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address to a LaRouche PAC webcast from Washington, D.C. 

on March 7, 2007. He was introduced by Lawrence Freeman, 

and the subsequent open discussion was moderated by 

LaRouche’s East Coast spokeswoman, Debra Freeman. 

(Subheads have been added.) 

Lawrence Freeman: Good afternoon ladies and gentle- 

men. We’d like to welcome you to this international webcast 

event, featuring physical economist and international states- 

man Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. We'd like to welcome the 

audience here in Washington, D.C., that managed to make it 

through the snow on the way to this event. And by way of 

introduction, I'll simply tell you that Mr. Al Gore is not very 

happy with Mr. LaRouche. And I will leave it to Mr. 

LaRouche to fill you in, as to why that’s the case. 

LaRouche: Thank you. You have perhaps noted that 

global warming has struck Washington, hard. Since Gore be- 

gan talking about this nonsense, the weather has gone cold all 

over North America: We’ve had record storms in the Mid- 

west; we have arecord low temperature right now at Washing- 

ton, D.C., for this time of year. So, everything seems to be 

saying, God seems to saying, “Gore is wrong!” 

And he is wrong. But he’s professional about it. He’s 

professional about it. 

Now, to situate the current situation—Gore’s only a minor 

part of it—we’re now gripped by the greatest financial col- 

lapse globally in modern world history. It’s under way. It’s 

like a landslide. It’s coming on: It’s started; it’s not going 

to stop. 

Now, these are not mechanical events. You can not predict 

a date of a depression generally, and this is worse than a 

depression; this is a breakdown crisis. Because there are many 

factors of human will which can intervene to change the date. 

But the condition under which a breakdown will occur, can 

be foreseen in a certain approximate time frame. We have 

now entered the time frame, where a general breakdown of 

the world financial-economic system is now inevitable. 

That does not mean the situation’s hopeless. It does mean 

that the situation’s hopeless, unless, certain measures are 

taken to prevent the breakdown from continuing. 

Now, the solution is to reorganize the planet, because we 

have a situation in which the entire international financial- 

12 Feature 

monetary system is hopelessly bankrupt. There are, really, no 

independent banks left in the United States, for example, and 

a similar situation exists in Europe. The banking system of 

every part of the world, especially Europe and the Americas, 

is bankrupt. 

Now, abankruptcy is an interesting phenomenon, because 

at any point, under natural law, a government can declare its 

financial system to be bankrupt, and under law put the system 

into receivership for management. You can say, that foreclo- 

sures will not occur; that payments on pensions will continue, 

things of that sort; that credit will be available from the gov- 

ernment for needed purposes, to keep the economy function- 

ing, and for other purposes. So the bankruptcy of a financial 

system is not in itself an inevitable catastrophe. It may be a 

catastrophe for some of the bankers. But it’s not necessarily 

a catastrophe for a nation: If the nation uses the sovereign 

powers of government, to deal with the problem, the worst 

effects of a bankruptcy can be averted, and time can be given 

for reconstruction to build back a self-sufficient economy all 

over again. 

The Queen and the Cayman Islands 
Right now, the amount of indebtedness outstanding is 

greater than ever could be repaid, so the system is hopelessly 

bankrupt. There is no independent bank in the United States. 

What's happened: Well, the Queen of England is controlling 

the world financial system, because the biggest factor in inter- 

national affairs involves hedge funds and similar kinds of 

things which are controlled from a set of islands in the Carib- 

bean, where the cayman crocodiles are out there, to eat you. 

And this island, which is wholly owned by the Queen of 

England, is the world headquarters for the financial specula- 

tion which is going worldwide: the Cayman Islands. There 

are a few other islands which also function similarly, includ- 

ing the Isle of Man in England. The key banking institution 

of record in this is the Bank of Scotland and Halifax, which 

is the British royal family’s personal, favorite bank. 

But the British monarchy controls the world financial 

banking system. The U.S. banks, including your major banks 

in the United States, are now in a subsidiary situation relative 

to this crisis. It is the Cayman Islands and similar kinds of 

institutions associated with hedge funds, which are control- 

ling the international monetary-financial system. There’s no 
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possible way, that you could have a bankruptcy now, without 

a general collapse of the world economy as well as the United 

States banking system: except, that the government inter- 

venes, to take precautionary actions, to put the system into 

receivership for reorganization, and that is the only way that 

we can get through this. 

Now what we’re going to have to do, is the following: This 

means we’re going to have to replace the current President of 

the United States. We're going to have send the Vice President 

to places where he belongs. Mr. Libby may have suggestions 

on that point. To have a President, because our system does 

not function without a President, and we don’t have a func- 

tional President on the premises. We have a dummy—worse 

than a dummy, a mean-spirited dummy, who has no compre- 

hension of anything. And therefore, we require Presidential 

action, with the support of the Congress, to take the measures 

which are protectionist measures to save the American Sys- 
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“The Anglo-Dutch 

Liberal crowd is 
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trade. Her consort, 
Prince Philip, once 

expressed the wish to 

be reincarnated as a 
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world’s population. Al 
Gore (left) is of a 
similar mind. 

Richard Gifford 

tem itself from a disintegration process, which is already 

under way. I'll explain what this phenomenon is, in due 

course, but first give you the outline of what we’re up against. 

The Greenspan Bubble 
What's happened, essentially, is that in 1987, in October 

of 1987, the United States experienced a depression, a Wall 

Street depression, parallel, exactly, to October-November 

1929. At that point, the head of the Federal Reserve System 

was being replaced by Alan Greenspan, who was nominated 

to come in. Alan Greenspan said, “Hold everything, until I 

get in there. I’m going to fix it.” What Greenspan did, was to 

create what is really an illegal form of money, through the 

Federal Reserve System, through credit, and used things like 

Fannie Mae, mortgages and mortgage-based securities, and 

things like that, to finance inflationary financing of the U.S. 

and world economy. This was followed up by the exploitation 

If the cayman crocodile 
doesn’t eat you, the 

financial speculators on 
the Islands will. 
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of the collapse of the Soviet system, where the British and the 

United States together connived, and looted Eastern Europe 

and the Soviet Union for some years. This helped to stave off 

the depression. 

The mortgage bubble buildup in the United States, to- 

gether with what’s called the Y2K bubble—that is, the so- 

called “fix the computer systems” by investing in the com- 

puter market—in 1999-2000 this thing came to an end. It was 

no longer going to to work. But they kept it going. What they 

came into, was phony types of mortgages, which became the 

subprime mortgage market: That is, people were investing in 

taking loans out, mortgages out, for acquisition of properties 

when they had essentially no equity in the property. 

So, this was piled on as a new mortgage influx, to sustain 

the system. The Y2K bubble had collapsed in the Spring of 

2000. The mortgage bubble built up on the basis of conven- 

tional mortgages from Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac and so 

forth, this had reached a point of virtual saturation, relative to 

the requirements of the economy to keep it going. So, various 

things were added, the subprime market—then they went into 

the wildest of all gambling, which is the hedge fund type of 

gambling, which is actually a way of moving in, grabbing 

assets, looting the assets, destroying the company you take 

over, and moving on to the next one. The amount of debt that 

is built up in the system, is so great, there’s no scheduling 

of repayment of the debt which could get us safely out of 

bankruptcy, global bankruptcy. 

Under these conditions, you have a hopelessly bankrupt 

system, which is based largely on the Japanese yen, the over- 

night borrowing of the yen and similar kinds of things, which 

are used to feed the banks—but not the regular banks here, 
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not the regular banks of the world, but to feed special banking 

institutions which are engaged in this wild-eyed speculation. 

And it all goes through the Queen of England’s own nest, 

centered on the Cayman Islands, which is the real command 

headquarters of international finance today. This is ready to 

blow. And the breakdown of the subprime mortgage market, 

which is the front end of the capitulation of the entire mort- 

gage bubble in the United States: Imagine a collapse of mort- 

gage values, or titles, from $700,000 to $200,000 and less. 

That’s the kind of situation which is building up, not far from 

here in Northern Virginia, as in Loudoun County; building 

up elsewhere. We're at the end of the game. 

We’re Coming to the End of the Road 
Now, look at the Gore problem in that connection. 

Where's the Congress? The Congress is engaged in two great 

swindles. Swindle #1, biofuels. There’s no possible way that 

this biofuels swindle could work. Because what the system 

requires—it consumes, actually, in raw, caloric terms, the 

production of this fuel produces less fuel in terms of power, 

than it consumes. In other words, there’s no net gain from so- 

called biofuels. It’s also an idiotic thing to do, because what 

biofuels means is reducing food! It means going into corn 

production for fuels, at a loss; that is, you get less power out 

of the fuel than you put into making it! This would mean 

destruction of the landscape, destruction of the entire econ- 

omy, mass starvation around the world. It would destroy 

whole areas of food producing. Idiocy! 

Then they come up with another thing, which Gore came 

up with—and this tells you something about the character of 

government these days: In 2001, we began to go into a world 
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war. We got into the war, because the President of the United 

States lied. The Vice President of the United States lied. The 

Prime Minister of the United Kingdom lied. The United King- 

dom’s Prime Minister lied by causing the death of [David] 

Kelly, who had exposed the fraud of his lies—in order to get 

the lies through, and protect the lies, Kelly died. Joe Wilson 

was sacrificed here, for similar reasons: to cover up the lie, 

that the President had made—had lied! The Vice President 

had lied. Others had lied. 

But above all, Blair, Tony Blair, the Prime Minister of the 

United Kingdom, had lied. 

So, we’re now in a maelstrom mess, in Southwest Asia, 

and elsewhere. We're losing the U.S. military. We still have 

naval forces and we still have an aircraft capability, but in 

terms of ground forces, we’re losing it. We’re losing the U.S. 

Army, we’re losing the Marines and so forth. The scandal 

about Walter Reed Hospital, the lack of care for veterans 

returning from the combat in Southwest Asia, is typical. We 

are destroying the U.S. military. We are destroying the U.S. 

economy. The only part of the economy that’s working sig- 

nificantly, is that which is being used to loot the U.S. govern- 

ment for the military production and operations, which are 

done under a civilian heading, rather than a military heading. 

We’re coming to the end of the road. There is no growth. 

Every part of Western and Central Europe is collapsing. The 

United Kingdom’s basic economy is collapsing. The U.S. 

internal economy is physically collapsing. And you have this 

kind of situation: We have a global depression. But worse 

than a depression, because this means it’s a breakdown crisis. 

It doesn’t mean that you go for a period of unemployment and 

so forth. This means a genuine breakdown crisis, from which 

civilization would not spontaneously recover. 

Where the Solution Lies 
Now, there’s a solution for this: The solution lies in the 

use of great political power. That doesn’t mean dictatorship, 

it means a cooperation of groups of nations which represent 

great power. There are four such nations on this planet. One 

is still the United States, and the United States is key to orches- 

trating any remedy for the collapsing financial system, be- 

cause we have the technology, built into our Constitution, for 

dealing with a crisis like this. It’s worse than Roosevelt faced, 

but the same approach will work. 

We have Russia, a major nation. China, with over 1.3 

billion people, is a major nation. India with over 1 billion 

people is a major nation. If these four nations agree to support, 

in concert, a remedial action for the state of the world econ- 

omy, and the state of world peace, it will happen. Because 

with that array of power, other nations will join that combina- 

tion, and we will have a combination for recovery of the 

world’s economy. 

You have, for example, a mood in India: India wishes 

to have a large-scale development of thorium-based nuclear 

reactors, to provide what is needed for India. China is moving 
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in that direction. Russia is moving in that direction. France is 

thinking of moving in that direction. Italy is thinking of mov- 

ing in that direction. Poland is thinking about getting into 

nuclear power now, and so forth and so on. Because, without 

nuclear fission power, there’s no possibility of survival of 

civilization. 

Take the case of southern India, for example: typical prob- 

lem. Southern India is depleted of water—a whole group of 

combinations in the post-war period helped to create this situ- 

ation. Actually, the average temperature in southern India has 

risen significantly, as a result of the cutting down of the trees, 

which are used for fuel for cooking. Also, the southern part 

of India is in dire straits because of a lack of water. It has been 

drawing on fossil water reserves, in large degree, and the 

fossil water reserves are not being replaced. Now therefore, 

if you have—and India has a large stock of thorium—if you 

have the thorium high-temperature gas-cooled reactor model, 

in orders from 100 MW to 900 MW, you can in India, be- 

speckle the landscape with nuclear power, in order to do desal- 

ination, on a large scale. And nuclear power is the only effi- 

cient method of desalination. At a lower energy-flux-density, 

you can not efficiently, economically, desalinate on a large 

scale. 

China is going to have to do the same thing. Around the 

world, we have a freshwater shortage, especially for human 

consumption and related consumption. For example, the 

Ogallala Aquifer in the Western United States is subsiding, 

sinking. Whole sections of the country that used to be prosper- 

ous, in terms of food production, are now dead, becoming 

arid, becoming deserts. We can, with nuclear power, we can 

economically increase the supply of freshwater, through de- 

salination. We can also, by the same methods, we can produce 

synthetic fuels, from water, through nuclear power, which are 

called hydrogen-based fuels. Hydrogen-based fuels are the 

most efficient chemical fuels in existences. We can use them, 

produce them regionally and locally. We donot have to import 

oil; we do not have to use inferior methods of production. 

So, that’s a major industry. We also have a raw materials 

management problem. We have sufficient raw material assets 

on this planet available to us, to meet human requirements, 

for an expanding population. But! We must manage this. This 

requires the development of what we call an isotope economy. 

