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Lyndon LaRouche delivered this webcast address on Sept. 24, 2010, in 
Northern Virginia. It was chaired by his national spokeswoman Debra 
Freeman. (The webcast is archived at www.larouchepac.com.)

Debra Freeman: Good  afternoon.  On  behalf  of  LaRouchePAC,  I’d 
like to welcome all of you who are here in our audience, and those of you 
who are  listening over  the Internet.  I  think that while  these events have 
become a fairly regular occurrence, that people across the United States, 
people across the world, and especially people in Washington, D.C., have 
come to depend on, to find at least something that looks like a clear path, 
through the crisis that we face right now. And certainly, the events over the 
last week have put us in a situation, of such a degree of uncertainty, on so 
many different fronts, that the desire for a clear path, is, I think, at an all-
time high.

The question is whether, once that path has been defined, people are 
prepared to take it. There is nobody on the planet at this point, who is more 
capable of leading people along that path, provided they are willing to take 
it, than Lyndon LaRouche. And therefore, without any further delay, I bring 
you Lyndon LaRouche.

Lyndon LaRouche: Thank you. Thank you, very much.
This is going to be, while usual, in some sense, totally unusual, because 

the situation is totally unusual. We have entered into a situation internation-
ally, but especially in the United States, in which none of the people who 
are in leading positions in government, have either the will, or the perspec-
tive,  to  deal  with  the  problem.  Everybody  who  is  considered  a  leading 
person in government, that I know—and I’ve been scraping the ceilings to 
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find out who might have the temperament to take this 
on: There is no one in charge now, in the Democratic 
Party, or in the Federal government, who is capable and 
ready  to  make  decisions  which  must  be  made  now, 
which can not be postponed!

The overall situation is that the world system, start-
ing with the United States, the world economic system 
is about to go into a general collapse. This is not some-
thing gradual. It’s something that can happen in a short 
period of a matter of days or even hours! The triggers 
can be triggered, and you will have a breakdown, which 
will be  irreversible, on  this planet,  for generations  to 
come.

We are at that point: We are at a point of an implo-
sion of the entire international monetary-financial 
system. And it’s now! And it will not wait, until after the 
November election! You want to wait until after the No-
vember  election,  to  see  how  it  works  out?  If  you’re 
worried about trying to keep the Democratic Party to-
gether, through the election, you are off-base! You are 
not facing reality.

You Have To Go Back in History
This is a situation in which the conventional politi-

cian, who thinks he’s experienced, from the living gen-
eration—you know, I’m 88, so I come from a slightly 

earlier generation. There are some people who are also 
88, and who are not functioning too well any more. I, in 
my function, am functioning. And therefore, I will have 
to stand in, and take responsibility for my generation, 
which  is  also  the generation,  in  one  sense,  of Eisen-
hower and MacArthur. Because we are in the kind of 
situation  globally,  where  names  like  that,  and  also 
Franklin Roosevelt, are relevant.

You have to understand, among all other things, that 
my generation—I’m sort of on the young side of my 
generation;  most  of  the  people  in  my  generation  are 
dead. And the generation which has succeeded my gen-
eration, those who were born, usually about 19�� or a 
decade  later,  have  gone  through  experiences,  where 
they have no understanding whatsoever, and no capac-
ity to react, on their own, to the situation which con-
fronts us now. You have to recognize this. You have to 
go back in history.

There was a point, when Franklin Roosevelt died, 
and already there was a very severe crisis, as of about 
the time of the successful breakthrough in Normandy. 
The British, who had been begging up to that time—
double-crossing  Roosevelt,  but  begging  for  his  help 
from the United States,  to save  their butt;  the British 
system, including Winston Churchill, who had been re-
sponsible for bringing Hitler into power in Europe, sud-
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President Franklin 
Roosevelt and Prime 
Minister Winston 
Churchill aboard a 
warship at the Yalta 
summit, February 
1945. With the end of 
the war in sight, the 
fundamental conflict 
between the two men 
loomed large: FDR 
was determined to 
destroy the British 
imperial system.
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denly  found,  in 19�0-19�1,  they found,  in 19�0,  that 
Hitler had made a deal with the fascist French govern-
ment, later typified by Pétain’s leadership, and Laval’s 
leadership  in  the northern part of France—who were 
fascists!

Laval was a fascist; Pétain was a fascist. They cut a 
deal with the Nazis, under which a French force, which, 
if  mobilized,  with  its Allies,  would  have  defeated  a 
Wehrmacht onslaught against France. But that was not 
the case! The French organization, and the British orga-
nization, were chaotically organized. They were confi-
dent they had a deal under which Hitler would be forced 
to go into a war against the Soviet Union directly. They 
counted on it. Their plan was to sit and let Germany and 
the Soviet Union destroy one another. That was  their 
plan.

