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LAROUCHE WEBCAST

A Pathway Out of
Our Greatest Crisis

Lyndon LaRouche gave this address on Oct. 5, 2012, as
the first in a series of Friday evening webcasts leading
up to the Nov. 6 elections, to be aired at larouchepac.
com. Matthew Odgen of LPAC-TV moderated; a dia-
logue with viewers follows LaRouche’s opening re-
marks.

Thank you. We shall get at the business. ...

We need a new national policy, a new national
policy perspective. We’re in the process of a general
breakdown crisis of the trans-Atlantic economy in par-
ticular, with emphasis on the United States, which is in
a financial breakdown crisis at present. Western and
Central Europe are entrapped in an increasingly hyper-
inflationary breakdown crisis. And if Europe continues
to function in that way, with this hyperinflationary pro-
gram, which has been recently installed on top of a pre-
vious hyperinflationary program, you’re not going to
see much of Europe. We have to change that.

Now, the only solution for the problems of the
United States, in terms of economic and related prob-
lems—when I say related problems: economics, physi-
cal economics in particular, is central to the economy of
the nation and its people as a whole.

Recovery Begins with Glass-Steagall
So, the first thing we have to do—and there is no

alternative, and the same thing is true for Europe—
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there is no possibility of the survival of the United
States and/or of Europe, without a Glass-Steagall law.
They have in Europe a ring-fencing version as a so-
called substitute for Glass-Steagall. It doesn’t work. It’s
just suicide on a slower basis.

So therefore, Glass-Steagall is the first action. With-
out Glass-Steagall, there’s not going to be a United
States, because we’re now engaged, ourselves as a
nation, in a hyperinflationary acceleration, which would
mean that whatever happens in a few months, if it con-
tinues in this way, under Obama, for example, there
isn’t going to be a United States. There’s going to be a
piece of wreckage, where there once was one.

The rate of starvation is there. The rate of a great,
crucial food shortage for the people of the United States
will continue, if Obama remains in office. That does not
say that I know what the other candidates are going to
do. There are several of them in the wings presently.
But the point is that if Obama remains President, you’re
going to see mass starvation increasing in the United
States, especially in areas which used to be the food-
growing areas. And people are going to start dying en
masse, out of the effects and side effects of hunger.
When people have no food at all, they tend to eat all
kinds of things just to survive. And they often die of the
effects of what they eat. That’s the condition that the
continuation of the Obama Administration represents
for the United States in the coming period.
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“We have never had a period under any President since the assassination of John
FE. Kennedy where there was actually a net per capita improvement in the economy
of the United States,” LaRouche stated. “So, we’re going back to the time we

started to take a nosedive.”

So Glass-Steagall is the only thing that can save the
United States, as it saved the United States before, with
the Franklin Roosevelt Administration. Go back to it.
That gets us out of the mess. But, Glass-Steagall of
course means not cancelling the non-included debt, but
it means that non-included debt is going to go bankrupt
all on its own, because most of it is going to be wiped
out. It’s purely speculative. It’s worthless. It’s hyperin-
flationary. And to bring the system under control, you
just have say that Glass-Steagall will take care of, on
behalf of the government, the private-public [commer-
cial, non-speculative] banking system; and the other
kind of banking [investment banking] will just have to
learn how to survive on its own good behavior—which
will happen, as it happened under Roosevelt. But there
is a much more serious problem.

A National Credit System

So now, the problem is, we have to have a national
credit system. Once we have cleaned up the banking
system—because, remember, most of the banking
system represents worthless assets—most of the Wall
Street and similar kinds of entities, represent worthless
assets, which the United States can not, under Glass-
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Steagall, bail out. Now that means that
the total amount of banking capability,
of reserves and credit available, would
be limited. But there’s a remedy for it.

We have to create a national banking
system, which has another feature. A na-
tional banking system will be based on
the borrowing of credit which is secured
and guaranteed, as an asset, by the Fed-
eral government; which means that
wherever the banking system—or the
proper banking system—comes up with
a case which is, in terms of the govern-
ment, going to work to the good of the
economy of the United States, that will
be taken seriously into account.

NAWAPA

One of the biggest projects we have
in mind is the NAWAPA [North Ameri-
can Water and Power Alliance]' project.
Now this has been kicking around since
the assassination of John F. Kennedy, or
shortly after that. If that program had
been implemented, you would not have
a water crisis in North America today. You would not
have most of the problems of the western area of the
United States. And most of the shortage of the ability to
grow crops and all these sorts of things, would have
been cured. But that would be one of the greatest driver
programs, with about 14 million people employed sud-
denly, in this process of creating a North American
water management system, which will solve the gen-
eral threats of dessication in North America, by itself.

So the idea of having people trust the Federal gov-
ernment to guarantee the projects, will mean that we
can put, on that account alone, 14 million people to
work, in highly productive employment. That changes
the character of the United States.

Now, there are many other things. There are areas,
for example, in the northern part of the Eastern states of
the United States: We used to have an auto industry, and
accompanying an auto industry and a manufacturing
industry, we had many others; we had aircraft indus-
tries. During World War II, we had built up the make-
everything-industry, including for warfare.

We must go back to that. That’s a couple more mil-
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lion jobs to be added to the 14. And there are other pro-
grams, of the same type; which means we have to go to
this conception, which is the original conception of
credit of the United States under its Constitution. So
simply going back to that Constitutional provision will
be sufficient to get, not riches for everyone, but a recov-
ery and a genuine rate of growth, and a prospect of the
future.

The greatest problem in the United States today is
the fact that people have become more and more igno-
rant in every practical way. Because they don’t, first of
all, have employment of the type that bespeaks produc-
tive power, and productive power is very close to intel-
lectual power, to mental power. And that’s been lost.
People are dumped on the streets, they’re dumped out
of their jobs. They don’t have a future under the present
system; under the Obama system, and the two toad-like
systems [G.W. Bush Administrations] before that.

So this thing has to change; we have to go back to
what we were doing as long as John Kennedy was alive
as President. Because in the history of the United States,
the assassination of Kennedy and failure of relevant
powers to investigate the actual crime of his assassina-
tion led to a decline in the U.S. economy; in its physical
economy, in the condition of life of our people, which
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has been going for all this
period since the time that
Jack Kennedy was assassi-
nated. We have never had a
period under any President
since the assassination of
John F. Kennedy when there
was actually a net per capita
improvement in the econ-
omy of the United States.

So what this means is,
going back to the NAWAPA
project, which is one of the
projects which was on the
agenda in the period when
Kennedy was assassinated.
And 14 million jobs would
have been put into work at
that time, had Jack lived or
had the investigation of his
assassination been taken into
account.

So, we’re going back to
the time we started to take a nosedive. We have some
things which were going on then which were good, but
they were not sufficient to compensate for what hap-
pened after the Kennedy assassination. The space pro-
gram: There was a high-tech driver program around
Massachusetts; they had a good time with it because
they wanted it; one of the big beneficiaries of that. But
that project now, of course, has been crushed by Obama.

But it was never sufficient to make up for the loss of
productivity which followed the assassination of Jack
Kennedy; and of course, the long war, the ten years vir-
tually, of war in Southeast Asia, which should never
have happened. Actually, Kennedy was killed primarily
because he opposed the war in Southeast Asia, which
Douglas MacArthur, who was a key advisor on this,
said, “Don’t do it. No land wars in Asia for the United
States.” And what that did, that war killed off the morals
and future and happiness of a good part of our popula-
tion. It put us really on the slide, and that decade went
down to the dirt.