Which means moving toward controlled thermonuclear fu- 

sion as a source of management of these mineral resources. 

And it’s not just a matter of quantity; we could get the 

quantity—the oceans are full of minerals; the greatest amount 

of the mineral resources of the planet are located in the oceans. 

But that’s not the most efficient place to get them from. And 

therefore, we must think about the cost, the relative physical 

cost, of maintaining supplies of needed raw materials. And 

we’re at the point where we could synthesize isotopes of a 

type that otherwise do not exist freely in nature, of the type 

we require. As a matter of fact, already one of the biggest by 

products of fission products, is the development of isotopes 
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India is depleted of water, a crucial factor in keeping its 
population in misery. Here, slum-dwellers do their washing in 

what little water they can find. The solution is ready at hand: 
nuclear desalination! 

which are used in medicine. 

So, these are the kinds of things we have to do. 

We move in that direction. We move away from a post- 

industrial society, back to an agricultural and industrial soci- 

ety. We move into building large-scale infrastructure, to 

transform the land areas of the world, into fruitful ones. We 

have, for example, in this area around Washington, you have 

whole parts of the United States that used to be agricultural 

areas, that used to be industrial areas: like the Midwest, like 

the states of Michigan, Ohio, Indiana. These states are now 

becoming destitute. They used to be the prime source of ag- 

ricultural production and industrial production. 

What happens? The people move away. Whole parts of 

the nation, the Western states and so forth, are becoming 

desert areas, in terms of economy. 

So therefore, we have to rebuild the national economy. 

And we have to cooperate with other nations of the world, in 
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building a system, a treaty system to create a new monetary 

system in order to organize credit over a 50-year period to 

come, which will meet these objectives. 

Insanity of the Baby Boomers 
That’s the only realistic answer. The other things that 

you're getting, like the Gore thing—why is Gore’s policy 

tolerated in maybe one-third or more of the members of this 

Congress, right now? Why? It’s a form of insanity. But it’s a 

form of insanity which is a mark of the times, it’s a mark of 

the culture. You had, in the course of the 1980s and 1990s, 

the leadership of our economy which was dominated into that 

period by people of my generation. Those people went out of 

the economy. They died out, they retired, they lost skills, went 

out of production. And gradually, the key positions of power 

were occupied by people in the Baby-Boomer class. 

Now, “Baby Boomer” is not an age-group. A Baby 

Boomer is characteristic of a certain age-group, but a certain 

membership in that age-group. And that is, the so-called 

“white-collar class”: the people who were born, usually into 

white-collar-oriented culture, between 1945 and 1956, be- 

tween the end of World War II and the 1957 Recession, which 

came as a shock. And the 1957 Recession, which came ’57 

through 61 and so forth, was a cultural shock, for that entire 

generation. 

And this is the generation with the white-collar mentality. 

If you went back to the 1950s and you would look at things 

like Dr. Spock (the book, that is): how to raise a baby, how to 

turn a baby into a monster. And you had the white-collar 

syndrome. Look at the books of the time, The Organization 

Man, White Collar, and so forth—these books, social studies 

on the cultural changes that were occurring in the minds of a 

whole section of little kiddies, of that period. These little 

kiddies became the 68er generation. They were the ones who 

went to the leading colleges, to the best opportunities on the 

universities—and what did they do? They took their clothes 

off, they had strange sex with animals and things like that, or 

whatever it was they did to amuse themselves; as one thing 

after another became boring, “try another one”! I think several 

sexes were invented during this period of time! 

So this generation was actually comparable, because of 

the way it was influenced, by calculation, in Western and 

Central Europe, and in the United States, and to some degree 

South and Central America, they were conditioned to be a 

replica of what was done under the Cult of Dionysus, in an- 

cient Greek civilization, which is the source of sophistry: 

Destroy the society, destroy the culture, destroy the cities. As 

a matter of fact, in the 1966-68 period, you had professors 

who specialized in this aspect of history, who were organizing 

the most radical so-called “left” of that period, which actually 

was the most “right” of that period, also—these were the 

terrorist generation—and organizing them around the idea of 

terrorism, on the doctrine of the ancient Cult of Dionysus. For 

example, you had people organized around the Gaea cult. The 
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Gaea cult is the mother-version of the Dionysian cult. And we 

had a whole generation of our people, systemically, through 

television, through mass media, through educational pro- 

grams, who were conditioned to become a special generation 

which has no compassion—these are not the blue-collar pop- 

ulation, but the white-collar—no compassion for their ante- 

cedents, and no compassion for their descendants. Absolutely 

unique in U.S. history, in European cultural history. 

Every generation, prior to that, took pride in the sacrifice 

or other things they did, for the sake of their children’s and 

grandchildren’s betterment. Every generation thought of the 

care for its parents’ generation. Every generation thought of 

two generations back—typical were the American immi- 

grants, who came from Italy or other places, who came to the 

United States, as poor immigrants; got off the boat, went into 

places like Brooklyn, which were the receiving areas for these 

great influxes through Ellis Island; and within two genera- 

tions, people who had come into the United States as poor 

people, were doctors, scientists, and so forth, of that genera- 

tion. The American ideal of the melting pot, was not simply 

the melting pot idea, it was the idea that you bring people in, 

they come into the United States, seeking opportunity; they 

work their way up, they sacrifice for their children, their 

grandchildren; their grandchildren are usually their pride. 

And their pride, the fact that they’d made these sacrifices, in 

their personal life, in order to ensure that they produced a 

generation which would achieve, two generations ahead. 

This was the American ideal. This was the American ideal 

from the time my first ancestors came to this country, in the 

second quarter of the 17th Century. From that point on, always 

the idea was to build a nation, and to build the people in it: to 

increase the freedom, the skill, the power of the individual in 

society. To give meaning to life today, because of the future 

that you're bringing forth by raising children and grand- 

children and whatnot, and the changes you’re making. 

Paradigm-Shift After FDR’s Death 
So what happened was, in the post-war period, people 

who hated Franklin Roosevelt, who took over the country, by 

and large, almost on the moment of his death, joined up with 

Churchill and said, “We’re not going to let the world be run by 

the United States. We’re not going to let Franklin Roosevelt's 

ideal for the post-war period be realized. We’re going to not 

decolonize!” And they didn’t decolonize! The Japanese sol- 

diers who had been put into internment camps in Vietnam, 

were taken out of the prison camps and given their weapons 

back by the British—to recolonize Indo-China! And the Neth- 

erlands Indies: A freedom movement existed and established 

itself by resistance against the Japanese during that period. 

The Dutch, the Anglo-Dutch moved in, with U.S. backing, to 

conduct a long war of suppression and denial of freedom, to 

a group of people who had already had their freedom! 

This is the same thing around the world: Where the prom- 

ise had been, with Roosevelt, to free the people of the world, 
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to create a community of nations, which would cooperate with 

one another, for the common interest of freedom, but also to 

preserve the culture of those nations! And to keep the power 

and control over the culture of those nations within the people 

of that culture! That was Roosevelt’s commitment, in places, 

for example as in Morocco, where he confronted Churchill 

on this question. 

So what happened? The Churchill crowd, and what he 

represented in Britain, together with the scoundrels in the 

United States, when Roosevelt died, what did they do? They 

told Truman about the nuclear weapons. Roosevelt had not 

told Truman, the Vice President, about the nuclear weapons— 

at that time, the President didn’t tell the Vice President such 

things. He was just sitting there and waiting. So, what Church- 

ill insisted upon, with the advice of Lord Russell, Bertrand 

Russell, was to use the weapons—nuclear weapons, we had 

only two, they were both prototypes; one was a uranium proto- 

type, the other was a plutonium prototype: two weapons. We 

dropped the only two nuclear weapons we had—or were to 

have for some time to come—on two civilian populations: 

Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The purpose of that, was to inform 

the world, that the Anglo-Americans were going to use nu- 

clear weapons to intimidate the world, as Russell himself 

said publicly, to intimidate the world into accepting world 

government. To eliminate the nation-state as an institution 

and establish a system of world government. 

A World Empire 
Now the intention to do that, in a different way, exists 

today, centered in the United Kingdom, and in people inside 

the United States and elsewhere, who share that kind of men- 

tality. The intention is to eliminate the idea of the nation-state 

on this planet, and if nation-states were allowed, they will be 

simply administrative units, under world government: called 

globalization. To destroy the power of production in presently 

industrialized nations, and to move industry and disperse it 

through former colonial nations, underdeveloped nations, of 

poor people, as we see oppressed now. 

The intention is, to destroy what the United States repre- 

sented. To establish a kind of world empire, which in some 

features resembles what the medieval period was, when you 

had Venetian bankers and Norman Crusaders, with their little 

killing operations running the world, to return to that kind of 

system. This is what, explicitly, George Shultz proposes! This 

is explicitly what Felix Rohatyn proposes! This is explicitly 

what Cheney proposed, when he was Secretary of Defense, 

and what he’s proposed, and implemented as Vice President 

of the United States. This is the policy! 

And, sitting in London, are the people who are behind 

the Cayman Islands operation—which is the center of world 

economy, today, which is about to blow up!—there’s the 

problem. Whereas, if those nations which believe that every 

people has a right to sovereignty of its nation, true sover- 

eignty, and it’s cooperation among sovereign nation-states 
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that must run the planet, not some power, not some super- 

power, then we have a chance. If you have the United States, 

Russia, China, and India agree on that, despite whatever dif- 

ferences they have on other questions, if they agree on that, 

we can unite the world to stop this nonsense. It’s our only 

chance at this point. And we are running out of time. 

The Purpose Is To Destroy the United States 
Now, what Gore represents is simply that. 

Look, as I said, look what happened, in this thing in South- 

west Asia. Why are we in a war, a continuing war in Southwest 

Asia? Why did somebody want to do that, and why’d they 

keep doing it? We’ve got two aspects to it: Number 1: Be- 

cause, the purpose was, among other things, to destroy the 

United States. See, the United States was, even at that point, 

a great power. In terms of aerial, military power, its other, 

naval power, we were the tops in the world. But! You couldn’t 

destroy the United States from outside at that point—but you 

could destroy it from inside. And we were being destroyed 

from inside: That was the mission of George W. Bush. How 

do you destroy us from the inside? Get us involved, as we 

were involved in the 1960s. How were we destroyed in the 

1960s? Well, they killed Kennedy. And that was not by some 

guy called Oswald. Kennedy had become a pain, a threat to 

many people in the Anglo-American Establishment, and he 

was eliminated. That simple. 

Everybody was terrified. 

Because he was killed, we went ahead with the Vietnam, 

Indo-China War, which he was going to pull us out of. What 

did it do, the war, from 1964, the end of ’64 through *727 It 

destroyed the United States to a large degree, internally. It 

coincided with the 68er eruption, and those considerations 

destroyed the United States, as it had been. 

On that basis, the banking system, the international bank- 

ing system, the fixed-exchanged-rate system, collapsed. With 

some help from London, through George Shultz, collapsed. 

We were destroyed from the inside! 

We were sent into a ruinous war! The same way that 

ancient Greece, ancient Athens was destroyed by going into 

wars it shouldn’t have gone into! Committing crimes against 

the people of the island of Melos, and other crimes. And you 

had the Peloponnesian War, which destroyed Greek civiliza- 

tion as a power—forever! since that time. 

That’s how you do it. Get your victim into a war, in which 

he ruins himself—and then move in on him. What’s happen- 

ing to us? We went into a war in Southwest Asia, which we 

had no business getting into. There was no reason fo do that; 

there was no problem that required military action by the 

United States. It required cleverness, it required diplomacy. 

It required resolution, imagination. But war was not the solu- 

tion. There were many things we could have done to deal with 

the situation. But that was not a situation which required war. 

We were brought into a war, where there were no grounds 

for war! The grounds were what? Regime change! Saddam 
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Hussein never had superweapons, in this period, none! The 

idea he did was a lie! The President of the United States 

lied! The Vice President of the United States lied! The Prime 

Minister of Great Britain was the biggest liar of them all. 

We went into a war which ruined the United States, by 

being drawn into a protracted war which has cost us billions. 

Not millions, but billions; not hundreds of millions, but bil- 

lions. It’s bleeding the United States to death. It is destroying 

the U.S. military on the ground. It’s a crime against humanity. 

We were induced to do it, to destroy ourselves! By what? By 

agents. What agents? Agents of Blair. And agents, who are 

our President and Vice President and their accomplices. 

Who else helped to do it? Well, the members of the Con- 

gress, the members of the Senate. The members of the Senate 

were Baby Boomers. And they knew this was a lie! They 

could smell it being a lie! They refused to challenge it! They 

authorized what had never been authorized before in U.S. 

Constitutional history, and let Bush have the handle on start- 

ing a war—actually Cheney. The lack of guts, the lack of 

integrity, on the part of the members of the Democratic and 

Republican parties in the Senate, made possible the means 

by which we as a nation were being destroyed—jfrom the 

inside!—Dby protracted foreign wars. And anyone who’s stud- 

ied military history knows this: The way to destroy your en- 

emy, is to get him involved in a useless war, a protracted war! 

And then, he will destroy himself. 

But who is the victim in this case? The United States. 

Who is the intended victor? The United Kingdom. The Anglo- 

Dutch Liberal crowd: Which is precisely what Al Gore works 

for, and has always worked for. 

Blood and Gore 
I’ve read his proposals, Gore’s proposals from this crazy 

book he wrote. The thing is clinically insane. The only thing 

that takes away from the aura of clinical insanity, is lying. 