Suddenly, a change occurred: The Wehrmacht found 
it had an open door—all the cooperation it needed, from 
the  opposing  command.  Capable  and  patriotic  com-
manders of the French forces and in the government, 
were pulled back, or put in the rear, where they could 
not command the troops. The preparations for defense 
of France against a Wehrmacht attack, were nonexis-
tent! So,  then, when  this worked  itself out, Churchill 
screamed for help from Franklin Roosevelt!

And so, from that point on, with Churchill’s usual 
double-crossing,  and  scheming—from  that  point  on, 
until the breakthrough in Normandy, the British relied 
upon  the United States,  to  get  their  goose out  of  the 
oven. But  shortly after  that,  the British, who had  the 

inside  track on  the German peace negotiations, man-
aged to tip off Hitler and company, exactly as to what 
was  intended,  to  negotiate  an  immediate  peace.  So, 
what happened, these generals, who were going to ne-
gotiate the peace, the surrender and peace negotiations, 
were killed by the Gestapo and others. Hitler remained 
in power for another year, and Germany was virtually 
destroyed.

And in the meantime, what happened in the United 
States, we had a fascist, called Truman, who was a Sen-
ator,  and part  of  the Wall Street  crowd, which  is  the 
same thing as  the British. And Roosevelt, because of 
the  conspiracy,  was  obliged  to  accept Truman  as  the 
Vice President, as a way of avoiding chaos in the U.S. 
command—a  British  trick. And  Truman  was  a  Wall 
Street asset, which means, he was a British asset! And 
thus, after a protracted war, and the death of Roosevelt, 
and the conclusion of that war, Churchill and company, 
already, before the end of the war, with the collabora-
tion with Truman, had set into motion a complete rever-
sal of the intention of the United States for the post-war 
peace.
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Col. Claus Schenk von Graf Stauffenberg (left) with Hitler, five 
days before the July 20, 1944 attempt by Stauffenberg and 
others to assassinate the Führer. They had made contact with 
the Allies about a peace settlement, but were betrayed by the 
British. On the right is Field Marshal Wilhelm Keitel, who 
played a key role in foiling the plot.

French Marshal Philippe Pétain greets Adolf Hitler. The 
French made a deal with the Nazis, allowing the Wehrmacht to 
march into France. The British, who had expected Hitler to 
move East, screamed, “We were double-crossed!” and begged 
the U.S. for help.
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And Churchill, together with Bertrand Russell, that 
swine, who is known for his ownership of Soviet heads 
of state, such as Khrushchov, who was a British agent 
of Bertrand Russell. Gorbachov,  a British agent; An-
dropov,  a  British  agent. And  so,  the  death  of  Stalin 
meant, that a British agent, Khrushchov, took power.

Betrayed by Truman
Now we, in my generation, generally tended to un-

derstand this problem. And we had two military lead-
ers, who were very important in this understanding, but 
also the leadership of the real, patriotic side of OSS—
no longer OSS, Office of Strategic Services—but they 
still existed. And this comes to me.

Now, I was not a part of this crew, during my mili-
tary service, during the last war, or the last real war, the 
last  honest  war.  But  I  represented  the  same  point  of 
view. And that was steeled for me, because of my expe-
rience  in  Calcutta,  during  the  terminal  period  of  my 
military service overseas, in which I was directly en-
gaged, with Indians and others, in the prospect of what 
the United States should do, with India and India’s in-
tended independence. And I sat on top of a British op-
eration,  which  conducted  a  slaughter,  in  Calcutta, 
where  I  was,  a  slaughter  directed  against  people  in 
India, whom I had met as various political parties  in 
Calcutta at that time.

And so, I came back out of service, to the United 
States, knowing that we had put a pig in the Presidency, 
called Truman. And the British had taken over, and we 
were betrayed, betrayed by Truman.

Now, people who had been in the leadership of OSS, 
like Donovan, people associated with him, and people 
like MacArthur, and people like Eisenhower, who I had 
a  short exchange with by correspondence,  in 19��—
these people were patriots. And given the fact that we 
had a President who was not a patriot, Truman, but a 
British agent against American interests, a Wall Street 
type, of the type we’re dealing with today, probably a 
little more intelligent than today’s, a little less stupid, a 
little less greasy; we had that.

