress—ijust the passage of the bill, even if the President
vetoes the bill—passage of that bill, now, in the Con-
gress, will set forth a chain-reaction which can save this
nation. If you do not push Glass-Steagall through now,
through the Congress, there’s no way you can save the
United States.

So, you don’t have any other issues! You have other
issues in terms of interest issues, things that have to be
done, but none of these things that could be done, that
should be done, can be done, without the reenactment
of Glass-Steagall! You either pass Glass-Steagall, or
you have betrayed the United States, if you’re a member
of Congress. You either vote for the reenactment of
Glass-Steagall as a member of Congress, or you no
longer are a patriot of the United States; you’re some-
thing much lower than that! That’s your reality.
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The time has come, when you can no longer talk
about things. The time has come, when you’ve got
to do things. That’s the change in the situation.

Now, Boomers like conversation, and good
Boomers like conversation. They like it, also,
pretty, if possible, as well as good. They would like
to have it nourishing, as long as it doesn’t put too
much weight on them, in two senses, either inter-
nally or from above, but they are not ready to make
decisions. And that’s a result of what happened to
many of you, who don’t know that—you weren’t
there when it happened—who went through the ex-
perience of what happened with Truman as Presi-
dent, and the consequences of what happened under
Truman.

Therefore, what you had, is, when young kid-
dies born after 1945-46, went through life, espe-
cially if they went through so-called middle-class
life, they were raised under conditions in which
they had no morals. Because parents, often, were of
two classes: You had parents who were on the
wrong side of Truman, and people like that, and
they were crushed. Their incomes were not so good,
their chances of employment were not so good;
their status, their political representation was not so
good. And some of them were good people, but they
were cowards. And so they capitulated to the circum-
stances of the time.

Even Eisenhower, who was a good general, a very
good commander of military forces, and was very good
politically—I happen to have some little inside knowl-
edge of this matter, with a conversation I had with him
back in 1947, and not a bad guy at all! But he was not
able, except with a few exceptional situations which
were crucial, where he did act on crucial points, suc-
cessfully and effectively.

But the 1960s was a terrible time. The 1950s was a
terrible time before then. So, the guts were not there,
in the political system, to take the steps which would
actually save the system. Now, of course, I was active
in that period, and I know a good deal about it. It would
be my first forecast, national forecast on economy, in
1956, and it came true in 1957, exactly when I said it
would come. I said it was going to hit. I knew, not be-
cause of statistical predicting, but because I knew
what the structure was in the automobile and related
industries on credit systems. I knew that the credit
system was going to blow up, as of the end of the first
quarter in 1957, because I knew the automobile indus-
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try and other industries, and I knew what
the structure was.

So I said, “As of now, without a change
in policy, from the top down, this thing is
going into the deepest recession of the
post-war period, and it will occur in late
February or very early March of 1957.” It
was my forecast in the Summer of 1956,
and it came true on time. And I have been
forecasting ever since, successfully, by
similar methods, and with similar effects.
We’re now at the end of the time for fore-
casting.

It’s now over. The whole system is over.
All the economists, essentially, have been
wrong. Not wrong in everything, but on the
question of forecasting, of national fore-
casting, and international forecasting, they
have been, in terms of this aspect of fore-
casting, wrong. Some of them, who are
good economists, have done good work in
other areas pertinent to this. And I rely
upon them, because I know they’re valu-
able. But on this kind of thing, on this kind
of forecasting, of strategic forecasting, there isn’t much
out there, in terms of the economists.

So that’s one thing. First issue.

A Potential Danger to the Human Race

Now, the second issue, I’ve got another kind of fore-
casting. And you’ve heard a good deal about that, or
seen something about that, on the screen these days: It’s
called volcanoes and earthquakes, and similar phenom-
ena. Now, we are now in a period, where we do know
some things about this system, about what’s happening
around earthquakes, and volcanoes, and so forth. We do
know something about the trend. We do know, that
there’s a potential grave danger to the condition of the
human race—its existence for example, its continued
existence. That’s a fact.

We don’t know what the real final answer is, the
final outcome is, of this struggle. We do know how to
go about putting up the fight, to save the conditions for
humanity, under which the human race will survive. We
do know how to approach that. We do not know, yet,
how to answer that challenge: We can not give you a
definite answer, “I can guarantee success.” We can not
guarantee success. We don’t know that which will
enable us to present a qualified, guarantee of success.
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Creative Commons/Michael Gray
Man can avoid going the way of the dinosaurs because he has access to
creative reason. But, will he use it? Here, a skeleton of a Triceratops at the
American Museum of Natural History.

What we do know, is what we should be doing, in order
to attack that problem.

And the advantage that we have, is that we’re human
beings. And human beings can think creatively; ani-
mals can’t. You see the way the animals react to an
earthquake or a similar event; they panic. Now, why do
they panic? They’re not really panicking, they’re be-
having normally. You call it a panic. But they’re acting
like animals.

Birds—birds don’t fly in the right direction any
more, suddenly. Animals run; whales try to climb up the
beach! Similar kinds of things. Well, they’re not crazy,
if you think about it, when you remember that most of
our mammals and other animals, came out of the oceans.
And some varieties of the things that had been swim-
ming in the oceans crawled up on the land. You’ll hear
more about that from my associates, who will be pub-
lishing some material on this subject, soon, to help you
understand this.

So, they carried with them the characteristics of
being ocean creatures or sea creatures; now, what is the
map which a sea creature uses, for travelling from one
place to the other? The electromagnetic field. That’s his
map. So when you do something that jams up the elec-
tromagnetic field and makes it confusing, the poor crea-

EIR April 29, 2011



ture has lost his map. Birds which normally will travel—
homing pigeons and so forth—other birds that will
travel north and south with the seasons, travel along
these electromagnetic routes. And that’s their map,
that’s their roadmap. You have a different roadmap, and
you try to assume that they’re using your roadmap.
They’re using their roadmap.

The whales that climb up on the beach are using
their roadmap, but the problem is, the roads have
moved! So they’re now moving in a new direction, but
the road moved! They’re following the road. So, there
are all these kinds of things going on.

But, we are human beings. We are not dependent
upon electric road maps, except you wouldn’t be able to
tell the time of day, if you were out in the darkness,
without this kind of electronic roadmap; so that’s part
of the picture, too.

But we as human beings have one quality which dis-
tinguishes us, from everything else that we know in the
universe: We can think creatively. We can think cogni-
tively. That’s what distinguishes us as a species, from
inanimate objects. No, the universe is creative, the uni-
verse as a whole is creative. Trying to talk about the
Second Law of Thermodynamics—that’s junk; forget
it. It’s a lie, it’s nonsense.

The universe is creative! It’s constantly evolving.
The direction of evolution is partly destructive, but
it’s generally creative. The history of the Earth, as we
know it, from the study of facts, based on millions of
years of the Earth, is creative. It advanced to a higher
state, produces mankind as a phenomenon, at a higher
state. Enables mankind to rise to higher levels of
achievement, with a power of creativity which is spe-
cific to mankind. Everybody’s creative. The Earth is
creative! Inanimate objects, so-called, are creative.
All animal life is creative. But only man is willfully
creative, or, shall we say, is allowed to be willfully
creative; is equipped, to be willfully creative: only
mankind.

Therefore, I would say, looking at the stars, well,
maybe mankind’s doomed somewhere in the period of
this cycle, this galactic cycle. But, we being human
beings, and therefore, having the power of creativity—
actual creativity, not what you’re told on Wall Street,
but real creativity—by scientific creativity and related
creativity, we have the ability to control the conditions
of life under which the human race exists. And if we
follow a cultural route, a scientific cultural route, which
conforms to this mission, mankind has performed mir-
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acles of survival, and can find new miracles of sur-
vival.

So our concern is to say, “Okay, we face a situation
in which the question is posed: Can the human species
outlive the change in the galactic environment in which
we live?” We say, we don’t know. We say, we know we
can forecast, we can see clearly what the nature of the
threats are. That we can see. We don t have the answers,
except we have a general answer: The answer is: human
creativity, if pursued effectively, can work miracles
which can not be accomplished in any other way.

We Are Going To Lick the Problem

So we have to get rid of the Greenies. We have to get
rid of those who would want to go back to “the green,”
as they call it. We have to go with nuclear power, we
have to go with thermonuclear power, we have to em-
phasize modern technologies, which are not yet modern,
are about to become modern, we hope. We have to do
these things which increase the power of mankind per
capita and per square kilometer of territory. We have to
increase the power of man, in influencing the Solar
System around us! We have to increase the power of
man, to hopefully influence what happens in the
galaxy.

These are objectives which should not be consid-
ered alien to us, when we think about what mankind
has accomplished so far, in this same kind of direction.
If mankind is mobilized around human creativity, we
have a capability that no form of animal life ordinarily
has.

So therefore, we can say now—we should say, be-
cause it’s true: “We do not know whether mankind will
survive the present process.” Presuming we get through
this crisis—which, that’s the easy one—but there’s a
longer-term threat which all these volcanic eruptions
and earthquakes and so forth, which will increase, pose
for us. But we know that mankind has the potential, as
a creative potential, to understand and learn to control
these processes. We hope, in time. We hope, soon
enough. We hope, effectively enough.

So, our mission is to say, “We are committed to a
policy of progress.” Now, to launch that policy of prog-
ress, we have some assets. We have the Constitution of
the United States. Now, the Constitution of the United
States is the finest scientific instrument that ever ex-
isted, because it allowed people to think, even more
than in Europe. Many Europeans think very well. (My
wife would kill me if I say otherwise, right?) But we
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The only way out of the current breakdown and galactic crises is through restoring a commitment
to progress, expanding man’s power over nature. This emphatically includes dumping the Greens
and putting a massive emphasis on nuclear power. Here, a fast breeder reactor under construction
in India, a nation which has not submitted to the Green virus.

have the best system for creativity, and we’ve proven it.
We’ve proven it by the nature of our system of govern-
ment, which is one of our advances, our Constitutional
system.

So therefore, we face a terrible problem for man-
kind. We, presently, with our present knowledge and
capabilities, do not know that we can save humanity.
But we know it is in man’s nature, to discover the solu-
tions which must be discovered, in order to save hu-
manity. So let’s put some faith in the system, that
system, that if we mobilize our creative potential, we
can, as a human species, make those discoveries, which
will enable us to master these kinds of problems.

So, instead of weeping about it, and saying, “I want
the final answer”—that’s for babies—we say: “Okay,
we got a terrible problem which threatens us, but we
are going to enjoy the process of licking the problem.
We don’t know exactly how we’re going to do it, but
we know we’ve got to do it.” And if we commit our-
selves to mobilizing our creativity to do it, on the
record of mankind’s behavior so far, man can succeed.
So, at some point, you’ve got to have a bit of faith in
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this business. But your
faith has to be located in
creativity. Not Green
stuff, that sticky, smelly
Green stuff.

Which means, a lot of
nuclear power. It means
thermonuclear power. It
means transportation sys-
tems, mass transportation
systems like you’ve never
seen before. It means a lot
of things like this. It means
a completely new educa-
tional system, not the kind
of thing we have now. Yes,
some of the teachers are
doing good jobs, but what
do they have to work with,
in terms of the subject
matter, that can be im-
proved? And I’m sure that
many good teachers would
be very happy to partici-
pate in doing just exactly
that, especially with good
students.

So those are the two issues. We face two existential
crises: Number one, right now, if this President is not
removed from office, under the terms of the 25th
Amendment, Section 4, kiss the United States good-
bye. You’re on a short leash, a short moment of oppor-
tunity.

Now, the thing you have to do to get this President
out, you have to get some guts in some members of
Congress, who do not make deals, but who do what they
know has to be done. This is like a decision in warfare:
When you decide to go to war—and we’re going to war,
against the British influence internationally—you don’t
negotiate each foxhole. You make a decision to win the
war, and plan the battle and conduct the battle to win the
war! That’s what we have to do.

Tell Congress: No More Compromises!

Now, how do we win the war? Well, you’ve got to
get a little bit of an army, and the army is the people
who are going to kick the members of Congress in the
rear-end. Citizens, who are going to kick the members
of Congress in the rear-end: Give them that old uplift-
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ing treatment! And say, “No more compromises, no
more this and that. We want one straight thing from
you guys, otherwise, your name is mud. We want
you, to vote for the original, Franklin Roosevelt,
1933 Glass-Steagall Act. And if you don’t do that,
get outta town! Get out of the nation. Because you
will have betrayed the United States.”

If you put that act through, suddenly, all this
wonderful bailout money, pffft! Gone! It goes to
Wall Street. Wall Street? You got it, you can keep it!
Just don’t bother us with it. Our banks will be freed
of any of this garbage money, this bailout money. It
will just go away from our banks.

That’s the thing that’s going to drive the Presi-
dent out of office. He’ll quit. He’ll give up. That
defeats him! If you don’t do that, he defeats you. If
you do that, you defeat him, and you’ll get him out.
If you don’t do that step, that way, you’re not going
to save the United States: You sold it down the river.
You were a coward, or a traitor, or whatever.

Now, what that means is this. Now, Europe, the Eu-
ropean system, doesn’t function. The European system
is in a breakdown. The United States’ economy is in a
breakdown, actually, but the European system, western
and central Europe, are in a worse breakdown than the
United States; the situation is more hopeless. And if
you know anything about Europe, as my wife will tell
you, who is living in the middle of that thing, you don’t
have much of a chance.

However: If we, in the United States, reenact Glass-
Steagall, which we can do on short notice—if we’ve
got the guts to do it—then we will save Europe. We will
save the trans-Atlantic region for stability. If we do that,
we then have a problem: how to get this world system
out of a mess. It’s very simple, essentially, in principle.
Europe will have to go through a general reorganiza-
tion, as will the United States, of the whole system of
currency. We will go, under the U.S. initiative, away
from monetarist systems; we will cancel and supersede
all monetarist systems. In other words, money will not
be the standard of value. Money will be used as a con-
veyor of value, not as the standard of value.

So, to make money behave itself for this purpose,
you need what we did before: You need a fixed-ex-
change-rate system, just like Franklin Delano Roos-
evelt’s fixed-exchange-rate system. You have to go
beyond that, because you have to go to the world as a
whole, and get them involved in a fixed-exchange-rate
system, like the Roosevelt system, for the post-war
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Congress has let predator bankers like Goldman Sachs’ CEO Lloyd
Blankfein get away with trillions of dollars in taxpayer money—and

that’s what Glass-Steagall will reverse. Here, Blankfein testifying on
April 27, 2010.

period, the Bretton Woods system: a fixed-exchange-
rate system, a credit system, not a monetary system, a
fixed-exchange-rate credit-system.