But if you take Gore’s lies and his clinical insanity together, 

you’ ve got the whole package. There’s nothing he says, in his 

principal theses in that book, which is true. Everything he 

says, in his principal theses, is a lie. 

The way this thing was set into motion—it was not set 

into motion from the United States. Gore is not a creature of 

the United States: He’s a representative of a firm called 

“Blood and Gore”—actually that’s the name of the firm! That 

is his firm! His firm is a British firm. controlled by the British 

monarchy, and tied to the people who run the operation out 

of the Cayman Islands. Which is being run through the Bank 

of Scotland and Halifax, and similar kinds of institutions. 

The Problem of Sophistry 
So, you have the world’s great financial bubble, the fi- 

nancial derivatives bubble, the thing that is ruining and loot- 

ing all the banks in the United States, everything, being run 

chiefly, through the Queen of England’s authority, through 

her tributory, the Cayman Islands. And probably 60-70% of 
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the banking interests of the United States is being run through 

that thing. That’s what Gore is working for! He’s sort of the 

Aaron Burr—sort of lame-brained Aaron Burr—of our time. 

He’s a traitor! In effect, he’s a traitor. 

But the thing is, what’s wrong with our people? What’s 

wrong with our members of the Senate, our members of the 

House of Representatives, that that they can’t see this? We're 

being betrayed! We're being sold out! We're being doomed. 

And these idiots can’t see it? 

Why can’t they see it? Because they’re Baby Boomers. 

See, the morality in every culture, whatever its morality, 

is adevotion of the living person, who has a sense of humanity 

to two things: to those who came before them, and those who 

will come after them. This is especially in the family itself, 

the parents, the children, the grandchildren. This is the ele- 

mentary basis of morality in society. Your purpose in life is 

what you're doing with your life. And you think in terms of 

fulfilling a promise to your ancestors and fulfilling a promise 

to your descendants. That’s the simple basis of humanity. It’s 

what defines the human individual as immortal: that we live, 

we die in the flesh; but the means of our existence, the reason 

for our existence, exists in our devotion to those who came 

before us, and devotion to those who come after us. 

What happened is, with the influence of sophistry, which 

was introduced in the generation born between 1945 and 

1956, in the United States, that particular generation which 

became the campus-based Baby-Boomer generation of Eu- 

rope and the United States in the 1960s, that generation has 

lost, through sophistry, the connection to a sense of moral 

responsibility to ancestor and for descendants. I mean, why 
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should a soldier die, in battle, for his nation—unless he’s just 

a killer—unless he sees an immortal purpose in the risk he’s 

taking? Saying, that “If I die, my mission will be fulfilled.” 

And the mission of life, is what morality is. 

And the problem is, our people in the Congress do not 

have that strength—oh, some do. But by and large, at least 

one-third of the members of Congress do not have that. Re- 

publicans, Democrats alike, it’s the same thing. Expressed in 

different ways, it doesn’t mean much. Some people have a 

sense of morality, and some don’t. 

And the way society works, is that people who have a 

strong sense of morality must work together, as a cohesive 

force for that morality, and try to bring the moral weaklings 

in their tow, to inspire them, to move them. And that is forbid- 

den, in asense, in this Baby-Boomer culture. You're supposed 

to “go along with popular opinion.” You're supposed to listen 

to what the neighbors are thinking! You have to think about 

this kind of thing. You will become an opportunist. You no 

longer have a commitment to principle, you don’t believe in 

principle: You believe in advantage, and disadvantage. 

And that’s what’s happened to us. 

The problem before us, then, the practical problem, is the 

following. I’m probably the world’s best economic forecaster 

alive, today. That’s been the case, since about 1957-58, to the 

present time. I have never made a forecast which was wrong, 

though I’ve had a lot of problems with people insisting, “are 

you predicting this?” I say, “I don’t predict. Forecasting is not 

predicting.” Because human beings are creatures of will, and 

therefore, they will operate on the basis of their will, and they 

can change the course of events, more or less. But there are 
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certain boundaries to their ability to 

change the course of events. These 

boundaries are called principles, like 

principles of science, principles of na- 

ture. And at some point, you have to 

change the principles on which you're 

operating, by bringing in new princi- 

ples, in order to solve the problem. 

What Makes Us Human? 
Now, the nature of humanity is un- 

like the lemurs of Madagascar—Gore is 

probably a descendant of them. That, 

human being are distinguished from an- 

imals, we change our behavior. No ani- 

mal species can change its behavior. 

They can adjust their behavior, but they 

can’t change the range of their behavior 

in principle. It’s limited in a sense, bio- 

logically. 

The biggest change you can make in 

animal life, is by adopting one as a pet, 

or taming it. Then the animal will tend 

to adapt to the human being, and will look at the human being 

as some kind of a master figure in the herd, or whatever. You 

see this in dogs, if you have pet dogs, families with pet dogs. 

The way the various dogs, cats, and so forth adapt to the 

people, and how the dogs, cats, and so forth sense a hierarchy 

among the people. And they have their favorite people, and 

they will take their favorite people as number-one dog, huh? 

That’s what they do. If you’ ve had dogs in your family life, 

you know this. They scheme—they scheme on that, they in- 

vent stories for you and so forth. So, they’re not unimportant, 

and not unlovable, but they’re not human. 

The human being is capable of doing one thing, which Al 

Gore could never do: make a legitimate discovery in scientific 

principle. And mankind, by discovering principles, as we’ ve 

seen in human progress, is able to introduce new factors into 

the behavior of the universe. And thus, we’re a human 

species—at most, we would be, just as an animal species, not 

capable of doing more than reaching a level of several million 

population, at any one time. We’d have about the same species 

potential as higher apes, like chimpanzees, if we’re just look- 

ing at ourselves biologically. But human beings have some- 

thing else: They have the power of discovery of principles. 

And therefore, by these powers of discovery of principles, in 

various way, human beings change the culture of mankind in 

a way that no animal species can do, and thus, in this way, 

mankind has achieved a population in excess of 6 billion 

people on this planet today, as opposed to merely a million if 

we were a species of ape. 

This is our character: Our character is the power to make 

discoveries, of principle; the power of creativity, the power 

to change the conditions of life in the universe. This sort of 
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An iceberg in Gerlache Strait, Antarctica. The global warmers talk about the Arctic ice 

receding, but pay no attention to “the other end,” the Antarctic—which is expanding! 

thing. This is what makes us human. This is what makes us, 

in a sense, immortal, because we’re capable of doing this. We 

can discover a principle, and that principle will live on, once 

it’s discovered and circulated, and will affect generations yet 

to come. No animal can do that. We can do that. 

So what you need, therefore, is an emphasis in society 

on development of the individual, as a sovereign individual, 

whose sovereignty is defined by their ability to discover some- 

thing with their own powers of mind, which is a contribution 

to human knowledge, either as a principle or an implementa- 

tion of that principle, and to pass that on to others, and thus 

shape the future of mankind by one’s own contributions to 

mankind. And the relationship among human beings who do 

that, is a loving relationship. Because what somebody else 

discovers is to your advantage, or it’s to the advantage of 

you in the sense of society. And therefore, you're in a happy 

society—Ilike children in a happy school. There have been 

such things as happy schools! Where the children are actually 

discovering things, and reenacting the act of discovery, and 

of sharing the joy of making that discovery with one another. 

This is a normal, healthy relationship in society, as opposed 

to a dog-eat-dog kind of society. And that’s what we can 

provide. 

But we have to take, at this point, in my estimation, we 

have to take the fact that our leadership right now, in general, 

in the Congress, while there are many good people there, 

overall, the Congressional leadership is a failure. Because 

the members of the Congress who are willing to move, and 

disposed to move forward on these issues, are held back by 

the way the institution is crafted to suppress that which does 

not follow the “party line.” And the “party line” is deadly. And 
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the “party line” now in the Democratic Party, the Democratic 

Party is crippled right now, by Gore! There’s nothing which 

is more deadly to the Democratic Party than the presence of 

Gore in it! Blood and Gore! It’s a name, but it’s what you get 

as a result. 

And thus, they’re crippled, because people will not stand 

up for the truth. They will say, “You can not attack Gore, 

because he’s popular.” I say, “I attack him, because he’s a 

liar! If you think he’s popular, that’s your fault, not mine!” 

He is a liar! Everything he said on this question of global 

warming, is a lie! 

The Science of Climate Change 
For example: There has been a certain warming of the 

planet during the recent period. That's coming to an end. 

What was the warming of the planet caused by, CO,? No! CO, 

had no effect on increasing the temperature of the climate. 

None. Say differently, it’s a lie! 

What warmed the planet? The Sun! Ya dumb bunny! The 

Sun—during the recent decade, there has been an increase of 

the intensity of solar radiation, impinging upon the Earth. 

This has raised the average temperature. The result is, you 

have—because of the way this worked, the Arctic ice is tend- 

ing to recede, whereas the Antarctic ice is building up. So, 

they talk about the Arctic ice receding, and they’re worried 

about the polar bears! Any of you guys wanna sleep with a 

polar bear? And they pay no attention to the other end, the 

Antarctic (“oh, that’s the Southern part”). 

The whole thing is that. We also are dealing with many 

other questions of this type. Like for example, China observed 

this years ago: There was a phenomenon of a supernova, 

which was recognized from Earth, of course, many years after 

the supernova actually occurred. It was observed in China. 

And this phenomenon was what later became known as the 

Crab Nebula, which you can see. All the astronomical charts 

will give you this kind of information. 

Now, some friends of ours in Germany, physicists, re- 

ported to us in the late 1980s, that the results of these observa- 

tions were made by a phased-array observatory in the area of 

Germany near Denmark. And they determined that the cosmic 

ray radiation was coming focussed from the area of the Crab 

Nebula. And they checked with a smaller phased-array in 

England, where they hand a similar kind of result. So the 

cosmic ray wave invasion of the Earth, which is periodic, and 

very interesting, has a very significant effect on some things 

that occur in the environment, in the atmosphere. And so, this 

is also a factor. Because this kind of thing can cause more 

clouding, and more clouding can affect the temperature level 

on Earth. It also can change the chemistry of the atmosphere 

somewhat, because very high-energy particles hitting atoms 

in the atmosphere will produce some interesting effects, and 

may be significant cumulatively. 

So there are all kinds of factors which have to be consid- 

ered. There also are long-term cycles in the Solar System, 
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The Crab Nebula emits cosmic rays which have a significant effect 

on developments in the Earth’s atmosphere. Weather and climate 
on Earth are a cosmic phenomenon, not the result of man’s 
industrial activity, as Gore claims. 

itself, which will tend to determine this kind of phenomenon. 

But when Al Gore says, “CO, is causing global warming,” 

the man is a liar. And the people who support him as scientists 

are prostitutes. Because, anyone who studies the data that’s 

available, knows this is the case! There’s no doubt of this. 

The evidence is clear. How can you ignore observations that 

were actually made over several centuries, on CO, concen- 

trates in the atmosphere, ever since the 17th Century? How 

can you ignore that? 

There has been no recent increase in CO,. The so-called 

ice [core] studies are a complete fraud. Because the older 

glacial ice gets, the more the CO, vanishes from it. Therefore, 

you take old ice, it has less CO, because it’s old ice. Gore 

turns the thing around, and says, since there’s less CO, in the 

old ice, that means that CQO, is increasing in the atmosphere. 

Complete fraud! Complete fraud. 

But people want to believe it! Because it’s the approved 

thing to do. You get a grant for it, you get people lined up for 

it. And the thing is organized not from inside the United 

States, it’s organized from outside the United States. 

Environmentalism Is Genocide 
Now, I'll give you one very nasty fact about this, which 

some people have noted before: If you go back to the 1920s— 

and I was around then, y’know! I picked up some information 

about this then, but also later on—you had a fellow called 

[Averell] Harriman. And Harriman was a guy who was one 
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of the leading funders of Adolf Hitler's rise to power in Ger- 

many. He was an American. He had a guy that worked for 

him, called Bush, Prescott Bush. And Prescott Bush was the 

guy who wrote the order that moved the money into Hitler's 

coffers, in time to get Hitler nominated as the Chancellor of 

Germany. Well, Harriman was also involved in certain kinds 

of racialist studies—*‘eugenics,” it was called then. And the 

eugenics studies of Harriman and company, and Morgan and 

so forth in the New York crowd, were the studies which were 

used by the Nazis, for their program of mass murder. 

Now, at the end of the war, Hitler warn’t so popular any 

more. He’d lost. People don’t like to be associated with a 

loser. So they decided to change the name of the game. And 

the name of the game is called, today, “environmentalism.” 

The intent of environmentalism, and the practice that was the 

result from it, is genocide used against masses of the human 

population. That’s the intention. And if you look at the studies 

that were done in Austria, with the relevant accomplices— 

and in Russia, also, as well as in London—the intent to reduce 

the population of the planet, selectively. 

For example: Henry Kissinger, 1974-75, is still on the 

payroll as National Security Advisor. And before he gave up 

that position, to remain just Secretary of State, he wrote a 

proposal on Africa, for depopulation of Africa. Genocide. 

That policy, which he enunciated then, which other people 

picked up on, are continuing with genocide against Africa. 

What you see as genocide, in Africa, is a product of that 

policy, onto which Henry Kissinger, among others, signed. 

That’s the reality of this. The ugly reality. 