So, the time came when, in approaching the 19�1 
collapse—which I understood, and was forecasting that 
collapse at that time, as an economist—I began to move. 
And after several years of my movement, in the 19�0s, 
some  people  who  were  associated  with  the  patriotic 
military  and  intelligence  institutions  of  the  United 
States, from the World War II period, including people 
who had died by that time, Eisenhower and MacArthur. 

And over this period of time, since the death of Roos-
evelt, people like the circles of Donovan, the patriotic 
side, the circles of Eisenhower, the circles of MacAr-
thur, had maintained an intention, for the United States, 
and against what was known to be the British enemy of 
the United States, and its Wall Street scum, who were 
the traitors to the United States, and always had been!

Now, this scum, with its puppet, a crazy, stupid de-
generate, our current President, has brought us to the 
point, under British direction, where the British Empire, 
which is represented by, especially, not only the Queen, 
but represented by the financial institutions associated 
with  Lord  Jacob  Rothschild’s  Inter-Alpha  Group, 
founded in 19�1, as a part of the operation to shut down 
the Bretton Woods system, that same year, and to go on 
to the destruction of the United States.

We have been destroyed. We have been betrayed. 
We have a guy who is a traitor, if he’s got the brains to 
know that he is: the President of the United States. We 
have  reached a point of breakdown, at which, at any 
time now, we can have a sudden collapse of the United 
States economy, at any point, and it will be a worldwide 
chain-reaction collapse, right now!

And right now, there is none of the established lead-
ership, political leadership of this government, which is 
alert, and reacting, and ready to defend the United States 
against  the  great  menace  which  immediately  faces  it 
and its people!

LaRouche’s SDI
Under these circumstances, on the basis of the fact 

that I was, in a sense, drawn into support by these vet-
erans of World War II, including the veterans of lead-
ership of Eisenhower and MacArthur, and the Dono-
van circles, as many of you know, I ran an operation, 

You’re going to “wait” until the 
Democratic Party gives you permission 
to speak? You’re not a patriot, you’re a 
fool! Whoever leads this nation back to 
safety will be able to assemble the 
political party that takes the victory, 
that leads it, and wins it. Winning the 
war, is generally good for popularity—
and therefore, we have to do it.
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which became known as the SDI. This was my 
creation. I designed it. I designed it, of course, 
with people whom I consulted, who worked 
with me. I had cooperation with leading mili-
tary officers, veterans, in France, general of-
ficers  and  similar  people;  I  had  cooperation 
with general officers and similar people from 
the  German  establishment,  from  the  Italian 
establishment,  from  the  Argentinian  estab-
lishment, and so forth.

So,  I  ran  an  operation  which  was  called 
SDI. And we secured, through the National Se-
curity Council’s cooperation, and my coopera-
tion  with  them,  we  secured  an  SDI  proposal 
which, if adopted, would have solved this prob-
lem,  of  the  United  States.  But,  the  usual 
people—usually dumb politicians, not neces-
sarily  traitors,  but  dumb  politicians—sabo-
taged it. And a British agent, Andropov, on the 
Soviet side, sabotaged it. And also, a guy who 
is still alive today, a British-owned scum called 
Gorbachov,  also  sabotaged  it,  and  demanded 
my assassination. So, they decided to imprison 
me rather than to assassinate me, which George 
Bush, Sr. went along with.

So, now I stand here. I know what the prob-
lem is. I have a feeling for it, because I come 
from  a  generation  that’s  capable  of  knowing 
what  the  feeling  for  this  kind  of  decision  is. 
And I have the experience in large-scale opera-
tions, such as the SDI, which was a very large 
operation, knowing how to do these things, and 
how to pull these things off. We have a class of 
politicians, which, while some of them are very 
charming, some of them are very nice, some of 
them are very  intelligent  in  their own ways,  lack  the 
ability to command forces for this kind of problem.

Now,  there  are  solutions. And  that  is  the  title  of 
what  I  shall  present  today. And  then  we  shall  have 
some questions about  these matters, coming in from 
questions already posted, and new ones will be coming 
in, on this subject, on the subject of “The New Econ-
omy.” The remedy for this situation, is the immediate 
action, to get this President out of his office, and into 
safe retirement where he doesn’t kill himself. Because 
this President has a profile of Nero and Hitler, who, 
both, in coming to the end of their careers, killed them-
selves. He is of that type. So, my concern has been that 
he not kill himself, but he goes to a safe place, where 

he is not allowed to kill himself.
But we have  to have a new Presidency. The Vice 

President would be perfectly  acceptable  for  this  pur-
pose, because he is a normal human being, not a lunatic. 
He may not be too accurate, in all his estimates, he may 
not always say things right, but nonetheless, he’s human 
and he’s reasonable. And under crisis conditions, a man 
like that can be a useful figure, if he is determined to 
serve his country, as President. If he is determined to 
serve the interests of our nation and civilization, he can 
probably be trusted. And we have other people in Fed-
eral government who can be trusted.