Now, most people don’t know what the difference
is, but they can catch on very quickly to the practical
effect of that change. They may not really understand
why it works that way, or how, but it works. And they
can see, rather quickly, that it works, when they see that
inflation is under control; when they see that there is a
fixed-exchange-rate system, that prices among nations
are organized in a consistent way, that the interest rates
are low. That long-term credit systems of investment,
are turning loose; that the industrial production, the ag-
ricultural production potential, and development of the
environment, are all going along, on a long-term basis,
over 50 years. It will probably take 50 to 100 years to
really fix up this planet the way it has to be fixed eco-
nomically.

But we can start that now. And the day we make
those changes, number one: Glass-Steagall—get it
through, as it is, as defined. Then, establish a fixed-
exchange-rate system, by treaty agreement among na-
tions. And you look at the situation in the world: Every
currency in the world is now going into a wild rate of
accelerating hyperinflation. Something like what hap-
pened to Germany in 1923 is happening, now!

Under those conditions, people finding that money
is becoming worthless, are going to become a bit ex-
cited, particularly, when they find their bank is empty,
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or that a $1,000 won’t buy you a donut. That will im-
press them. So, under those conditions, they will be
very happy to have someone do what Franklin Roos-
evelt did: Come in to a moment of crisis with a political
solution, in law, which causes a recovery. In other
words, we can change this whole world system’s direc-
tion, and restore confidence very simply, if we put
through Glass-Steagall, bounce this President out, and
then go to a resurrection of the Bretton Woods system,
as a credit-system, not a monetary system, we can start
civilization back on the way up.

It’s going to take hard work. It’s not going to be
easy. There’s not going to be any great riches immedi-
ately for the human race. But there is going to be a
meaning for people, adults today, for their children and
grandchildren. And that’s what civilization has often
been based on, that kind of optimism, when we can turn
things around, from going to Hell, as they are doing
now. And as they are surely going to do, if we don’t
change things, these simple changes, starting with
Glass-Steagall: get the President out, and negotiate with
other nations, starting with a good candidate for nego-
tiation, China.

China wants to have a stable currency situation.
They don’t want this loose money thing. Fine! They
will be among the first to agree, because they want it!
They want a fixed-exchange-rate system, because China
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is committed to a long-term period of de-
velopment.

It’s an existential question for China,
long-term development: You’ve got a large
population which can not sustain itself in-
ternally, by itself. It must develop; it must
develop to the level that it becomes self-
sufficient in development, not based on
credit in the future. We can provide that
condition, by a fixed-exchange-rate system,
and do some of the things, the large mea-
sures which are required. We can change
things. And that’s what we have to do.

In order to do this, you have to have a
mission of doing it! You have to get your
mind wrapped around the idea of doing it.
You’ve got to think clearly about what the
horrors are of the present situation. In order
to think about the horrors of the present
situation, and not give up and faint, or
something, you’ve got to have an image of
what the benefits are going to be. You’ve
got to see where the future lies under this change in
policy! Starting with a very simple first step: Put the
1933 Glass-Steagall Act into operation, immediately.
That will get rid of this President, and that will start us
down the road to survival.

That’s all you have to do.

You may not, yet, understand, what the technical-
scientific implications are of this step. But it should be
your business, to learn quickly what it does mean, and
to start talking about it. This is the way you have to
change the situation now.

Xinhua/Ju Peng
Immediately following the reinstatement of Glass-Steagall, the United States
should enter negotiations with other nations to establish the basis for global
economic development, starting with a fixed-exchange rate system, LaRouche
argued. China is a good candidate. Here, Chinese President Hu Jintao (center)
visits an industrial plant in December 2008.

Something Is Going On in This Solar System

Now, what this is going to require us to do, one of
the things, one of the first things we’re going to have to
do, to deal with this other crisis: The crisis of an in-
creasing threat of seismic effects, both on the planet,
and in the space around us. Because this is not limited
to just our planet. Something is going on in this Solar
System, within this system.

So therefore, we’ve got to move on that, on that
basis. We’ve got to think about where we’re going to
take the human species. Where’s the road for the sur-
vival of the human species?

Now, first of all, we bring ourselves into order on
this planet. But then, we’ve got to say, can we go beyond
that, and in this context, can we act to save this planet
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and save the people on it, and beyond?
Well, we can! I don’t know exactly
how; I’ve got a good idea where to
start. I’ve got a very clear idea of the
kind of educational system, and the
kind of scientific research programs
and investment programs, which will
move us in that direction.

But in science, and in mankind,
you don’t have to know the bottom
line of the final answer! You have to
know what you have to get away
from, that’s final. But how are you
going to get to where you want to go,
in terms of effect, you really don’t
know. You’ve got to discover your
way! You don’t have a plan, a master
plan, of how to design a product and
produce it. You have a conception of
your responsibility to say to yourself:
“Well, this is very good, I’ ve just dis-
covered this. It works. But it’s not
good enough. I’ve got to discover
something else, which will carry
beyond another problem, because
once I see this problem is solved, I am now able to see
the next problem, which I didn’t see before, which also,
next, has to be solved.”

So, obviously, you’re looking at a conception, not of
steps of events as such: You’re looking at the mind of
man, and the opinion that the mind of man expresses.
We don’t know the future of the universe! We haven’t
been there. A little obvious thing, which should occur to
some people.

So therefore, you don’t have a perfect knowledge of
each step that you’re going to go to. Nor do you need to
have that perfect knowledge, in order to take the neces-
sary steps. You take the step which stands before you,
one step at a time, taken, three steps forward, consid-
ered: That’s good enough.

So you have to think about making the discoveries
which are needed, and have a commitment to scientific
discovery, to progress in scientific discovery. And sci-
entific discovery means, thinking three generations or
s0, at least, ahead—I mean, I’'m in my fourth generation
of life. I haven’t completed four generations, but I’m in
the fourth. That’s not bad. I can’t complain about that.
And I’'m still able to function somewhat—at least my
enemies think I do.
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Proper scientific thinking requires a vision at least 100 years ahead, and developing
investments which will carry mankind through that century ahead. Such an approach
to scientific discovery is reflected in projects like China’s Three Gorges Dam, and the
Joint European Torus project for thermonuclear fusion energy development, shown
here.

So therefore, if we as human beings, can see, under-
stand something about the past of humanity, and look at
the experience of the past of humanity with the idea that
we should be able to see about three generations ahead:
I mean, that’s like a 100-year investment, isn’t it? It’s
four generations, a 100-year investment. We should be
thinking now, and worrying that, do we have the con-
cepts, now, in this year, to look 90 years ahead to the
end of this century, this present century? Do we have
the ideas which, from an engineering standpoint, you
can work out, you know, like long-term investments?

Like, for example, China built the Three Gorges
Dam: That’s a century investment! It’s consumed over
a century. And then it will have to be considerably im-
proved. So mankind, generally, functions these days, in
terms of century-long investments, century-long
thought about where humanity’s got to go, the projects
we’re going to adopt today, to carry us through the rest
of 100 years to come.

And think about where we might be going in sci-
ence, beyond that. We’re now thinking—for example,
we have nuclear power. We have a foot into the area of
thermonuclear fusion as a power source. We’re think-
ing about matter/anti-matter reactions, which we know
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something about, in this area, but have not de-
veloped any idea of a system as yet, for this.
And we know we’re going to have to go
beyond that. It’s all laid out implicitly, in a
paper written in 1854 by Riemann, in his ha-
bilitation dissertation, which looks essentially
in this direction. It’s looking implicitly, to 100
years, a century to come, in terms of thinking
about mankind in the universe.

‘What Will You Be When You Grow
Up?’

And we, leaders of our society, should
think in those terms: Why not? What do you
say at the age of three, when you begin to talk,
that is, talk intelligently, and maybe write and
read a little bit also. At that point, you say,
“Mummy, Daddy,” you ask these questions:
“Tell me, about the future. Tell me what this
means?” And so, by the time you get to teen-
age, if you’re still functioning, well-educated,
you begin to worry, and think about these
things. You’re coming back and telling your
parents, and telling your friends about the things that
you discovered are possible for the future.

You have a little child at the age of three or four,
who will tell you, when you ask the question “What are
you going to do when you grow up?”” And the child will,
in former times, in my time, the child would respond to
this friendly question, and would say, “Well, when I
grow up, I’'m going to be this.” And you say, “Well,
what do you think that means? What’s important about
that?”” And the child will give you an answer, of what’s
important; they’ll give you an answer from their experi-
ence. “I want to be a doctor.” Why? “Well, I saw—my
grandmother got sick, and the doctor took care of her.
I’m going to be a doctor.” Things like that.

So mankind normally, healthy mankind, gets the
sense of thinking of previous generations, what they
meant, in life; they think about future generations, as
well. And people who are planning to do something
with their life, and “make something of themselves,” as
we used to say, would think about becoming grandpar-
ents or grandparent age, or even like me, another step
up in that direction. You think about a century ahead.
You think about the world, particularly if you get some
scientific education and know more about these things,
you get a sense of what’s going to happen a century
ahead. What are we going to do, a century ahead?
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EIRNS/Richard Welsh
A normal, healthy mankind thinks not only of fulfilling its past, but of
providing for future generations, as a grandparent teaches and plans for a
future for his or her grandchildren.

And you think, then, also at the same time, about
what happened with mankind earlier. You think of how
mankind has progressed, you think sadly about the time
that mankind failed to progress. You no longer think of
yourself as your life being contained within your mor-
tality of birth and death. Now, you’re thinking about
your life, as the meaning of your life: And the meaning
of your life is located in the past, out of which you come,
and the honor that you have shown to your obligations,
to the past, and to the future. You think back, some of us
think back in terms of two or three centuries in this
country, as I do, because that’s the time my first ances-
tor arrived here. And we think a century or more ahead.
And we define a career, a mission in life; it should even-
tually become a competent sense of what you are going
to contribute to mankind, as a result of your living
during this coming century.

That’s a normal, healthy, moral outlook. And so,
therefore, what’s wrong with that? What’s wrong with
doing that? What’s wrong with taking this terrible thing,
this present system, this terrible President, and the one
before him who’s almost as bad, and why not just say:
“Chuck it. Let’s go with the Glass-Steagall Act.” That’s
simple, comprehensible. Don’t monkey around with it,
do it/ That means you’re going to have to chuck the
President, and you’re going to do it.
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You’re going to now move out to cooperate with
other parts of the world, because we’ve got the greatest
financial crisis, monetary-financial crisis in modern
history, now breaking out there. We’re not going to just
sit there; we’re going to have to do something about
that! So we’re going to talk to people abroad on other
continents, and so forth, and we’re going to come to an
agreement, on a program, based on a division of labor
among respectively sovereign nation-states, who are
now going to devise, agree on programs, undertakings,
projects, and so forth, which are going to carry human-
ity forward. And the leaders of society will be those
who will be thinking a century ahead, about what this
century ahead is going to do!

And we’re going to live in the joy of participating in
that mission! That will be our mission in life. And that
will be our sense of our value of our own life! A value
which lies not in self-appreciation, but in the apprecia-
tion of the mission that we are fulfilling by living our
life!

So you don’t need all the answers to the future. But
you do have to think ahead, at least a century or so, to
where you’re trying to take the future. And once you get
there, and once you’re doing that, you have the right to
being satisfied with the fact that you live and have lived,
because your life means something, not to your ego; it
means something to your sense of a person in society,
as a functional, important person in society, who’s per-
forming a mission in society, for society. And fulfilling
whatever that mysterious great mission is, which is the
very existence of the human species.

And we have not gotten the answer on that one, yet.
But, again, look into the future: Don’t worry about it.
We’ll get the answer. Maybe, sometime. But in the
meantime, we’ll enjoy going in that direction.

That’s where we are today.

A Century-Long Framework of Credit

So, in summation on this thing, where do we stand?
We stand in the midst, we’re on the brink of what prom-
ises to be—this past weekend’s developments—we’re
on the greatest breakdown in modern history: the great-
est economic, cultural, social breakdown in modern
history, is now fully under way. We’ve come to the ter-
minal phase of that, not this generation, but this degen-
eration. And we have before us visible options, such as
Glass-Steagall, such an international fixed-exchange-
rate system, such as agreements among nations, as SOv-
ereigns, to this perspective on the future, to agree to
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think at least a century ahead, where the human race on
this planet is going to go. And to think of where it’s
going to go outside this planet, and beyond this planet.
That, we have before us.

These are things that we can understand, or at least
with the aid of science and scientific education, we can
understand. We can understand this also by studying
the past history of mankind, which is full of all kinds of
lessons of successes and terrible mistakes! Like the
Roman Empire, the British Empire, for example, which
is another Roman Empire. And therefore, we have a
good bead on where to go. And once we have the confi-
dence that we understand that, and are willing and ca-
pable of acting on that, then mankind has a chance, a
good chance.

And I’'m sufficiently knowledgeable to say to you, “I
can guarantee it to you.” But that means that it has to be
done, to make that happen. And that’s what our Boom-
ers are kind of weak on: They’re great on sometimes
wondering if there’s not a good time ahead, but they’re
kind of weak on deciding to make it happen. They all
want good things, and sometimes they desire things that
aren’t pleasant; but as you know, sometimes they eat too
much, and their views become a little bit too wide, shall
we say—using “view” in the loose term.

So we’re at that point. And the issue is: Forget all
these other shibboleths that are out there. What I’ ve set
forth before you, in summation today, before we get
into the dialogue—that’s the issue. It’s coming down
now. It’s already coming down! The system is collaps-
ing. If this President continues to be President, the situ-
ation of the United States is hopeless; and by implica-
tion, that of the trans-Atlantic system. If the
trans-Atlantic system goes, then Asia goes. Humanity
goes into a ditch!

So therefore, this must be faced! This is the issue!
All the other issues, of this list of issues—bunk! This is
it! Glass-Steagall, first. President out, second, or part of
the package.

Approach Europe, approach the rest of the world, to
establish a fixed-exchange-rate credit system, as Roos-
evelt had intended. Negotiate with nations on the ques-
tion of how a credit system is used, to consider what are
the great projects which must be immediately launched
as great projects, great intentions, shared among man-
kind, to get this planet moving, for people on this planet!
Find out how one nation is going to help the other,
where a skill or technology in one nation is going to be
delivered and made available to another. Because this is
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the way we’re going to do it! We’re going to have people
who have skills of one kind; they’re going to be invest-
ing those skills in producing something for the basic
economic infrastructure, industry, science of another
nation.

And it’s going to operate on a credit system, which
will function essentially within a century-long frame-
work of credit. Or a century-long period of a credit
system, a fixed-exchange-rate credit system, which can
be adjusted, butit has to be adjusted as a fixed-exchange-
rate credit system.

And that’s where we have to go.

We Can Forecast!

We’re going to have to worry about man in space.
We’re going to have to worry about this pattern of earth-
quakes and volcanoes and so forth, which are forecast-
able! The question is how to make them less imper-
fectly forecastable. Anybody who is not making
forecasts, or useful forecasts about volcanoes and earth-
quakes, should be thrown out of public office, because
they’re of no use to mankind!