We didn’t do too well under another President. An-
other President came along, and he had some good
ideas, he did some good things, but he wasn’t allowed
to do too much. So, the United States has actually been
in a process over these successive generations, since the

LPAC/Chris Jadatz
LaRouche’s three principles for an economic recovery: Glass-Steagall, exactly as adopted
under Franklin Roosevelt; a national credit system, as intended by John Quincy Adams; and
NAWAPA, as updated by LaRouchePAC, in NAWAPA XXI, to create 14 million new jobs.

EIR October 12,2012



assassination of Kennedy, has been in a downslide mor-
ally, culturally, and every other way. And each genera-
tion tries to make it out for themselves, but they don’t
see the pattern. They don’t see the pattern, that we have
been going downhill.

And with the Green policy, which had already
started at the time that Kennedy was pushing things up,
the Green policy has destroyed the United States mor-
ally as well as physically, economically. So these things
have to be changed.

Money Does Not Have Intrinsic Value

But the other part of this thing is, people make the
mistake—and Glass-Steagall points in that direction—
people make the mistake of thinking that money has an
intrinsic value. Money does not have an intrinsic value.
The use of money as a presumed value goes back a long
ways, it goes along with what is called the oligarchical
system. It goes back actually to the siege of Troy, where
the killing of a whole people, a mass murder of a whole
people occurred. And this has happened a number of
times in European history since that time. Just mass
killing of people.

Why? On the basis of what is called a monetary
system, a money system. And a money system which is
of the form called an oligarchical system, where a small
ruling class—fat, sloppy, skinny, whatever, but useless
and murderous—has reigned over nations in the Euro-
pean region.

Now, the remarkable thing about the United States
is not so remarkable. There was a fellow—Nicholas of
Cusa—a Cardinal, one of the most famous minds in all
modern history. As a matter of fact, he almost invented
modern history. And before he died, his commitment
was to induce Europeans who wanted to do so, to cross
the great ocean—and he knew where the ocean was,
and he knew where the land on the other side was, be-
cause the scientists at that time knew that information.
They knew the size of the Earth; they knew the approx-
imate size of the ocean, and Columbus was able, based
on the information developed for him by Nicholas of
Cusa and others, to plot a course, which he met. He ar-
rived when he expected to, and he arrived as he ex-
pected to. So, there was a development.

Out of this came, eventually, with a lot of mishaps
here and there, there came a point where we started a
new civilization, by Europeans, as colonists, moving
across the Atlantic Ocean into the Americas.
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Now the particularly most successful case was that
in North America, and the greatest concentration of
success in the early days of that century was Boston.
That effort, which was in Massachusetts, which was the
foundation of the creation of the United States, and ev-
erything that our system meant, was crushed by the
British, by William of Orange and his types. So that, for
a time, our Massachusetts Bay Colony and its ancillar-
ies continued to function, but they were crushed.

But nonetheless, the effort came back with a strug-
gle since 1763, the Peace of Paris. And suddenly there
is a division; the Americans began to assemble again
against the British Empire.

The British Empire had been first installed as an
empire on the planet. It was not the royal family, the
royal system had not been changed; but that had
changed in 1763. At that point there was a struggle that
began with the ending of the French and Indian War,
which coincided with that first Peace of Paris.

Out of this came a struggle from within North
America, within what became the United States, to es-
tablish a republic, based on the same principles which
the Massachusetts Bay Colony had brought into being
with its own automatic currency—not based on a mon-
etarist system, but based on a credit system. When the
U.S. Constitution was first formed, the provision was
for a credit system, not a monetarist system. Monetar-
ism came in because of the loans and debts of the United
States at that time, in which other people were using
money to assist the United States or to collect debts
from the United States. And that is where this problem
came up.

But intrinsically, in our constitutional principle, the
United States was founded on a tradition which goes
back to Nicholas of Cusa, which goes back to the Mas-
sachusetts Bay Colony’s development, and went to the
idea of a credit system, which is the definition of our
constitutional monetary system. It’s not a monetarist
system. It’s a credit system, not a money system.

And therefore, our return to those principles of that
American Constitution, that understanding of its his-
toric significance, is what is required. So therefore, we
make these changes: Glass-Steagall, no compromise,
Glass-Steagall as Roosevelt defined it; ironclad, no
change. That’s the precondition for our recovery and
our survival. And any future Presidency of the United
States at this time must adopt that policy, or they’re not
fit to rule. We have to be clear on that.
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There are other problems—na-
tional credit: We have to organize the
national credit system as a national
credit system, the way it was intended
by John Quincy Adams, not that mad-
dened nitwit who replaced him
[Andrew Jackson]. And we need
large driver projects, which include
chiefly NAWAPA, the biggest one,
and the other things; and the space
program—which I’ll come to in the
closing part of my report—is a cru-
cial one, and for reasons which many
people may not yet know, or haven’t
caught up with.

End the Political Party System

Now, all this means that Obama
must be swept out of office now. This
is not a partisan situation or question.
This is not a partisan issue. The great-
est error in the United States, as was
understood by George Washington
and others, was the establishment of
a political party system, a national political party
system. That was the greatest piece of stupidity ever
imposed upon the United States by itself; and Andrew
Jackson was the most typical of the infected creatures
who participated in that.

But the idea of a Republican and Democratic
Party—this procedure was wrong, because what it led
to was all these other kinds of management problems.
So we have to get back to a credit system under our
Constitution. There’s no change in principle in order to
do that. And as George Washington understood, and
others, repeatedly, the problem of the United States
was the introduction of a party system, a national party
system. And there should be no national party system,
and that should be done now under the incoming Pres-
idency of the United States—the end of the party
system as such. There are other ways of approaching
this.

Besides, you look at the party system: They’re
messes anyway. The Democratic Party, it’s a mess.
There’s no coherence there; it’s simply a bunch of gang-
sters with a bunch of fools following them, each trying
to win for their baseball or their football team or what-
everitis. And you have these football teams, and they’re
all impassioned to beat the other team. What about
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“The greatest error in the United States, as was understood by George Washington
and others, was the establishment of a political party system,” LaRouche noted.
Shown: President Obama campaigning in August.

doing something for the nation, rather than trying to
defeat the other team? We don’t need this stuff, and the
time has come to quit.

Rebuild the system based on a non-party system in
which the citizen has the authority, not some party. The
citizen does not have to give up his independence as a
citizen, but we have to have a government which is
based on discussion of ideas, not this kind of lechery
that we get now, and the obscenity that we just saw in
the recent efforts.

And Obama couldn’t exist except under that kind of
corrupt system. He couldn’t be made President. He was
losing, and then suddenly, the way the drugs are flow-
ing across from Mexico into the United States, and in
that area of the world Obama made a big victory and
knocked out his competitor in the Democratic Party,
and that’s all he had to show for it. And he had some big
muckety-mucks from Britain who are noted as the big-
gest thieves in the world, and they financed Obama, ar-
ranged this financing, and we’ve been subjected to this
corruption and destruction all these years under Obama,
and some clown is trying to say vote for him again. This
must not happen.

We can reorganize the system and its secondary fea-
tures to go back to the original principle of the Constitu-
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tion. Because there are two things we don’t want to do,
which have been done. One, is you don’t want to go
back to a party system. Because when you make the
issue one of partisanship, like a football team or a base-
ball team competition, on the question of deciding
policy of government, that is a piece of idiocy. You
want the citizen not to vote for a team, like somebody in
the stadium thinking he’s investing in something, and
finding what he’s bought on the way out or sold on the
way out.

