Brunelleschi in Manhattan

Here are excerpts from Lyndon LaRouches Dialogue
with the Manhattan Project on Saturday, December 12,
2015. A video of the event is available.

Dennis Speed: My name is Dennis Speed and on
behalf of the LaRouche Political Action Committee, I'd
like to welcome you to today’s meeting. I believe this is
the 27th meeting, but I want to say this:

Lyn, everybody today, has or has access at least, on
the table in the back, to an Executive Intelligence
Review magazine simply entitled “Brunelleschi.” Now,
our Manhattan Project is over the next week going to go
into a new phase, and the music will be leading that.
And that musical process, which will reach a certain
level, particularly over next Friday, next Saturday, and
Sunday, has already been started here today, with what
Diane just did, especially her last reference to the ques-
tion of the Solar System
being inside one’s head.

So Lyn, I’d like you to do
something today which I'm
requesting, which is an open-
ing statement which takes us
past the noise of the Barack
Obama apologizers of this
week, such as Donald Trump
and others; and puts us on a
different plane so we can con-
sider this concept you’ve put
forward about the unity of the
nation, and the need for
people, good people, be they
Republican, Democrat, Inde-
pendent, or other, to come to-
gether and accomplish what
you’ve outlined can be done,
which is the immediate re-
moval of Barack Obama
from office, and the immedi-
ate defeat of Wall Street, but
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by use of these methods that you had uniquely pioneered.
And the Brunelleschi EIR just brought this to my mind.
So I know I don’t usually do that, but I’d like to ask you
for an opening statement, and then we go to Q&A.

Brunelleschi’s Rope Song

Lyndon LaRouche: Yes, I think the important thing
for us to consider is what was actually accomplished
with Nicholas of Cusa, but prior to Nicholas of Cusa,
and what preceded that. And therefore, once you place
your ideas of judgment in that category, suddenly you
find yourself in sort of a happy state of mind; that you
are sure that you’re on the right ground; you realize that
there’s creativity. And you go through the Brunelleschi
series entirely. And Brunelleschi is a very complex
question for people to deal with, who are particularly
ingénues, because they don’t understand it.
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The Santo Spirito church in Florence, designed by Brunelleschi not long before his death.
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But in the time of Brunelleschi’s leadership, he was
really a master in this area. And that was something on
which the foundation of modern civilization has de-
pended, on the great achievements of Brunelleschi.
And everything else followed from that.

But that’s a whole story in itself. It’s something,—
we’ve just gone through a choral practice, and the idea
of a choral practice, which you’ve just been doing
again this afternoon, and what we do in society in gen-
eral, are one and the same thing. There has to be a har-
monic agreement which is not simply singing notes
one after the other, but going with the idea that every-
thing you’ve done up to a certain point, requires that
you make an innovation to the next note; and then to
make another one, again, an innovation to the next
note. And that’s exactly what Brunelleschi did. And the
best illustration, is he composed or constructed a har-
monic chorus, which was totally beautiful music, itself,
absolutely beautiful in his composition, in this small
area that he occupied for this subject-matter. And this
thing set a standard for all wise people, to look up and
see something beautiful.

Speed: Thank you, Lyn. He’s referring to the Pazzi
Chapel, I believe.

And I’d like to have us go to the first question, which
is here.

Q: My name is J— W—. And I love that we’re
doing notes, and starting on notes, because my gosh,
we’ve got some crazy notes going on in politics—like
Trump and Hillary Clinton. So who, as a bipartisan co-
alition, would you see helpful to bringing some har-
mony in our country?

LaRouche: I think, the point is, why not go from
the beginning, from Brunelleschi; And Brunelleschi
was actually the founder of modern science, in many
ways. He did everything, everything imaginable. The
list of his accomplishments is immense. But his build-
ing of the Florence Cathedral, that particular construc-
tion, which anyone can see these days still,—this was a
magical development, and it reflects his mind.

And the small occasion that he struck there, in that
little temple kind of place, the Pazzi Chapel, a musical
temple, is one of the most beautiful little things ever
produced, and it sets the standards for all kinds of beau-
tiful things, in poetry, music, and so forth, in general.
And so he is one of the great geniuses who brought the
future of mankind into possibility.

Q: [follow-up] In our bipartisan coalition that we
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would like to see happen in this country, do you see any
particular individual whom we could anchor in on, and
get some better music notation?

LaRouche: Well, in terms of my own experience, [
search for these kinds of opportunities. And by that I
mean, when I’m dealing with something, I don’t like to
do something I think is either shabby or dull. And there-
fore I think my impulses always are to get some ele-
ment of beauty,—that is,— but beauty in the true sense,
not beauty as some kind of construction. But when you
just try to do the things that you think are the next things
which should happen, which is what Brunelleschi did in
his practice, if you go back into his history. We’re doing
this now, it’s a big story.