We are in a period of earthquakes and volcanoes,
and similar kinds of phenomena, now! We are now in a
condition, where the best forecast that can be made, is,
this is going to become worse. The number of torna-
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Army Corps of Engineers/Bob Heims
After the implementation of Glass-Steagall and removal of Obama, the agenda shifts to
the creation of great projects, especially in basic economic infrastructure, industry, and

science. These will include extensive rebuilding of water infrastructure, here and
abroad. Here, construction of a portion of the Dalles Dam in Oregon, finished in 1991.

does, and similar kinds things
you’re going to face in the weeks
and months ahead, is going to in-
crease! You’'re going to have to
think about new measures, emer-
gency measures, for protecting
mankind, about an increase of tor-
nadoes and similar things, and
earthquakes!

We can forecast! Anyone like
Geller,! who tells you you can’t
forecast, should be shot—what-
ever, shot with a camera anyway.
And put up as a notice, “Wanted” or
“Not Wanted,” all over the place.

No, the President is a liar! We
must forecast! Our forecasting is
imperfect—yes!/ Why? Because we
haven’t done enough of it. We’re
not doing it enough. We’re going to
have to build a forecasting system.
We can do that! We already have
forecasting systems that are scien-
tifically sound. They work. Will they stop a volcano?
Will they stop an earthquake? We can’t do that—yet.

What can we do? We can move people who are in
danger to a temporary place of safety, until the thing has
past. We can save human lives.

Just imagine: Let’s take the case, a very concrete
and brutal case, but I think our friends in California will
forgive me, because they know it’s in a good cause:
We’re now, immediately, in the state of Washington,
and in Northern California, in particular, but also else-
where, we’re in the threat of major earthquakes. You're
looking at the potential of 9 or higher, and with a lot of
subsidiary earthquakes along the way.

Now, if it were to hit that area, in the Bay Area, and
people were there, and it was a 9 earthquake—what the
hell do you think that would be ?! The state of California
has long been considered the ninth-largest economy in
the world: If you let people suffer in that section of the
United States, which is part of the Rim of Fire, and if
you don’t warn them and move them safely out of the
area of such a earthquake—think about what happened
in Japan, with a 9-level earthquake. The killer was the

1. Robert Geller, an American professor of seismology at the Univer-
sity of Tokyo, is a leading international spokesman against research into
earthquake precusors.
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tsunami, the wave of water, that came out of
that: Imagine that hitting—what do you do in
that case? What are you going to do? If you’re
fit to be President of the United States? 1f
you’re not, you throw him out!

What you’re going to do, is, to organize
a system of response based on forecasting.
The minute you get indications of an earth-
quake on the way: You’re going to move the
population, with the aid of the Corps of En-
gineers, out of that area, into an area of
safety, until the thing is over. We are then
going to react, with the aid of the Corps of
Engineers and others, to restore the area that
was demolished by the earthquake. Because
if we don't, if we allow that to happen, the
United States will disintegrate: If we were to
let what the President of the United States,
the current President of the United States, is
determined to do for such a case—and it hit
the areas of Washington and California that
we know are in danger—he would have pre-
sided over the destruction of the United
States, physically!

You can not maintain the United States
as it is, if you allowed this to happen. The effects—both
the physical effects and the psychological effects—
would have that effect under the present conditions.
That area has no capability of defending itself against
anything above a 5 level quake.

So, what is this President doing about that known
threat, which exists now?

The job is to get enough forecasting capability, to be
able to call the shot on this thing, as to when it is likely
to happen. And to use the Corps of Engineers, reconsti-
tuted, and similar means, to be able to move those
people to safety in a timely fashion, and then to restore
the area, after the catastrophe has occurred.

If we can do that, if we can demonstrate we have the
commitment to do that, then we have the right to call
ourselves patriots, to call ourselves decent human
beings.

If we refuse to restore NASA to its full function—
because NASA is an essential part of the defense of the
people of the world—against this problem: To under-
stand this process, you must have your space explora-
tion capabilities activated! We have instruments, flying
around up there, which are very useful for this purpose.
These instruments are broadcasting to us—but there’s
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The threat represented by the current wave of earthquake and volcanic
activity is particularly great in California and Washington State, both parts of
the Pacific Rim of Fire. The destruction that a major earthquake would cause
today would dwarf that of the 7.9 magnitude 1906 San Francisco quake,
shown here, which killed approximately 3,000 people, caused a huge fire, and
left hundreds of thousands homeless.

nobody on the ground, listening! There’s nobody there,
paying attention to the flood of information that’s
coming out of these satellites and similar relevant kinds
of instruments, which perform a similar kind of func-
tion. None! The data is flowing down. You know the
HAL [computer] of “2001’—that system is still talking,
but there’s nobody there to listen. And that’s the kind of
system we have.

So, this is an example of what faces us. This is an
example of the crisis which we have to respond to: We
need a Presidency which will respond to concern for the
welfare, and even the lives, of the people of the United
States. Any person, as President, who will not accept
that commitment, must be immediately thrown out. In
the case of this President, we know he’s insane, at least
according to the terms of the 25th Amendment, 4th Sec-
tion: According to those terms, as the researches which
are on the record, on which this decision was based, for
removing a President, he fulfills those qualifications.
Pfjfttt! Good-bye Obama!

So that’s where we are, and those are the challenges,
on which we must focus. All other issues are subordi-
nate to those which I just indicated.

Have fun.
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Dialogue with LaRouche

Freeman: Lyn, the first question comes from a
member of the Italian Parliament, and the person is
not only a member of Parliament, but is a leader of the
Lega Nord delegation. And the question is:

“Hello, Mr. LaRouche, I’d like to take this oppor-
tunity of today’s videoconference to
bring to your attention a few ques-
tions. The investigation report on the
U.S. financial crisis, known as the
Angelides Report, notes that the
causes of the crisis, namely the lack
of ethics in the financial markets, the
lack of effective controls, and the
reckless power of financial institu-
tions, have still not been corrected.
Do you agree with these conclusions?
And do you expect that there will be corrections?

“Also, in light of this scandalous decision yesterday
in Italy, in which four major banks, Morgan Stanley,
Bank of America, Citibank, and Deutsche Bank, all in-
volved in the sale of Parmalat bonds, were acquitted of
the crime of rigging the market, do you believe that a
return to the Glass-Steagall [law] in the United States,
and with it, a division between financial assets and sav-
ings, will give us some progress in resolving these sorts
of problems?”

LaRouche: Well, as you probably know by now:
Yes.

But there’s more to it, in the sense that—I had report
from Helga yesterday, which she gave as part of her
weekly report function to the organization in Germany,
and to Europe generally; and it’s quite a shocking list of
facts of what’s going on there now. The obvious thing,
which I conclude from that sort of thing, is that, without
an initiative from the United States, nothing can be
done effectively in Europe.

Let me just sum this up briefly, because our ques-
tioner from Italy knows this also, but it has to be empha-
sized as a policy question, not just an answer to a ques-
tion; which is, what’s the policy here? Europe had
reached the point of recovery, at the end of 1989, begin-
ning of 1990, with the collapse of the East German Dem-
ocratic Republic, a chain-reaction collapse. This opened
the way, immediately, obviously, for the reunification of
Germany, because the fall of the D.D.R. government had
been caused by—well, Gorbachov, forexample; Mikhail
Gorbachov was a key factor in this, and his policies. But
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also other policies,
the policies of one of
his predecessors, An-
dropov, who had this
British  orientation—
and Gorbachov still
has it today; Andropov
and Gorbachov were
both closely tied, and I
would say, controlled
by, British imperial in-
fluences.

Their mismanage-
ment of the situation
in Eastern Europe, not
only in the D.D.R.,
East Germany, but
more broadly, created
acrisis situation which
I had foreseen, in my
studies, in my proposal
for the SDI. The pur-
pose of my pushing
the SDI, which was started actually by me, entirely: It
was started in 1977, Summer and Fall of 1977, and I re-
solved that this was a crucial thing. Remember, I had run
for President before; I understood what was being done
by certain circles in the United States and Britain, and |
said, “We’ve got to avoid these horror-shows. We can
not worry about trying to settle accounts with the Soviet
Union, as a so-called adversary. This is a losing game.”

What we had to do, is take a step-by-step approach,
instead, turning conflict into cooperation. If we could
get cooperation with the Soviet system on this, with the
United States and some European nations, we could
solve this problem. That is, by a change in direction, of
economic cooperation, we could eliminate the whole
damned threat. And by doing that, taking that step, we
would open the doors for further adjustments, which
would bring the relations of the trans-Atlantic relations,
and others, back into some kind of sensible—the kind
of thing that Roosevelt would have approved of.

Because sometimes, you can not make a perfect de-
sign for Paradise. Paradise may be popular, but it’s slow in
arriving, and sometimes, waiting for it to be delivered,
you fail to do the job of delivering it yourself, which may
take a couple of generations. So that was my purpose.

I was able to enlist leading circles in Europe and
the United States in support of this idea, and this was

LPAC
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advanced rapidly, once we had the then-current
President [Jimmy Carter] out of office. So we
had leading circles in France, leading gener-
als—they were officially mostly retired gener-
als, the top-ranking retired generals; top-rank-
ing retired Italian generals; a whole group of
top-ranking German military officials, and
others. Not just military alone, but the military
was crucial, because, in order to deal with a
reform of a military conflict, you have to engage
a representation of military interests among the
relevant nations.

So, we had among the U.S. intelligence ser-
vices, a part of it; U.S. military, part of it, par-
ticularly older people like me, and people who
were older than I was at the time. And we had
this agreement. Italian generals, among others,
were part of this, Italian officials were part of it:
We had a solid design, a workable design, for a
new negotiation, with, among others, the Soviet Union.
It had to be, essentially, a Western European, European-
wide basis for agreement, and with the Soviet system,
in general, prior to Andropov’s entry. The Soviets were
among the key elements which I was negotiating with,
diplomatic channels and related channels. So we had a
package.

But, this was killed, by the British interests. Then, as
a result of the Andropov administration, but especially
the Gorbachov administration, which was a terrible
mess and largely tied to British interests—you have a
whole section, a part of the old Soviet system, which
were more British than they were Russian—and Gorba-
chov was typical of that. IIASA, the International Insti-
tute for Applied Systems Analysis, is another one of
these crummy organizations of that type. So you had
rotten elements in the Soviet system, morally rotten ele-
ments, as you had in the United States and other coun-
tries.

But the point was, we hoped to bypass some of these
rotten elements by a fait accompli, that is, by actually
getting an agreement, which leading people in these
countries would simultaneously agree to. We had
reached that point, where that was possible, by 1983.

The ‘Euro System’: Europe Becomes a ‘Bad
Bank’

So, what happened then of course, is the failure,
which we saw—I saw, firsthand—that if we did not get
this kind of agreement early in the 1980s, we were
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The euro system was imposed on German Chancellor Helmut Kohl (left)
in 1989-90, as the price for German reunification, by President George
H.W. Bush, President Frangois Mitterrand, and Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher. This system turned all Europe into a “bad bank.”

going to face a terrible outcome worldwide, by the end
of the decade. And that’s what happened.

But in any case, we have a remnant of that, which is
the youthful remnant: That was a lesson to be learned!
“We goofed!” We had in our hands, leading circles, mil-
itary, intelligence, and so forth, among leading nations
across the Atlantic, and other parts—Japan, etc. We had
an agreement in principle, which would have avoided
most of the terrible crap that’s gone on since that time.

It was turned down, under British influence, and
what was done instead, in 1989 and 1990, was that a
dictatorship was imposed upon Europe, instead of, as
Chancellor Kohl at that time had intended, having the
reunification of Germany, where the whole citizenry of
former East Germany was coming over to unite with a
united Germany! And you had the chance of doing that!
Instead of that, you had the assassination in a leading
nation of Europe, of the key economic figure in Kohl’s
entourage [Alfred Herrhausen], and the assassination
of this person demoralized Kohl into submitting to a
dictatorship imposed by George H.-W. Bush, by Fran-
¢ois Mitterrand of France, and by, of course, the British
Prime Minister, Margaret Thatcher.

This set into motion a scheme, called the “euro
system.” The euro system was an intention, of turning
all of continental Europe into a “bad bank.” Now, the
bad bank is the basis for the present euro system. That
is, that agreement, which was imposed in the period of
‘89-790, by Mitterrand, Thatcher, and Bush, and others,
but these were the principals—that system created a
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breakdown of the entire economic system, and set into
motion policies that did that, as we knew were coming,
over the period up to the present time. What they did, in
instituting the euro during the past decade, was to turn
all of the economy of Europe, especially central and
western Europe, continental Europe, into a bad bank.

A similar thing was done with other parts of the
world, in Asia, through what’s called the BRIC. The
same thing was done from inside the United States with
the Federal Reserve System. So what they did, is,
you’ve got three categories, and others, of bad banks:
the BRIC, the euro, and the Federal Reserve System.
These are banks which were intended to go bankrupt.
They’re intended to bring down the nations which are
directed to go bankrupt: The United States, China,
Russia, Brazil, and so forth, and continental Europe, are
all intended to go down.

How do you do it? You’re now on the verge, right
now, at this moment, of this becoming realized: You
have now, a hyperinflationary explosion has taken off
like a rocket in Europe and in the United States. You’re
going to find a surge in devaluation of the currency sys-
tems of those nations. There’s going to be a question of
rewriting the financial systems and banking systems of
those nations.

And it’s going to go down like Germany 1923: Ger-
many, October-November 1923.

What happened then, in 1923, is what is planned
now. That each of these systems, which are scheduled
for bad bank treatment—what do you do with a bad
bank? You close it down. In other words, you try to save
part of your system, that you want to control by bank-
rupting and shutting down the other part of the system.
So you take all the unpayable debts in the world, or
most of them, and you wipe them out. How? By elimi-
nating their nations. Or eliminating their financial sys-
tems, with a bad bank treatment.

Now this is what’s happening, this is the issue: You
have a system of bad banks, including the Federal Re-
serve System—Iook at its debt! It’s a bad bank! And the
financial chief of the Obama Administration is part of
the same operation. What'’s the intention? The intention
is by the British Empire, by the Queen of England et al.,
to sink the United States, Europe, and the areas of the
BRIC: Wipe them out financially, the way Germany
was crushed with the inflation in 1923. And Italy, of
course, is on that list.

That’s the answer you’ve got to get.

Therefore, the only solution is to do what I pre-

20 Feature

scribe: We take care of that. We decide who the bad bank
is! How do we make the decision by the nations that
agree to this kind of agreement, to reorganization of the
system? Simply, Glass-Steagall and reenactment of
President Roosevelt’s fixed-exchange-rate system.
Those two measures will define the participating na-
tions as the surviving nations. It will define those who
are behind the bad bank scheme, conspiracy, which are
largely London, Manhattan, and so forth, those systems
will face a certain degree of embarrassment of lack of
riches! And that’s the way it has to be done.

So that is the answer I think you really would like to
have.