We Need Some Serious Politics 
So, my job is to worry. I know what the solutions are, the 

feasible solutions. I know what has to be done. And it has to 

come, in large part, from the United States. It has to come 

from my friends, the clowns on Capitol Hill, and some of 

them are not clowns, but from the clownish collection who 

tend to go along with something! Go along to get along! 

And against their own conscience! They go against their own 

conscience, in order to be “in” on it. “Well, we’ ve agreed . . . 

I’ve got to go along with the party.” And that’s what happens. 

You get one-third of the Congress, at least one-third of the 

Democratic members of Congress, are tied into Gore! They 

believe in Gore! They should believe in God, instead. But 

therefore, on that basis, they become a factor—*“to have party 

unity” among these clowns! 

You say, “Why don’t you read the Old Testament, about 

Gideon’s Army, or something. It’s about time for one of those 

things to come along, now.” 

The problem is the failure of people to stand up as men, 

to stand up for what’s right, to stand up for what they know 

they have todo. That’s where the problem lies. And the failure 

to have the guts to stand up, even if you’re one person some- 

times, is what the problem is, right now, 

We have the situation, we have the world crisis: Humanity 
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is in jeopardy. The solutions exist: Do we mobilize for those 

things, or do we allow Al Gore and his admirers to stand in 

our way, when the fate of humanity’s at stake? 

We need serious politics back in the United States, again, 

away from the childish games which you’ve seen in the Con- 

gress lately. We have some very good people, they're very 

capable people, but they’re held back by this factor. And Gore 

typifies that factor. 

Gore was among those who lied. Like his buddy, his close 

buddy, Tony Blair, the Prime Minister of England, who was 

key in creating the Irag/Southwest Asia mess for the United 

States. Lied, like Cheney. Lied, like President Bush. Lied 

like others. 

Why do you complain about Cheney? Why do you com- 

plain about Bush? Why do you complain about some of the 

others, when you don’t complain about Gore? 

  

Dialogue With LaRouche 
  

Debra Freeman: Thank you, Lyn. Well, we have a series 

of questions that were submitted while Lyn was speaking. As 

you might guess, some of the questions actually, while they 

address important issues, chose to avoid the central question 

that Lyn addressed, and that was particularly the case from 

the questions that were submitted from people here in Wash- 

ington. However, a few brave souls decided to address the 

question directly, and I think we can start with those 

questions. 

Why ‘Scientists’ Lie 
The first question comes from a Democratic Senate Com- 

mittee: “Mr. LaRouche, your staff knows that this office is 

no particular friend of Al Gore, nor do we think that global 

warming is the greatest priority to be addressed, given all 

the immediate dangers and crises that we face as a nation. 

However, I still don’t see how you can take the position that 

it’s a complete hoax. If you separate the issue itself from Al 

Gore, and how he might wish to use it, the fact is, that over at 

least the last decade, I have seen and heard one reputable 

scientist after another, express views ranging from concern 

to alarm about this very question. They also have provided a 

mountain of evidence. Now, are you asking us to accept that 

they are all wrong? These are scientists, they are not people 

with a political agenda. Presuming that they aren’t completely 

incompetent, and perhaps you think they are incompetent, but 

if we presume that they’re not incompetent—and if you do 

think so, say so—but if not, what could possibly motivate 

them to lie?” 

And the reason why I’m starting with this question, Lyn, 

is—as you can imagine—variations of it have come from at 

least a dozen offices on Capitol Hill, and I think that the 

LaRouche Youth Movement (LYM) members who have been 

doing this work can attest to that. 
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LaRouche: We’ve had a chance to look at some of these 

arguments from so-called scientists. Some of them have sci- 

entific credentials, but their moral credentials are in question. 

This is a time—if you look at what’s going on at the campuses, 

for example, you get an insight into this thing. Take the case 

of the wife of Cheney—or maybe he’s the wife, I don’t 

know—with her organization, ACTA, which is functioning 

as a gestapo on the campuses. And if you look at the phenome- 

non of this gestapo on the campuses, run by Lynne Cheney, 

which has been in place in the United States since about 

1987, when she’s been active in this area, you see the degree 

to which the scientists on campuses are victims of terror. 

Now, these scientists on campuses tend not to be the strong- 

est types in the world. Also, they happen to be of a generation 

called the Baby Boomer generation, by and large. And most 

of the scientists who speak up against this openly, are of an 

older generation—mine or slightly younger. We look at the 

facts of the matter, and study what the arguments and the 

premises are that these guys make, and from a scientific 

standpoint, it is immediately obvious that what they are 

saying is a fake. They may be accredited as this or that, but 

you also have another factor which you’ve got to take into 

account. The ones who are marched up to tell you this, and 

support this, are lying. They don’t give a damn what the truth 

is; they’re in there to lie. Their careers, their bonuses, their 

book publication, their speaking engagements here and there, 

their positions on faculties, whether they’re fired or not. And 

if you look at the terror that is being run on the campuses 

right now by Lynne Cheney ’s organization, which is also Joe 

Lieberman’s organization, and what they’re doing, you have 
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a Nazi-like operation running under Lynne Cheney on these 

campuses today. And it affects the professors as well as it 

does the students, probably more the professors, who in a 

sense are more vulnerable than the students. And careers are 

based on kissing the butt of what Lynne Cheney’s crowd de- 

mands. 

So, you do not have honesty. I have been through this 

myself with a lot of experience; that’s probably because I'm 

better experienced than most of you are in the Congress, that 

I understand this. I know what fakery is in the United States 

justice; what fakery is in the leadership of political parties, 

including the Democratic Party and the Republican Party. 

The corruption from the top is beyond belief. And every one 

of us who is involved in this process, in or outside of the 

Congress and the committees, knows it. 

But the question they ask is, “How can we stand up to 

this, with all this prestige behind these lies? How can we deny 

the lies? Don’t you realize how prestigious the lies are?” How 

can you protest against that? Sophistry! Sophistry! Sophistry! 

And it’s those of us who can stand up to this sophistry and 

say, “We demand the truth. Now, let’s ask you some ques- 

tions, Mr. So-Called Scientist. Let’s ask you the following 

question: What do you think of the ice bores? You say the ice 

bores are valuable? What kind of a faker are you, Mr. Expert?” 

They’re not; the test proof is, they’re not reliable. Anybody 

who uses these things is a liar, or an incompetent. CO, is not 

a determinant of global warming. Water will tend to have 

more effect on global warming; CO, is fractional. 

So, the simple scientific evidence, if you look at it from 

the standpoint of scientific evidence, rather than the sophistry 
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of hearing what people—so and so comes in, decorated with 

such and such credentials. Well, who sent him? Whose butt 

is he kissing? You have to take a hard view of these matters. 

This is a fraud; I stand by it’s a fraud, and if you don’t like it, 

you can go to Hell! 

A Concern About Nuclear Power 
Freeman: In light of that answer, I'd like to give the 

questioner from San Francisco, who said that LaRouche’s 

representatives on the San Francisco University campus were 

giving him a bad name, the opportunity to change his 

question. 

Lyn, the next question also is from the Senate Democratic 

leadership. And the question is a brief one. He says: “Mr. 

LaRouche, I’ve long been an advocate of nuclear power, al- 

though I’m a stronger advocate of nuclear power inside the 

United States than outside the United States, just because of 

security concerns. However, in the recent period, while I still 

support the development of nuclear power, I have more reser- 

vations about it than I have had in the past; largely because I 

have concerns about the manner in which public utilities in the 

U.S. are maintained and operated. I can’t ignore this question 

when it comes before me, and I’m just wondering what your 

view is of this, since it’s an immediate question that we have 

to deal with, particularly in light of the overall crisis of energy 

in the U.S. right now.” 

LaRouche: Oh, yes, I shall deal with that. The first thing 

is, that the concern is legitimate, in the sense that public utilit- 

ies should be federally controlled, or federally and state con- 

trolled, as appropriate controls are required. The privatization 

of public utilities sometimes creates a crisis, a security crisis, 

because they are marching to a different drummer. Our proper 

concern, in public utilities like health care, or the military and 

so forth—in matters which are of general public interest—is 

that the security and well-being of the nation is the foremost 

concern, not profitability of the company. And if the com- 

pany’s not too profitable and we need it, we’ll help it. But 

therefore, in this area, as we know from experience, that nu- 

clear power is very powerful stuff, and therefore, it has to be 

administered and controlled in a responsible way. 

Sometimes, private interests cut corners, so therefore, you 

have to have a very efficient Federal oversight. There was a 

determination in an earlier period, prior to the developments 

of the 1970s, to do just exactly that. There were also conflict- 

ing interests. We need the nuclear power absolutely. There is 

no chance of getting humanity safely through the challenges 

ahead without nuclear power. 

Now, nuclear power today means specifically, high-tem- 

perature gas-cooled reactor equivalent; the most efficient and 

the safest. We also have the type which was used by the Jiilich 

model, which was developed in Germany, which is the ball 

form of that, the carbonized ball form, which is largely in the 

200-MW range, is self-regulating; that is, when the tempera- 

ture rises, it shuts down the level of activity of the reactor, 
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and therefore, it becomes self-regulating in terms of its level 

of activity. It’s also much more convenient in terms of repro- 

cessing, that sort of thing. 

One of the big problems we had in the United States, with 

nuclear power, is the lack of reprocessing, and this is the result 

of the anti-nuclear lobby, which prevented the reprocessing 

from occurring. And you have people running around like 

little kids, saying, “What about the waste? What about the 

nuclear waste?” Well, go talk to your Congressman about 

that. Why wasn’t the reprocessing done? Why were the im- 

pediments put in the way of the reprocessing? The intention 

on the part of the industry and the scientists involved, in deal- 

ing with nuclear energy and its application to public use, was 

always a very strong concern for everything that should be a 

matter of concern, every area. And as long as you had dedi- 

cated public servants, who were in this area of supervising 

the security of this operation, there was no significant danger. 

Because they generally would tend to look at the dark side 

of every problem, which is what you do with all security 

questions. You look for the worst possible case, and you try 

to prevent the worst possible case. And if you are able to work 

to prevent that, you figure you’ ve done the job. And generally, 

that’s been the case. But there’s been sabotage, however, po- 

litically motivated sabotage of nuclear reactors, as occurred 

in the case of Three Mile Island, which had a significant effect 

on U.S. policy. But that was a sabotage job, done by powerful 

agencies who preferred to remain unknown. 

So, I agree totally with it: that we must have an efficient 

system of Federal and state regulation of the operation of 

nuclear power facilities. We must have it. The standards have 

been established in earlier times, they can be improved and 

enhanced, but we need the power desperately, and therefore 

the point is to establish the Federal authority—again— 

needed to deal with the thing, and to work it out with other 

authorities, the programs that are needed to deal with this very 

legitimate concern. 

Anglo-Dutch Liberalism: A Slime Mold 
Freeman: The next question was submitted by Sue Dan- 

iels, who is the secretary-treasurer of the Texas Central Labor 

Council, and former vice president. She is currently an officer 

of the Coalition of Labor Union Women, and she submitted 

this question after reading the latest issue of Executive Intelli- 

gence Review. She said, “Lyn, I have two questions after 

reviewing this issue. One is, who actually makes up this An- 

glo-Dutch group that you refer to? And secondly, how does 

this group intend to control the means of human existence?” 

LaRouche: Well, first of all, this is an old story, and this 

is one of those cases, where to really understand the problem, 

you have to look at European history in general. Now, Euro- 

pean history, as we know it, as history, really is after Homer; 

it comes essentially about the 7th Century B.C., when the 

Egyptians, who were coming out of a dark age themselves, 

sponsored two groups in the Mediterranean, as naval forces 
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to assist them in protecting them against the evil forces in 

the Mediterranean at the time. One was the Ionian seamen, 

coming out of Ionia, as Greek seamen, and they were func- 

tioning largely as traders and pirates. And so, they became an 

effective naval force which was to combat the forces of Tyre 

in the eastern Mediterranean. In the western Mediterranean, 

the Egyptians reached out in about 700 B.C., to their friends 

in Italy, who were the Etruscans. And the Etruscans were a 

branch of the Hittite culture, which had been established on 

the island of Elba, and established a center of iron traffic. 

From about 1600 B.C. on, the Hittites had been the only users 

of iron as a weapon and as a material of use. 

So, this was the basis for the development of an indepen- 

dent culture typified by Solon of Athens and typified by the 

Pythagoreans, and by Plato and so forth and so on. And again, 

the enemy was the cult of Apollo at Delphi. Now, to get the 

picture, you look at the cult of Apollo, the temple area, which 

is the cult of Gaea, and this is in an area which is next to a 

seaport area. The seaport area was the center of maritime trade 

throughout the Mediterranean for this population. You look 

at the temple, the temple was surrounded by little temples, 

which represent the treasuries of the various city-states partic- 

ipating in this arrangement with the cult of Apollo. What they 

were doing was, they were running a loan-sharking operation 

throughout the Mediterranean. And this became the model in 

that culture for the development of what later became the 

Roman Empire system, what became the Byzantine system, 

what became the Venetian system of the Venetian oligarchs 

and their Norman chivalry crusaders, who were conducting 

slaughter at that time. 

Now, with the collapse, in the 14th Century, of the Vene- 

tian system of that time, the so-called ultramontane system, 

you had the rise of European civilization, European form, 

with the Council of Florence in the 15th Century. You had a 

reaction against this by the Venetians, who, in a sense, orga- 

nized the overthrow of Byzantium over Constantinople, to 

break up the organization which had been created around the 

Council of Florence. This was again done by the Venetians. 