You want a thinking citizen; you want the citizen to
accept the habits of thinking, of thinking through deci-
sions, of demanding the education needed for them to
make the decisions that they’ve been called upon to
make, as George Washington had intended.

Not Worth a Troy Ounce

And the other thing we have to get rid of is the idea
that money has an intrinsic value. Money has no intrin-
sic value. Money is no better than governments that are
able to organize money, in a way that fits the national
needs.

Now, the idea of the money system comes from
Troy. Troy ended up—they tore the whole joint down,
killed most of the people, except a few kiddies and old
ladies and things like that. And they set into a motion a
system which is the oligarchical system, which has
cursed Europe, European civilization, in one way or the
other, and now the United States as well, and other na-
tions.

With this came the idea that there was gold, or silver,
or something else, that had an intrinsic value, as a metal,
or something of that sort, an intrinsic value. And this
intrinsic value was value, and money would be based
on the control of this, particularly copper, zinc, gold,
silver, whatever—this thing that was used as a physical
object was assigned a certain value, and the whole soci-
ety was imprisoned to that money value.

We don’t need that. We never did. And what we saw
in the Massachusetts Bay Colony, with the pinetree
shilling that was introduced in that period, was a dem-
onstration of that. And Benjamin Franklin’s conception
of a money system was based on that precedent, with
his paper currency conception. The foundation of the
system of economy of the United States, the Federal
system, was based on the same principle. And it’s only
when we gave up the principle to outside forces that we
got into trouble with our system.

We do not need a monetarist system. As a matter of
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fact, you’ve come to a time when everybody in Europe
is bankrupt. They’re totally bankrupt. Because the in-
flation under which they’re living, bespeaks something
worse than what existed in Germany in 1923, in the col-
lapse of the currency then. So, we’re in the process of a
global collapse. Money, of whatever denomination, is
no longer a control mechanism, but rather politics and
political power is.

And therefore, we have to go a credit system, which
is well understood in history, or should be. And that
means this reform, around these three principles of:
Glass-Steagall; a national credit system (as opposed to
this kind of banking system we’ve had now); and a
return to production, through projects typified by
NAWAPA.

This is what makes sense, and what we can do. And
we can just get other things out of the way.

Population Reduction

I think the very existence of the United States de-
mands that Obama be swept out of office. I know what
he is. I know what his mind, so-called, is. I know what
he does. And I know what his role has been. He, to-

Unsurvivable

A dark, gruesome, but wholly true depiction of the
threat of thermonuclear war, its consequences, and
Obama’s deployment of a major portion of the U.S.
thermonuclear capabilities in multiple theaters
threatening both Russia and China.

http://larouchepac.com/unsurvivable
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gether with certain people who
own him in England, and else-
where, and Saudi Arabia—be-
cause remember, this goes back to
9/11. What we’re living through
right now, in the United States and
throughout the world, as in the
recent assassination of our diplo-
mat [Amb. Christopher Stevens],
is, under Obama, we’re dealing
with this problem.

And this is headed toward
what? It’s headed toward a reduc-
tion of the world population,
which is decreed by the Queen of
England, and a whole mass of her
associates, who have decided to
reduce the population of the planet
from 7 billion people, estimated
today, to approximately 1 billion.
That process has actually been in
progress. We’re seeing in the
world precisely those conditions
which can bring on that rate of
death among populations, in the
United States and elsewhere.

What they intend to do, as
Obama makes it very clear, is launch a war, a war which
would lead to a thermonuclear war. In other words, all
you have to do, is continue the process of the Obama
policy now, his military and related policy, and we are
going to find ourselves, in a very short time, relatively,
weeks or months, you’re going to see—if we don’t stop
it—a thermonuclear war.

—
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Nuclear Winter

And a thermonuclear war leads to what’s called a
nuclear Winter, this time a thermonuclear Winter.

What happens then, is the U.S. Navy, and its subma-
rine fleet, in particular, and other forces, combine forces
to conduct a war against Russia, China, and others.
Russia and China are very capable in these weapon sys-
tems. The United States is very well equipped in terms
of, say, the naval system. And the naval submarines of
the United States, if they take on this assignment, would
very quickly reduce a good deal of this planet to noth-
ing.

It would probably take an hour and a half, and the
expenditure of thermonuclear forces from the United
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The myth of money must be cancelled; it’s the natural wealth, not the money wealth,
which is important. Shown: a Ford assembly plant in Cologne, Germany.

States, from China, from Russia, and from Europe, and
so forth—that amount, which are probably two general
waves, would turn the whole planet into what’s called a
nuclear Winter. A thermonuclear Winter. Because you
would create weather conditions, cold weather condi-
tions, from which it is doubtful that we would be able to
maintain a population, even of the survivors of the war.

And therefore, the time has come that we have to
take on two things that are our enemies. One enemy is
the monetarist system, which is one of the principal
modes which lead us toward our destruction. The
second thing is the related system to the monetary
system, which is typified by the British Empire tradi-
tion, and by those within the United Kingdom, and
within Saudi Arabia, who created 9/11, under an Obama
who is 9/11 Two—if he gets a chance.

So, therefore, the time has come that what Obama
represents—it’s not just he himself—it’s what he repre-
sents that must be swept out of office, for the sake of the
very lives of every damn citizen in the United States—
and I say “damn” advisedly. Because that’s what we’re
up against.
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The Natural Wealth of the Nation

So therefore, what we have to do, the idea that the
United States must go to a Glass-Steagall policy, cannot
be argued against by any competent, sane person. The
idea of going to a national credit system, in terms of a
banking system, cannot be argued against by any com-
petent person who understands this. We cannot ever de-
velop the monetary basis, as a simple monetary basis, to
sustain a recovery of the U.S. economy from its present
conditions. The only way we can do that, is by using
national banking as a method of creating a credit
system, which by the issue of credit, against a govern-
ment debt responsibility, enables us to fund projects
which are going to contribute to the natural wealth of
the nation.

And it’s the natural wealth, not the money wealth,
which is important. The natural wealth of the nation and
its people. We’ve come to that point.

The myth of money must be cancelled. The money
changers must finally be discharged from government.

Now, there’s another problem. Europe is a problem.
Europe is on the threshold of disintegration, Western
and Central Europe. Because it’s now entered into a
phase of hyperinflation. And if that continues, hyperin-
flation worse than 1923 Germany, how long is that
going to last? So, therefore that’s our problem.

We have to recognize that the euro system was a
crime against the human species. The attempt to force a
group of nations—and this was started actually by
London, but Mitterrand, the President of France, was
the key instigator of it. Germany was on the verge of
being independent again, as a unified nation. And then
suddenly, Chancellor Kohl, who was the leader of Ger-
many at the time, had a friend of his [Alfred Herrhau-
sen], who was the greatest banker in Europe at the time,
the greatest in skill and capability, who was assassi-
nated. Assassinated by somebody coming across from,
say, a westerly direction.

And at the same time, a key figure of the French
government, a servant of Mitterrand’s, said, effectively,
that if Germany tried to unify, France would go to war
against Germany. And this was backed up by the prime
minister of Britain [Margaret Thatcher], and by the
President of the United States, poor George Dumble-
bum Bush.

So therefore, this process led to the euro system,
which looted and destroyed these nations of Europe.