The Empire: Into the Swamps of Venice

Freeman: Lyn, the next question comes from Col.
Alexander Ignatenko, who is the scientific director of
the Regional Museum in Kremenchuk, Ukraine, which
is where V.I. Vernadsky did his early soil studies.

And he says, “Mr. LaRouche, I would like to ask
you the following: Why do world leaders today, ignore,
number one, the principles of synergy, as applicable for
regulating rates of development, and also regulating the
configuration, or symmetry of a multipolar world? Two,
why do they ignore physical economy generally? Three,
why do they ignore the possibility of organizing soci-
ety, based on the principles of the Nodsphere, devel-
oped by Vernadsky, [Pobisk] Kuznetzov, and Lyndon
LaRouche?

“Where is their scientific outlook? To what extent
are politicians knowledgeable at all about these issues?
And where are the people, who not so long ago were
carrying on about ‘sustainable development’ as the
policy for the Third Millennium?”

LaRouche: Oh, now you’re talking about the enemy
of humanity. Well, he doesn’t like to be talked about
much, especially when I do it. I seem to put a certain
special finesse on it.

Since the beginning of a Mediterranean maritime
domination of the region of Europe, that relevant part
of Asia, and North Africa, which developed in the Greek
circumstances, and so forth—it became known as the
attack on Prometheus, which Aeschylus reports on, in
his piece.

Now, this shift, with the collapse of the Persian
Empire, which was predominantly an inland empire
with some maritime complications added, you had a
shift of the culture of Europe to a maritime culture, a
domination by a maritime culture, which became even-
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Col. Alexander Ignatenko (ret.), who asked LaRouche a
question at the webcast, is shown here with a LaRouchePAC
delegation in Kremenchuk, Ukraine, April 2009, in front of a
statue of V.I. Vernadsky. Left to right: Lyudmila Vorobyova, Sky
Shields (LPAC), Rachel Douglas (LPAC), Ignatenko, Katerina
Nuzhnenko, and Alexandra Sheremetyeva.

tually the Roman Empire. From that point, the Persian
representation in this was the Cult of Mithra, and the
Cult of Mithra met with Octavian, the later Augustus
Caesar, Caesar Augustus. They met on the Isle of Capri,
where goats are raised—horny goats—and that was one
of the properties of the Roman Empire in subsequent
times. And here, Octavian and the priests of the Cult of
Mithra cut a deal, and the deal became what is known as
the Roman Empire.

In the course of time, the Roman Empire, the origi-
nal version, became distressed. So the Roman families,
the wealthy Roman families, who had survived the var-
ious experiences there, moved up to the northern Adri-
atic, into a swampy area; they took their treasures with
them, and they lived in this swampy area for a long
period of time, protecting their treasures. Because a
swamp is a very convenient place in which to stay mili-
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tarily—it’s hard for large armies to move in on you. So
if you have a competent small army, you can generally
take care of the large army who tries to come in.

So they remained there, and during this period, you
had a new Roman Empire, which was an automatic
transformation; they just simply moved the capital from
Italy to Greece, and beyond, and it became known as
the Byzantine Empire. And that reigned until about
1000 A.D., and when it went through a crisis, then you
had the rise of what was called Feudalism in Europe.
And this was the Crusader Europe.

Now, the Crusader Europe was controlled by Venice.
The Venetian interests that controlled Venice were the
descendants of the families of the Roman oligarchy, the
aristocracy, which had moved into the swampy areas of
the northern Adriatic. And they controlled the Crusades.
They controlled the Crusades very simply by getting
the Crusaders to kill each other. They took the leading
families, the younger members of the leading families
of the European and other nobilities; they got them,
with this religious passion, to go recapture the temples
and so forth in Palestine. And they killed each other,
and competed with each other, and decimated each
other during this period. It was a merry old time! It went
on for some time. It was called the Crusader period—
Feudalism, it was called. But it was all run financially
by the Venetian bankers of that time.

Now, then, the Venetian bankers were not doing so
well. This happened in the collapse of the New Dark
Age of the 14th Century. So we had, at that point, a Re-
naissance, which defeated the Crusader element of the
time, and with the great ecumenical Council of Flor-
ence, established a new system under what became the
leadership of Nicholas of Cusa. The Venetians were
still there; they had taken a blow with the defeat of the
Crusader system, but they came crawling back with
their dirty schemes again. And so, by using a monetary
concept which was the Venetian system and the Roman
system—they used this Roman monetarist system,
which is based on a maritime culture controlling the
landed areas. And they did that. And so, this led to an
attempt to exterminate the Renaissance.

In 1492, at the same time Columbus was coming to
visit us here, this took the form of religious warfare. It
started with the expulsion of the Jews from Spain, but
went on with the accession of Henry VIII, who was
really a pig. He was a psychotic, among other things.
He was controlled by the Venetians, because everyone
who ran him was Venetian. The head of the Venetian
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A Roman gladiator fight, from a mosaic at the Villa Borghese in Rome. Not a good

way to run your society.

intelligence service moved up there and became the
marriage counselor to Henry VIII. And that’s how some
things happened.

So now, suddenly, the Catholic Britain, the so-called
Catholic faction of Britain—because they divided all
Christianity into two warring parts—one, the Protestant
one; one, the so-called Catholic one. So now, Henry left
the Catholic camp, and went to the Protestant camp
allied with Germany. This opened up a period of reli-
gious warfare which continued until 1648—the Peace
of Westphalia. And that was the corruption of Europe.

So, this then led to, what? Well, you had this reli-
gious warfare, then you had more of a continuation of
that, and then they brought in something which had
been established by the Venetians again, there had been
a change in the character of the Venetian leadership, to
the leadership of Paolo Sarpi, which became modern
European Liberalism. Modern European Liberalism or-
ganized wars, and under the flag of William of Orange,
who was a representative of the banking system of the
new Venetian party, and came in with the flag of the
new Venetian party into England and Ireland, and com-
mitted all kinds of atrocities and so forth. This led, with
the organization of a war in Europe, the Seven Years
War, into the collapse of the nations of continental
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Europe by killing each other, and
doing nasty things to one another oth-
erwise, and became the basis for the
formation of the official British
Empire, which then was the empire
of the British East India Company.

Now, the British East India Com-
pany, being established as an empire,
became the Fourth Rome. All of these
different formations had the same
characteristics: They were oligarchi-
cal, based on the oligarchical concep-
tion of the masses of people as being
trash. The Roman Empire was the
first one. The second one was the
Byzantine Empire; that is, the first
Roman Empire had gone bankrupt,
so now they reorganized in bank-
ruptcy, and now they had the Byzan-
tine Empire. The Byzantine Empire
went bankrupt to the Venetians, which
was established in about 1100 A.D.
So then, the new Venetians took over,
and ran the Crusader operation, Me-
dieval Europe. That went bankrupt in the New Dark
Ages, the great collapse in the 14th Century, and then
they got a new one. But they got it by starting a war. The
expulsion of the Jews from Spain was the first step. This
was used to start a pivot of religious warfare. This reli-
gious warfare was then extended by the Venetian ma-
nipulation of a crazy Henry VIII. Henry VIII turned the
religious war already in place, into a war between the
Protestants and the House of Habsburg. So this became,
until 1648, a permanent state of religious warfare
throughout Europe, which became the basis for modern
Liberalism. That is British Liberalism.

Empires Are for Suckers!

So, what you are dealing with in Ukraine, for ex-
ample today, is a reflection of this aspect of history, in
which people have attachments to what they think are
certain events in history where they take sides. “Oh,
this was the good guy; that was the bad guy.” But the
way imperialism works is, it takes credulous people and
convinces them that one guy is their real enemy, and the
other guy agrees, so they have a war, or they have con-
flict among various groups, as war. And so therefore, a
monetarist power takes over and plays one against the
other.
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The typification was what? First of all, the
Seven Years War. In the Seven Years War, the
Dutch and the British stayed out of the war;
they didn’t put troops into it. But, they ran the
war; they ran the war as wars among the na-
tions of Europe. And so, by the end of the
Seven Years War, Europe was so destroyed by
the wars among the nations of Europe, that
the British walked in, in 1763, and established
the empire of the British East India Company,
of Shelburne. And then Shelburne and com-
pany took the process on, and it became the
modern British Empire, which was, as Shel-
burne understood, the new Roman Empire.
The British Empire was established, literally,
explicitly, as the new Roman Empire.

So, mankind, in the trans-Atlantic region,
has been subjugated to the tyranny of Roman
empires from the time of that dirty pig, later
called Caesar Augustus, and the Cult of Mithra
on the Isle of Capri, to the present day.

So that, when you understand this, rather
than trying to get explanations in who-hit-who terms,
and understand that the whole thing was organized by
a priesthood called the Cult of Delphi, the cult of
Aristotle, the cult of Apollo Dionysius, the cult of
Nietzsche, and so forth. This kind of playing, of some-
one sitting like a priesthood and playing the elements
of society in murderous conflict with one another, or
among one another, is able to, by this kind of method,
exert a tyranny over the suckers who don’t understand
what the game is all about. And that’s our problem:
that we’re living in a situation where this is the British
Empire.

Therefore, if you want to say, “Save Ukraine,” for
example, you say, “Destroy the British Empire!” Which
is not something that Gorbachov would like to do. Gor-
bachov likes the British; he’s a tool of the British
Empire. He was a tool of the British Empire when he
was in charge of Russia, or the Soviet Union.

That’s the way history works. And one has to under-
stand this, that I’ve just summarized. Once you under-
stand the implications of this, then you understand what
it’s all about. It’s about what is called the oligarchical
system: that some people behind the scenes, under the
guise of religion, like the Cult of Delphi, set other
people into killing each other in murderous feuds with
one another. And by playing people against one another,
and getting them to say, “The issue was this. This guy
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Mikhail Gorbachev throws 8oth birthday gala in
London
Topio: Mikhail Coarbachev turns Ao

Mikhail Gorbachov likes the British so much that he held his 80th birthday
gala in London. London high society turned out en masse, with press
coverage such as the RIA Novosti report shown here.

was wrong; that guy was good”—in war, both were
stupid.

Take our own more recent case of the assassination
of President Kennedy, and then of his brother, who was
about to be nominated as a Presidential candidate: Why
was Kennedy killed? Because Kennedy, together with
Douglas MacArthur, had led a policy which said that
the United States was not going to become involved in
a land war in Asia. And Gen. Douglas MacArthur was
the one who laid out the policy which was the Kennedy
policy: There will be no U.S. engagement in a land war
in Asia—referring specifically to the Vietnam War.
There will be no such war! And he was stubborn. What
were the British going to do about this? Well, obviously,
they’d kill him. He’s stubborn. And Johnson knew that,
so Johnson was scared, and he saw three rifles that had
killed Kennedy aimed at his head, implicitly. So he ca-
pitulated and let the war begin.

And what happened to the United States in that won-
derful war that went on for a decade, that terrible war?
Then the Soviet Union, which had observed this thing,
was so damned stupid that they did the same thing.
They got into a similar war in Afghanistan, and we still
have a war in Afghanistan today, ongoing. A drug war,
as usual. Nations have been stupid! People have been
stupid! They think of who is hitting whom; they don’t
think of who is organizing the match. They don’t under-
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stand who their enemy is. Their enemy is the
people who organized this.

Empires are what? Empires are not colo-
nial systems. They may have aspects of colo-
nial systems. Empires are for suckers! Em-
pires are financial-monetarist systems. The
idea of controlling the conditions of life, the
physical conditions of life, of populations, by
economic means. They do this, manage this
process, and maintain power by being the
middleman in terms of financing, so-called,
between two opposing, or among more op-
posing forces. That’s what the Seven Years
War was that created the British Empire.

That was what the British did in firing Bis-
marck in 1890; the British monarchy did it.
What did they do? Well, what they did, they
fired Bismarck because Bismarck understood
that the British monarchy was determined to
have a war between Russia and Germany.
And to get this war going by starting a Balkan
war, and playing upon the religious issues in
the Balkans among different Christian reli-
gious beliefs—the Catholic as opposed to the Ortho-
dox. Bismarck understood this, and assured the Czar of
Russia that as long as he remained premier of Germany,
monarchy or no monarchy in the German government,
that he would not allow Germany to take the side of
Austria in a Balkan war. So, the British did the obvious
thing: They had him expelled from the Chancellory and
started a war.

What they started was a new war, with an alliance
with Japan, against, first China, as an alliance, Korea,
Russia, and then, in 1922-23, a Japan-Britain alliance
for the destruction of the U.S. base at Pearl Harbor.

Now, things got changed, because the war that the
British were organizing in Europe—another Seven
Years War—wasn’t working out too well. So, the Brit-
ish found themselves with France toppled as a German
puppet, because of the stupidity and corruption of the
French, actually, which was their real enemy; the inter-
nal enemy was greater than the outside one. They started
this process, so therefore, Churchill screamed for the
United States, the guy he was virtually determined to
destroy above all, to come to the rescue of the British in
terms of Europe. So, Roosevelt did that, and this was
very unpleasant to the Japanese, who were counting on
doing something against the United States with British
support.
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U.S. National Archives
The “Big Three”—Winston Churchill, Franklin Roosevelt, Joseph Stalin—
at Yalta, February 1945. After Roosevelt died, Churchill unleashed his
puppet Harry Truman, dropping nuclear bombs on Japan and launching the
Cold War.

Now, the British stopped the support of Japan in the
planned war against Pearl Harbor, the attack on Pearl
Harbor, because the British now had to depend on the
United States to save the British ass. You’ve hit them in
their home base, so they changed their behavior. How-
ever, the minute that the war was ending, and Roosevelt
was dead, Churchill, with his sucker Truman, started
the whole mess all over again, and that’s how the nu-
clear weapons were dropped on Japan, as part of this
process.

So, this is what we have to understand. We have to
understand these problems are not the kind of problems
that most people describe as being the problem. You
have to understand that there’s a force on this planet,
which acts like a religious force in the tradition of the
Cult of Delphi, the Apollo-Dionysius cult; the cult of
Nietzsche, Friedrich Nietzsche. Now this cult is based
on being a financial power, by creating the idea of
money, controlling the use of money, defining money,
and getting the suckers to kill each other, so that the
bankers can prevail. And that’s our problem.

Therefore, there’s only one remedy for this, which
Rooseveltunderstood with his idea of a fixed-exchange-
rate system: You have to eliminate this factor of manu-
factured war under the control of a new Roman
Empire—which is what the British are today. You have

EIR April 29, 2011



to eliminate the new Roman Empire factor. There’s
only one way you can do it: by the avoidance of wrong
wars. Don’t start a war for the benefit of your enemy.
Don’t use the Roman gladiator system of exhibitions of
mass murder in the arena as your form of entertainment
and pleasure and government. Because what the
Romans did, and every empire since then—all are con-
tinuations of the Roman Empire—is to play one people
in killing another. And the passions aroused of people
against people become the tool of the orchestration of
empire under the British Empire’s control.

Once you understand what I’ve just said, you know
the answer.