But what he did, he set up whole systems. Like this
idea of a rope,—if you take a rope and you pull a rope
across the stream, and the rope has a flexibility in it. So
the people who are walking across this rope, from one
shore to the other,—and this one of the famous things of
Brunelleschi. And his treatment of “yes, no; yes, no;
yes, no,” and so forth, was a typical part of his whole
mental life. And he used this to induce people how to
trust arope system, as you walk as a human being across
the rope from one shore to the next. And people were
doing that. In Italy up to the recent time, this thing of the
Rope Song (“Funiculi, Funicula”) was a very common
feature of the culture.

In other words, imagine you had two points across a
river. You create a flexible structure of the type
Brunelleschi himself made, developed, designed. And
you walk across the thing, and you find that the rope
dances. And in order to cross the river, you must dance,
in a sense, across the rope. When you move on the rope,
you change the direction of the rope, in terms of the
walking; and you can think that backwards and for-
wards, and that’s what the Italian standard was. And
people up to the present, or recent time at least, remem-
bered that song, about the dancing rope.

Because there are two points; you have one rope,
with a slack in it, and you’re going to use the slack as in
a piece of music. So you step on the rope; now when
you make the next step, you’re going to a different point
in the crossing of the rope. The effect is that the rope
effectively dances, according to your steps of moving
in one direction or the other. And this is typical of the
concept of construction which Brunelleschi repre-
sented.

And up to recent times, people used to sing that
song, the Rope Song, created by Brunelleschi. And this
is one of the principal methods of demonstration of
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The Tibetan funicular bridge in Claviere, Italy.

what he was trying to convey, to the minds of the people
who were actually using that rope to cross a stream.
And that’s still a valid thing today, as even in my youth,
or a little bit later, I was part,—you know, you would sit
there and you were thinking, you were thinking about
the dancing rope; but just imagining that you were
walking from one step to the next in either direction, in
terms of passing over that rope. And this idea created an
idea in the mind of the people who were walking across
this rope, from the point of departure to point of arrival.
And this was an Italian theme, which dominated every-
thing since Brunelleschi, up to a recent time, of the
dancing rope.

Trump and Hillary Clinton

Q: [follow-up] How can we apply that to our bipar-
tisan issue here, politically, with Trump and Hillary
Clinton, and how can we....?

LaRouche: Very easily, just do it. The way to do it,
is you go backwards. What you do, is you construct the
experiment. Now, Brunelleschi did a lot of that. Every-
thing that he did, including the whole development of
the chapel that he created,—he did everything that way.
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And so therefore, everything worked.

He built the whole structure of the tower
based on creating a shell which had a space, a
shell within a shell. And I and my wife Helga
walked up that system, inside the shell. You
have also in the Italian music records, the
same thing; you have the choral presentation
there. It was all there. It’s still all there.

The problem is, you don’t have a popula-
tion today which has that sense of experience.
And the best thing we can do, is to take
Brunelleschi’s old work, including the tower
that he built; and that will give you an educa-
tion, because you are forced to follow certain
ropes, with values. And you realize that your
music is the way the rope moves when you
walk across it. And by designing that thing as
what you can do in music, is the same thing.
You can change the character of the rope, and
that will change the tune of the walking of the
rope, across the stream.

Q: [follow-up] Sounds good to me. Thank
you very much! [applause]

Q: Okay Mr. LaRouche, it’s a pleasure to
actually be here, actually meet with you, and
not to mention that singer-songwriter Mariah Carey
will perform here at the Beacon Theater tonight. And so
it’s a pretty wonderful experience, you know, to learn
more of the notes that take you back to high school,
with the music notes that we just pronounced here.

Basically, my name is C— J—, and I’m actually an
owner of a law firm. And so basically my primary con-
cern is, in regard to Barack Obama, our President, who
is supposedly in violation of the 25th Amendment. So |
wanted to know, basically in order to require more of
my students, and to teach more of my law students more
with regards to the 25th Amendment; and as far as the
Congress, who, as far as not producing any functioning
or producing any reins, on his behalf as far as not con-
tributing to him violating the 25th Amendment; and as
far as them not per se doing anything in regards of him
moving in directions away from Constitution, or violat-
ing the Constitution. What do you think on that?

LaRouche: When I looked as to Obama’s function,
it was at the beginning of his career. And I looked
quickly at what he was up to. I had a large core group
which was gathered around me on this business, and I
launched the identification of what Obama meant, and
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before the end of the week, I had
Obama’s number. And my justness on
his number was never lessened; I was
right from the beginning. He only
became worse.

And if we want to have a civiliza-
tion, you must remove any leadership
which corresponds to that of Obama. He
is identical with the idea of a Satanic
mentality. 1 think there are certain
Roman emperors, Nero for example,
who would fit exactly what Obama rep-
resents today.

Q: [follow-up] Definitely. So do you
think that he and the British Crown are
affiliated with each other, as far as coin-
ciding with each other?

LaRouche: They’re identical. The
Roman legacy, that is the ancient Roman
legacy, is still the foundation of the Brit-
ish System.