And the attempt to maintain the euro system, means
that Europe will not survive. Europe has now entered
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into a deadly hyperinflationary explosion, and it cannot
survive under those policies. The euro system simply
should be regarded by all Americans as an unwanted
entity. Not because of the nations and people, but be-
cause of what it implies.

The euro system is now hopelessly bankrupt and in
a state of hyperinflationary collapse, and there’s noth-
ing in sight that’s going to change that, except the will
of the people. If the will of the European people says,
“we’re going to get rid of this, yes, fine,” the United
States should take a very sympathetic view of the suc-
cess of that restoration of the system of sovereign na-
tion-states, rather than the so-called euro abomination.

This is not a matter of interfering in their govern-
ments, because they don’t have governments any more.
How can you threaten the government of a nation, when
the nation has no government? And that’s the case in
Europe, in fact, right now.

A Planetary System of Cultures

So, therefore, we have to think about how we’re
going to reorganize the world. We’re now going
through a great crisis; we’re on the verge of the extinc-
tion of humanity, threatened by the nuclear weapons
crisis, thermonuclear weapons. Bankruptcy all over
the world. Africa, which has been murdered over and
over again, as a whole continent, by the British in par-
ticular, over these periods. The world is a mess. It has
elements in it which are viable, and valuable. These
elements must be protected, and systems of coopera-
tion among sovereign nation-states must be estab-
lished, to ensure stability.

We have to go, in one case, to a global policy: a
policy of global sovereign nation-states, entered into
systems of cooperation, and deliberation on coopera-
tion. That’s what we require.

We’re now faced, as I said, not only with a nuclear
Winter—and Obama’s existence, his policy, what he
did in Benghazi, in fact did, is headed toward a nuclear
Winter, a thermonuclear Winter. And what they’re
trying to do in pushing something against Iran—again
the same thing. What they’re doing in Turkey, the same
thing. These things are chiefly coming from the United
States, and from the Obama Administration under Brit-
ish direction, and Saudi direction. The British empire is
actually partly the Saudi empire. And these forces are
there.

So, what are we going to do? We’re going to re-es-
tablish our system of sovereign nation-states; secure
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agreement among nations to go to a credit
system, rather than a monetarist system;
set up systems of credit which enable na-
tions to rebuild, and to create stability; re-
establish sovereignty.

Now, sovereignty means this: It means
that in the history of mankind, you have a
variation in cultures, and people function,
not only on the basis of their nationality,
but they function on the basis of the cul-
ture that nationality is assumed to repre-
sent. We need a planetary system of cul-
tures, of national cultures. It just means,
that we restore the best we had earlier,
and put some more growth in it.

Now, how do we get to a world without
war, without world war? Yes, you can have
all kinds of quarrels and so forth, up to a
rather intense state, if things are managed
properly. But world war, or general war ap-
proximating world war, is no longer feasi-
ble in the age of thermonuclear weapons
and similar kinds of weapons. We can’t
have it.

A Defense of Earth

But we’ve got another problem before us. That’s not
the only problem. We’ve got a problem with a lot of big
rocks, called satellites; and they’re swarming, particu-
larly to our attention, between the orbit of Mars and the
orbit of Venus. We know a small percentile of these as-
teroids, and they come in all kinds of flavors and sizes.
And if they hit the Earth, as they do occasionally, they
will take out an area, say, comparable to San Francisco
Bay—something like that getting wiped out, and all the
people in it getting wiped out. That can happen. Smaller
events of that type can happen. Larger ones can rarely
happen. And a really big one, if a really big satellite hits
the Earth, then no more people.

So therefore, the defense of Earth, while it has not
been much discussed, was actually being pushed as an
issue and a project at the time that [ was pushing for the
SDI. And that effort has continued.

Today we find ourselves in a position where we do
not have the kinds of information we need, let alone
the equipment we need, to get out there and steer some
of these asteroids—first of all, locate them; steer them
in such a way they do not collide with Earth. Because
they would either do damage to life on Earth, or they
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“We have a mission now,” LaRouche declared, to “get out there, between the
area of Earth and Mars in particular,” and develop a system to detect space
objects such as asteroids, and intervene to steer them away from a collision
with Earth. Shown: an illustration of an asteroid intercepted in space.

totally destroy human life on Earth, and all life on
Earth.

So therefore, we have a mission now, and it’s be-
coming more acute as time passes, that we must get out
there, between the area of Earth and Mars in particular,
and build up systems of cooperation, as with Curiosity
on Mars; and by using the speed of light of communica-
tion between the systems we establish on Mars and the
systems on Earth and so forth, we’re going to have to
develop a system by which we can detect these satel-
lites that are floating around, and intervene to steer
them away from a collision with Earth.

And this is typical of the kind of problem that we
have to deal with in the coming period. We have to to-
tally reverse the idiocy and the crimes that were done
by Obama, in terms of the space program. The prob-
lem with the space program already, was we were not
doing enough to meet this challenge. We weren’t
giving it sufficient support to meet this challenge. And
now the time has come that Obama has tried to destroy
it all!

And that is a crime against humanity: When a head
of state acts to intervene in world affairs, to block and
halt a means necessary to preserve the very existence of
the human species, that is what we will not tolerate.
And Obama, for that reason alone, should be just
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quickly ushered out the gate, or probably impeached.
We probably can’t wait longer. We should probably get
him out of there now. But that’s the challenge.

The Worst of All Possible Governments

So now, that’s where we stand. We have, on the one
hand, the worst government in most parts of the world
that we’ve seen in a long time. And the U.S. govern-
ment under Obama is the worst: The worst of all possi-
ble governments! You wouldn’t think that anybody
could do that, but that’s it. He is. Only the Saudis, if
they were capable, would be equally evil.

So, we’re at that point. We have an understanding of
what this nonsense is. We have a system in which you
don’t have clear party solidity. The Republican Party is
not a solid creature; the Democratic Party is not a solid
creature. And you have a lot of other loose groups
around who don’treally agree with either! Or they don’t
agree even with themselves, because they don’t even
trust themselves, I guess.

But the point is, we have to build up a new political
system which is based on, for us, our national tradition.
I don’t think that most people in the world would dis-
agree with us on what the United States system was, the
conception of the political system. They might have
some disagreement with what we’ve been doing, and
what our policies are, and what our thinking is in many
cases, but the principles are not at risk. And therefore, I
think that’s where we stand. If we can do that, I think we
can make it.

So therefore, where are we? We’ve got a Demo-
cratic Party and we’ve got this piece of junk, called
Obama, who’s stuck on top of it, running for President.
You have the other side, and other sides in-between.

We have to have a sort of an understanding, of
coming together, and instead of taking issues—and
issues are deadly: When you take issues and make bar-
gaining over issues a stake, it’s the choice of issues
which you have to agree upon. In other words, you
don’t want to have more football rivalries, or basketball
rivalries, as politics. You want to say, “What is the total
combination that this nation needs as a whole, that the
world needs as a whole, as a composite policy?” With-
out that, then we don’t have a solution. But Obama
must go. This is not a partisan issue. This is a human
issue: Obama must go!

We’ve had, 9/11 number 1; we’re getting number 2
now, under Obama. And Obama is one of the people
who’s been blocking the exposure of the evidence of
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who did what, in number 1! The evidence is there.
Throw this SOB out of office now! Get the voters to do
that, too. Throw the guy out! And partisan loyalties do
not provide any excuse for tolerating Obama any more.