Economic Platforms: Advancing Life on Earth

Freeman: Lyn, this question is titled, “Farming
Under an Extended NAWAPA System.” And the writer
says, “Greetings, Mr. LaRouche. I’m writing this to you
on behalf of the entire Engineering Working Group of
the College of Technology and Management of Por-
talegre, Portugal. We have been following and debating
with enthusiasm your proposals for new physical eco-
nomic platforms, and we have a series that touches on
this, but also may be somewhat different.

“Several times you have criticized the imperial re-
ductionist model of agriculture. We here are working
with a group that is a rival to that, and we are looking at
some of the work on sustainable agriculture. Now, what
happens is that we’ve been debating that, and discuss-
ing the fact that when you take out the mystical non-
sense and let the few scientific principles that exist in
sustainable agricultural practices prevail, it does get
somewhat interesting. And one of the things that we are
looking at is the pioneering work that was done by the
CCC [Civilian Conservation Corps] in the United
States. Also, we think that there may actually be some
link between what really amounts to astrological non-
sense of biodynamics and the real science of fields of
magnetobiology and cosmic rays, and we feel that’s
worth investigating.

“But, boiling it all down, the real question that we
have for you is, how would a LaRouche-principles-
based farm and farming system work? If you could
point us in this direction, it would help very much, as
we continue our studies.”

LaRouche: Well, you’ve opened up again a very
large subject. Essentially, what I’ve done as of late, I
took my nerves in my hand, so to speak, and decided to
cancel the whole use of the term infrastructure: There’s

April 29,2011 EIR

nothing wrong with the term itself—I mean, words
really don’t have guilt; but the use of the term some-
times is a very guilty business.

We have a big study going on, which is being re-
flected on our website, which is ongoing, and it’s cru-
cial. We’re examining systematically this whole ques-
tion, and it goes with our treatment of looking at life on
Earth—especially human life, ultimately human life—
from the standpoint of the galaxy of which the Solar
System is a part. And you will find on our website a lot
of material, more of it forthcoming, on the basic issues,
the basic concepts, which are expressed in looking at
Earth, and the existence on Earth, from the standpoint
of the galaxy. Because our Solar System is a part of this
galaxy. We’re a fringe element on this galaxy; we came
late. We got late to the party, and we’re a fringe ele-
ment. But we’re very much still a part of it, and thus, the
way in which life has developed on planet Earth has
been really under conditions which are controlled by
long-term cycles, in particular, of the galaxy, within the
galaxy.

And the development of life—you know, contrary
to most of this crazy theory, British theory, there is no
such thing as the Second Law of Thermodynamics. The
history of life on Earth, under the influence of this
galaxy, with all the unpleasant things, as well as the
pleasant things that have happened that way, is always
anti-entropic. The universe is inherently creative. It is
not finite. It’s finite in the way that Einstein spoke of
Kepler—finite but not bounded. That is, it’s a fixed uni-
verse at any one moment, by definition, but it’s in pro-
cess of becoming something unfixed, something new,
something more developed.

And that’s the history of life on Earth, which we do
have some knowledge of, over some millions of years
or more. So that life on Earth, and human life in particu-
lar, shows us that the nature of life and the lawful nature
of the existence of man is directly contrary to any stupid
notion, such as the Second Law of Thermodynamics.
The universe is creative throughout. Mankind is intrin-
sically creative, in a creative Earth, as defined by—
these things are touched upon by the great Vernadsky,
who deals with these kinds of questions of how life is
organized within the planet Earth.

So therefore, what we need to understand is, if we
look at the history—well, you will see on the website, a
whole series of things are being prepared for produc-
tion—there are certain layers of development which
have occurred within life on Earth, and which occur in
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the transformation of life on Earth from relatively lower
to relatively higher conditions of productivity and life,
of human life. These principles, as examined, demon-
strate that the universe itself is anti-entropic. There is no
Second Law of Thermodynamics in the universe; the
universe itself is inherently creative! As Einstein said of
Kepler’s work, finite, yes, but bounded, no. It expands
constantly; it breaks all bounds. It goes from apparent
boundedness at any moment, to unboundedness in the
next. And that’s the way life should be organized.

Now therefore, in this process, when we look at the
history of living processes on this planet—and my as-
sociates have done a lot of work on this thing, and it’s
good work. And then they will do better, and more. It’s
the important thing that we have to understand: We
have to understand life on Earth, and the conditions
which have controlled the course of life on Earth within
this Solar System, within this galaxy, in order to under-
stand lawfully what it is we have to do next. You have
to adduce, what are the principles, what are the ground
rules in the universe? What are the ground rules in this
galaxy? The ground rules within this Solar System, on
this planet? What are the ground rules for life as a de-
veloping process? Human life as a developing process?
Let’s think in those terms.

And then you say, “Well, wait a minute. The way life
is developed on Earth, it developed on a series of plat-
forms.” And you will read on the website, and see on the
website, our reports on this, which go through the suc-
cessive layers of development which have led from the
most primitive expression of life that we know of on the
planet Earth, through various steps, to the emergence of
a system of water, an aqua system, to systems of coming
out of the water onto land; the evolution of species that
come onto the land, and so forth and so on.

So therefore, we have to say, in order to understand
the history of life in general, and the history of the Solar
System and of the galaxy, as far as we know it, you have
to think of these various layers or systems of develop-
ment, from lower to higher orders.

And the same thing is true of mankind. For exam-
ple, let’s take the development of Europe, European
civilization, which started with the Mediterranean, as
what we call European civilization today. It started with
antecedents of the Roman Empire, and this went through
various levels.

First, a maritime system was the controlling factor.
Then, with Charlemagne, we had an opening which
presaged what would become the United States. What
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FIGURE 1

http://www.schiller-institut.de
Advanced agriculture for the development of Africa is the
subject of a video, “North Africa: The Blue Revolution,” by the
Schiller Institute in Germany. Figures 1-6 illustrate plans to
turn the deserts of Tunisia and Algeria into lush agricultural
land. Figure I shows a Russian floating nuclear power plant,
now anchored off the coast of Gabes, Tunisia. Such plants will
be the principal power source for the project.

FIGURE 2

http://www.schiller-institut.de
There are more than 13,000 desalination plants in the world,
but that is not nearly enough to meet the need.

FIGURE 3

http://www.schiller-institut.de
A schematic of a nuclear desalination facility for North Africa.
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FIGURE 4
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http://www.schiller-institut.de
The three principal methods of desalination of seawater:
Research is continuing on how they can be improved.

Charlemagne did, was to move inland, first of all, with
asystem of economy which was anti-Roman, but moved
in to take the rivers of inland Europe, and connect these
rivers by a system of canals. And thus, in creating what
he did actually create, was an economic system. He
used this economic system, and this system of rivers
and canals—a riparian system—to make the produc-
tion and the power of human life inside Europe poten-
tially greater than the advantage of a maritime culture.
In other words, instead of depending upon going
across the Mediterranean Sea from one point to the
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FIGURE 5

http://www.schiller-institut.de
For the Sahara, supplying freshwater will not solve the
problem of getting out the salt deep in the soil. Among the
techniques to be used will be planting halophytes—plants that
live in saline environments and absorb salt.

FIGURE 6

http://www.schiller-institut.de
This diagram illustrates how ancient aquifers will be
replenished, using freshwater produced in Gabes.

other in trading and so forth, and economy, now you
can move inland, up rivers, and into the interior of
Europe, with greater economy and precision than you
could by depending on a maritime culture.

Now, notably, the same thing happened in the United
States, as what Charlemagne had done earlier. We too,
as France and Germany had done under Charlesmagne
and following, when we went from the Atlantic Coast
of North America, we too went to rivers. We built canal
systems. When we finished the canals, we developed
the canal systems, then we, beginning with the Reading
Railroad, we built railroads.

The first railroads we built would move along the
banks of the rivers, the canals. Then, for example, the
Baltimore and Ohio Railway system was the product of
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal system. So, initially,
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the railroads ran along the lines of the Charlemagne
style of internal system.

Then we branched out. We shot across America!
And we created the United States, as a functional United
States, with a transcontinental railway system. And
then, the smart Europeans looked at this and said,
“Voila!” Then Bismarck, who studied carefully and fol-
lowed precisely the advice of the United States on
economy, made a revolution in Germany, which in-
cluded the provision for a transcontinental development
of railway systems.

And they did the same thing in Russia, with the
Trans-Siberian Railroad.

Britain went ape. Because the development of this
system, with transcontinental systems of railway, meant
that the maritime cultures were losers, economically,
compared to a transcontinental development of econ-
omy.

And therefore, we have understood, and I have un-
derstood and emphasized: The way to approach econ-
omy is in terms of what are called platforms. That the
development of the basic economic infrastructure of an
economy, such as the progress fo a maritime culture,
from chaos—because a maritime culture was more pow-
erful than a rim culture, a continental rim culture. So
therefore we go to the Charlemagne development, which
is a step upward. a giant step upward, relative to the time,
for mankind’s existence. The development of the canal
system was a giant step upward. The development of a
system of organization of production, based on this ripar-
ian system, was a step upward. The addition of a railway
system to this was a step upward. The development of a
transcontinental railway system was a step upward.

So, each of these steps upward in that and related
features of technology, defines a platform within which
the entirety of the economy exists. The economy is not
composed of little elements added one to the other,
across space. A true economy is an integrated economy,
because it expresses the mind of mankind, the mind
behind the skills of mankind.

And therefore, we should always think of the devel-
opment of a nation, and of a supranational territory, as
such, as in the case of Portugal—we have to think of
this in terms of developing: What is the platform that
this nation requires in order to find the foundations for
a higher level of productivity, per capita and per square
kilometer? And when we think in those terms, we’re
thinking in the right direction.

And the problem is, we think in terms of some guy
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with a little shop here, there, who does this, in some
strange place—maybe in the desert or something, and
somehow he’s making an invention, and that’s called
progress. Bunk! As Hamilton understood the process
and laid it out when he was Secretary of the Treasury.
He developed the whole concept.

The American System is based on this concept, im-
plicitly, of platforms. And Hamilton’s treatment of the
U.S. economy, its design and development, was exactly
that. You develop a platform, a level of systems, in
which the economy is contained. And this containment
gives you a level of potential; that level of potential you
use for the individual case of production, an aspect of
economy. You built cities, you build towns, you do all
these things on the basis of this understanding of how to
develop a platform at a higher level than you had before.
That development of the platform to a higher level, in-
cludes the increase of the energy-flux density of the
pOWer sources you use.

And that’s the most crucial thing.

For example, power: You go from wood burning,
trash burning; you go to various fuels, including coal,
coke, petroleum, and so forth. Then you find you’ve
reached a limit. Oh yeah? Well, we just got nuclear
power.

Well, that’s the limit. No, we’ve got thermonuclear
power—we’re fixing that up.

That will be the limit. No, we have matter/anti-
matter reaction, and that will be the next level.

And this is all laid out as a system, an idea, implic-
itly in the work of Riemann, Bernhard Riemann, in his
habilitation dissertation, the third section. We build by
layer, layer, layer, layer, layer. Higher layers. Higher
platforms of potential. And we locate production and
other functions in terms of reaching—first of all, higher
levels of development, and then finding the technolo-
gies on which these higher levels of development,
which I call platforms, function.

And therefore what we need, say, in Portugal, we
need just simply the idea of an institution, which is like
an academic institution, or like a laboratory kind of in-
stitution, which takes these kinds of considerations into
account. And then acts as an advisor to the national
government of Portugal, which can then do this re-
search, and indicate what the options are, the opportu-
nities are, which Portugal can use, given the climate
and the territory and the market it has.

But I think this idea of platforms is essential for get-
ting that job done.
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Africa Needs Freedom from the British
Empire

Freeman: Before I ask this question, appar-
ently the national leadership of the AFL-CIO is
monitoring the webcast, and they’ve extended an
invitation to the people who are listening, which I
will extend to everyone on their behalf.

Their invitation says: “Those people listening
to Mr. LaRouche’s webcast may be interested in a
little contest we’re running. That contest asks for
the answer: How many firefighters, teachers, or
police officers does it take to pay one American
CEO? We ask this in light of the fact that, you may
have read in the press, that the average salary of an
American CEO falls between $11 and 12 million.
That’s a 23% increase over what their salary was
the year before the bailout. And if you’d like to
record your answer, we invite you to visit paywatch.
org or Executive Paywatch on Facebook apps.”

Lyn, the next question: We have a pile of ques-
tions from Africa, but we can’t ask them all. This is one
question, though, that seems to be repeated, because of
the ongoing events in the Ivory Coast. And the ques-
tioner is asking on behalf of a university group, and he
says: “Mr. LaRouche, I wish you would somehow help
us to understand how French military intervention in
the Ivory Coast at this point is lawful. Why, in fact, is it
being tolerated, regardless of whether people agree
with him or not? Why are [President] Laurent Gbagbo
and his family being handed over to their enemies?
Why is it that the French, who pounded his compound,
deny him the Geneva Conventions of protection of war
prisoners? He seems to be completely unprotected by
the Geneva war prisoner convention. Obviously, this is
not a question which solely applies to the Ivory Coast,
or to this gentleman, but the reason why we ask it, is
because it does in fact seem that when it comes to
Africa, no international law is respected, either by the
UN, or by any member nation. Please respond.”

LaRouche: One has to understand that Africa is a
colony of the British Empire, and the idea that some
other nations, like France, think they have some influ-
ence in that empire, is nonsense. And the French Empire
in Africa was developed largely by a British agent who
was an antecedent of Mitterrand, Napoleon III. This
system developed that system. That was where the
French Empire really developed, and continues to the
present day.

Remember that the submission of France, which

April 29,2011 EIR

UNITED WE STAND

FOR
FAITH. KING & EMPIRE
i wmias  avre Kimm ik Elvsames

“In Africa,” said LaRouche, “the problem is that the British Empire
treats Africa, with U.S. consent, as a British colony.” Here, the
Empire toots its horn, at the end of the 19th Century.

was organized by the Duke of Wellington, as the occu-
pying power—France was supposed to be liberated
from Napoleon with the appointment of Lazard Carnot
as President of France. Lazard Carnot’s position was
eliminated by British orders—the Duke of Wellington’s
in particular. And pretty much the Ecole Polytechnique,
while it still functioned, no longer had the central patri-
otic authority—it had the mission, but not the authority
of a scientific institution.

So, the Ecole Polytechnique continued to be a very
valuable institution in the world history of science,
though somewhat diminished in power, relative to what
it had been earlier, whereas the great leaders, the politi-
cal leaders of this thing, especially Lazard Carnot, were
booted out of France and tossed around to a number of
places; Carnot died in Germany under the protection of
the friends of, shall we say, our friends in Germany,
friends of Schiller. And he functioned there as a teacher,
as a researcher, as an educator, and he was buried with
great honors, with his rank of major-general of the
French forces, and honored so by the government of
Germany. And when he died, his nephew became the
President of France, and you had a German military
force organized to escort the coffin to the borders of
France, and then a French military force assumed re-
sponsibility and carried him to his interment in Paris.