Q: [follow-up] Definitely.

LaRouche: It’s evil.

Man is Not Self-Contained

Q: [follow-up] So, what do you think as far as Con-
gress is concerned? And what is their functional role
because of his violating the 25th Amendment to the
Constitution?

LaRouche: It’s obvious. Mankind has to create.
Mankind is not something that is going to be fixed. This
is stupid, the way it’s done. And the ignorance with
which people approach the subject, by habit, by in-
duced habit, is really very destructive.

Because mankind is not a self-determining creature.
Mankind is a response to the potential of not only the
Solar System, but the Galactic System. Now, here man-
kind is actually,—from our own experience, mankind
has progressed in understanding itself by educating itself
to get these ideas of physical principles, or what is the
effect of physical principles, and to recognize that that is
the natural tendency. And when you study the Galactic
System as such,—and the Galactic System is a very large
and varied system. It’s an immense thing. We have very
limited actual knowledge of the scope of that principle.

But what we find out, is that we can adduce the des-
tiny of mankind from the standpoint of things like the
Galactic System. But the Galactic System is only one
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A Hubble telescope image of a constellation of galaxies.

part of a larger system, which is the whole system of the
Solar System and beyond. And so therefore, mankind
must come to an agreement with that objective. And
you get that with Kepler. Kepler is a big change in the
system, his accomplishments. Then you go to another
layer, a higher layer of discovery. From Einstein, for
example. Einstein is one of the greatest models for in-
troducing the concept of what the human mind is prop-
erly directed to do.

And we have not explored this thing fully. We just
know that mankind is not the stupidity of a single human
being. No single human being, per se, is adequate to be
a human being. Mankind must always be moving in a
direction which goes to mastering challenges, as Ein-
stein did in his time; to find a creative pathway to a
higher level than mankind has ever known before.

So mankind is not sui generis. Mankind is not some-
thing which creates a Solar System per se, but rather
mankind adapts to the opportunity of the Solar System
and beyond; and mankind is not a self-contained crea-
ture. Mankind is a guided creature, guided by the heav-
enly powers, so to speak; those heavenly powers which
are way beyond anything mankind had known before.
But the crucial thing, if you follow that pathway of im-
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provements, you are acting in sarmony with mankind’s
destiny.

Q: [follow-up] I think it’s well said. I very much ap-
preciate it, Mr. LaRouche. Thank you.

Q: Hi, Mr. LaRouche, my name is C—. I’ve been
looking into Brunelleschi ever since you mentioned the
triad with Brunelleschi, Cusa, and Kepler. And one of
the things that stood out for me when I was looking into
the subject,—you know, with arches, an arch structure
is not stable until you put in that last centerpiece, the
keystone. And with domes that were built in that time,
they needed the centering, and they were only stable
when the keystone was put in place.

With Brunelleschi’s dome, it never required any of
that. It was self-standing throughout the entire process.
And there was a contemporary during that time who
described that, because he grew up watching Brunelles-
chi do this incredible thing, and he described it such
that it was the catenary effect which allowed for every
brick to be a keystone. I was wondering if you could
maybe elaborate on that?

Impeach Obama

LaRouche: Simply, this is something which I’'m
very familiar with. I’ve spent a good deal of time par-
ticularly in Italy, when I was working in that area with
some of the people, the Italians who were gifted Italians
at that point; and with their whole system. And this is
something which is natural.

But the point here always is that mankind is not a
self-developing personality. Mankind has a destiny of
improvement of man’s powers, in terms that mankind is
able to foresee the powers of mankind, to achieve ef-
fects which mankind would not otherwise be able to
accomplish. This is something which goes to a higher
level than what we think of as given facts or given kinds
of facts.

Everything important about mankind can be re-
duced to the requirement that mankind must develop to
a higher level of self-development. Mankind does not
create self-development, but mankind tickles the poten-
tial of self-development. And that’s what we call the
discovery of creativity. And the best example of that,
the simple case of that, is Einstein. Einstein did exactly
what has to be done: To discover what the future is, to
discover what mankind’s options are, to realize nothing
less than something better which you can understand in
those terms. That’s what Brunelleschi did. That’s the
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way it works, and that’s the only way it really works
satisfactorily.

In other words, mankind does not come out and say,
“I’m a great genius.” And walk out and say, “I’m a great
genius.” What does that mean? What’s the standard by
which you discover what this so-called alleged genius
is? And you look at Einstein, and you look at his major
series of developments, and you see the same thing.
You’ll see the same thing earlier in the work of
Brunelleschi. It’s all the same thing. It’s the immortal
conception of mankind, to always go to a higher level
of creativity, not within the opinion of the existing man-
kind, but of a comprehension beyond, for man, beyond
mankind’s accessed knowledge, then.

It’s the future, the creation of the future to a higher
level. This does not come from man itself. It comes
from the destiny of mankind, as a discovering agency,
which reaches a higher level than mankind has ever
reached before.