So the Venetians came back. 

In 1492, for example, you had the launching of slaughter 

of Jews and others, especially the expulsion of Jews, the 

slaughter and so forth, in 1492, by the Grand Inquisitor, To- 

mas de Torquemada, and an attempt to bring back the old 

feudal system, which had been run under the direction of the 

Venetian bankers. This didn’t work; it caused all kinds of hell, 

but it didn’t work as a system for reasons given by Machia- 

velli, for example, in his writings on these questions. So, you 

had a new system that was set up in the 16th Century, under 

the leadership of one called Paolo Sarpi, who was the leader of 

a different faction of Venice, which made a Venetian reform. 

What they introduced is called liberalism today, Anglo-Dutch 

Liberalism, which is the idea that you are allowed to practice 

innovation, as long as youdon’tdiscover any scientific reason 

for it. The point was to prevent the development of a society 
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Brunellesci’s dome on the Cathedral of Florence was built in the 
15th Century, one of the high points of the Renaissance. The 
Venetians vowed to destroy what had been achieved at the 

ecumenical Council of Florence which took place there in 
1438-39. 

based on knowledge of this type, scientific knowledge and 

practice, but to allow a certain amount of innovation, so that 

your country, your force, would not fall behind in technology, 

with your rival force on the other side. 

Now, this system went through various evolutions in the 

course of the 17th Century, and became known, with William 

of Orange’s seizure, coup d’état, in London, as the Anglo- 

Dutch Liberal system. The Anglo-Dutch Liberal system is the 

Anglo-Dutch Liberal version of the old Venetian oligarchical 

system. So, what you have today, particularly since 1763, 

with the Treaty of Paris of 1763, you have the British East 

India Company, and its successor as an empire, the British 

monarchy, later on. This system was established as a system 

of bankers, of loan sharks, which is operating above the level 

of governments, financing governments and controlling gov- 

ernments. 

So this is like a slime mold; you’ve probably seen slime 

molds, they exist all over the place. And a slime mold goes 
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through a phase where it seems to be a uniform slime, and 

then at another point, it takes the form of individualities stand- 

ing up in the middle of the slime, as individualities. That’s 

what that does, and that’s what the system is. So you have a 

system throughout the world now, which is centered nomi- 

nally in Anglo-Dutch liberalism, the Dutch and the British 

financial system. Nominally, it’s under the King or Queen of 

England, but in point of fact, it controls the King and Queen 

of England, or whatever. What it is, it’s a concert of private 

banking interests like a slime mold, which, in concert—while 

they're cutting each other’s throats in competition, and so 

forth—work to try to impose their system on the world. 

And what happened in the 1960s into the 1970s, as aresult 

of the weakening of the United States through the protracted 

war in Indo-China, from London, there was an operation set 

into motion, beginning 1964 under Harold Wilson. This oper- 

ation brought down the U.S. dollar in several phases, and 

resulted in the ’68er operation, which caused chaos in the 

political system. So that operation in 1971-72: You have a 

change to a floating-exchange-rate monetary system. Which 

meant at that point, that the fixed-exchange-rate system, 

which had been set up under Roosevelt, was now effectively 

nullified. And you now had a floating-exchange-rate system 

which was established between 1971 and 72, between the 

action of Nixon in August of 1971, and the action of Shultz 

at the Azores Conference of 1972—a floating-exchange- 

rate system. 

So, what you have, therefore, is a system of private finan- 

cier interests, who are organized in the form of a slime mold, 

very much like the old Venetian system of the medieval pe- 

riod, but with some differences. This slime mold uses political 

institutions that it controls, as an instrument of its policy. For 

example, you have two characters in the United States who are 

controlling the Democratic Party, to some degree—George 

Soros and Felix Rohatyn. Felix Rohatyn would be called in 

European terminology a fascist, or a Nazi. That is, he is a 

product of the same interests in France, which were slime 

mold-type interests, which in effect helped to put Hitler into 

power in France in the period of World War II. They came to 

the United States—he is a product of this—and he functions 

in the United States exactly like those people who brought 

the Nazis into power in France before. And Soros functions 

from a different base, over a similar thing, and is characterized 

by his drug operations. 

Rohatyn and Soros are powerful interests inside the Dem- 

ocratic Party, and tend to shape Democratic Party policies. 

Because they say, they become the exemplars: “We control 

the money. You want funding for your campaign? You want 

this? You want good favors from us? You have to kiss our 

butt!” And that’s the way it works, and that’s the way the 

system works. There is a sense of a process, like a slime mold, 

creeping across this planet, suffocating humanity, destroying 

the sovereignty of nations, destroying the welfare of nations; 
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a pestilence, like a plague, which has to be uprooted. And the 

way to uproot it is to put the system into bankruptcy. It is now 

bankrupt; reform it under control of a system of governments. 

Schwarzenegger’s New Environmentalism 
Freeman: The next question is a composite of several 

questions that have come in from the West Coast. And it’s a 

question that’s emerged out there with the passage of some- 

thing called the “Global Warming Solutions Act,” but I'm 

raising it at this point in the agenda, because it gets at a ques- 

tion which is being asked by many people, including state 

legislators and Members of Congress. And the question is: 

“Mr. LaRouche, California has passed a bill, which was 

signed by Governor Schwarzenegger, called the ‘Global 

Warming Solutions Act,” whose intent is to cut statewide gas 

emissions by 25% by the year 2020. The problem is that it 

also includes the cutting out of the burning of fossil fuels 

because of the carbon dioxide question. And my concern is 

that this move will impinge on industrial development. How- 

ever, it’s also impossible to argue with the overall problem of 

air quality, of smog, etc., in the state of California. So my 

question is, how do we actually address this question without 

stopping growth and development?” 

LaRouche: The problem is, that Schwarzenegger and Al 

Gore are part of the same package; that’s the problem. There 

is no real difference between them. I think probably Schwar- 

zenegger is better at weightlifting, and Gore is more good at 

throwing a certain substance. So essentially, it’s a fake; it’s a 

fake of the same type as Al Gore. Schwarzenegger is a hard- 

Gore man. 

All right, well, here, the issue is very simple: Why do we 

have to burn things, combustion? What we burn is most often 

something that is produced by living processes, as a residue 

of living processes. We went from wood, to charcoal, to coal, 

to coke, and so forth and so on, in the history of modern 

Europe; actually, from the 15th Century on, this was the gen- 

eral tendency in power. 

We are now in the age of nuclear power, and anyone with 

brains wants nuclear power. First of all, because it means you 

eliminate a lot of the transportation problem, and transporta- 

tion of fuel is a tremendous cost. Therefore, what do you do? 

Well, with nuclear power, you say, we're going to have an 

integrated program. And you take the entire United States 

map to begin with; take that map. We have several prob- 

lems—we have transportation, water, and power. And power 

comes in various forms: We have nuclear power, but we also 

then, with high-temperature gas-cooled reactors, we can 

make synthetic hydrogen-based fuels. Now, if you can make 

synthetic hydrogen-based fuels in a region of the country, you 

don’t have to import gasoline, etc., oil from far distant places. 

You will have produced your fuel, and you know what? Guess 

what happens when you have a hydrogen-based fuel? When 

it burns, you get water, which is not exactly a pollutant. 
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In the meantime, we have a major problem in the United 

States, as in California, of subsidence, as a result of drawing 

down fossil reserves of water. The southern part of California, 

the same thing, a terrible problem. Therefore, we say, we are 

now in a time, where a sane society will rely heavily on nu- 

clear fission as a power source. We will try to get it integrated. 

We will build mass transportation to replace highway trans- 

portation. We can make very efficient mass transportation, 

very quiet, very efficient, by these means. So we will do every- 

thing possible to make a society which is a livable society, by 

using a high energy-flux-density source of power to do that. 

And we are going to look at the totality. 

You see, we’ve gone through a period where the philoso- 

phy of life was, that you lived off the land, and in net effect, 

to one degree or another, you lived by depleting the land. You 

depleted the minerals in the soil by crop growing; you wore 

things down; you made things stink. All these kinds of things. 

So now, we have to realize we can not exploit natural re- 

sources; we have to replenish the resources that we are de- 

stroying, or we are using up, and that replenishing resources 

becomes now a part of the cost of production. With a suffi- 

ciently efficient, high-density-power system, you can do that. 

And our objective should be doing that. 

The problem in California is, California was destroyed, 

in part by Enron. Enron did more to destroy California than 

anything else—and the effects of that. And Schwarzenegger 

made a fortune out of that. So therefore, the point is, we 

have to repair the damage that Schwarzenegger and his 

predecessors have done to California, and start with a rational 

approach to a national requirement. And say, this country 

is going nuclear. We're going to do it right; we’re going to 

have an integrated process, and we’re going to recognize 

that the world’s population and living standard is such, that 

to maintain that living standard for that population, we must 

think about replenishing the resources that we otherwise are 

using up in the land. And we can do that, but we have to 

think about that. In other words, maintaining the resources 

we’re using up is a part of the cost of production. And that’s 

the only to approach this thing. 

Who’s Doing the Senate’s Business? 
Freeman: We have a number of very good questions 

continuing on this topic that have been submitted by students 

and others who are listening via the Internet. I will entertain 

those questions, but what I would like to do first is, because 

we do also have a number of institutional questions on some 

pressing issues that I know people want to hear Lyn address, 

I’m going to move away from this topic briefly, but I just want 

to assure everyone that I will come back to it. 

Lyn, the next question has been submitted jointly by two 

freshman Democrats in the House of Representatives. And 

the question is as follows: “Mr. LaRouche, as we understand 

it, the tradition is that we in the House of Representatives 
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have followed the lead of the U.S. Senate in policy issues of 

a certain type, especially in policy questions that have long- 

term implications. The problem is, that right now, a number 

of leading Democratic Senators are also announced candi- 

dates for the Democratic Presidential nomination. From my 

admittedly limited experience, their Presidential ambitions 

are being put before their responsibilities here on Capitol Hill. 

Now, we do have some excellent Democratic members of the 

Senate—Ileader Reid, John Kerry, Jim Webb, and others have 

certainly stepped up to the plate. But I still sense a problem 

in terms of overall collaboration. We are very new here, and 

we are really not sure, number one, if this is a problem, or if 

it just looks this way. And if it is a problem, how we should 

address it. We’d appreciate your thoughts on the matter.” 

LaRouche: I tend to curse when I hear about Presidential 

candidacies at present, for precisely the reason indicated— 

probably a little more emphasis than the questioners intended. 

It is a fake! 

Look at reality: We are now at the point of general col- 

lapse of the world financial system and economy. This is hap- 

pening now! What you're seeing in the subprime mortgage 

collapse in the United States, is a part of a symptom. Remem- 

ber, what was built on the subprime mortgage area was built 

on to extend what was done under Greenspan earlier. They 

began to run out of energy in terms of normal mortgages, 

standard mortgages. So, what they did was, they created a 

new market, a speculative market in subprime mortgages. 

Now, a subprime mortgage meant that the person who was 

responsible for paying the mortgage, virtually had no equity 

in the holding—none. And with a slight collapse in the market 

value, the resale value of the property, that person, who was 

the debtor, was going into negative equity. So, this became 

the most vulnerable part, this became the high-gain area. In 

order to get this mortgage expanded, the greatest amount of 

encouragement was given to dealers in mortgages to give 

them incentives to get rich quick—you know, you can get 

rich doing this! And they did get rich in the short term, but 

that only increased the squeeze. 

So now, this whole area, which is a highly speculative 

area, sitting on top of the regular mortgage area, is now 

blowing out. Now, however, what this is, is simply a reflec- 

tion of the fact that the entire mortgage structure of the 

United States is blowing out. If you think about the percentile 

of bank liabilities based on these mortgages, directly or 

indirectly, the whole U.S. banking system is on the verge 

of blowing out! You look at the situation in Germany, in 

France, in Italy, in Eastern Europe, a similar situation. The 

whole thing is bankrupt! Transatlantic society is bankrupt; 

hopelessly bankrupt! And the subprime mortgage explosion 

is only a reflection of that. 

The other side, of course, of this thing is sitting, centered 

on the Cayman Islands, where the entire financial system is 

controlled, essentially, by the House of Windsor’s control 
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over the Cayman Islands and similar kinds of locations around 

the world, and a few other partners in this thing. 

So therefore, you're now in the year 2007; the system is 

about to blow out this year! Now!! What the hell are you 

running for? What’ ve you got to say about this little problem? 

You want to talk about this, you want to talk about that, you 

want to talk about whose hairstyle is better, whatever, huh? 

What’s happened is that candidacies—some of these candi- 

dates are serious people. I mean Hillary, for example, is a 

serious proposition in the Senate. Well, how she would be as 

a President, that’s another matter. But in the Senate, she’s a 

very useful person, because she’s spunky and she does tend 

to fight. And she makes mistakes; others can correct her mis- 

takes, but in the meantime, it’s good to have a spunky person 

in there, making this kind of fuss. But the problem is, that the 

candidates, some of them are serious people, but the candida- 

cies are not serious. They don’t say anything serious. You're 

demoralizing the people of the United States by this. Here we 

are, the system is collapsing. Look at the price of lettuce. Look 

at the rate of change of the increase of the price of gasoline. 

Look at the things that are hitting the American people day 

after day in this direction. What the hell is their response on 

this question? 

So therefore, they’re not engaging the American people 

and interests. It’s a diversion; it’s a clown show! Bozo! The 

Bozos of the Year award! So, it’s a clown show, and this is 

bad. What is needed more than anything else, is what I'm 

doing, which more people should be doing, too. 