So, that France was put aside.

In recent times, in my experience—despite my dis-
agreement with some of the things that Charles de
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Gaulle did earlier—as the President of the Fifth Repub-
lic, his work was essentially one of constant improve-
ment and achievement. And it was only the assassina-
tion of President Kennedy which enabled him to be, in
a sense, degraded in influence.

My experience with de Gaulle personally came after
his death, in my enterprises in France where I had a
great number of friends among the French veterans of
the de Gaulle party, de Gaulle faction, and also acquain-
tance with Mitterrand, who was a British agent, as the
British told me in London, informed me, and we had a
little discussion about this matter. A representative of
the British Foreign Office told me that they were for
Mitterrand, not de Gaulle, and I suggested that de Gaulle
was the proper reference point.

And since that time, since the death of de Gaulle,
there has been a paucity of ability in France to select a
President or leading institution which was capable of
efficiently governing the joint, generally, to the present
day. France, while it likes to pretend that it’s very inde-
pendent, an understandable emotional thought—but
it’s not independent. It is actually a puppet, largely, of
the British Empire.

And so, therefore, when you take this into account,
when you take the account of Belgium and so forth,
these other nominal colonial powers in Africa, the sum
total is that Africa is entirely a British colony. And
nobody moves in Africa, generally, without the British.

Take the case of Sudan, the targeting of Sudan by
the British, by the same man who, as a young fellow,
shipped Jews off to the concentration camps: George
Soros, who is a power in Britain. A criminal by inten-
tion, a criminal by character. And he’s one of the leaders
of the attack on Sudan today. Sudan was too damned
independent for British taste. They always hated it be-
cause they had their little fellow that the Sudanese
killed, Chinese Gordon. And he was killed—I saw the
place where he died—in a very shameful way. And
they’ve never forgiven Sudan for Chinese Gordon, who
was a nasty fellow.

So, in Africa, the problem is, that the British Empire
treats Africa, with U.S. consent, as a British colony. And
they treat Africans as if they were slaves, or cattle, or
worse. They are concerned to manage the population of
Africa, murderously. Every British leader is potentially
ready for a Nuremburg trial, on the basis of what they’ve
done in Africa, and are continuing to do. Soros, particu-
larly. Soros is the man who, as a youth, got a job hiding
his Jewish identity, and giving people their travel notices
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to the death camps. And he is now a leading British offi-
cial, involved in the affairs of the United States, involved
in the affairs of Europe. And he has not improved, by any
means, what he was when he was passing out travel no-
tices to Jews being sent to destruction.

And that’s the kind of problem we have to under-
stand. We have to get rid of the British Empire. The
problem of saving Africa, is just exactly of that nature.
We know that if we do what we can do, with the reorga-
nization of the United States and Eurasia—what we can
do with Africa, by putting in high-speed rail systems,
and power systems, nuclear power systems and so forth,
into Africa, we can create a system of infrastructure, in
Africa, which has many rich resources, under which
Africa can tap its own rich resources, and begin to in-
troduce industries which are based on a platform—ag-
riculture and industry.

Africa is one of the great food-growing areas of the
world, today. With this kind of development, Africa can
become the source of food for much of humanity. It
needs a transportation system, it needs sanitation, it
needs a power system. It needs freedom. Because with-
out freedom, people cannot develop freely, cannot de-
velop the technologies.

But, if we act to crush the British Empire, and its
puppets and fellow-travelers, and act to provide Africa
with the development of the essential infrastructure it
requires, like this idea of rebuilding the water system in
Africa: That thing, in itself, will make Africa a jewel of
future generations.

But you have to get rid of the British Empire first, or
it won’t happen.

From Khrushchov to Gorbachov:
The British Role

Freeman: I’'m now going to come back to a couple
questions from Russia. These are actually from Russian
officials here in the United States. The first question
says: “Mr. LaRouche, as I’'m sure you’re aware, there is
a major and very unfortunate effort in Russia to attempt
to provoke Mr. Medvedev to take decisive anti-Putin
action. This campaign is being run largely through the
British press. The basis for this is a so-called anti-cor-
ruption campaign in Russia, and I must say that this is
incredibly ironic. Because, the fact of the matter is that
the line that is being pushed is that Russia would in fact
enjoy an unlimited stream of money from abroad, if
only the Kremlin could clean up corruption. The argu-
ment is absurd on many fronts.
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“First of all, money is already streaming
into Russia, because of the very high price of
oil. But what is very notable about this, is that
our Finance Minister, Mr. Kudrin, has in fact
sequestered all of these funds, and has insisted
that they not be invested in the economy. His
reason for this? Corruption. Interestingly, this
is something of a repeat of money that flowed
into Russia in the past,

Bertrand Russell
when money that came prepares for his
in was sequestered in “ban the bomb”
what was called a stabi- rabble-rousing
lization fund. And I in London’s

Trafalgar Square.

would like to point
out that that stabi-
lization fund was

Marx’s time. Marx
was actually part of a
diplomatic support for
the destruction of
Russia. Because Marx,
at that time, was work-
ing as a British agent.
He had been employed
by his master [Freder-
ick Engels], who
brought him into Brit-
ain—he’d been em-
ployed for British in-
telligence  for the
operations in Europe.

never invested in
the Russian econ-
omy, but instead,
it was used to bail
out Russian banks
and corporations.

“You  might
think that that in
itself would help
the Russian econ-
omy, but it did not.
Because the bail-
out of those banks
and corporations
had one goal only,
and that was to
enable them to meet their debt obligations to financiers
that were centered largely in London and on Wall Street.

“Unfortunately, right now, it does appear that Presi-
dent Medvedev has bought into the corruption argu-
ment, or the anti-corruption argument. Our question to
you, is the following: Since these people are clearly the
corrupt ones, would it not be to our advantage to say,
yes, we too support a campaign of anti-corruption in the
Kremlin. And then identify exactly who those corrupt
elements are, and essentially launch internal war against
them?”

LaRouche: From the case of Nikita Khrushchov in
the post-Stalin period on, the problem in Russia and the
Soviet Union and Russia today, has been British. Now,
this is not unusual because the penetration of Russia by
British influence goes back to the early part of the 19th
Century. So, it’s not a new process. It was going on in
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Russell was a key operative for British influence into the Soviet Union,
notably with Nikita Khrushchov. This sampling of the press coverage of
Russell’s campaign, from the New Statesman of April 16, 1969, shows
Russell (third from the left) and Khrushchov (with sign “Scrap All
Bombs”), and other dignitaries of the time.

Marx was appointed
through the Foreign
Office, of which he was a
tool, for a number of op-
erations, such as founding
operations in Italy and
elsewhere.

And, of course, Marx
didn’t know what he was
doing. He had a big ego
and therefore imagined
that he was doing things
that were quite different
from what he was actu-
ally doing.

But he was brought
into Britain, into the Brit-
ish Foreign Office service, and worked there, and was a
British agent up to the time of the end of 1860s. Then he
was discarded, after the failure of the Paris Commune
[1871]. And they dumped him then.

However, Engels remained as a British agent, and
was responsible for these funny kinds of things, up until
the time of his death in the 1890s. Engels had been a
British agent all the time. And that’s why some of the
confusion goes on.

Now, the other side of this thing, is, that’s not the
end of it. The key intelligence figure in coordinating
British intelligence operations against the Soviet Union
in particular, was Bertrand Russell. And Bertrand Rus-
sell struck a deal with Khrushchov, with four represen-
tatives of Khrushchov, at a meeting in London of Rus-
sell’s World Parliamentarians for World Government.
And the other key instrument of British influence in the
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Soviet Union and Russia today, is the International In-
stitute for Applied Systems Analysis, which is a British
intelligence operation spawned out of the Russell’s
Cambridge school of systems analysis. And the policies
of Russia today, of this nature, are largely run through
the office in Austria of the International Institute for
Applied Systems Analysis, which is a monetarist opera-
tion, which I dealt with in earlier times, back in the
1970s and later. It’s a rotten institution, and it’s tied to
the Club of Rome. It’s part of the same operation.

And it’s tied to the dirtiest people in Wall Street as
well.

So, what’s happened is that a systematic effort has
been made to bring Russia today, under the control of
Anglo-American influence, with strong emphasis on
the British, and the central systematic feature of this
thing, apart from the British Foreign Office generally, is
the operations run on economic policy through the In-
stitute for Applied Systems Analysis based outside of
Vienna. That’s how the thing is run.

So, if you understand that, and you understand what
British monetarism is, and you look at, going back to,
say, Andropov—Andropov is typical of this. Andropov,
from the time of the Hungarian Revolution, had changed
his career direction in the Soviet service, and marched
all the way up to his position as chief of intelligence,
internal intelligence, and so forth. From about the time
of the Hungarian Revolution [1956], he began to recruit
young Russian scientifically trained people into becom-
ing British agents.

What he did was, he would send them to universities
in Britain, chiefly, and there they would be trained in
British economic policy. And then they were shipped
back into Russia—especially after the fall of the Wall—
they were shipped back into Russia as being key agents,
especially in economic policy, in coordination with
people like George H.-W. Bush.

So that’s your problem there. And Gorbachov was
part of the same thing: obviously British agents. It’s
known. In Russia, Gorbachov is despised, because he’s
considered by senior people as a traitor to his country.
He’s considered as some other things, and made foolish
mistakes, but the Russian patriots do distinguish be-
tween people they consider as having been traitors, as
opposed to those who have been merely fooled. But the
case with Gorbachov is that. Gorbachov is constantly
running to London.

One of the complicating factors here, of course, is
the very fact that the Gorbachov stink is put on the cam-
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paign against Putin, is one of the biggest political ad-
vantages of Putin. If Gorbachov’s name and face shows
up on a campaign against Putin, it’s not going to be
good for that side. The Russians, remember, hate this
guy, and I despise him.

NASA Is Indispensable, for the U.S. and Russia

Freeman: I’'m going to take one more question from
our Russian friends, and then proceed to ask some ques-
tions that came from the U.S. Our questioner says, “Mr.
LaRouche, as I'm sure you’re aware, Prime Minister
Putin recently took the occasion of the celebration of
cosmonaut Yuri Gagarin’s space travel, to make some
remarks that we felt were very important. Number one,
is that he did directly address the recent events in Japan,
and pointed out that it was his understanding that there
were certain precursor signs of the earthquake, and that
it was his hope that we could gain a better understand-
ing of how this occurs.

“He went on to say that there was no question that
there was a very strong connection between our ability
to both interpret and collect this data, and the further-
ance of the space program. He said that there was a lot
that we knew, but also a lot that we have yet to know,
and that it was really for this reason, that he has fought
so hard for rebuilding the Russian space program. And
in fact, he has done that. As I think you know, over the
past five years Russia has increased its spending on the
space program by almost 50%, and in this fiscal year,
we will spend approximately $7 billion. We hope to in-
crease that as we go on.

“But, it was also the case that one of the things that
Mr. Putin proposed was international cooperation, both
on the Space Station program, on satellite search-and-
rescue, and several other critical issues, including the
study of the Moon, Mars, and of the galaxy. And he had
expressed at that time that he was excited that the head
of your NASA program would soon arrive in Moscow,
and this cooperation proposal would be put on the
table.

“In fact, the NASA head did visit us and the offer
was made for this level of cooperation. He was very
gracious, and said that certainly the United States
agreed in principle, but that he had to be candid, and
report to us that the budget for long-term planning of
space exploration on the part of the United States had
been largely abandoned. And that because of that, he
could not really make a commitment to accept the
offer.
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government.ru
Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin (seated) at the Yuri Gagarin
Cosmonaut Training Center; at Star City near Moscow, on April 6.
The world celebrated the 60th anniversary of Gagarin’s spaceflight
on April 12; He was the first person in space (shown right, in the

bus taking him to the launch pad).

“We were very dismayed by this, and we have
really two questions for you. First of all, do you think
that this policy will persist? Also, our question is, do
you think that Russia’s pursuit of these questions by
itself, without cooperation from the United States and
Europe, is actually sufficient to make the kind of
breakthroughs in space exploration that are necessary
for our planet?”

LaRouche: All answers to such questions must
have a prelude to the answer. That is, as of this week,
the life expectancy of the United States as a nation is
much in doubt, because, remember, what’s happening
to the world, especially the trans-Atlantic community.
With the crisis in Europe, the crisis in continental
Europe in particular, and the crisis in the United States,
which are very closely related, what is happening is, we
are now in a period of accelerating hyperinflationary
explosion. We’re now, in this trans-Atlantic region, and
in Brazil, under the influence of an accelerating rate of
hyperinflation comparable to what happened to Ger-
many in 1923 during the months of September through
October. The attack on Germany, the hyperinflation,
was confined to Germany, because that was a British
measure at that time. But/ what is happening on a more
complex scale in the trans-Atlantic region is the same
disease, but with somewhat different predicates and
preconditions added to it.

So therefore, you’re not talking about a United
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States policy over any long term. There is no basis,

right now, in terms of the existing U.S. policy trends

and political leaders, for any long life-expectancy of
the United States. It’s about to get the 1923 treatment,
but good. Not only that, the same thing is true of conti-
nental Europe. All of continental Europe is in the same
mess. Brazil will go through an explosion; a different
type, but the same thing. The BRIC is a bad bank by
British intention.

Now, the British are in this sense, crazy, they’re ab-
solutely crazy. Because you have a species which has
certain built-in appetites and behavior. The question is,
can the British survive themselves? Because their be-
havior, their innate behavior under this monarchy and
previous monarchies so far, is such that the British
system is not one that is capable of surviving. But, in
keeping with the tradition of the British Empire, and the
Roman Empire before that, and the Byzantine Empire
after that, and the Crusader system after that, this
Empire is not intrinsically viable, even though it has
dominated the trans-Atlantic culture for as long as it
has.

So therefore, there’s not much likelihood that the
United States is going to be around much longer, nor
the British system, at present, unless somebody
changes their ways very radically, and very quickly.
Because you’re now in the situation where what hap-
pened in Germany in 1923 is now a trans-Atlantic
phenomenon, and not in some future time. It’s that this
week! That doesn’t mean it’s going to come down this
week, but it means that the conditions for its coming
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down have been established
this week, since the week-
end.

How long it will take?
When is the crash? I don’t
know. Too many variables.
But forecasting? At the
present time, we’re on the
short fuse, a short leash. If
you don’t act soon—I don’t
know how soon—but if you
don’t act soon, the game is
finished. The United States
is gone, and after that, the
British will be gone, and
practically all of Europe
too. You’re at that point
now.

Now, on the Russian
side of this thing. The Rus-
sian space program is cru-

cial, and the revival of
NASA with its former
policy, its pre-Obama

policy, its pre-Bush policy,
must be restored, because
NASA is more than just an idea. It’s more than just a
something-we-can-do idea. NASA is absolutely indis-
pensable for us, in a key part, in dealing with the wave
of earthquakes and similar phenomena, which are
going to be the case, as far as we know now, for the
coming years.