Q: Hi Mr. LaRouche, I'm R— from Bergen County,
New Jersey. I apologize if I am a little bit disorganized
today. But it was last night that I came across Jeff Stein-
berg’s excellent presentation [in the Friday, Dec. 11
Webcast], and an article from LPAC brought my atten-
tion to a new development in the Congress called H.
Res. 198, submitted by Mr. Yoho. And I would like to
get your thoughts on this, but to me this is an extremely
interesting development, where the purpose of the reso-
lution is to define impeachable high crimes and misde-
meanors.

Without reading a lot of it, it says that: “The absence
of impeachment standards creates an appearance that
[as read] impeachment is a partisan exercise, which un-
dermines its legitimacy and deters its use; and whereas
the impeachment power in the House of Representa-
tives is a cornerstone safeguard against Presidential tyr-
anny...” etc.

And then they go through and define the Presiden-
tial impeachable offenses, and it’s pretty amazing when
you read down the list, because there’s nothing in the
list that hasn’t been violated numerous times by the last
two Presidents. For example, initiating war without
Congressional approval, killing American citizens, fail-
ing to superintend subordinates guilty of chronic Con-
stitutional abuses—the list goes on and on and on. You
can read through it and see there are probably hundreds
of instances in which all of these conditions have been
violated by the last two Presidents.
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But it raised to me the question of why has Congress
held back? I mean, it looks to me as if there is some kind
of emerging consensus in some sense coming into exis-
tence, which is reflected by this H. Res. 198.

But I went back and re-read the Preamble to the Con-
stitution, and I asked myself: Has Congress actually de-
fended any of these conditions in the Preamble to the
Constitution? “In order to form a more perfect Union.”
Has Congress helped to form a more perfect union? I
don’t think so. “Establish justice?”” Have they been de-
fending justice? Not with regard to Wall Street, for ex-
ample. “Ensure domestic tranquility”—we’re not seeing
a heck of a lot of domestic tranquility these days. “Pro-
vide for the common defense?” are they doing that with
the rise of ISIS? “Promoting the General Welfare?”
Well, they sure as heck have not done that. “Securing the
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity?”

Bottom line is, it looks like Congress over the last
15 years has done nothing to defend the Preamble to the
Constitution.

So my question to you is, according to the Constitu-
tion, does the Congress have the obligation to meet the
requirements of the Preamble, or is that an option for
them?

Beyond that, it looks like, if these diverse elements
come into the existence in the Congress, as reflected by
Yoho’s House resolution, it seems that LPAC, in that
case, plays an essential, very important and historic role
in being a catalyst to bring those elements together, to
force these issues to be confronted.

The Example of Einstein

LaRouche: Let’s take the case of Thomas Jeffer-
son. Thomas Jefferson was the force of evil working
against the foundation of the United States. And since
that time, there have been a great number of Presidents
of the United States, who have, like Jefferson, main-
tained a commitment to this evil, or relative evil at least.
And this has been the dominant feature among the Pres-
idencies of the United States; and by the local states in
particular. The Southern states in general are hopelessly
degenerate on these questions.

And the very best of our Presidential system of
recent vintage, is a number of Presidents who typify the
effort to bring about—. But then you find out that the
President of the United States,—while Franklin Roo-
sevelt seemed to be a great genius, but when the new
election came [in 1944], he was replaced by the FBI,
the development of the FBI. Once the FBI was set into
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motion, the corruption of the United States was consis-
tently, but irregularly, going in a direction downward,
downward, downward, downward.

Now therefore, in this situation we have to operate
on the basis of understanding a universal principle
which was already grafted, in at least its raw essence,
by the founding of the United States. And what you
have from our great first leadership of this thing, which
led to bringing in the Washington institution as a Presi-
dent,—from that point on, was being savaged in one
degree or another, ever since.

Now, if we understand what the original principle
was, and understand the measures by which you can
test the principle, that’s the only solution that we have.
We have to go back to the original Constitution of Alex-
ander Hamilton, in particular. Hamilton had the most
precise insight into what these principles meant. Like
the four first measures on economics. And if you look at
his four cases, and apply that, that would be sufficient to
demonstrate what the inconsistency is of most practices
since that time from more or less evil, or just stupidity.

So the point is, if we understand that principle, we
have a guide to clean up this mess. Now, of course,
Obama we have to get rid of entirely; the Bushes—you
have to burn the Bushes. God says burn the Bushes! Get
these Bushes burned out and clean it up. And we need
to have a Presidency which finally says, no, we are not
going to go one step further in this kind of monstrous
behavior, which we have been doing as a nation up and
down in various ways, during the best of times.

We’ve come to a point of crisis, and it’s a crisis
which deals with the question of the United States and
other nations of the planet as a whole. We have to bring
about a new condition among nations. We’re working
on a fight on this for China; we’re trying to rebuild In-
dia’s prospects; we’re looking at efforts in Japan; we’re
looking at new canal systems, which are major canal
systems, and all kinds of things. We’re also working on
recognizing that mankind is not a creature limited to the
Earth as such—that we also have to respond to what are
the implications of the Earth existing within this system,
including the aquatic system, like the Galactic System.
And these are factors which mankind must take into ac-
count.