What we need is to get people who are serious about 

politics, not serious about the competition of politics—but 

serious about the content of politics—to move; and just move. 

We have to move together. We don’t have to agree on every- 

thing, but we have to move. We have to move on taking the 

issues which are the real issues of life, and taking reality as 

it’s going to hit the world in 2007. I mean, the problem with 

Hillary is she’s talking about what she’s going to do in January 

of 2009! And she may never get to 2009, the way things 

are going now. And that’s the problem: You have a beauty 

contest; a competition. A hog-calling contest, or whatever. 

And it’s not serious. And what’s happened is that this is a 

clown show, with the complicity of the mass media, which is 

diverting the attention from the real issues which should be 

fought out before the public. Because in order to do something 

with the nation—unless you want to have a dictatorship— 

you’ve got to engage the citizenry in a discussion and a dia- 

logue about what these issues are. You’ve got to get the im- 

plicit consent of the nation, by getting people to pay attention 

to what you're saying, and to discuss with them what you're 

talking about, so they know what they’re being asked to sup- 

port and why. And I don’t see in any of the campaigns, that 

I’ve seen from the newspaper and other mass media coverage, 

I'see nothing from any of the candidates, nothing worth voting 

for. Well, why are they wasting their time running? What 

have they got—gonorrhea or something? 
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Vice President Cheney is not the problem, said LaRouche. 
“Cheney is the manifestation of the problem.” Nevertheless, his 

impeachment is long overdue. Here, Cheney addresses the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars on March 5, 2007. 

The Libby Conviction—and Cheney 
Freeman: Okay, the next question is from a Democratic 

consultant who is involved in shaping policy for a number 

of people on Capitol Hill. His question is: “Lyn, with the 

conviction now of Scooter Libby, I think that everybody 

would agree, that Libby was probably found guilty of the 

most minor of his crimes. But even with the limited evidence 

that was available, both to the jury and to the American peo- 

ple, it was apparent that the real criminal in all this was Vice 

President Cheney. Senator Reid moved very quickly to warn 

President Bush against granting Libby a pardon, and I think 

that the recognition is that granting Libby a pardon would be 

directed to shutting Libby’s mouth. But although Senator 

Reid named Cheney repeatedly in his remarks, he stopped 

short of calling for Cheney’s resignation, or forcible removal 

from office. The special prosecutor in the case has also indi- 

cated that his investigation has now moved into the inactive 

phase. What do you see as the next step, given these simple 

facts?” 

LaRouche: Well, it’s a mistake of omission in this char- 

acterization, saying Cheney is the problem. Cheney is not the 

problem. Cheney is the manifestation of the problem. The 

problem is named principally George Shultz. And George 

Shultz controls, and has controlled, collaborated with Felix 

Rohatyn. Now, what’s the position of Felix Rohatyn in terms 

of members of the Senate and parts of the U.S. Congress? 

What is the role of Soros, with his drug connections, in this 
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game? People are looking at this as if it were an intercollegiate 

sports event, rather than real-life politics. Real-life politics 

today is deadly politics, it’s deadly like it could never imagine 

before. The issue today is the fate of humanity on the planet. 

It is not who wins the next election, or who goes to jail, or 

who doesn’t go to jail. Anything of significance is significant 

only as it is significant with respect to these larger, longer- 

term historical consequences. 

What does George Shultz represent? He’s a bad guy, a 

very bad guy, so bad that the word “bad” has to be taken out 

of the dictionary. Find another one. He’s a pig. But the issue 

here is not personality, as such. Personality is important, but 

personality is only an instrument in the course of human 

events. The issue is policy. The issue is, where the human race 

is going. What you have is, you have two groups of people on 

this planet who are powerful, who run, dominate the planet. 

One faction is our faction, those in European civilization, 

especially in the United States, who represent something ap- 

proximating the Franklin Roosevelt tradition. We are one 

thing. We are the thing we can unite about, because we are 

committed to the sovereign nation-state and to the welfare 

of nations. 

The other side is the oligarchical side. It goes back to the 

empires of the past, and to globalization, the Tower of Babel 

of today. And therefore, you're dealing with these kinds of 

forces. You know, what the Bible refers to as “principalities 

and powers.” You’re dealing with forces of this type, in which 

individuals may influence the principalities and powers, but 

they’re only able to operate by dealing with that problem. So, 

you have to organize against the enemy, and the enemy is not 

a competitor, an individual competitor. It’s not a sports event. 

The enemy is a power, in this case, the power of Venetian- 

style banking, Venetian-style finance. This is the enemy, and 

George Shultz is the embodiment of that enemy. Cheney is a 

thug who works for that enemy, like a hit-man. Other people 

are just hit-men, and Congressmen are often merchandise, 

bought and sold. Sometimes, if you’re nice to them, they don’t 

know they’re bought and sold. 

So that’s what the problem is. The problem is that, without 

a positive alternative to the crap that’s going on now—if you 

try toreduce it to a choice between personalities, you’re going 

no place. The question is one of policy. The entire interna- 

tional financial monetary system is in the process of disinteg- 

rating, now. What’s happening in the subprime mortgage area 

is only an expression of an explosive charge in the whole 

system. The explosion may occur at any time. It may occur 

in refraction, as a new breakout of war, as an Iran war. In any 

other number of ways. Free will is operating here. There are 

choices! People can choose to do one thing or another. You 

can’t predict simply, mechanically, on the basis that you know 

the situation is such, the tension is such, that you're going to 

have to act in some way or the other, suddenly and dramati- 

cally. 

And without a conception of policy, without a conception 
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of: What are you going to do to replace this bankrupt interna- 

tional monetary financial system? What are you going to do 

about that? Do you have an alternative to this system? As long 

as you work within this system, you haven’t got a chance. 

What are you prepared to do to replace this system, and how, 

and under what rules? And that’s what the problem of the 

question is. It goes to a superficial question, which decides 

nothing. It’s a legitimate question in itself, but when you think 

about a thing backwards, you think, if I try to get the answer 

to that question, what am I going to answer? I have to come 

back with a question: What is the policy we must have for 

reorganizing the bankrupt international financial system 

now? Because it’s going bankrupt now. And the problem is, 

we don’thave the guts to ask those questions. We try to reduce 

it to, oh, get a better guy in there, maybe he’ll do a good job 

for us, maybe make things a little bit better. You know, the 

usual kind of nonsense. It doesn’t work. The system is fin- 

ished, now! Civilization as you know it is finished, now! And 

civilization will be continued only if we come in with the 

answer to this question, the question of the system, not the 

question of an individual. 

Regulation of the Hedge Funds 
Freeman: Lyn, the next question comes from a fellow of 

the Hamilton Project over at Brookings, and it’s on the ques- 

tion of this new transparency legislation. He says, “Mr. 

LaRouche, as you know, there is transparency legislation that 

has been proposed in the Senate, that would subject hedge 

funds to the same rules and regulations as those of other fi- 

nancial and trading outlets. Although we’re all aware that it 

will not solve all of our problems, it would certainly produce 

a very sizable sum of tax revenues, which is obviously critical 

in light of the current Federal deficit. I have, for a long time, 

been under the impression that you had advocated precisely 

these types of measures. Yet now, your representative has 

argued with me that while that’s all fine and good, that it 

would not appreciably affect anything. I do understand that 

your position is that we need to move to reorganization of the 

financial system as a whole, but it would still seem to me that 

taking such action and producing some liquidity in the midst 

of the crisis that we face right now, would be beneficial to 

everyone. Could you please comment on this?” 

LaRouche: You're out of time! Time has been exhausted 

for that. Of course I supported such measures in times past. 

But now it’s too late! The train has left the station! This system 

is coming down now! The only thing that you can do which 

makes any sense is to outlaw this kind of practice. The only 

action that means anything. It should be outlawed immedi- 

ately! Now, that would have catastrophic effects, too, because 

the entire financial system today depends upon that swindle. 

You have to look at my Triple Curve, the phase two Triple 

Curve [Figure 1]. Look at where we are on that map. You're 

now in an out-of-control, hyperinflationary skyrocket. The 

only thing you can do is bring it down. When you bring it 
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FIGURE 1 

The Collapse Reaches a Critical Point Of 
Instability 
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down, where do you land? How do you land? What’s your 

parachute? 

What you have to deal with now: Declare this stuff illegal. 

You don’t have to tax them. You confiscate everything in 

sight! Best taxation we can get. Confiscate it! It’s unheard of! 

Look what it’s doing, look at the damage this stuff is doing 

to the world. It takes perfectly legitimate firms, which were 

established by responsible people, moves in on them, grabs 

them on leverage without actually paying for them, loots them 

of all the cash and assets it has to pay for what they got free, 

in net effect, and then moves onto the next place, leaving a 

stinking hulk behind. You want to find a way to tax these 

guys? You want to exterminate them! Shut the things down! 

These should never have been allowed to happen. There is no 

concept of real equity in a system that allows this to occur. 

A guy sits out there with a bunch of borrowed money, 

borrowed from fictitious sources, he puts it up as a showing 

of his money; he says, “We’re buying that stock! We're going 

to get control of this company!” He gets control of the com- 

pany, he loots the treasury to cover the debt he had in buying 

the place up, skims the fragments off, and runs off to the next 

place. These are locusts, as described by Miintefering of the 

Social Democratic Party in Germany. They’ re locusts. A guy 

comes in, robs your house, and says, “Now you owe me for 

the repairs to this house!” What people get sucked into is the 

idea, “Well, we have to do it in a business-like way.” Well, 

give them the business! 

The Saudi-Iranian Initiative 
Freeman: Before we get back to the question of global 

warming, there are a couple of questions that have come from 
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friends in the Middle East, who are obviously grappling with 

avery difficult situation. Two questions: What Muriel [Mirak- 

Weissbach] says in submitting these questions, is that these 

are questions that come from several political figures in Leba- 

non, and pertain to the Saudi/Iranian initiative. The questions 

are phrased differently by each person, but they both come 

down to the following, which it would be helpful if you com- 

mented on: 

“If the United States is interested, as it claims, in regional 

security in this area, what would be the problem, what are the 

actual objections that the Administration is making in the 

endorsement of this initiative, and is it an initiative that you 

see as workable?” 

LaRouche: The United States has to play a role in this 

thing. I don’t see any way in which the Bush-Cheney Admin- 

istration can play a useful role. So therefore, those who are 

concerned about this have to say, now is the time to get rid of 

the Bush-Cheney Administration. It’s highly impeachable. 

One, on the basis of lying beyond belief. I mean, Cheney’s 

lying is obvious beyond belief. He’s impeachable for lying. 

First of all, he got himself in a position where the change 

that was made in the character of the Presidency, under 

Carter, where the Vice President was made a functioning 

part, has been carried to an extreme under Cheney. And 

Cheney, therefore, is impeachable for the offenses he com- 

mitted on his part, as part of the Administration, because 

tantamountly, he’s a controller of the Administration, to all 

intents and purposes. 

So, the United States has to play a role, but you have to 

look at this thing globally. You can’t break it into segments: 

one question here, one question here, one question here. It’s 

a global question. As I said before, there are four powers on 

this planet that must be brought together, not necessarily to 

agree on everything, but to form a bloc of agreement around 

which other nations can find an umbrella under which to work. 

These are the United States, Russia, China, and India, and 

other nations who will become associated with that group. 

They have to say, the time has come to put the world back 

into order. 

In that context, then, the United States has a specific 

responsibility, which it must execute in respect to the area 

of Southwest Asia. You have a whole bloc, which includes 

Afghanistan, parts of Pakistan, Baluchistan, which is part 

of Pakistan, more or less, Iran, and the Arab states. You 

have to say, the United States has a very specific responsibil- 

ity. Why? Because the British have made, through the Arab 

Bureau operations, all the things the British have done since 

they took over India, have made this cockpit their area, and 

only if the United States steps in and steps on the face of 

the British, can anything you attempt among these coun- 

tries work. 

So therefore, the United States has to say to the Israelis, 

“The British are being kicked out. We have been drawn in 

here, therefore we’re going to do the job we have to do as a 
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responsible nation. And we’re going to cooperate with Russia, 

with China, with India, and other countries, on a consensus 

of what the policy is.” The absolute condition, as was stated 

by the Baker-Hamilton report, is you must have a forced solu- 

tion to the Palestinian-Israel conflict. Now! And no nonsense. 

And it can be made to stick, but you have to have the guts to 

doit. 

In that case, then, all kinds of things are possible, because 

what you don’t need is a fixed solution. You don’t need a road 

map which has all the dots and t’s dealt with. What you have 

to do is have a commitment to a direction of solution, a direc- 

tion of accommodation, guaranteed by major powers who 

say, “We’re going to protect this. You go ahead and do your 

negotiating, do what you have to do, but we’re going to protect 

the right of you to do it, and support you doing it.” This must 

be done. Therefore, what the United States must do—in this 

case, Baker-Hamilton really hit the nail on the head. It’s what 

has to happen. Without conditions. No pre-conditions! We 

want this to work. 

What the Saudis have done is a step in that direction. It 

should be allowed to work, as best it can. But the thing we 

have to do, which the Saudi proposal is leading toward, it’s 

the direction it’s pointing toward: You must tell the Israelis, 

look, you are going to now settle this question. Whether you 

decide on a one-state solution or two-state solution is up to 

you, but you're going to do it, whatever it is. And you're 

going to do it now! And don’t start screaming about this and 

don’t start screaming about that. We're not going to listen. 