Dialogue with LaRouche

Ogden: Now, we’re moving into a period of discus-
sion, and we will have two interlocutors, Leandra Bern-
stein and Jason Ross. I'd like to ask Jason to come up
first, and he’ll be presenting a question that came in
from layers inside the United States intelligence com-
munity, who are watching this live broadcast.

Hyperinflation Looms in Europe

Jason Ross: So, the question for you, Lyn, is: “Mr.
LaRouche, the Republican Presidential candidate, Mitt
Romney, has criticized the too-big-to-fail bailout provi-
sions of the Dodd-Frank bill, and has said that he’ll re-
place Mr. Bernanke as chairman of the Fed, if he is
elected. This has caused considerable concern among
European Union and European Central Bank officials,
who fear that the deals they have struck with Bernanke
to continue to provide Fed funds to bail out the Euro-
pean banks could be cancelled with a Romney victory.
How do you see this? Might the European banks and
allied institutions attempt to intervene in the U.S. elec-
tions, to preserve the hyperinflationary deal?”

LaRouche: No, we wouldn’t preserve that deal at
all in hyperinflation. No, what we have to do, essen-
tially, is recognize that the European governments that
oppose this Glass-Steagall—and you have a very sig-
nificant faction of leaders in Britain, who have actually
initiated a very vigorous proposal for ending ring-fenc-
ing, as well as anything other measures, in favor of
Glass-Steagall, explicitly. In the recent couple of years,
there’s been suddenly a surge in support for Glass-Stea-
gall as a policy-conception, including in Britain, which
did not exist at all, or barely at all—just as a curiosity—
in Europe previously. And that’s the right clamor.

Now, as for the banks: Look, these banks that you’re
talking about, without going into lists of names, these
banks are all engaged presently, in an accelerating rate
of hyperinflation. The most recent agreements on the
euro have done exactly that. These banks are not long
for this world in any case. So why are you trying to save
a dead man walking?
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If Europe is going to survive, it has
to go to the equivalent of a Glass-Stea-
gall law. Only two things: First of all,
yes, we do have a shortage of money in
the banking systems in Europe, even if
we reform them by a Glass-Steagall law.
Therefore, it means we have to go to a
general credit system, and manage the
recovery under a credit system, in order
to kill the hyperinflation, because the
hyperinflation that these European
banks would like to have for themselves,
would kill them. We’re talking weeks, or
something in that order of magnitude.
The entire Western and Central Euro-
pean system is ready to disintegrate in
hyperinflation, that makes 1923 Ger-
many look like an entertainment event.

Ogden: Thank you. Now I would like to
ask Leandra Bernstein to come up. Le-
andra is responsible for having authored
and produced not only the recent video
that came out, called “Unsurvivable,”
on the reality of a thermonuclear con-
frontation, but also what was publicized
a year ago, on the 10th anniversary of 9/11, which was
called, “9/11: Ten Years Later.”

What Is Bill Clinton Doing?

Leandra Bernstein: I would like to ask a question
that’s been kicked around through a lot of Democratic
circles, about the recent endorsement by Bill Clinton of
President Barack Obama, which resulted in an immedi-
ate boost in Obama’s approval. Now, there’s a certain
idea, among these circles, that, because Bill put his sup-
port behind Obama, that it’s somehow possible that
Obama could be “tamed” in a second term, by the cir-
cles around Bill Clinton.

Now, this endorsement of Clinton for Obama has
been definitely taken note of in international circles. A
question came in from one of our Irish activists, who
took note, saying that Clinton is widely esteemed in Ire-
land, but it’s very difficult to reconcile his actions in
supporting Obama, and he asks, “On what grounds,
personal or political, could he do this?”

LaRouche: If you have a very dear friend, who
makes, in a very curious way, a commitment to suicide
or some major criminality, which you know is the re-
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The Democratic National Convention in Charlotte, N.C., Sept. 5, 2012, where Bill
Clinton nominated Barack Obama. “Clinton is doing something which is damned
foolish and evil,” said LaRouche. “...I’'m just going to leave him alone, and tell
people not to pay any attention to any foolish thing he said.”

flection of some intimidation, a great intimidation, of
threats to himself, or to members of his family, and he
says something and does something, as Clinton did,
with this case; and he acts like a damned fool, as Clin-
ton did, and I’'m sure he knows it, in supporting Obama
in this recent period. So, if Clinton says “Do it,” are you
going to do it, because he says it? When you know he’s
under heavy blackmail, that his wife is terrified; she
changed her personality, practically, under the threat
from this thug, Obama. When you know that Obama is
a killer, you know the number of people that Obama has
killed, who they are, how they were killed, why they
were killed, how they were threatened—you’re going
to let somebody who’s under blackmail from this thug,
this mass murderous thug, Obama, and just because a
frightened President or his wife or others, are trying to
save their personal lives against this monster, you're
going to do what this monster begs you to do?

What kind of morality would that be?

So, Clinton is doing something which is damned
foolish and evil; I don’t know exactly why he’s doing it,
but I know what he’s doing is contrary to what I know
his personality to be.
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So I’m just going to leave him alone, and tell people
not to pay any attention to any foolish thing he said.
And just think about the old Bill Clinton you used to
know.

How a Credit System Works

Ross: With the Presidential debates taking place,
sometimes people are pulled into questions that maybe
aren’t all that relevant. The economics discussion that
we were treated to the other night, on television [during
the Presidential candidates’ debate], left out many of
the essentials of what actually has to be discussed—you
know, the real threat of thermonuclear war, the real
threat to the economy. For example, on the food front,
we’re literally, as you said, being starved to death,
where corn supplies are at a near all-time low, and the
President has refused to lift the biofuel mandate, where
even as food supplies are shrinking, corn and other
crops are still being used to make gasoline. This, de-
spite the opposition of some 200 members of Congress.

Now, in terms of getting things going again, we hear
discussion about setting tax rates, or monetary policy,
and as you said, the problem of monetarism is that it
neglects real economics. I was hoping you could say
more about the kind of thinking behind the use of gov-
ernment to propose and finance specific projects, you
know, a dirigistic policy approach, as opposed to set-
ting monetary policy in hopes that something good will
come out of it on its own.

LaRouche: Well, you look back to American his-
tory, and we’ve gone through this before. When the
monetarist says, “You’ve got to constrain everything to
fit monetary values, monetarist values,” the President
of a nation which is sane, does not do that. The Presi-
dent of a nation which is sane, says, “Okay, we looked
in our Treasury. We don’t have, in the national Treasury,
the amount of funds available to buy the things we
need, or to do the things we need to do.” So what do you
do? You go to national credit.

In all these countries now, the United States, in par-
ticular, right now, we don’t have the money. So you’re
going to kill people, because you don’t have the money?
Or starve them to death, which is even worse than kill-
ing them? You’re going to do that? No. What you’re
going to do, is you’re going to change the system.

You’re going to send the Federal Reserve nuts out
to be eaten by the squirrels. And what we’re going to
do, is simply close that thing down, reform it; it’s been
subjected to a swindle, it’s not trustworthy, it’s not
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honest. We don’t have, in our Federal Treasury, the
funds available to keep the nation going—what are we
going to do? We’re going to go to national credit. We’re
going to a managed national credit system, where we
will have promissory notes of the Federal government,
on the basis of selection of projects, on the basis of
judgment, which will increase the actual net wealth of
the nation.