Just  get  rid  of  this  Obama  plague.  But  it  has  to 
happen.

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

Lyndon LaRouche addresses a conference on “beam weapons” in 
Washington, April 13, 1983. The Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) was 
his operation, and President Reagan accepted it. It was sabotaged, 
however, by dumb politicians and British agents, including those in 
Moscow.
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Restore Glass-Steagall, Now!
Now,  the  simple  way  to  do  that,  which  is 

what people lack the guts to do, and it should be 
done this week; it should be done over the week-
end. People who are patriots, and intelligent, at 
the  same  time, will do  it! And  that  is,  to push 
through, immediately, Glass-Steagall.

Now, Glass-Steagall is only the beginning of 
the process. Glass-Steagall means that this Presi-
dent is no longer a factor: He’s going out. He’s not 
running the country. He’s a failure. Nobody wants 
him, really! Politicians don’t want him, Democrats 
don’t  want  him.  Republicans,  of  course,  don’t 
want him. They think it would be an advantage to 
them, to do it, or something. And I don’t know 
what’s  going  on  with  the  funny  characters  out 
there, who are neither Democrats nor Republicans, 
but that’s all right. They’re going in various directions.

The key here, is this: We are being destroyed, again, 
by orders from London. Now, London does not repre-
sent the United Kingdom. The United Kingdom is an 
appendage of this process, but not the author of it. The 
power  lies  with  the  British  monarchy,  the  British 
Empire.  The  British  Empire  is  not  just  its  territorial 
powers. The British Empire is an international mone-
tary-financial cabal, which, today, is represented by a 
group  called  the  Inter-Alpha Group. The  Inter-Alpha 
Group formed in 19�1, at the same time that the United 
States took down the Bretton Woods system, and this 
was a replacement for the Bretton Woods system. It was 
part of the effect of the destruction of the United States, 
by the war, which was launched through aid of the kill-
ing of Kennedy! Because President Kennedy was com-
mitted,  together  with  Eisenhower  and  MacArthur,  to 
prevent any long wars by the United States in Asia.

And the only way, that this war was set into motion, 
a ten-year-long war that ruined the United States, the 
so-called Indo-China War, the only way that was done, 
was by killing Kennedy! And the assassination of Ken-
nedy, and the cover-up of the assassination, was what 
demoralized and terrified President Johnson. And led us 
into ten years of war, which effectively destroyed the 
United States economy, and which set into motion these 
horrors since.

And it has to be remembered, that in the 19�0s and 
19�0s, while they were still alive—and still later for some 
other people—people who had been part of the OSS, the 
military intelligence group, which had fought as leader-
ship in World War II, resisted this—they were neutral-

ized, by a group of Wall Street-related, London direction. 
And the intent since that time, but actually since 1�82, has 
been, by the British Empire, to destroy the United States.

And the British Empire is not an empire of the Brit-
ish people, it is not an empire of the people of the United 
Kingdom. It’s the empire of an international financier 
force, monetary-financier force, which rules the world 
through a money system, which it controls. This was a 
system which Franklin Roosevelt worked  to destroy! 
From the beginning of his Presidency: to destroy by use 
of no other weapon than the Constitution itself, of the 
United States, beginning with Glass-Steagall.

And so, this group understood—and I have under-
stood. And while most of them are dead, I’m still alive. 
And because I come from a generation which was in-
volved in war, in Asia, in particular, during World War 
II, before Truman took over. And because I knew that 
Truman was a disaster for us, on the day that Roosevelt 
died, as I said to the troops who had asked me about this 
thing: I’m standing here saying, I know what has to be 
done. And I know, that there is no alternative that’s 
worth a damn at this time.

All  right. So,  I’ll  indicate what  the measures  are, 
that I’ve laid out, for moving this nation, into a form of 
action which can succeed, and will cure this problem, 
and eliminate the effectiveness of our enemy.

Let me add just one thing on this, qualifying, so ev-
erybody can understand this.