The most efficient example is that of Einstein. Now
Einstein was absolutely unique, among all the people of
his time, absolutely unique. It was the time in the Twen-
tieth Century, when the Twentieth Century was going
through a process of early disintegration and degenera-
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tion; and it’s been going more and
more deep into degeneration ever
since.

So we have to stop the process of
degeneration which has been given to
us by recent authority, since Franklin
Roosevelt’s death. And we have to
exactly put in a new conception of
mankind, which is in knowledgeable
accord with what mankind should be.
It’s not a perfect one, but it’s a knowl-
edgeably sound one, which will lead,
hopefully, to more and more im-
provements of man’s role inside the
Solar System, inside the Galactic
System, and beyond. We have to dis-
cover the mystery of what the pur-
pose of the existence of mankind is in
the universe, and follow that path-
way.

The U.S. Presidency

Q: Hi Mr. LaRouche. I would like
to ask you if Sen. Bernie Sanders, the
Senator from Vermont, becomes the Democratic Party
nominee for President, would you be able to support
him? Would you be able to work together with him, if
he becomes President?

He is saying that we must bring back Glass-Stea-
gall, and that we must divide the wealth of the nation
evenly. He’s against the rich corporations getting away
with the tax loopholes and not paying any taxes at all, or
very little taxes. And Senator Sanders is for the work-
ing-class families and for the middle class. So I'm just
wondering, do you think he would make a good Presi-
dent? Would you be able to work together with him and
advise him?

LaRouche: Absolutely not! Absolutely not. He’s a
fraud.

We’ve got another candidate up there, who is much
more capable, and much more intelligent, who is also
hesitating on the edge on this thing. But the problem is
that we don’t have any prospect, a functional prospect,
to create a new Presidency. Now we could create that.
And I’m aware of means by which we could create that,
with the existing institutions of government that are the
foundations of our Constitution. And I think O’Malley
would be a more likely candidate than anyone else on
the screen right now.
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There are other people—you know, I’ve supported
Ronald Reagan; I was actually a part of his team, for a
time. And then they got me out of there, because they
wanted to get me out; they wanted the Bushes in there.
And since then we’ve been living in the Bushes. Which
means that everybody who’s been functioning since
Ronald Reagan was shot,—he did survive—but he was
shot by an associate of the Bush family. And therefore
everything has been backed down.

I was sent in to become, together with a great Ein-
stein tradition figure, with the two of us—Teller. Teller
and [ were actually collaborators in this thing. And we
had been collaborating ever since, for most of the
decade.

And so we went with this, and we came up with a
good program. But what happened with Reagan, when
Reagan got shot, is that the Bush family interest took
over, heavily, and since that time we have not had a
good Presidency in any sense. We had Bill Clinton, who
was the only approximation of that, and he had prob-
lems of getting his own government into shape. He
never did get a full government, because his Vice Presi-
dent was a foul ball. And I worked with him closely on
some of these projects. And so I know what Bill Clinton
was capable of, and I understood what Reagan was ca-
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pable of. But that was a turning
point. And that was the turning
point that [ experienced.

And since that time, there
has been no good President, or
Presidential candidate of any
function in the United States.
And our issue now, is to define
what the requirements are of a
valid President of the United
States, which is not an offense
against the foundation of the
United States, from, shall we
say, the great leader from New
York (Alexander Hamilton).

And he founded this nation.
He actually pulled it together,
and got George Washington to
pull it together, too. And that’s
how we got a United States.
And we have been generally
drifting up and down ever since,
over the course of time.

But we can do it. We can do
it. We have better resources
than ever before. But only a few
of'us have them. Our job is to spread the knowledge that
we have, and to spread it to more people, to create a
unity of understanding among the people of the United
States and elsewhere.

Q: Hi, Lyn, how’s it going? We’ve been doing a lot
of work in Brooklyn on this Italian question, back to the
Italian standard we were discussing before. And quite
generally we’ve been working to push the Verdi tuning
more prevalently amongst a lot of the older Italian
opera singers.

In fact, one of these Italian opera singers we met
with earlier in the week, when briefed on our mobiliza-
tion around the Verdi tuning, was very moved; she
didn’t just respond to the fact that the Verdi tuning was
a better way of singing. But she got very moved be-
cause she knew that, “Ah, now you guys can do the Va
Pensiero. And I can help teach you the Va Pensiero.” So
she was moved on that level, that now we can actually
communicate the idea of the piece itself.

That same type of resonance around the music ques-
tion, around the Verdi tuning is similar to what we’re
getting in the response around the concert we’re doing
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The Italian standard: Giuseppe Verdi conducting
the Paris opera premier of Aida in 1880.

with the Messiah in Brooklyn,
from the business owners and
the people generally in the pop-
ulation. When we present it
from the standpoint that we are
going to use this, use the music
question, as a counter to the ho-
micides, the suicides, the police
shootings, the mass killings,
people are responding in a simi-
larly moving way.