NAWAPA’s a perfect example of that. You talk
about the benefit of NAWAPA, in many respects: 14
million potential jobs, and other jobs coming as a by-
product, all these jobs, which we are going to finance on
Federal credit. But how is it going to work out? By
building these projects, you’re going to change the pro-
ductive powers of labor in the United States, in a way
that the world has never imagined before this. The
NAWAPA project is the greatest project ever under-
taken by man, if it’s done. And we can get the credit for
that.

Because what happens is, you put this credit to work
in the employment of people, who eat, and are paid to
work, and who have all these kinds of skills they’re get-
ting at jobs, in increasing their skill-power, by giving
them these kinds of projects as challenges for their
work, and for their careers, and for their families. For
building educational institutions, and all the kinds of
things that do happen, out of such great projects.

So therefore, we simply have to do that, and use
those orientations, of saying we can no longer operate
on a monetarist system. Money as such can not run our
economy. What we have to do, is we have to have a na-
tional economy, in the sense that the nation has certain
assets it already has, in terms of monetary equivalent,
uses them as credit facilities, and then says, “What can
we in the Congress, and by other means, do to employ
people, to produce more wealth, than the value of the
wealth we’re investing in?” And that’s what [Franklin]
Roosevelt did, with some success; that’s what was done
under Lincoln, with great success, under the green-
backs.

So we can use the concept of the national credit
system, and then you get into something like NAWAPA,
as adriver. Do people realize what this is? It’s the great-
est single project of this type ever conceived by man!
It’s all planned out, and it’s perfectly feasible.

What we have to do, is we’ve got some older people,
who are a little bit like me: They don’t bend as well as
they used to, but they know these skills; we have the
charts, the graphs, everything, the evidence is all there,
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or it’s implicitly available, and
we can put people to work, in-
stead of on starvation. It’s not a
dole, it’s not a bailout. They’re
getting paid to work. And
they’re producing while they’re
working.

Roosevelt did this in the
1930s, with projects of that
type. Yes, you're giving credit
to get people working. You
don’t want people on the streets,
on the dole, as it was called; you
want them working. You want
to find out what you can do for
them, to make them capable of
working, improving their own
condition, improving their
family life, these kinds of
things. We did that. And that’s
what Jack Kennedy was doing.

And at a lesser scale, at dif-
ferent points in our process, that
idea has often been used, in the
United States. That’s how gov-
ernment does things right: Make a list of the things that
must be done, look at the way they’re integrated, try to
have an integrated, national program of production, and
people employed in producing, and increasing their
productive powers of labor. And that’s what the value
of the nation is: its ability to produce; its ability to
enable its people to produce, to meet its own needs—
and to conquer the next step on Mars. Not out of Curi-
osity, but something much bolder.

Benghazi: What Did Obama Know?

Bernstein: I’1l just say that a lot of the organizing
that’s taken place at the state level has been along the
lines that you indicated in your response; that at the
level of state legislators and others, there is, in a sense,
that sense of self-interest in productivity. And I'd en-
courage people to take up what LaRouchePAC, and
specific organizers with LaRouchePAC have done, at
the state level, in organizing for these projects, in par-
ticular NAWAPA, which is ready to go. We have all the
material on the website.

I say this, because our next question comes in from,
really, a slew of state legislators, who have similar
questions on what’s happening in Libya, what’s hap-
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President Franklin Roosevelt’s Tennessee Valley Authority project was an example of the
kind of vital infrastructure project that can put people back to work, and which we urgently
need today. Shown is construction on the TVA’s Douglas Dam.

pening with Obama’s complicity and criminal complic-
ity and coverup of what some have called “Benghazi-
gate,” but could more accurately be called “9/11 Part
Two.”

These are questions that have come in from legisla-
tors whom we’ve reached on a variety of aspects of our
program, but they all want to know how it is, that the
United States supported and armed al-Qaeda militants.
How it is, that the administration has gotten away, so
far, with its negligence.

And T’ll just say that two state representatives,
[Gage] Froerer and [Brad] Daw, in Utah, wanted to
know specifically, on the events of Sept. 11, 2012, in
Libya, how much did Obama know? And if there’s evi-
dence that he did know beforehand, what are the steps
that we need to take to get rid of him?

LaRouche: Well, the easy one is to get rid of him. If
you just throw him out of office right now, or if you put
him through impeachment proceedings, as criminal
proceedings, for impeachment, which he’s entitled to
receive, that’s what he’s earned.

Now, for the other part of this thing, you have to
look at 9/11. Because 9/11 has an expression, but it also
has an origin. Now, the origin, what happened? You
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have a new, dumb Presi-
dent, a really dumb one:
young George Bush,
about as dumb as you can
get—when he’s sober.
This guy, this pitiful little
fool—and that’s what he
is, from a standpoint of
statecraft. The guy’s a
pitiful jerk. And they
bounced him around, and
they laughed about him,
and so forth, but they
didn’t do it too loud, that’s
all. They didn’t want to
make the old man, who’s
not too bright either, who’s now not in the best of
health—he’s younger than I am, but he’s in terrible
health, I think, relatively speaking. And we don’t want
to hold that against him. But, the point is, this thing was
done; it was not done like somebody breaking into a
store and stealing something, and that’s the usual kind
of argument that’s made.

But on the other side, looking at it: Here you had
leading legislators in the United States, and others, who
had the evidence on what the real story was about 9/11.
Now, I personally happen to know a lot about 9/11, and
who did what to whom. It was a British-Saudi opera-
tion, with some American accomplices thrown in. This
was not an American project, but it was an attack on the
United States, and it’s a precursor of a bigger attack,
which could hit the United States, again, now. And
which is already hitting Europe and the rest of the
world.

The Saudi kingdom and the British monarchy are
the two greatest criminals on this planet right now.
Most of the operations, like the thing that happened in
Libya, again: Saudi-British. British-Saudi. Not British,
as such, British as Royal Family. British-Saudi. Right?
And you have people in government who have access
to the findings about the funding of 9/11, by the Saudis
and the British. We’ve already published our knowl-
edge of this thing, there’s no doubt about it. This was an
operation, done by the British monarchy, in collabora-
tion with the Saudi kingdom.

The Saudi and the British monarchies are essen-
tially one piece; they’re financially one piece. They
have one, big financial organization, a defense equip-
ment organization—one piece. The oil traffic, one
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piece. The mass murders throughout the Middle East,
one piece.

So therefore, the first thing you have to do, is throw
this President out of office, because he swore that he
was going to disclose the information available.> And
he reneged. Well, the man’s a liar, a chronic liar. So how
do you deal with a chronic liar? Well, take the next lie
you pick up on him, look for another one, and another
one, you'll find them—and then incriminate him.
Throw him out of office! Anyone who does not want to
throw Obama out of office, is either gutless, or there’s
something wrong with their brain.

Why Would Anyone Launch Thermonuclear
War?

Ross: This is a question that’s come in from a
number of people through the website: that the situation
you’re laying out is very frightening, and in many re-
spects, it’s a totally new one facing humanity. Nuclear
weapons, thermonuclear weapons, are a recent devel-
opment in history.

A number of people are asking and wondering,
given that there’s no winner at the end of a massive
thermonuclear exchange, given that there’s the poten-
tial for the complete elimination of the human species,
who gains? Would they really go that far? What would
be the motive for pushing a policy that’s so reckless?

LaRouche: All right, let’s look at the history of
mankind: What in the history of mankind bespeaks ex-
actly that kind of decision? The people who carried it
out. Let’s take the fall of the Roman Empire. Let’s take
the siege of Troy, which we now know is fact, not myth;
and other cases. How often have there been total exter-
minations of populations, under these kinds of condi-
tions? The case of the siege of Troy is an example, and
it was very good that at the end of 19th Century, and the
beginning of the 20th Century, the question of what
happened at Troy was solved: And it’s physical evi-
dence, it’s not rumors.