FDR Rescues the Nation
What happened  is, you can  imagine, here’s  the 

United  States,  which  had  been  pulled  out  of  the 

White House Photo/Pete Souza

If Glass-Steagall is passed, Obama will quit, said LaRouche.
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gutter,  the  gutter 
into  which  it  had 
been  thrown  by 
Teddy Roosevelt, by 
Woodrow  Wilson, 
by  Coolidge,  by 
Hoover—we  were 
destroyed  and  be-
trayed.  But,  sud-
denly,  in  the  midst 
of  a  dark  moment, 
Franklin  Roosevelt 
had  succeeded  in 
overcoming the fas-
cists inside the Dem-
ocratic  Party,  and 
taking over the nom-
ination for the Presi-
dency,  and  becom-
ing President. And he knew what he was doing. And he 
did it, step by step, and he moved quickly, and he ac-
complished great things.

You can imagine, then, my generation, with that ex-
perience, after having this trash, Teddy Roosevelt, trea-
sonous trash! His uncle was a leader of the Confederate 
intelligence service, operating from London, and a real 
pig. Woodrow Wilson: a family that was part of the or-
ganization of the Ku Klux Klan; and it was Woodrow 
Wilson, that organized the Ku Klux Klan, again! On a 
larger scale than ever before, while he was President, 
and did it from the White House itself! What a pig he 
was! Coolidge—pig! Hoover, opportunist agent! And 
we were being destroyed!

And Roosevelt moved in, and took immediate action 
to rescue the United States.

Which is to be compared 
with what’s happening under 
this  President!  This  Presi-
dent is a disaster! Look at the 
suffering  he  has  caused.  I 
mean, George W. Bush was 
no  damned  good.  But  this 
one  is  far  worse!  This  has 
been our greatest  affliction! 
We have no enemy from out-
side our borders, who could 
have done the damage to the 

United States, that 
this swine has done! 
And  yet,  our  cow-
ardly  politicians 
don’t  do  anything 
about it. Why not?

Well,  that’s  be-
cause  of  what  hap-
pened, at  the end of 
the  war,  what  hap-
pened to my genera-
tion, and the younger 
generation  that  was 
just  being  born  at 
that  time, who were 
put  through  this 
right-wing  terror, 
economic terror! De-
ployed  against  the 
United States, by the 

great affectionate relationship among J. Edgar Hoover, 
Roy Cohn, and Cardinal Spellman:  three people who 
were  very  closely  associated—intimately  associated 
with one another. And they typify this combination of 
forces, which terrified the people of the United States, 
who had come out of the Roosevelt generation, so to 
speak, which had saved us, mobilized us, again, as a 
great nation; and they were terrified into submission.

And therefore, the children, who were born after the 
death of Roosevelt, tended to be more easily corrupted, 
because they were subjected to a terror, conducted by 
their own government against  them, on behalf of  the 
British Empire!

So that generation, which we call the Baby-Boomer 
generation, born under these conditions, does not have 
much of a temperament for fighting; for fighting against 

Library of Congress

The assassination of 
President Kennedy on 
Nov. 4, 1963 led us into 
ten years of the Indo-
China War, destroying 
our economy and much 
else besides. Shown 
below are U.S. soldiers 
in Hue City, South 
Vietnam, Feb. 6, 1968.
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fascism, as represented by Wall Street and London; for 
fighting against treason, from the friends of Wall Street 
and  London.  They  don’t  have  the  kind  of  “stuff”  in 
them, that my generation had! It’s not  their fault, en-
tirely; of course not. They were subjected  to  it,  from 
childhood, almost from infancy.

So, now, we are situated where the enemy is laugh-
ing at us. We no longer have leadership from my gen-
eration.  I  am  the  last  specimen,  in  some  sense,  from 
this, still actively standing on my feet, and fighting and 
doing these things. So I have to speak. I speak for the 
conscience of the United States, I speak for the people 
who died, serving the United States, in my generation 
and earlier.

The time has come, to bring this to an end. And to 
turn the corner, now.

People have schemes, schemes for the Democratic 
Party: Forget it! Learn the lesson from Franklin Roos-
evelt. Anybody who leads this nation to victory, from 
among the ranks of Democrats, is going to take over the 
Democratic Party. You don’t have to coddle them, you 
don’t have to stroke them. You don’t have to make deals 
with them. Take over the leadership, save the nation, 
and you’ve got the Democratic Party.

Even these prostitutes, who are unwilling to do any-
thing  today about  this  thing—they will  sit  there,  and 
say,  “Yes,  it’s  right,  right. You’re  right. You’re  right, 
you’re  right,  you’re  right”—but  they  won’t  do  any-
thing. They say, “We’ve got  to get our  leadership  to-

gether. We got to get ‘good Democrats’ all together, so 
we don’t lose this next election.”