And I just wanted to get
your feedback, on what the
effect this is going to have on
the population, generally?

The Italian Standard

LaRouche: Yes, I under-
stand. The point is the Italian
standard. Now I had been ex-
posed in Italy, and was a partici-
pant in a celebration in honor of
this work in Italy. And I was a
participant in the centenary, in
effect, of that period.

And the Italian standard, as
defined by that standard, is probably the highest level of
principled development of musical development,
known to me. If anything matches that, it’s not known
to me. And so Verdi is the standard for all good modern
music, as far as [ know. The perfections are great.

Now the next thing, you would have other things—
the Spanish thing is complicated, it’s a mess; the French
language is a mess to deal with in music: it’s too much
grunting and groaning involved there. And grunting
and groaning is not good for the musical mind.

And so what Verdi represented is the standard which
should be set,—by Verdi’s strict standards, as such, is
the standard for all good music known to me. If it’s
known to someone else, we’ll have to talk about that.
But Verdi’s standard, as I experienced it at the celebra-
tion of his achievements—he was then dead, of course;
and so, we went to his headquarters where he had lived;
it was still his headquarters. And we had a great assem-
bly among Italian musicians, and some Italian musi-
cians who were also functioning from the United States
and so forth. And we had this great event celebrating
the work of Verdi. And that standard is still the best.

After the Italian, you have some German work, in
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terms of poetry and
things like that which
are better. The French
language is a grunting
language, and it’s a
very bad language the
way it’s used. “Uhhnh,
eehhnnn, hmm.” Span-
ish similarly; Portu-
guese similarly. It does
not produce good
music. And there’s
some German music
which is good, but
Verdi is better. The Ital-
ian Verdi is much
better.  That’s my
knowledge.

Q: [follow-up] Just to follow up on that, what would
you say the overall impact is going to be on the popula-
tion, when we do more of this?

LaRouche: We’re going to do it. And you know
what we’re going to do? We’re going to take Manhat-
tan—you may be acquainted with that locality. But that
locality can be the proper place within the United States
as such, within Manhattan, within the United States and
bring in the Italian standard and the things that portend
to the edge of the Italian Classical standard. That’s the
way to go.

And my conviction is that if we do that effec-
tively,—and we do have some talent which can supply
the training of some other people, who have some
skills of their own talent now, and can acquire an im-
provement, copied on that talent,—we can actually
change not only the quality of music in the United
States and beyond, we can also create an improvement
of the minds of the musicians now. Because by doing
these things which are themselves beautiful and true,
you make people stronger. You make them richer, in
terms of what their lives mean to them and to the people
around them.

So the idea of the retuning of music—shut down all
this crap! Take the real standard required for competent
musical composition. Associate yourself with the best
people in terms of musicians, who could help to build
the team of a new musical school, which is founded on
the basis of, for example,—exemplary,—the Italian
school of Verdi, and that itself will make things much
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better. It’1l make it much better in Italy, too....

Why the Manhattan Project

Q: Hi Lyn, it’s A— here, in New York again. We
have, as everyone knows, a weekend of concerts
coming up, and the timing of this is no accident. The
crucial importance of it is obvious to us. I’ve been, this
past week, doing flyer distribution and talking to indi-
viduals about the Messiah, and I can’t help but con-
clude, that as confused and as concerned as people are,
the personal response I’m getting is that people wel-
come it and are open to attending. And I think we’re
going to have a very big turnout, at least from the Man-
hattan standpoint, and we still have another week of
talking to people and making these distributions.

And one of the things that’s kind of funny to me, not
so much in the distributions, but just in conversations
with people: we’re having a heat wave up here, and sev-
eral people have said to me—and I’m not kidding—
“Yes, it’s warm and that worries me.” [laughs] And so,
I said, “well, you know, we’re singing Handel’s
Messiah”—I1 can’t even get into the global warming
thing with them!—I tell them what we’re doing, and the
response has been very, very good.

This is not just from boomers, these are younger
people; I think the church that we’re using is unknown
to me, but very well known to people, and so, there is
something different that is radiating from them. And
you oftentimes wonder ifit’s you yourself that’s kind of
seeing this, but I don’t think this was there before. And
where we are with the silliness that people believe, and
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the insanity of the President, even though they won’t
talk about it, is something that’s affecting them. so
they’re drawn to something like the Messiah.

My question to you is, now, once we complete this,
I think we’re going to be in a very strong position to
catalyze people. And what is it that we should be look-
ing to do, to make sure that that happens, and we can
make Manhattan really grow?