We’re headed into a period of years of—look, the
storms you’re getting, like the increase in the number of
tornadoes, which were experienced last week on this
coast of the United States—this is going to increase!
Just think about tornadoes. Look at what you can see on
the website of the weather service, what you can see
these tornadoes did. And look at the data on what is the
concentration of these tornadoes and their magnitude,
and what’s the forecast for more, including today, in
this vicinity. Or a little closer to the Alleghenies than
here.

So you’re now in a situation where you’ve got to
stop the nonsense. It’s not political options, it’s reality
options. You have to respond to the reality of the uni-
verse, Earth as it lives in the universe. The United States
is part of the Earth, and part of these ongoing pro-
cesses.
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NOAA
A tornado ripped through Chapman, Kansas, on June 11, 2008; many more such phenomena
can be expected in the next few years. “You have to respond to the reality of the universe, Earth
as it lives in the universe,” said LaRouche.

Obama and Geller Are Liars: Quakes Are
Forecastable

You have this guy [Robert J.] Geller, one of the dirt-
iest liars of any influence around, who, with this crazy
President, who’s a stupid jerk, at his best. That’s the
kindest thing you can say about him. These guys lie and
say these are not forecastable. They’re intrinsically
forecastable! The question is, how many factors have
you prepared to take on in order to get the combination
of cross-factors which will give you a better indication
of when the damned thing’s going to blow.

We can identify to the greatest degree, most of the
places in which these volcanoes and similar earthquakes
are going to occur—and they’re the same thing. A vol-
cano and an earthquake are part of the same thing. You
can’t separate them. Some do. Anybody who separates,
as a scientist, a volcano from an earthquake categori-
cally, is an idiot who should be thrown out of office.
He’s an incompetent; not only an incompetent but a
dangerous one, because he’s going to get people killed,
like a pilot who doesn’t know how to fly a plane. They
shouldn’t be trusted. And they’re corrupt.

We’ve been putting into office, in key governmental
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and related offices, people who are considered experts
who are controlling some of these policies of the United
States, the United States government, and they are
either liars, prostitutes, or worse. The kindest thing you
can suspect of them is stupidity. They’re evil. This guy
Geller is absolutely evil! He’s a known liar! He’s a per-
vert. He’s a British asset. He’s the
enemy of the United States and he’s a
key influence on U.S. policy today on
this area.

This is our key problem. We are
now in a position where the detonation
of a worldwide chain-reaction collapse
is in process. We must act soon. We
cannot delay this. There’s no “Well,
people are not ready for this decision.”
Are people ready to die? Die a horrible
death? See their families chopped up
around them, in terms of what’s going
on with the age of earthquakes? They’re
prepared to take responsibility for doing
nothing? To move people to safety?
Where there’s no Corps of Engineers
functioning to do the function that
would be required to move people?

The same kind of thing that George
the Turd, George W. Bush, Jr., did in the case of the
New Orleans crisis. They did nothing! And they delib-
erately did nothing in Haiti! This President did nothing!
He condemned the people of Haiti to death, by his
choice! We had the capability to do the right thing. He
prevented it from being considered. He’s a murderer!
His only escape from the charge of murder is stupidity,
of imbecility, or moral imbecility.

So this is what we have to deal with. We’re now in a
situation where we absolutely require NASA as a part
of the arsenal, or space operations arsenal, to do
things.

What about earthquakes on the Moon? What do we
know about earthquakes on the Moon? What do we
know about earthquakes on Mars? We’re part of the
Solar System, buddy! This is not a bunch of flying junk
around there. This is a Solar System. And what happens
in one part of the Solar System is a part of the Solar
System, which means it’s part of the whole Solar
System. We have to do this work. We cannot do it with-
out the facilities represented by NASA.

We have to reactivate NASA as a frontline institu-
tion. Do you want to organize all these systems that we
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Robert Geller wants to ban
research into earthquake
Precursors.

have to do, supervisory systems? NASA is the proper
place in which to locate the central pivot of a whole net-
work of governmental and related systems which are in
cooperation. And NASA is the relevant center for that.
Reactivate NASA immediately! Let’s get to work on
this thing.

This Presidency is shutting down
instruments we need for forecasting
earthquakes. This President has said, in
his own voice, publicly, on television,
that we’re not going to spend anything
on trying to prevent these things. He
has said, like the liar he is, or the degen-
erate he is, he said these things are not
forecastable. He’s a liar. Of course,
he’s an incompetent as well, so that
helps, I suppose.

So therefore, this cooperation of the
United States and Russia in particular,
on this area of space-related investiga-
tions, extended into the question of
earthquake areas and other areas which
are part of the same system—you can’t
separate them. We’re in the Solar
System. The Solar System is a part of
the galaxy. To understand this process,
we have to explore the phenomena, the history of these
parts of the universe, in order to bring to bear enough
foresight to have a more precise indication, not only of
what is going to happen to us, but what we could do
about it. And what we could do about it is a much bigger
question than what might happen to us, obviously.

So, there’s that.

Now, this extends to other things. Apart from being
a protective agency, this kind of space work is also very
important for economy, because you may observe that
China has a limited amount of resources relative to its
population. If China is going to have a successful de-
velopment of its population to come to true self-suffi-
ciency, it’s going to require a lot of mineral materials.

Now, the nearest source, the richest source of avail-
able new sources of materials lies in Siberia. Siberia, as
you may know, is part of Russia. It’s not only part of
Russia politically and geographically, it’s also a very
special part of the whole planet, and especially the
whole geography of this area. And it’s close to the
Arctic.

Now the Arctic is very important to us, because the
Arctic is an area which is near the North Pole. Now the
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North Pole is the most criti-
cal area, strategically, of the
planet Earth, and it is one of
the less explored. Scientific
exploration of the North
Pole is very important. My
friends in Russia, who are
now rather aged, as I am,
are experts in this area. So
the development of the min-
eral resources of Siberia, the
development of Siberia for
this purpose, the question of
the space exploration, the
question of the investiga-
tion of what’s going on with
the North Pole, around
there, all these things are a
common area of issues
which are of global interest.

So Russia’s role, in Si-
beria, in particular, and in
its areas around Siberia that
depend on Siberia, is a cru-
cial part of the interests of
the nations of the world, es-
pecially the cooperation
between the United States
and Russia.

So there’s a manifold issue here. This is an overrid-
ing question, an overriding issue, and therefore, it has
to be approached from that standpoint. What we need is
a positive policy—and Russia’s role in a space program
is crucial in this—we need this as a common policy of
the United States and Russia, together with other ad-
joining countries. And that’s the way it has to be ap-
proached. And we have to take the same attitude, of a
platform approach, like I’ve indicated earlier today, for
this case, as we would for those cases I referred to ear-
lier.

So, this is really a systemic requirement, that this
cooperation proceed. And that the role of NASA and
related things, be involved.

FIGURE 7
The Arctic Viewed from Space

What Could We Do with $15 Trillion?

Freeman: Lyn, the next question comes from the
U.S. It addresses a similar issue from a slightly differ-
ent standpoint. Let me just say that this question stems
from a meeting that we participated in yesterday, that
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The Arctic is a treasure house of mineral resources that could benefit mankind. Russia’s role in
their development will be vital, LaRouche said.

included representatives from both the House and the
Senate—both from the West Coast, by the way—who
are sponsoring a bill that would provide for a very sig-
nificant increase in the funding for the National Earth-
quake Hazards Reduction Program, which is grossly
underfunded. But the question that they submitted is the
following.

“Mr. LaRouche, first, we’d like to thank you for ex-
posing the travesty represented by the recent work of
Robert Geller. Among those of us who have studied this
area, he is well known as an incredible cynic and some-
one who has always put forward the idea that Mother
Nature hates humanity.

“But further, obviously, by following your website,
and by discussions that we’ve had here, it’s obvious
that you know that the whole question of precursors to
earthquakes and other related activity has been the
source of debate for quite some time. What is very in-
teresting to us, and something that we would like you to
comment on, is that in your remarks, you have focused
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very much on the potential danger of earthquakes and
events following earthquakes on the West Coast of the
United States. And obviously this is a source of great
concern, but what you might not be aware of, are recent
exercises that were conducted in the mainland of the
United States, in the Tennessee Valley.

“We raise this for very specific reasons. These rea-
sons also prevail on the West Coast, but the fact is that
the Tennessee Valley, just during the course of the 20th
Century, was the scene of major earthquake activity. In
measuring our preparedness’—and they say that they
were involved in this, and also FEMA was involved in
this—"the results that we came to, that our studies came
to, were in fact alarming, because the fact of the matter
is that, with or without the ability to predict this sort of
disaster, what we were faced with is that, if in fact there
was a recurrence of, for instance, an earthquake in the
Tennessee Valley, our ability to do something as simple
as evacuating people, would be virtually impossible.
The roads are in complete disrepair. The bridges, as I
think you are well aware, under current conditions, are
not safe. In fact, there is only one bridge in the entire
area that met the criteria of a safe bridge, and that is
without the occurrence of an earthquake.

“The irony is that, when we were faced with the
Haitian earthquake, we had very concrete proposals,
and we had a specific plan—which, unfortunately, was
rejected—to evacuate people from that island and to
move them to safe ground. The problem that we face, in
looking at many areas of the United States, is that even
if we put aside for a moment the precursor debate, the
fact of the matter is that we do not have the means in our
United States to address this. And we raise it for two
reasons: We raise the question specifically on the obvi-
ous issue of preparedness for earthquakes and other
natural disasters, but we also raise it because it brings to
light the question of the complete disintegration of our
most fundamental infrastructure.

“And therefore, it is our argument that what we are
dealing with when we talk about preparedness for earth-
quakes, etc., is the most basic questions of economics.
And unfortunately, in the city of Washington, when
people talk about economics, they tend to look at it in
very mundane terms: How can you save this job, how
can you save that job, what will be my cost-of-living
increase, etc. And while we are not dismissing those
questions as being irrelevant to economy, it seems to us
that these larger questions really are what need to be ad-
dressed, and we would like your comment on it.”
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FIGURE 8
National Seismic Hazard Map, 2008

The United States is in no way prepared to deal with the
consequences of a great earthquake, like that which hit Japan
on March 11.

LaRouche: Of course, I think that some of us who
are old geezers like me, were acquainted in their youth
with the fact that the Allegheny system also has earth-
quake potentials, and we’ve experienced some of those,
sometimes in milder form, but we’ve been promised
that we could get something much more spectacular if
we waited long enough. Maybe that time is coming.

The key issue here is to get at the thing from the
back end to the front end—the back end being: What’s
the bottom line on this thing? The point is, let’s talk
about $20 trillion. Let’s talk about the high inflation in
our system, inflation of debt represented by bailout!
Now, with Glass-Steagall, what happens to bailout?
Therefore, a great part of that fund of debt comes back
to the United States government, for a good Presidency
to do something about it.

Now, what can I do, say with $15 trillion of assets to
expend for employment of Americans who may be un-
employed at this time, in projects which are necessary
for precisely these various reasons, such as building
NAWAPA, such as reconstructing the TVA area, which
is known historically, that the TVA is exactly what to do
in this area; we’ve got the map for what to do there.
You’ve got the tradition there of what to do.

So therefore, we have the ability, if we take the
burden of this present Obama debt—Iet’s call it “Obama
debt,” to indicate that it’s something fake; people will
recognize it. If you call it Obama debt, they’1l know this
is the phony stuff, hmm? All right, get rid of the Obama
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debt, and we give it to Wall Street. How? By Glass-
Steagall. If it doesn’t qualify for a Glass-Steagall stan-
dard, it belongs to Wall Street.

Now Wall Street becomes—Ha, ha, ha! Tell our
British friends, Wall Street becomes the dirt, the bad
bank, and that’s the thing we close down. Or, we don’t
close it down actually, we say “See if you can survive.
It’s up to you, buddy. We wash our hands of it. If you are
so damned smart as you claim to be, you’ll figure it out
for yourself.” They’ll probably set up a mafia system or
something like that.

All right, if we then free the United States Federal
government from this swindle, and take about $15 tril-
lion of it. Put this back into the system, now not as
money to look at, like this crazy Russian idea that we
talked about here earlier—storing the money away, as if
money is an intrinsic asset. Money is not an intrinsic
asset; it never was, except for fools. What we do with
the money is, we say this is credit. We don’t call it
money anymore, we call it credit. And we say of this
credit, that it’s long-term? Fine.

What defines its long-term life? Well, its usefulness.
Highways, water systems, industries. In other words,
we’ll put people to work, producing wealth. Money is
not wealth! Money should be used as credit for the cre-
ation of wealth. Can you eat money? Well, some people
can. We should ask the President to do that. This is elec-
tronic money; not even paper money, it’s electronic
money. I’m not even sure it’s electronic money. Maybe
the shadow of nonexistent electronic money.

But anyway, we’re freed of this damn debt. And the
Federal Reserve system has to be reorganized by a bad
bank treatment, because of what’s been done to it by
Geithner and so forth.

But, therefore, we now restore the states—it’s very
simple—Glass-Steagall. We restore the states as self-
sufficient, functioning as states. As states, they are then
able, with the aid and cooperation with the Federal gov-
ernment in taking care of the communities, the hospi-
tals, the schools, and so forth. Opening up lines of em-
ployment for people who are presently unemployed.
Then using that for works which are essential for the
United States, and for the states themselves.

So now we, by increasing employment by some—
we were aiming at something like 10 million people in
productive employment in this area; the things I’ve got
in mind. By increasing employment by that much, sud-
denly, the United States, which was going bankrupt,
now freed of this phony debt, which it’s given to its
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friends on Wall Street as a souvenir, we now have re-
stored the United States to a viable functioning as an
economy, and we have encouraged Europe to join us in
the celebration, by doing the same thing through a
fixed-exchange-rate system of this type.

A Credit System: The Foundation of Our
Constitution

What’s happened to all our problems? “Gee, how’d
that happen?” Well, we just decided not to recognize
play money, not Monopoly game play money. We give
that to our people on Wall Street to play with. They like
to play with things, let them go play with themselves.
So therefore, we simply eliminate that factor, and as
you know, you have to look back at what Hamilton did;
Alexander Hamilton. What he did is the key foundation
on which the U.S. Constitution was based, so this is se-
rious stuff. This is the U.S. Constitution, this is not
something from it. And forget all those funny interpre-
tations; this is the U.S. Constitution. It was based on
this.

We had a bunch of states, at the point of victory over
the British; they were all bankrupt because of the war
debt. So, what did Franklin do? And others do? They
came up with this idea, which is the project of our dear
Alexander Hamilton. They said “Ah! This is a debt of
the United States. It is not a debt of the individual states
as such.”