The next election, buddy?! If we don’t do what we 
have to do, now, there’s not going to be a “next elec-
tion”!  At  least  not  one  you  want  to  remember.  The 
Democratic Party is finished if we don’t do something, 
now! And anybody who thinks they are going to hold 
the Democratic Party together, under these conditions, 
has to be some kind of an idiot! Or else, born too late! 
Not born in my generation. It has to be done.

Congress Must Not Leave Washington
Now, the first thing that has to be done, and it has 

to be done this week, this weekend, next week! No 
later! Nobody should go home from Congress! Only 
people who are not patriots will  leave  the Congress 
now, will  leave Washington now. If  they’re patriots, 
they’re going to stay here in Washington!

They are not going to leave until the job is done! 
And it’s the ones that stay, and do the job, that will be 
ruling Democrats in the coming period. It’s the Demo-
crats that do that who will get a majority, easily, in the 
Congress. Not because  they’re good, but because  the 
Republicans are so bad.

That’s the way it will work. You want a win for the 
Democratic Party, don’t do what the Democratic Party 
tells  you!  They  give  themselves  bad  advice.  If  you 
want  to  be  friends  with  them,  don’t  honor  their 
advice.

Library of Congress

Library of Congress

After World War II, LaRouche’s generation and the one that came after it were subjected to 
right-wing terror, orchestrated by, among others, these affectionate buddies (left to right): J. 
Edgar Hoover; Sen. Joseph McCarthy and his attorney Roy Cohn; and Cardinal Francis 
Spellman.
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We  have  to  do  this  now.  Without  Glass-Steagall 
being  enacted  in  the  immediate  period,  now,  I  don’t 
care about anything else! And nobody else who is a pa-
triot, who is capable, cares either. The hell with it! We 
have to save this nation, and we’re on the verge of losing 
it. And those who try to compromise for the sake of the 
Democratic Party, are making a double mistake. First of 
all, the Democratic Party is not going to win anything 
by your trying to cater to them. What you have to do, is 
take  them  into  the woodshed and give  them a  lesson 
from which they will graduate with honors. That’s the 
way to do it.

The responsibility is not to the parties. That’s Euro-
pean  nonsense.  That’s  European  parliamentarianism. 
That’s nonsense! The obligation of the citizen is to the 
Republic, and to the Constitution, not to the party. If the 
party serves the interests of the people, fine; it must be 
defended  and  promoted.  If  it  does  not—we-e-ell! 
Changes can be made. But it’s the people out there.

Look, the people are suffering, what are you going 
to do about them? Do you realize how many people are 
unemployed? Do you realize that most people who are 
unemployed who are over �0, have no chance of getting 
employment again? Do you realize what’s happening to 
the health-care system? What’s happening to communi-
ties?  Do  you  realize  that  states  are  now  breaking 
down?

Because states can’t fund them-
selves.  They  can’t  utter  credit, 
themselves.  They  depend  on  the 
Federal  government.  The  states 
are bankrupt! And they’re about to 
disintegrate! They’re already dis-
integrating—and you mean, you’re 
not going to do something? You’re 
going  to  “wait”  until  the  Demo-
cratic Party gives you permission 
to  speak?  You’re  not  a  patriot, 
you’re a  fool! You’re not a party 
loyalist,  you’re  an  encumbrance. 
Therefore, who cares?

Whoever  leads  this  nation 
back to safety will be able to as-
semble  the  political  party  that 
takes the victory, that leads it, and 
wins it. Winning the war, is gen-
erally  good  for  popularity—and 
therefore, we have to do it.

So, the first thing that has to be 

done, now—all else aside, no obstacles, no ifs, ands, or 
buts;  this  is  war,  buddy! This  is  the  existence  of  the 
nation! This is the existence of the republic. It’s the ex-
istence of civilization. It’s war, buddy! And you have no 
obligation, to anything except the mission: the mission, 
which is in the memory of people, such as Eisenhower 
and  MacArthur,  and  many  other  people,  who,  in  my 
generation,  did  their  duty. And  the  time  now,  is  for 
people who are willing to stand forth and do their duty, 
without fear or favor.

How It Will Work
So, the first thing: What happens if we now proceed, 

and inaugurate Glass-Steagall? Immediately, we put the 
banking  system  into  reorganization,  and  all  the  junk 
banking, which we’ve been bailing out, will disappear. It 
will disappear of its own weight, just be gone. What we 
can save are the banks, in the form of a Glass-Steagall 
rule. They’re going to be potentially bankrupt, too.