LaRouche: Well, let’s go back; in October of last
year, I made a resolution to free the United States from
the local states within it. And my conception was to
look at what was focussed on Alexander Hamilton, and
to take the Hamiltonian principle, which is a very useful
one for all of these purposes, and to say, let us create,
again, something which is consistent with the intention
and the legacy of Classical musical composition. And
what we did is, we found we were able to influence mu-
sicians, some of them who are first-rate musicians, per-
formers, and others who are capable to be trained, to
join the company of musical performers.

The idea is that. And this would go largely to the
area of Manhattan and to certain areas around northern
New Jersey, which are that; and to some limited degree,
to Boston and so forth, there. So, my view has been that
we should go full speed for this kind of program, on
Classical music and related kinds of things. And with a
great emphasis on the Classical composition work.
That’s what we’ve been doing.

Now, we’ve only got motion on this because we are
bringing people together who are resolved to carry this
out. The leading group of people around this group, are
fully qualified for that talent. We have had experiments
in education,—absolutely qualified. We’ve had suc-
cesses. We simply need to get more perfection and more
breadth and more depth in new areas of musical work;
and people are coming to it. So this is particularly in the
Manbhattan region.

Now, my view has been that the idea of the United
States as being the ruling institution, I said, that’s crap!
I know the Southern states of the United States, and
most of them are crap. | know it; and many of them who
are intelligent, also know it. but they go along with the
local yokel stuff, and that local yokel commitment de-
stroys their ability to fulfill any mission that they want
to really get to. So therefore, my view is, we have Man-
hattan and the Manhattan area; and we have a spread
into certain areas in New England and certain other lo-
cations. We can take what we have there as potential,
serious potential, work on that, and spread that from
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that region, into the rest of the United States.

But the idea of the local yokel in the states is stupid.
It doesn’t work! It’s wrong! You don’t develop geniuses
by training them to be fools. And that’s the point. And
so, what we’ve got in the Manhattan area, with a certain
group around the northern parts of New Jersey, and you
know what those regions are; and Brooklyn, of course,
is always included in there; and we find that we have, in
Manhattan and in the adjoining area there,—we have
the potential of creating a choral organization, or a nest
of choral organizations, which can bring a new spirit to
the United States, through this vicinity. And we know
you can’t do the job efficiently, if you go at it in some
other territories. You have to go in and colonize, these
other states, and bring them to the reality of the purpose
of their life.

Unite the Nations

Q: Hello, Lyn! I wanted to attempt a question re-
garding the impact of the Manhattan Project into the
other parts of the nation. And from the standpoint, after
a series of meetings with farmers and ag producers in
Iowa and Illinois, last week, and the week before in
Kansas and Missouri with cattlemen, what I’ve come to
understand, as many people know, is that the state of the
agriculture producers, is probably worse now than it
was in the 1970s.

Cattle prices have dropped 51%; in 1973, the price
of corn was $3.75 a bushel, and the price of good farm-
land was $700 [an acre]. Today, the average price of
good farmland is $12,000-$15,000 an acre and the price
of corn is—$§3.75 a bushel.

So what you can see, is there’s been a massive lever-
aging, and it’s all coming from the Wall Street process,
to the point where, now, the majority of the livestock
produced in these areas, is under contracts with big
packing plants which are all connected to the Wall
Street banks. So in effect, what you’ve done is, you’ve
moved the independent, owner-operator farm, into a
process where the farmer’s building buildings, provid-
ing the land, supporting the debt, and now he gets a fee,
to work on his farm for a big packing plant of some
kind; to raise crops for them, or livestock.

What that’s done is that’s brought into the under-
standing of almost everybody in agriculture, that this
situation cannot continue. And what you see is, you see
the most advanced technology, things that you would
just think were only done by the rover on Mars, in terms
of technology, is being used by the average high-tech
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farmer today, in putting in his crops
with the GPS modern technology. So
it’s very productive and very effi-
cient—except they’re becoming
slaves to a financial system.

Now, as a counter to that, the
Manhattan Project has influenced
some people, farmers in certain areas;
and in one case, farmers who were
facing a situation where their local
church was going to be knocked
down, and they fought that. Their an-
cestors came from Germany; they
fought to keep it, and a couple farm-
ers, after being connected with your
type of thinking and the Manhattan
Project and Classical music, set in
motion to have Classical concerts in
the church—which had never hap-
pened before, since it was erected.

And what happened is, the one
farmer commented, he said, “I never saw so many
grown men pull their hankies out” [pause] “and wipe
tears out of their eyes.”

I would like you to comment on that, in terms of the
Manhattan Project’s effect on the nation.

LaRouche: This is obvious, absolutely obvious.
This is the course that we must take, there’s no other
course that’s going to work. Agriculture, everything,
the whole thing is one thing. All you have to do is say,
“What did we lose? What was destroyed that we had, in
terms of earlier generations and earlier decades of the
population?” And when you look at that, and you look
at what [ saw while [ was part of the Reagan Adminis-
tration, in that period, there’s been a general trend of
degeneration, of the opportunities and resources, of the
people of the United States.