What happened, is one group, an assembly of oli-
garchical groups, took on a city-state in a maritime po-
sition, in the connection between the Mediterranean
and the Black Sea. This state was significant in that
area. And so they pursued it, they found a way in with
the famous wooden horse. And then they killed the

2. Areference to the redacted 28-page section of the 9/11 Commission
Report which was never released to the public. Obama promised to do
so if elected President, but has not done so.
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The siege of Troy (ca. 1260-1240 B.C.) led to the slaughter of the city’s population: the
oligarchical principle. Shown is the famous Trojan Horse, by means of which the Greeks

gained access to Troy.

people—they killed all able-bodied people, most of the
younger people, kept a few older people; and they not
only destroyed the city, but they salted the entire ground
to such a degree that crops could not grow there again.

You’ve got the same kind of thing has happened
elsewhere. You see cases in the Roman Empire, a com-
parable thing: The Romans did the same thing at Tunis.
Exactly the same thing. It’s been done again and again.

See, the interest here is not human interest. What
about sub-human interest? Morally sub-human inter-
est? What do you think that most of these tyrants have
done? What about Obama, otherwise known as the Em-
peror Nero? And I tell you, it’s no joke, it’s no exag-
geration. My profile which I worked up on him, shortly
after his entering the Presidency, and I saw his health-
care program, and investigations that other people had
made of him, which I picked up on and investigated,
and cross-checked: Obama is emotionally, intellectu-
ally, a virtual carbon copy, maybe a little bit twisted
here and there, but a carbon copy, in effect, of the Em-
peror Nero.

There are such people in history, in leading posi-
tions, in powerful positions, particularly some stupid
jerk, a corrupt jerk, who rises as an oligarch into some
position of power, has no real motive, but therefore,
wants to kill people to show how powerful he is. In
other words, he’s a homicidal maniac. He’s a criminal.
He’s a criminal mind.

18 Feature

Now, if you have people
with a criminal mind, in
charge of the Roman Empire,
guess what they can do? And
Nero kept doing this killing.
He fornicated with his
mother, raped her, and then
killed her, and then Ilater
killed himself. So this means
you’ve got a certain kind of
personality you’re working
with here, not a normal per-
sonality gone awry. And this
kind of thing happens in his-
tory, when it comes to the
question of power.

The oligarchical system
orders that the oligarch him-
self must sacrifice his own
life, at the pleasure of his
community, and kill the chil-
dren and others of his family and so forth. This has hap-
pened repeatedly in oligarchical cultures. It’s one of the
characteristics of oligarchical cultures. And Obama
represents exactly that. He has a perverted personality;
he’s not a sane person, but he has a kind of criminal in-
sanity. And, he’ll do it.

Why would the British want to do this? Well, it
wasn’t the British people, it wasn’t the ordinary Brit. It
was a certain group, an oligarchical group, which is tied
to oligarchies not only from Britain, but from various
other parts of Europe and other parts of the world.
There’s a whole club of leading oligarchs—you know,
the ruling aristocracy. They’re a club, and they think of
themselves as still ruling the world. They think of them-
selves as an empire, in which they elect one group for
one time, is now the ruling group; the others go along
with it, and so forth, and that’s what this is.

So you get a mentality which says, “We will not tol-
erate our system being defeated. We will kill everybody
rather than consent to our being defeated.”

And you have now, what’s the policy? What’s the
British monarchy’s policy? What’s the whole issue?
You’ve got two forces which are the forces of evil: the
British monarchy and the Saudi kingdom. These are the
two forces of evil you’re dealing with, and their accom-
plices in the United States, for example, things like that.

And so what we have to do, is, we have to recognize
that when you get a monster like Obama, or like Nero—
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and the two are very much alike. I
dare any competent analyst to say
that Obama is not like Nero. He
has a Nero complex. And I don’t
know how they found him, be-
cause a Nero complex of that type,
you don’t find on every street, for-
tunately. But unfortunately, you
get one in place, once in a while.
And that’s the case.

This guy’s a criminal. The
Saudi kingdom is a mass of pre-
cisely that type of criminals. These
guys deliberately did 9/11. Delib-
erately did it! We know the Saudi
representative in the United States
[Prince Bandar], who is now in
charge of the Saudi intelligence
operations, is the guy who orches-
trated much of the organization of
9/11—personally. He was person-
ally hands-on, in organizing the
pilots who were deployed in 9/11. And he’s now the
muckety-muck in Saudi Arabia. And you’ve got people
in that neck of the woods—you get some of the stories
of some of the Saudi princes and things—real degener-
ates. Morally, they’re just not really human. And there-
fore, when you get people like that in power, or a group
of people which thinks like that, or behaves like that,
they will do that. They will say, “You will never get
power. We will kill all of you, before you let you get
power.”

It’s been said to me a number of times, personally:
“We’ll kill you, we’ll put you in prison—next time
we’ll kill you.” Why? Over the SDI. Because I created
SDI; they were very upset. And therefore, especially
when I organized the President of the United States in
this operation, we conspired together on it. And they
wanted to kill me. And they did everything possible to
kill me and to terrify everybody associated with me.
And that’s the way the oligarchical mind works. In this
case, the British mind.

And the key issue: Why do they hate me so much?
Well, not just for SDI—that was a big one. They hated
me because | attacked the drug-trafficking of the Queen
of England. And now the Queen of England is now on a
rampage, to reduce the population of the planet, quickly,
from 7 billion people, to 1. And what the devil do you
think is happening now, since that resolution was made?
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A thermonuclear Winter would mean the likely extinction of the human race. Shown is
Castle Bravo, the code name of the first U.S. dry fuel thermonuclear bomb, detonated in
1954, and the most powerful nuclear device ever detonated by the United States.

That’s what’s going on in the world.

Therefore, we who understand these things, and
know other people who also understand them, have to
stand together, and recognize that this is a criminal or-
ganization, and it has to be treated as a criminal organi-
zation, under moral and national law. That when a
person enters government, a power of government, and
starts to use it in a dictatorial manner, and use intimida-
tion, like the British did it—who funded Obama’s Pres-
idency? Who funds this stuff? And 9/11-Two is what’s
on, and what happened there [in Libya] is exactly that.

And if we don’t stop these guys, if we don’t crush
their power, you’re not going to have a civilization.
When you have thermonuclear weapons existing, and I
say thermonuclear, because now, there’s no way in
which a war with thermonuclear weapons will not lead
to destruction, maybe the extinction, of humanity. Just
think of what a thermonuclear Winter is.

You had this thing with Khrushchov: Khrushchov
had a super-bomb as a demonstration bomb. He set it up
on Russian territory, and you should see the pictures,
day after day, of the ricochet of that thing. And you see
an image, in that ricochet, of exactly that, a nuclear
Winter.

But now, you’ve got a thermonuclear Winter. Now,
you think what it takes, how many of these U.S. subma-
rines, with their load of thermonuclear weapons, are
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going to be deployed, if we go to war? How many Rus-
sian, similar systems are going to be deployed? How
many Chinese? In addition to the British and French?
This is what we’re dealing with.