But! Under Glass-Steagall, and under our Constitu-
tion, the Federal government controls who goes bank-
rupt and who doesn’t. Therefore, if we decide, we say, 
we’re going to defend these institutions, these banks—
we’re going to keep their doors open; we’re going to 
supply  them with  a  line of  credit,  so  they keep  their 
doors open, then we will save the banking system, the 
commercial banking system of the United States, under 

Creative Commons/coolmikeol’s photostream

“Do you realize that states are now breaking down?” Shown is a demonstration against 
budget cuts in San Francisco, Calif., December 2009.
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Federal  protection,  under  a 
Roosevelt-style protection.

Now,  we’ve  got  a  bank-
ing system. At the same time, 
we have wiped off the books, 
the  toy  money,  the  play 
money,  the  Monopoly 
money:  All  this  bailout 
money  disappears!  Why? 
Because the institutions that 
claim  it  are  bankrupt.  You 
take away their power to get 
more  bailout,  more  TARP: 
They’re  bankrupt,  they’re 
finished.  Who  cares?  Wall 
Street? We don’t need it. It’s 
a disease. We don’t need it.

So, we save our banking 
system,  and  we  save  our 
banking system under Federal law. We now have that 
obligation gone. We don’t owe that money any more. 
Now, we create Federal credit. What do we do with it?

Well,  there are two general  things, which are the 
benchmarks  for what we have  to do. Number 1, we 
have to, of course, immediately, have Federal credit, 
uttered  by  the  Federal  government,  to  the  states,  to 
fund  the  restoration of  the  functioning of  the states, 
and the communities within them. Because the states 
can not, in themselves, bail themselves out! You can 
not  allow  the  firemen,  the  police,  the  schools,  the 
whole thing, to disintegrate; you can not allow that. So 
the  Federal  government  must  supply  the  immediate 
credit necessary to keep the states functioning, as sov-
ereign  as  states—not  as Federal  government,  but  as 
states. We must maintain their functions. Fine. That’s 
the  emergency  thing  that must  happen  immediately. 
So, Glass-Steagall will let us do that.

So the Congress stays in session! They don’t need to 
go to an election, because they’re going to get plastered 
in this election if they go home. And they’re not going 
to  be  popular  at  home. The  best  place,  is  a  place  of 
safety,  where  we  can  protect  these  Congressmen,  in 
Washington. We can protect  them here. I don’t know 
what’s going to happen to them in their regions, the way 
things are going—they’re not very popular, you know. 
I don’t know why they want to go home. A guy wants to 
be home to get lynched? This guy’s not a very intelli-
gent politician. Not a good legislator.

So, we will stay in session! We don’t need a cam-

paign! We need to save the nation! Not an election cam-
paign.  We  don’t  need  to  save  the  Democratic  Party! 
Keep it in Washington; that’s the only way to save it. 
And keep it voting up Glass-Steagall! They can do it, 
vote up Glass-Steagall.

That means that now they can have Federal legisla-
tion immediately forced through,

Oh,  in  the  meantime,  there’s  good  news:  Obama 
will quit. You don’t have to throw him out; he’ll quit. 
His Administration is already disintegrating. His gov-
ernment, the Obama section of the Federal government 
in Washington, is disintegrating as we speak! They’re 
running to the woods! And they’re afraid the bears’ll 
get ’em!

So that’s what we do. First that.

NAWAPA: The Recovery Program
Now, we have to have a recovery program. First of 

all, you have  to have a stability program: Protect  the 
people,  protect  the  states,  protect  our  Constitution. 
Now,  we  need  a  recovery  program. Ah!  We  already 
have one. But, a little problem there: We’ve got to get 
the Canadians to cooperate with this; and the Mexicans, 
but that’s not the big problem. Because the Canadians, 
faced with the situation they’re going to face, will do it. 
Not because they want to do it, or because the British 
Empire wants them to do, but they will do it, because 
their butt depends upon  it;  if  they’re going  to have a 
butt, still, they’re going to have to protect it by doing 
this.

Gen. Douglas MacArthur (left) and Gen. Dwight Eisenhower maintained, after Roosevelt’s 
death, an intention to continue the fight against the British Empire and its Wall Street traitors.
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What are we doing to do? We’re going to make one 
of the greatest economic surges of recovery the world 
has ever seen, and it’s based on a plan which is largely 
already designed,  and has been designed  since 19��. 
It’s  called  NAWAPA. This  program,  which  is  neces-
sary, will be  the greatest  improvement  in  life on  this 
planet, which has ever been possible. The first 20 years 
will be great! It’s a major project, NAWAPA. And this 
project will guarantee us the rapid employment of 3-� 
million  people,  many  of  whom  are  presently  unem-
ployed, but have high-quality skills, who will be em-
ployed in this project.