So now, instead of having a bunch of states, like a
British collection of slaves, now you had the United
States assuming the war debt of the separate states, as
a United States debt. This debt, whose payment is now
guaranteed by all of the states in the form of the Fed-
eral government, now becomes a system of national
banking. It’s done by the U.S. Federal Constitution.
The intent of this action is expressed in the Preamble
of the U.S. Federal Constitution, which these crazy
Republican queers don’t like. The U.S. Federal Con-
stitution’s Preamble is the Constitution. The intention
of the existence and functions of the United States,
and any member of the Congress who doesn’t under-
stand that, should leave the Congress for sanitary rea-
sons.

So now what happens is, we are in the same situa-
tion. We’ve got a bunch of crap on our hands. We are
established under our Constitutional law. That law is
still there. And any error overlooking it was a mistake.
And you find out you get wonderful results when the
people of the United States are united around an issue
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like this. And the function of politics is to unite the
people of the United States around this issue, and most
of them will go for it right now, because they don’t like
this system. They want to get back to the good stuff. So
therefore, that’s our solution.

So, we have to now proceed with the Glass-Steagall
reform, back in immediately, without question, without
doubt, without modification, without ifs, ands, and buts.
Just stick it back in there, boy, in the original form, and
don’t fool with it. Because once the United States makes
a distinction between what the merchant banking
system—so-called—has as debt, and what is a legiti-
mate debt of the banks, of the commercial banks of the
United States and related kinds of banking, you’ve
solved the problem. The United States Federal govern-
ment assumes the responsibility for the support of the
commercial banking system and its auxiliaries, just the
way the United States, under Hamilton’s scheme,
crafted the foundation of the U.S. Federal Constitu-
tion.

Now, we’re going to go back to work. We’re taking
our credit system with us, and taking the paper claims
of the merchant banking system, and donating them to
Wall Street and to London. And let them try to digest
that paper. That’s their business, not ours. They just
cannot commit any crimes in the process of doing so.

So that is our essential approach to this whole thing.
That’s why I said, start from the back end of this thing.
All you have to do is, do this properly and understand
its implications. By this kind of reform, you have im-
mediately created at least $15 trillion net, of fungible
lending power.

The United States government is now responsible,
as it was under the formation of the U.S. Federal Con-
stitution, for doing this. This now becomes the credit of
the U.S. Federal Government. It’s debt. In a credit
system, we put that debt to work, as Hamilton and com-
pany did with the U.S. Federal Constitution. If we trans-
late this debt into employment of people, we’re going
to produce wealth. The wealth they produce will redeem
the value of this debt, as we did with the founding of our
Constitution. And that’s what we have to do now.

So, all these problems, including the ones men-
tioned here in the question, are intrinsically fungible, in
terms of solutions. All we have to do is, do it. And the
first thing we have to do before anything else—no ifs,
ands, or buts getting in the way! Push this thing through,
if you’ve got the guts to do it, buddy. Vote it up, over-
whelmingly. And chase this President out of office, to
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some safe place where he can be protected from his
own insanity, and from his people who’ve come to hate
him.

Do that, and we have our country back. Once we
have our country back, I would hope, we would never
let anybody take it away from us again.

Trumanism and the Baby Boomers

Freeman: Unfortunately, I will not have time to
get Lyn’s answer to a question that was submitted by a
friend of ours from the swamps of Louisiana, which
actually is not a bad question. I'll tell you what the
question was. He says “Lyn, I’ve got to tell you, that if
you line up the governor of Florida, the governor of
Wisconsin, and some of these guys in Washington,
like Paul Ryan [Wisc.] and Eric Cantor [Va.], and you
take a close look at them, do you think I’'m being para-
noid when I say that it looks like they all came out of
the same place? I’'m not suggesting that there’s a clone
factory somewhere in the GOP headquarters, but these
guys sure do look alike.” I know the guy who asked
the question; he is paranoid, but he may be right about
this.

America’s
Untold Story

How the trans-Atlantic
republican
movement waged

a continuous fight for
freedom, beginning
with John Winthrop’s
Massachusetts Bay
Colony in 1630.

HOW THE
NATION
YO

*19.95

ORDER FROM

EIR News Service, Inc.
P.O. Box 17390
Washington, D.C.
20041-0390

Order by phone, 1-800-278-3135

OR order online at www.larouchepub.com

Shipping and handling: Add $4 for the first book and $1.00 for each additional book. Virginia
residents add 4.5% sales tax. We accept MasterCard and Visa

H. Graham Lowry

Feature 39



Lyn, I mentioned this question to you earlier, and
I’m going to ask it, because the person who asked it,
asked it, I think, with the best of intentions. She says,
“Lyn, anyone whose basic activity involves policy-
making, whether it’s domestic policy, or international
policy, will tell you that each morning, long before the
official start of the business day, that they have a series
of go-to sites where they basically surf to put together
a strategic and political intelligence picture. I’'m not
talking about news. If I want news, I go to CNN. I'm
talking about real intelligence that shapes our activity
that day. I think you also know that increasingly, the
LaRouchePAC site has served as one of the most reli-
able sources for precisely this kind of activity, even
among those who do not agree with what you say, and
what you stand for.

“But here’s the problem. In the past few weeks,
those of us who have been a part of this group, have all
been either directly involved, or have witnessed critical
developments on this front of strategic political intelli-
gence: The President’s outrageous behavior during the
budget drama. His actions after the budget was re-
solved. The issuance of the Levin-Coburn Report,
which lends new credence to the Angelides Report that
some of us worked so hard on. Recent events in Russia.
The IMF meetings. Standard and Poor’s seeming war-
fare against the United States.

“I mention all of this, because outside of ongoing
daily reports on issues regarding the threat of galactic
upheaval in the wake of the Japanese earthquake and
tsunami, there is nothing about any of these on the web-
site. At least, not on a daily basis, although you do ad-
dress them in your writings. Frankly, it’s been pointed
out to some of us, just how much we’ve come to rely on
the site for that level of intelligent discussion, but it has
also left us floundering a bit. I cannot believe that you
would abandon us at this critical moment, especially
when we are at such a point in our mutual ongoing
work. I can see that I may be missing something, but I
did want to call this directly to your attention in the
hope that you would comment on it and alleviate my
feelings of abandonment.”

LaRouche: Well no, thank you for the question, be-
cause | have an answer for it. It’s not a prepared answer;
it’s an obvious answer, if you know me, and know what
we’re doing.

The major problem has been, that we’ve had a re-
duction in the activity, the output of the website, be-
cause of a financial problem [of funds] coming into the
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website. And therefore, the financial problems, and
their relative issues have lessened this.

Now, the root of the problem is sociological. We
have two elements of composition of our organization.
One is the LPAC organization, which is something that
has younger people, who move more rapidly and more
easily, with less creaking and groaning than the others.
And we have an older generation. The older generation
is the generation which belongs to those in their sixties
and above, generally, but in their fifties, whatnot. And
they are more scared. Why are they scared? And people
don’t understand this; I do. You have to have my catbird
seat, in a sense, and you’d know what this is about.

You have to realize that with the death of Franklin
Roosevelt, and the subsequent behavior of that bastard
Truman, that a wave of terror was directed against
people, including the returning veterans from World
War II. And this reign of terror produced what is called
the Baby Boomer generation, as the children of these
terrified adults, returning adults. This had many expres-
sions in the process. Because the people who had the
better jobs under the security wraps launched by Truman
and company, the people who had the better jobs, were
corrupted by and large.

There were exceptions to that, but most of them had
the better jobs because they were corrupted. And they
told their little kiddies in the beginning, “Don’t talk to
that little child. Don’t be seen talking to that child.
Don’t go here. Don’t read this newspaper. Don’t do
that.” You had McCarthyism, what was called McCar-
thyism. It wasn’t McCarthyism, it was Trumanism.
People liked to blame it on McCarthy. McCarthy was a
damn fool, but a faker. Truman was the bastard; a Brit-
ish bastard.

So therefore, the children who were raised by the
people who came back from the war, that is, the chil-
dren especially of those whose families sort of made it,
because they passed the FBI security checks, and there-
fore had better jobs, a little more pay, better communi-
ties, more likely to be listed as this or that. They ran the
place. And it was rubbed into the other people, and
often the other people had much more talent, much
more skill, better qualifications than these fakers of that
generation. They took it on the chin. So we had the
result of that in the Baby Boomer generation as such.

That is, you go back into the 1960s, especially the
late 1960s. The death of Kennedy; the assassination of
Kennedy and the fact of the cover-up of the assassina-
tion of Kennedy, which everybody smelled, especially
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when his brother, who was about to
win the election, or nomination for
President, Presidential election, was
killed too, in 1968. And you had the
Baby Boomer generation of that
period, who were all in the “best”
universities—you know what I mean,
the “best” universities—which is an-
other way of saying the worst, the
most nasty, the most evil. Because
they have more capability of spread-
ing evil.

So therefore, you had a demoral-
ization, which was a combination of
the [cover-up of the] assassination of
Kennedy—which nobody believed
in, nobody with any brains believed
in it. It was an assassination, not by
some lone assassin. But assassination
by a team of three people, coming
from Spain, part of the anti-de Gaulle
operation, coming through the Mexican border, firing
their rifles at the President, slipping across the border
before anybody knew what the news was.

And then they got their Vietnam War, which the
President had been blocking; the antiwar build-up
during the middle and later years of the 1960s. And then
you had the assassination of Bobby Kennedy—chaos.
Then, you had what we call the Baby Boomer syn-
drome. And it was from the universities which had the
greatest privileges in them, that this element from those
universities, which had been corrupted by the fact that
their parents had been corrupted. That’s why many of
them were there—because they came from the “right”
families on the “right” lists. And they were told that
they would have to go for military service in Vietnam.
They, their precious little things. “We should risk these
precious little things? Don’t we have all these poor
people we can send over there as cannon fodder? Do we
have to send our prizes?”

Then one day, in the middle of the 1960s, the word
came down—"We’re losing the war in Vietnam. We
need more bodies. Some of you guys whose grades are
not too good there in the universities these days, I think
we’re going to ship you out next.”

And you had a change; they turned rotten. They
became the worst. And all the way through, from that
point on, those who had become the most rotten, from
the “best” families, dominated the political scene, dom-
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The assassination of President Kennedy removed the principal obstacle to the war
against Vietnam that the British wanted the United States to fight. This ten-year
atrocity resulted in the creation of the Baby Boomer syndrome. Shown is an anti-war
demonstration in New York, March 26, 1966.

inated the sociology. Those who were really human,
found themselves defeated, again and again and again.
They didn’t get the best positions. They were not con-
sidered politically correct. Some pot-smoking whatnot
thing running loose in Washington was considered ele-
gance.

You had Mark Rudd, for example: the national
vendor of gonorrhea; his role of leadership in that par-
ticular part of the thing, became a part of the circles of
President Obama in Chicago. And that’s a signal to the
rest of the population: “Hey, who’s going to get the job?
Who’s going to get the career? Who’s going to be
voted?” So, you had a systematic demoralization of the
children of a generation in the United States.

Now, there are still some of these people in their six-
ties now. They’re still intelligent people; they can talk a
good fight; they know things, but they’re not fighters.
Some of them took a part in fighting; some of them
fought on my side. But they didn’t have the guts to stand
up to what they were subjected to, and they turned
rotten. Not because they were rotten, but because they
were frightened and they gave in. They were not war-
riors, and that’s the root of this problem.

You have a generation, you know, fifties on, into their
sixties, seventies, who don’t fight. They talk about issues,
and I’'m not talking about children or babies. They talk
about issues. “Well, uh, yeah, you, yeah, do you suppose
we should vote for this guy? Or do you suppose that
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LPAC/Christopher Jadatz
LaRouche: “I have a characteristic which other people don’t have,
because I'm an 0-0-0-old warrior.”

maybe we should do this? Do you suppose that maybe
this is a good issue? You know, don’t try to do it all at
once; build it up a little bit. Niche by niche by niche by
niche.” “Aw, gee, that didn’t work out. 'm getting dis-
couraged. This isn’t working. Oh, we’ll try again.”

The Stamina To Sustain a Long War

I'say, as I have said, even among my own associates
who are in the Baby Boomer generation, they have a
weakness. When [ say Glass-Steagall, I mean it! I mean
nothing but Glass-Steagall. That’s already settled, as far
as I’'m concerned. The question is, what do you do to go
with it? What’s the menu, the full menu? Glass-Steagall
is the name of the menu; what are the fixings that go
with the meal? Glass-Steagall is the beginning and the
end of life in this nation, right now.

The Baby Boomer does not like to think the way I
think. They don’t like to assume that they have to make
a decisive action. They want to influence the process,
not change it. You’ve got a baby there in a diaper, who’s
been sitting in a diaper for two days. They want to fix
the problem, not change the baby. And that’s the Baby
Boomer problem.

So therefore, many of my associates, who do some
of the fundraising particularly, will not like to go into
the area that’s required. That is, heel-and-toe fundrais-
ing. They like to get on a phone, talk to somebody of
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their generation they like, and hope that that guy
will come through with financial support. And
this generation that they’re referring to as their
clientele, are becoming more and more weary
and scared by the present. They’ve lost a lot of
their nerve. And that’s the problem.

That’s the problem in a long war, military
wars, or other kinds, political wars. There are
very few people in life these days, who have the
stamina to sustain a long war. An old geezer like
me is used to sustaining long wars, because to
me, as to people like me, this is not an option.
This is not a form of entertainment; this is not a
trip to the theater, or a holiday in Florida at the
right season. This to me is a war, in which the
meaning of life is dedicating oneself to purposes
and missions which mean something for the
future of humanity, and mean something also as
vindication of the mission bequeathed to us from
the past. Very few people in society have the guts
to do that. Now, what’s my response to it?

We’ve got people among us, of the Boomer
generation in particular, but not only them, who really
do not have the guts for a long war. Who can’t stand it;
who become weary, weak, frightened. They’re not war-
riors; they’re volunteers who are trying to help out in a
cause, but they’re not warriors. Old characters like me,
I’m a warrior. I’ve never killed anybody, but I'm a war-
rior. I’ve tried to kill some bad ideas. I think that’s a
more durable accomplishment, and to promote some
good ones. So therefore, I have a characteristic which
other people don’t have, because I’'m an old warrior.
And that’s why you still see me standing up here. I’'m an
0-0-0-old warrior. And I like being an 0-0-0-old war-
rior. Well, the oldness part could be improved upon, but
the rest of it is fine.

Freeman: So, there is a big message in the answer
to that question. If you don’t like long wars, and you’d
rather fight a short war, this is your moment. Pass
Glass-Steagall. Get rid of Obama. And give us money.
Do those three things, do them now, do them enthusi-
astically, and it will be a short war, and one which
we’ll win.

So, with that, I want to thank Lyn, and thank you,
because you’ve been a good audience. But please do
join me once more in thanking Lyn.

LaRouche: Thank you all. Have fun! Have a good
time! And defeat the enemy!
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