People have got to grow up, and stop playing child-
ish games, childish games about how things work. It’s
passions, and it’s what we call morality, is what’s im-
portant here. And morality is a commitment to recog-
nize that the human species, with its creative powers,
which no other living creature approximates, that these
creative powers which must be cultivated in the indi-
vidual must be protected and promoted. Because this is
the finest thing that we know of.

There’s no other living process on this planet, except
the human species, which is capable of seeing the
future. Of creating the future, as a willful act of cre-
ation. This is the most precious thing that we know of,
of all living things, is the human being which has a cre-
ative power, which no other species has. And the pro-
motion, education, and culture of that human being, is
the most important moral mission in all human exis-
tence. And anyone who’s going against that, like the
Queen of England, and like the Saudis, is wrong.
They’re wrong! And they have to have their power
taken away from them, before they use it some more.

Forecasting and Immortality

Bernstein: This next question is somewhat of a per-
sonal question—and it’s not whether you’ll run for
President, because I think that the celebration of your
90th birthday is unfortunately answer enough for that;
but, your first Presidential campaign was in 1976, and
you made the primary issue of that campaign, prevent-
ing thermonuclear war at that time. You also arrived at
taking that position of responsibility, off of the success
of your 1971 economic forecast of the takedown of the
Bretton Woods system. This led to your pivotal role in
the Strategic Defense Initiative, really a program to end
world war.

But given your success as an economic forecaster,
not in statistical trends, but your form of accurate eco-
nomic forecasting—if you were to take just the current
situation as it stands today, you would be looking at
death to mankind, as Robert Frost said, “by fire, by ice.”

I’d like it if you would elaborate your forecasting
method, and how it is, that you can hold onto the prin-
cipled stance, your program, as a way out for humanity,
despite everything that appears to be in front of us?

LaRouche: Well, it started a long time ago. I really
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don’t know, fully, how it started. I have an idea of how
it started, but that part I can’t really explain clearly.
What I can identify is the result. And this became clear,
as [ went through military service during World War II,
and what followed that. And this came into many areas,
especially a fascination with Classical poetry, and arec-
ognition, in doing some compositions of that type, a
recognition of how the system works. And to under-
stand what there is about the human mind that no animal
can do. They can’t do that. They can not actually engage
in creating a new state of the mind.

Now, what happens if a society is dedicated to prog-
ress, just normal economic progress, or improvement—
the education of children, for example, is a good ex-
ample of this. You take a child who’s a defeated child in
a sense, in terms of development, and you can some-
times promote that child to become a creative personal-
ity. And therefore we know, somewhat, from Classical
music in particular, from Classical poetry, and from
other things of that type which you get in physical sci-
ence, you understand how creativity functions. And
you also realize that no animal that we know of is ca-
pable of creativity in that sense.

And therefore, you say, well, what is the progress of
mankind? And you look at the history of mankind’s
progress. The qualitative changes in technology, in un-
derstanding, in poetry, in everything which is repre-
sented by that: The normal condition of mankind, the
normal healthy condition of man, is to be creative. Not
to be creative to get accolades of success, but because
that’s the way you want to live. That’s the way you want
to live in your own mind, is by being creative. You don’t
want to bore yourself to death! Which is what I think a
lot of people tend to do. They just get miserable and
nasty, because they get bored, bored of being what they
are.

And there’s another aspect of this thing, which is
sort of a consequence: We now think of the death of
people, we think of that as closing something off, as the
end of something. Well, that’s wrong. When you think
about humanity, you realize that people who’ve pro-
gressed in developing the advances, cultural advances,
their death is not the end of things. It’s a part of a begin-
ning of something, a new beginning, because their cre-
ative activity becomes, as creative activity, infectious
among those who follow them. And it’s that infectious-
ness of creativity, from generation to generation, and
person to person, which defines the meaning of life
over the span of entire successive centuries.
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And therefore, you have a sense of immortality, not
as the immortality of the embodied person, but the im-
mortality of mankind, as expressed through the ascen-
sion of mankind’s condition through successive gener-
ations. What we think of, “When I grow up, I'm going
to be this. ... When my children grow up, [ want them to
become like this, and I want their grandchildren to look
even better.” And the idea of a love of a society, where
the idea of love, is loving creativity, loving this process
of creativity.

And therefore, you look forward to what you can do
for the future. And what gets you, what grips you, is you
don’t want that ever to go away. You want this continu-
ity of the progress of mankind, mediated in part through
yourself, into a better future for mankind as a whole.
This is the kind of immortality which people can actu-
ally enjoy, without trying to make mystical dreams out
of it. If you can get people around you to become better
people than they are, in this sense, and that they in turn
will make people coming after them, become better,
that’s what is the joy of living.

You’re all going to die, so why aren’t you so sad?
Because there’s a meaning to life, that you know that
what’s been engendered by what you’ve contributed to,
means something for centuries to come. And you deter-
mine that those centuries to come will not be destroyed,
so that that will happen.

The idea of going to Mars, why? Well, I don’t par-
ticularly want to go to Mars. I don’t think it’s a good
health bet for me! But in any case, why should we want
to go to Mars. I don’t really particularly think we have
think about going to Mars. I think we have to be able to
plant things on Mars, like Curiosity, plant things there,
which will give us benefits for mankind, within the Solar
System. And that we can do. And anyone who wants to
shut down the space program is an idiot—or worse.

And therefore, the idea of progress, not as some get-
ting richer, but the idea of achieving something, where
what you are doing is going to mean the generations
coming after you are going to benefit, and they’re going
to be the beneficiaries of others. And it’s the idea of the
fight to maintain the continuity of that kind of moral
progress and intellectual progress. Because, you know,
the Sun in 2 billion years will be gone! It’1l be flat gone,
and it will not be a pretty death, it will be an ugly spec-
tacle, and we will want to scatter away from that Sun, at
that future time, because it’s not going to be there. And
we’re going to look at other parts of our galaxy, and see
what we can do there.
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But we can’t do any of that now. We’re going to
have to encourage scientific progress, which enables
mankind to achieve things that mankind could not
achieve. And we’ll say, “What? So, the Sun has blown
up? Yes, we knew that, it’s too bad. But we’re living
now, somewhere, which we chose.”

And that idea of immortality that we have, embod-
ied in us, something which is boundless in terms of
what we must contribute to the future of mankind, that’s
what’s important. And that’s the only thing you can
really trust.

Cooperation for Planetary Defense

Ross: All right, this
will be the final question
for tonight. What you just
said about having a mis-
sion that you know has an
enduring value, that’s one
of the greatest missions,
one of the greatest jobs of
government, is to be able
to provide the people a re-
liable sense of self-worth
that they can reflect on
and realize they’re being
part of what they know
has an enduring value.

On space, we’ve seen,
in terms of technologies, in terms of economic growth,
space has been an incredible driver for the economy
overall, figuring out how to meet the challenges of
space exploration, both with people and with equip-
ment, has driven a lot of the technological break-
throughs that we take for granted today, the so-called
spinoff effect in medicine and other fields.

Now, while this is undeniable, obviously, as you re-
ferred to, we’re seeing with Obama, everything’s being
shut down, NASA’s being taken down. If you think
about the need to be able to defend the Earth against, in
the long term, the end of the Sun, in the shorter term, the
threat of asteroids, I was last month at a conference in
Ukraine, an international conference on the defense of
the Earth, using space technology, against asteroids, on
the prediction of earthquakes, etc. And what you’re
saying about developing an infrastructure on Mars and
elsewhere, where there’s a real need for us to develop
an inner-Solar System infrastructure, where we’re able
to have speed-of-light, near-instantaneous communica-
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