And that’s what’s required. You can not have the United 

States as an outsider in this situation, non-committed, and 

expect a solution. It won’t work. 

As Baker-Hamilton points out, there is no future for the 

United States in that region of the world, from their stand- 

point, unless the United States takes a responsible view on 

this issue. I agree. And therefore, the problem here is the 

Cheney-Bush Administration will never let that happen! 

Therefore, if you don’t want to get rid of Bush and Cheney, 

you’re not serious. 

Iran Crisis? Impeach Cheney and Bush! 
Freeman: The next question was submitted by Prof. Pir- 

ouz Moitahed-Zadeh, who is a well-known Iranian scholar 

and the author of many books on political geography. He says, 

“Dear Mr. LaRouche, while I appreciate your very valuable 

efforts in disclosing the clandestine strategies of Bush and 

Cheney’s warmongering in the Middle East, I ask you to try 

to find or explain, from the Bush Administration, an answer 

to the question that would logically, legally, and humanely 

be acceptable to public opinion, both in the United States and 

abroad, because obviously he can’t figure it out.” 

He says, “The Bush Administration has claimed that it 

will not attempt to create propaganda for war against Iran, but 

all informed sources know that it has launched a series of 

provocative measures in neighboring Iraq, to lead to an uncal- 
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culated response from Iran that would start war, and then 

blame Iran for its start. In this context, U.S. agents in Iraq have 

kidnapped a number of Iranian diplomats and have detained 

hundreds of Iranian citizens there, without any charge. They 

have harmed and humiliated hundreds more. We're also faced 

with a situation in which approximately 1 million Iranian 

citizens are permanent residents in Iraq, over whose lives and 

activities the Iranian government has no authority at all. Can 

this kidnapping, illegal detention, torture, etc., of innocent 

citizens and other atrocities not named here, all for the sake 

of provoking a war, be justified under any law, or any form of 

human rights? It doesn’t seem to uphold any sense of decency, 

especially not one normally attributed to a democratic state, 

even in times of war. So, how does the Bush Administration 

justify its actions to its own population?” 

LaRouche: There’s nothing that can justify the Bush- 

Cheney Administration, and it’s a futile effort to try to do so. 

A waste of time. The only thing to do with that Administration 

is get rid of it. Nothing else will be of any use whatsoever. 

And therefore, a bill of impeachment against Cheney, being 

drafted in the House of Representatives, for presentation to 

the joint body of the Congress, for impeachment trial, should 

be done right now. And I would like to know why it’s not 

being done. Lying to get the United States into a war, and 

lying in the way that Cheney has done, and bullying in the 

way Cheney has done, is specific grounds, in fact, for im- 

peachment. They should be impeached. 

The problem is the Democrats who should be doing it, are 

under the influence of other Democrats who have cut a deal, 

and have agreed to keep impeachment off the agenda until 

2008. That’s the problem. 

You know, look back at history: Take the history of the 

French Revolution, its evolution from 1783 on with the Treaty 

of Paris, and you see again and again and again in history, a 

situation like now, where the required course of action is 

clear, objectively clear. It’s clear to anyone who wants to face 

reality. “But [adopts wimpy voice], don’t you understand, but 

don’t you understand, but don’t you understand? ...” And 

again, for one reason or another, “This is not the right time, 

it’s not the right time!” 

And if we go down as a civilization, we’ll go down for 

reasons like that, not for any other kind of reason. That’s the 

reason why civilizations go down. Because no one will stand 

up who’s in a position to stand up, who should stand up and 

take the point on the issue. That’s our problem. We have a 

bunch of people who pride themselves in being powerful— 

in their own opinion—influential, in fact, but on the crucial 

issues which determine the fate of humanity, or just the fate 

of the nation, they don’t act! And then they give you reasons 

why they didn’t. But the price is, the nation goes down, again 

and again nations go down, or virtually go down, in some 

terrible problem, as the result of simply refusing to face the 

obvious: We must get rid of the Bush-Cheney Administration. 

We must do it in an artful way, but it must occur. 
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Treatment of Veterans—and Our Future 

Freeman: Mr. Richard Adams, who’s the president of 

AFGE Local 1168, from the Bronx VA hospital is here, and 

he has a question—because I like the Bronx! 

Adams: All right, sir. ’'m very glad to be here. I'm the 

president of a local that’s located in the Bronx VA hospital, 

and we’ve all known what they’ ve done to the veterans. And 

now we see that the United States, under this Administration, 

really cares nothing about the veterans. But it was something 

you said that triggered something in my mind. You said that 

we must have nuclear power, we must make sure that nuclear 

plants work well. And in 1977-78, I was an inspector of build- 

ing materials, and one of the places that had to inspect materi- 

als at was Indian Point [nuclear plant], New York. I found 

that place—there was one way to go in and one way to go out, 

and there were wall-to-wall people. Now, we know that this 

Administration already has lost $5 billion cash money that 

they don’t know where it is, or anything like that. But if we 

need nuclear power like you said, how are we supposed to get 

it? Because the Indian Point plant was a disaster, and it’s still 

not working correctly. It’s leaving a lot of people in danger, 

and I'd like to know, if we don’t care about the veterans, what 

are we going to do about the nuclear power in our future? 

Thank you. 

LaRouche: First of all, there is no capital for investment 

available in the private sector. It doesn’t exist. All the people 
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who claim to have it, are going to find out they have less than 

nothing. So, what we’re faced with is creating a national credit 

facility, of the Federal government, because the Federal gov- 

ernment is the only part of our system which is allowed to 

create money, by law. Therefore, the act of Congress creates 

a fund, authorizes the issue of a certain amount of U.S. cur- 

rency, which is a debt to the United States government, issues 

at denominated prices, and takes projects which are essential 

to the national interest, whether they be state facilities, or 

Federal facilities, or whatnot. And says, “Okay, we are going 

to fund this.” 

Now, as you know, if you look around the landscape, 

we’ve got a lot of unemployed people, or people who are 

employed in things which are beneath their dignity. And sim- 

ply by taking skilled and semi-skilled people, and taking a 

taskforce approach, as we used to take, to starting out with 

some skilled people, then you have some less skilled people 

in a project, you program that project so that you’re going to 

produce a skilled labor force as part of the in-house training 

and so forth, that goes on with this kind of thing, like special 

education programs and things of that sort. 

And the way we get it is by the government taking very 

specific things that are required. We require public transporta- 

tion, especially interstate public transportation, rail. We re- 

quire a rationalization of the air-rail transport system, for pas- 

sengers especially. We require nuclear power plants. We 
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require water management. For example, where can you get 

a safe drink of water out of a faucet these days? Go back 50 

years. Where could you get safe drinking water out of a faucet 

then? Where can you do it today? 

So, these kinds of things—the public health situation. We 

have people running around for health insurance, and they 

can’t afford it. Forty-seven to fifty percent of our people who 

are employed don’t have health insurance! They can’t afford 

it. This is insane. Therefore, this is an area of Federal responsi- 

bility, together with the states, to come up with solutions for 

this kind of problem. Including facilities, like this thing with 

Walter Reed is a typification of the whole mess. Walter 

Reed—we want soldiers to go and die in Iraq, but we won’t 

take care of them when they get hurt! They closed down 

Walter Reed, or they agreed to close it down, because of areal 

estate deal! They wanted the real estate area for a promotional 

area in D.C., where Walter Reed was a very essential institu- 

tion, servicing a lot of people. They're running it into the 

ground, deliberately. But you look all over the United 

States—these vets coming back from Iraq, they re not being 

treated. So you have a demonstration of a general need for a 

reconstruction of the public-health system, including related 

hospital facilities, to fit in, as we did before, under the post- 

war period. We had this partnership among Federal, state, and 

private institutions, which would work in a region together, 

and plan what the requirements were for the coming year for 

the population of the whole area. 

So, we have to go to the Federal government, in reorganiz- 

ing a bankrupt system, and take projects which are of essential 

importance to the nation, first of all in the public welfare area, 

and in the private sector, to make sure funding is available, 

long-term credit is available, for essential private industries 

and for essential public endeavors. And that’s the only way 

we’re going to get it. 

So, we have to have a plan, in my view, we have to take a 

50-year span, look 50 years forward, and say, we’re going to 

finance something over 50 years to come. And take the things 

which are of the highest category of priorities, start with some 

pilot projects to get the thing started, and determine that each 

year you're going to progress to solve this problem, another 

step. And I think the first chunk will be a good useful chunk. 

If we put some life back in some institutions that are collaps- 

ing now, we can actually keep the institutions alive. 

A Sane Approach To Manage the Planet 
Freeman: Almost all of the questions that are coming in 

now, are from groups of students from around the world, who 

have a variety of questions, all on this overall question of 

global warming. And also, along with that, there are questions 

that are coming in from individuals and from a couple of 

individual scientists who have questions about this. And I'd 

like to give Lyn the opportunity to answer some of them. 

One question comes from the University of New Hampshire, 

which also is a reflection of several other questions that have 
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come in, including from a gathering of college students in Cin- 

cinnati. 

The question from New Hampshire is from Andrew 

Langsner, and he says, “Lyn, I’m a civil engineering student 

who’s spent some time in the Youth Movement. I’ve been 

looking into the global warming issue, and I agree with you 

about how Al Gore is a liar about CO, causing global warm- 

ing. My idea about global warming, is that the warming is 

real, at least in certain key parts of the globe, like the polar 

ice cap. But using clean fuel is not going to stop this warming. 

It seems to me that we should be finding out how to deal with 

certain global effects, like rising sea levels. I'd like to know 

if you agree, and if the threat of rising sea levels is real, 

couldn’t this be addressed as part of your proposed infrastruc- 

ture development project?” 

LaRouche: As far as we know now, there are no signifi- 

cant rising sea levels in sight. There's a lot of talk about 

rising sea levels, but these are within the margin of error— 

the maximum expected. At present, in this area, we do have 

something that should be done. First of all, land management 

stinks. We are letting whole parts of the planet run down. 

Now, the best thing you can do with a planet like ours, is 

increase the CO, level. Increase the CO, level, because what 

happens with CO,? Plants gobble it up, so you turn an inor- 

ganic mass of gas into a living process. For example, you’ll 

find whole areas of denuded desert areas, so what you have, 

is a combination of developing a territory, is a distribution of 

water and CO,, and you develop systems. You develop 

grasses, for example. Grasses have an increment of mass of, 

say, of 1-2% of sunlight absorbed. Trees, good, healthy trees, 

will go up to 10% of absorbed heat. If you have enough trees 

and plants, the atmosphere will be cooler. If you have more 

trees, more plants of other kinds, you’ll find your water bal- 

ance is better, all this sort of thing. 

So, therefore, if you have a sane approach to managing 

the planet—as I’ve said before, you have to realize we’ve 

come into a period where we can no longer think of exploiting 

natural resources. We now have to think in terms of managing 

natural resources, which means also replenishing them. One 

of the best ways to replenish natural resources, is to promote 

life. The obvious kind of life you wish to promote is, first of 

all, green on the Earth. And if you want to cool the planet, 

cool an area, put in some trees! Fruit trees are fine. Do you 

like fruit? Grow fruit trees! Things like that. 

Also, management of the oceans. Eliminate pollution. Do 

things to increase the efficiency of the ocean. Oceans are 

actually the major driver of ecology on the planet, so there- 

fore, improve that. So, yes, there are things. There is no danger 

of an ice melt, so far, that we know. I’ve seen no indication 

of it. The planet’s been around for a long time. The largest 

catastrophe of this nature I’ve known, is what happened for 

about 200,000 years, prior to about 19,000 years ago, before 

the Great Glacial Melt began, in which the oceans were a few 

hundred feet below the present level, because of all this ice 
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that was sitting on top of the continents for about 200,000 

years. So, that’s the largest-scale catastrophe I know of. You 

have catastrophes like volcanic eruptions, like Krakatoa and 

before that, the island of Thera, which blew apart in an explo- 

sion which was much more powerful than Krakatoa. So there 

are things which we know about of this nature, and they 

should be anticipated, as catastrophes which we could be able 

to mobilize to deal with, if we just get on our scientific legs 

and look at them. 

Butin this case, I don’t think that there is an actual danger. 

It does not come up on the landscape as something within 

known history or probable history. ButI would say that, rather 

than worrying about the negative problems, what we should 

be worrying about is the fact that our negligence, with the 

world population increasing, we need more green, we need 

more water, we need less arid land areas and so forth. Those 

should be our goals. And if we have that approach, we will 

probably find that we’ve developed the science and technol- 

ogy which helps us to deal with any catastrophe which threat- 

ens us. But that’s my general answer. 

Solar Activity and the Earth’s Climate 
Freeman: The next question on this topic, was submitted 

from Italy, where Mr. LaRouche, just a week or so ago, gave 

a public address in the building of the Italian Parliament. The 

question is, “Mr. LaRouche, solar activity since the 1980s has 

increased 0.36%. Apparently small, but the Sun has a mass 

accounting for 99% of the whole Solar System, and therefore, 

any small increase outside the activity of the Sun itself, be- 

comes relevant for the remaining mass, this remaining 1%. 
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Now, theoretically, the Sun is at the minimum of its solar 

activity, but despite that, it is irradiating much energy and 

causing earthquakes throughout the world. Since 1982, those 

earthquakes have increased by 700%. Three hypotheses have 

been put forward in this area: one, regarding how cosmic rays 

affect the atmosphere; two, regarding how the Solar System 

has entered a warmer area called the photonic belt; and three, 

theories about the so-called tenth planet mentioned in old 

Sumeric scripts in the Bible, with the idea being that the tenth 

planet is now approaching the Sun. Since the Sun itself can 

notbe controlled, and is 99% responsible for this phenomenon 

that is being called global warming, how do you think we 

should address this problem or do you think that it’s not a 

problem?” 