We have to eliminate that discrepancy between the
two values, and go beyond that in terms of progress,
directly. We can do that and we must do that, and we
must not accept anything /less than that direction of
achievement. It has to happen fast, it has to happen now,
it’s necessary to bring the nations in general, like the
nations of Asia, like China, like India, like other nations
in other parts of the world; in Africa, in other parts of
that world; in South America, to bring South America
and Central America and bring them back into a pro-
ductive role of mankind.

We must do that on a global scale. We must bring
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Stacks of grain in the Kansas wheat belt—unable to move due to the collapse of the
U.S. transportation grid.

those nations together for unification, of realizing, that
is actually realizing, physically realizing, the recon-
struction of the productive powers of labor, and of the
human mind: That has to be done! That is a mission
which we must never abandon. And we must keep
going, once we’ve gotten to that point.

Q: Mr. LaRouche, good afternoon. R— from
Brooklyn. In the past, you’ve talked about the Galactic
coordinates; I’ve found in talking to people, various
persons, college graduates, that global warming is not
happening; that the education is so bad that I have to
explain the Galactic coordinates. What do you think
about this?

We Have a Mission to Perform

LaRouche: Well, of course, this is obvious. The
point is, since the beginning of, well, shall we say, the
Reagan Administration, the first part of the Reagan Ad-
ministration, before the Bush family really got moved
in there, there’s been a consistent degeneration. See, the
last time we had an achievement was when [ won a vic-
tory, in Manhattan, at the beginning, in 1971, and we
won then on that case, and we’ve been losing ever since.
And when I came into the Presidency, under the Presi-
dency of Ronald Reagan, it was a part of a middle area,
when we still had the potential, at that point, of getting
progress again.
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But when Reagan was actually almost
killed by an asscoiate of the Bush family, the
trend has been downward ever since. And the
rate of downwardness has tended to be pre-
dominantly an increasing rate of stupidity, the
destruction of ideas.

So therefore, once we take that into ac-
count, we have a mission to perform. It’s a
mission which mankind demands for the sake
of mankind as such. We cannot accept any-
thing less. And it is achievable! It is an achiev-
able event!

Q: [follow-up] I take it that if the Manhat-
tan project is successful, we will have an |
effect on the educational system?

LaRouche: Absolutely. That’s the only
answer. That’s the only possibility.

Q: Mr. LaRouche, it’s W— from the Bronx. I just
wanted to know, what do you think about Trump and a
lot of his influence here in New York City?

LaRouche: I think a Trump is an insult against ele-
phants. He’s a kind of animal we don’t want, a Trump.
And a Trump is also a piece of folly, even in the gam-
bling business.

Now, I hope that makes your day sweeter.

Q: [follow-up] Yes, thank you. Thank you. A lot of
my friends seem to like him, and I don’t understand
them.

Speed: Wow—well, we all have friends like that.
The ones we need to “unfriend!” [laughter]

Q: Or uplift!

LaRouche: How are you, young man?

Speed: Well,  have a story for you. There is a recent
movie made, and there is an earlier documentary, about
the August 1974 walk between the two towers of the
World Trade Center. There was a Frenchman, 24 years
old, who one night, with a team, put a wire up between
the two Towers; and he walked for 45 minutes between
the two Towers. Except, when the police went to appre-
hend him—and there is documentary footage of the
actual policeman speaking in 1974,—he said, “well, he
wasn’t really walking. The only thing that you can say
is that he was dancing.”

Now, when this was said at the time, when I saw it, I
just thought, well, there was somehow an athletic
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Philippe Petit walks across a tightrope suspended between the World Trade
Center’s Twin Towers in August 1974.

achievement. No! Because the wire-walker explained, in
a brief discussion, he said, “No, well, there’s a technical
name for this, it’s called a catenary, but let me just tell
you what I did.” And so he goes on and never says more.

But he had learned the technique—he was not a
member of a circus. He had studied various circuses,
and he also was a bit of an artist himself; he did a lot of
drawings of a lot of different constructions. But I only
bring this up because of what you were saying earlier
about the rope dance, and the fact that there are people
who knew this, and that this is something that is known
and is a physical knowledge that people have. I thought
I would just tell you that.

We’re looking for the gentleman who did it; he hap-
pens to live in New York City these days, to see what he
might have to say about all this.

So I just wanted to tell you that story.

I guess, if there are no other questions, we have a
choral rehearsal and other things we have to do this eve-
ning. So Lyn, I’d like you to give us some final remarks
and we’ll get to work.

LaRouche: OK, that’s a good idea! Well, I think I
have done my speaking on this question today. And I
think it’s something which, by its nature, is something
which demands a continuity of realization. And so, I
hope what we’ve done so far in terms of this particular
session, will be something which will lead to a profitable
benefit for the people who were involved in this work.

Speed: OK! Well, thank you. So on behalf of every-
body here: Thank you very much, Lyn. Let’s let Lyn
know we appreciate what he just did for us. [applause]
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