LaRouche: I wouldn’t say it’s a problem, it’s a challenge. 

But look at what you’re saying in the question, listen to what 

others hear what you’re saying in this question. The so-called 

global warming effect, the Gore effect, is the result of the Sun 

getting hotter during this period. It is not CO, on the planet. 

The Sun is getting hotter. Well, it was getting hotter, but 

recently, it just began to cool down a bit, so you’re now going 

to enter a cooling phase. I don’t know if that has something 

to do with what’s going on outside on the streets today, but 

essentially Gore is bunk. I mean, I don’t know how people 

believe him. They wish to believe him. I guess why they 

believe him is because they wish to believe him. It’s terrible. 

No, we do have to think about these things. And we have 

people working in the cellar where I reside, on exactly things 

that pertain to that. 

The key thing here is that, our educational system stinks, 
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and I have recently had some first-hand happy experience 

with demonstrating that’s the case, downstairs from where I 

sometimes sleep, where young people, starting out with a proj- 

ect on the Kepler I, did a job which became a launching pad 

for Kepler II. Which is now a launching pad for a Gauss proj- 

ect, which is based on looking at what most people don’t know 

about Gauss, but what can be found out about what he knew 

about Kepler. So, when you see what young people in this age 

group, this so-called university-eligible age group, are capable 

of doing, instead of being barked at and spit at by some profes- 

sor with a mandatory course, actually go through the experi- 

ence that was done in the past, in the original university efforts, 

where the students ran the universities—not like some crazy 

yuppies or something like that, but they ran them in the sense 

that they were educating themselves, and they used the people 

around there who had knowledge, as a resource they tapped, 

in order to proceed with their self-education. 

We see the same thing works here. It worked in these 

cases. I selected a few targets, which are the obvious targets. 

All of them had some grounding in Pythagorean physics, that 

sort of thing. But, with a grounding and starting on their own, 

in selected teams, mixed teams, five, six people, so forth, they 

were able to achieve in a limited period of months, fulfill a 

project above the standard which is achieved in the university 

today, in the same period of time. And this process has been 

progressive, in its effect. 

So therefore, I think the key thing we have to think about, 

is to make the whole society a youth movement of that type, 

and use that approach to build up the same effect, like a Re- 

naissance effect, coming from Italy. 

Think of the 15th-Century Renaissance. Brunelleschi had 

a task of completing the cupola on this Cathedral of Florence, 

and what method does he use to solve an otherwise impossible 

problem? The hanging chain! A catenary! He used the cate- 

nary principle as a principle of physics—which was otherwise 

not known until Leibniz’s development of the principle of 

least action—to design something. And you take the other 

things that were developed in that brief period in Italy, of 

the Renaissance, and you see in that and other similar cases, 

unique cases in past history, that this can be done. 

I think the thing to do is to take an optimistic view, not as 

a fanciful optimistic view, not a Macawber view that “things 

will turn up,” but a real view, that if we concentrate on devel- 

oping the human being to develop these intellectual powers 

to solve problems, that we will find ourselves able to solve 

problems. The thing that is frightening about the situation 

today, and in recent decades, is the fact that the attention 

to developing the capability of young people coming into 

adulthood, to solve problems of this type themselves, to make 

progress, that’s what’s not happening. And that is frightening. 

I think if we can make that change, and think—as in Italy 

and elsewhere—the program is a new Renaissance, when we 

develop it here, we develop it there, then we can be optimistic 

about humanity. 
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The ‘Religious’ Conflict in Iraq 
Freeman: .. .We have a gathering of about 25 people 

in the annex building of Argentina’s Congress. They have 

submitted a number of questions, among them questions 

from the advisor to the member of Congress who is sponsor- 

ing the event. One question that this person has asked, which 

has been asked in fact by several people who have sent in 

questions via e-mail, regards the current conflict among 

Muslims in the nation of Iraq. The question generally is, 

“Right now, it would seem that as a result of U.S. operations 

in Iraq, that what has been sparked is a deadly war between 

Sunni and Shi’a. However, there is also much evidence 

indicating that what is going on, is really not that simple, 

and that the war is not at all a conflict between Sunni and 

Shi’a, but is something else entirely, something of a far 

more political nature. Because of the control of war propa- 

ganda, it’s very difficult to be able to tell what really is 

going on. My question to you is, do you believe that this is 

principally a religious conflict, is it something else, and in 

either case, how is it best addressed?” 

LaRouche: Well, if you look at British methods, you get 

a better understanding of what’s going on than if you look at 

American-style methods, although sometimes the Americans 

use British methods. The British method is to get the other 

guys to fight each other, and destroy each other. That’s their 

method. Remember, the British have been at this since before 

1763, when they were in the process of establishing their 

colony in India. And in that process, they moved up through 

Central Asia and through Afghanistan and so forth, and they 

developed operations which became a part of the British East 

India Company’s operations, and then were continued as the 

Arab Bureau operations, under the British again. The same 

Arab Bureau which is run by Henry Kissinger’s friend, here 

in the United States today, from London. 

So, what you’re looking at there, is: If you wish to destroy 

an area, how do you do it? Well, there are two ways. You 

can go in there and bomb it and so forth, but that’s not very 

efficient. What you do is that you try to get the people in that 

area to kill each other and to destroy their own territory, their 

own farms, their own basis of subsistence, and that’s what’s 

been done in that area. This is a British-style operation, British 

East India Company-style operation, in which they have their 

agents in all factions, and they play one faction against the 

other. And they stir up reverberating hatreds. 

You saw what was done in Lebanon. Lebanon was peace- 

ful. Boom! Blown up! And the Israelis do the same thing. The 

Israelis are generally steered by the British—at least the right- 

wing Israelis—and they do the same thing. They destroy the 

Arabs. Why do you do that? Get em to fight each other. 

For example, you had a branch of the Muslim Brother- 

hood was set up by British Intelligence and by [Ariel] Sharon, 

together, to set up a rivalry to the Palestinian Authority. So 

this resulted in a conflict, a manifold conflict. It still goes on. 

This is what the Saudis intervened in, to try to correct and 
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neutralize with their intervention, and hopefully it will work. 

But the problem you’re looking at here, is that kind of situa- 

tion, a situation in which the way you destroy an opponent is 

get him to destroy himself, by dividing his ranks against one 

another, and they will do the job nicely. And then you feed 

both sides, you have agents feeding both sides, inflaming both 

sides. Then you have provocateurs stirring up fights within 

the chemistry of this environment, and they kill each other 

off. This is the kind of colonial management policy. 

It’s been done in Africa. You see the same thing, the 

British in Africa. The French in Africa, they did the same 

thing. The Belgians in Africa, they did the same thing. It’s the 

way it’s done. And it’s time that some of us woke up to this 

reality, and stopped trying to give simplistic interpretations 

to things of this type reported here. To understand that people 

who try to maintain empires, and create empires, do it by 

manipulating the people they’re trying to conquer, so the peo- 

ple kill themselves. It’s what the British always did—get the 

other guys to fight. 

What Time Is It? 
Freeman: I’m going to take one more question, and then 

I’m going to wrap things up. This is a question that was sub- 

mitted by one of the national leaders of MoveOn, whom we’ ve 

been in touch with for quite some time. And he says, “Mr. 

LaRouche, I have followed what you’ve had to say for a 

number of years, and especially during the last Presidential 

campaign. Our views clearly converge on many issues, and 

whether the collaboration has been formal or not, we often 

find ourselves working for the same goal. Right now, from 

my organization, our focus is the following: It is to continue 

our efforts to end the war in Iraq, to continue our efforts to 

keep that war from expanding into either Pakistan, Iran, or 

anywhere else, and to remove Bush and Cheney from office. 

I believe that we agree on those. We also have some other 

initiatives on Global Warming, which I guess I won’t bring 

up.” At least he has a sense of humor! 

He says, “But, I’m interested in knowing what specifically 

you would define as what groups like ours should be doing 

in the period immediately ahead. Obviously, the people in 

MoveOn, which is a very broad-based coalition of grassroots 

groups, is not going to take up the study of Kepler. But if, in 

fact, you were to make a recommendation of a productive 

course for us to pursue, please tell us what it is, because I'm 

really interested in knowing.” 

LaRouche: The first thing to concentrate on is always 

ask: What time is it? What time does the calendar place you 

in? What moment in history are you located in? What’s the 

territory that you're operating in? We’re now at a point where 

the reality is that nothing is important, unless you’re looking 

at the fact that the entire international financial, monetary, 

and economic system, is now in a state of collapse, of chain- 

reaction collapse. What are you going to do about that? Be- 

cause, if you're not doing something to solve that, everything 
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Informed by a 

questioner that 
“obviously, 

MoveOn . . . is not 
going to take up the 
study of Kepler,” 
LaRouche replied, 

“Why not?” The 

study of this great 
astronomer of the 
16th Century is just 

what is required to 
master the scientific 
method that is 

utterly alien to Al 
Gore, and essential 
for our time. 

else you think of is worthless. It’s irrelevant. The flood is 

come. The locust plague has carried everything off. How do 

you stop the locust plague? 

The issue is that people have to wake up, and little people 

have to become big people, in the sense that—and don’t de- 

spise the. ... Why not take up Kepler? Because what’s the 

significance of Kepler? Man, since the time of ancient Greece, 

especially since the time of Eratosthenes about 200 B.C.— 

his death, which corresponded approximately with the time 

of the death of his correspondent Archimedes—since that 

time, there was a breakdown in scientific knowledge. And, 

even though the question of the Solar hypothesis was estab- 

lished by Aristarchus of Samos, a fake theory had come in, 

by a Roman faker Claudius Ptolemy, and this was generally 

accepted nonsense. And what the difference was in which the 

actuality of a systemic modern science, as the foundation of 

systematic modern science, was found by Nicholas of Cusa, 

and to some degree enhanced by Leonardo da Vinci. But it 

was Kepler who was the founder of modern comprehensive 

science, and everybody else around him, who dealt with that 

problem, failed. All modern science is based on Kepler. All 

competent forms of modern science are based on Kepler and 

his methods. 

But, in the United States, and in England, from approxi- 

mately the middle of the 17th Century until the end of the 

1970s, no one, virtually no one in the United States, was 

competent—with the exception of the people around Frank- 

lin—competent in astronomy or in physics. None! Because 

they didn’t understand this. 

And thus, you sometimes come to a point, as we come 

now in politics, in science, in other things, where the questions 

put on the table as the agenda today are the wrong questions, 

because the questions are not consonant with the problem that 

actually exists. We’re in a mess today because we allowed 
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ourselves to be pushed into a mess. We allowed ourselves by 

coming to believe things which governed our behavior, which 

are foolish things to believe. We didn’t question enough. Or 

we allowed ourselves to be discouraged by sneering oppres- 

sion, not to look into certain things we should look into. 

Now, the time has come where everything that public 

opinion has accepted as, “Oh, this is what you learn, this is 

what the universities teach, this is what this is, this is what 

you should know.” It’s all bunk! It’s all failed! System’s 

coming down. And therefore, a questioning attitude, com- 

bined with something else—. As we observe the results of 

the most recent elections, the mid-term elections, we saw 

the significant turn in the behavior of young people—particu- 

larly college-oriented or similar-oriented people—in voting 

patterns in the group between 18 and 25, and 25 to 35. This 

was a qualitative change, which defined the margin of the 

landslide victory of the Democratic Party in the House of 

Representatives. 

The time has come when the Baby-Boomer generation’s 

failure means the Baby-Boomer generation, which dominates 

politics today, is going to have to step to one side, and play 

an also-ran role, with arising role of leadership among young 

Americans in the 18-35 age group, particularly young Ameri- 

cans who have a dedication to the future of society. Young 

Americans will adopt the responsibility, as the youth associ- 

ated with me have done, to take their own resources, their own 

minds, their own potentialities, and develop the technologies, 
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develop the knowledge they need to provide and become qual- 

ified leadership. 

What you need is a kick of the boot to the rear end of the 

Baby-Boomer generation, to give them an uplifting experi- 

ence. And what you need is the boot of youth, of exuberant 

youth who are facing the challenge, youth who generally have 

nothing—in terms of material resources, young people who 

have almost nothing, they're living on almost nothing. They 

have nothing but the future. They have no reason to be dedi- 

cated to anything but the future. And the challenge to them is 

to develop the skills within themselves to meet the challenge 

of the future. To make the future. To build the future, and to 

put a spark, and a kick to the butt, to the Baby-Boomer gener- 

ation. 

Freeman: You’ve been an excellent audience, as have 

the audiences that have gathered in Colombia, in Argentina, 

in Mexico, in Italy, in Berlin, and across the United States. 

Obviously, we have a great deal of work to do, and I think 

that Lyn’s unique role—not only here in the United States, 

but internationally, has emerged with increasing clarity as the 

crisis has deepened. I want to really encourage those of you 

who are listening, to take up the challenges that Lyn has put 

on the table, and to work with, or in support of, particularly 

the efforts of the LaRouche Youth Movement here in the 

United States, and to make sure that you keep abreast of what 

is happening, both currently and how it affects the future. 
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