Now,  the project  not  only  involves  the NAWAPA 
project itself, but, to implement NAWAPA, what do you 
have to do? NAWAPA is a project which deals with this 
area, largely, between the 20-inch rainfall line, and the 
mountain  ranges  along  the Pacific Coast,  up  into  the 
Arctic. And leads into, of course, a tunnel, or a bridge, 
between Alaska and Siberia, which means an opening 
up of the world. It also means a model for what we can 
do in Africa, to bail out Africa, to save it, from Hell!

What this will do, will essentially require, in addi-
tion  to  changing  the  climate—NAWAPA will  change 

the  climate:  Every  drop  of  water  that  goes  into 
NAWAPA, will actually be multiplied in benefit: That 
drop of water will be recycled through, on the west-to-
east line, will be recycled in the form of rainfall. That is, 
the moisture that comes up from the Earth, goes into 
cloud formations. The cloud formations are rain forma-
tions, and therefore, in a case like this, the amount of 
net water from NAWAPA, that we put into the system, 
will give us 2.� times that amount of rainfall, across the 
territory of the United States. It means that.

It also means, what we have to do, to build NAWAPA. 
You notice that the state of Michigan, the state of Ohio, 
most of Pennsylvania, Indiana, Illinois, and west to St. 
Louis, is pretty much broken down, nowadays: one of 
the gifts of Obama and his immediate predecessors. So, 
what does that mean?

Well, we’re going to have to put all this concrete—
we’re going to build dams and water systems beyond 
your imagination: The Hoover Dam is a small pygmy, 
compared  to  what  we’re  going  to  be  doing!  But  it’s 
going  to  mean  3-�  million  people  employed  in  this 
overall  project,  and  beginning  very  early,  to  do  this! 
We’re going to have to go to the people who were fired, 

This 1964 video on the North American 
Water and Power Alliance (NAWAPA), by 
The Ralph M. Parsons Co., shows new 
waterways reaching south through the 
United States into Mexico, and east 
though Canada, to the benefit of all three 
nations. The video can be viewed at http://
tiny.cc/zkoax. The LaRouchePAC’s 
beautiful video of an expanded NAWAPA 
concept is at http://www.larouchepac.com/
nawapa.
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or laid off, or whatever, in 
Michigan,  in  western 
Pennsylvania, in Ohio, In-
diana,  Illinois,  so  forth; 
because we need  to have 
them  rebuild  the  rail 
system.  Where  we  have 
one-track  systems,  we 
need  two.  Remember, 
we’re going to be hauling 
more  massive  weight,  in 
terms of concrete and steel 
and so forth, from the East 
Coast of the United States, 
to the western shore, than 
has  ever  been  conceived 
before!

So,  not  only  does 
NAWAPA  represent  a 
quick,  immediate  mass 
employment  of  skilled 
people, while they’re still 
alive to do it—and people 
who are now �0 years or 
older,  under  Obama,  are 
condemned  to  death,  the  way  it  stands  now.  These 
people  represent  skills,  which  are  high-degree  skills, 
high-technology  skills,  or  people  who  are  associated 
with work of  that  type. We put  these people back  to 
work, immediately! It will take a little friction to do it, 
but we can get it done.

Now,  we’re  going  to  need  to  haul  the  materials, 
which are going to be required for the installation of the 
NAWAPA project. We’re going to have to rebuild the 
railway system, redesign it, for that purpose. We have 
an area,  the agricultural area west of  the Mississippi, 
and particularly the 20-inch rainfall area, which is now 
disintegrating: The land is subsiding! The aquifers are 
draining  down,  are  being  emptied!  The  agricultural 
supplies of the United States are being destroyed! By 
this lack of water. We’ve been going deep, picking up 
fossil water, bringing it to the surface, for our agricul-
ture system. We’re going to have to get sensible again. 
We’re going to have to rebuild the system.

We’re  going  to  double-track  railway  systems, 
where  they’re  single  track.  Where  they’re  built  for 
lightweight, we’re going to go for high weight. Where 
we use only rail systems in steep areas, you don’t want 
to use rails; you want magnetic levitation. Because, if 

you want to go uphill, on an incline uphill—and we’re 
going up from the level above sea level, to 3,000 feet 
and �,000 feet—to haul  this amount of concrete and 
steel and so forth up to that level, you’re not going to 
want  a  rail,  a  push-me-pull-me  rail  system.  You’re 
going to want a magnetic-levitation system, to handle 
that kind of problem.

Where is this going to be built? Well, it’s going to be 
built  in places where  the air  service and automobiles 
used to be built, by the same kind of people who did 
that. That’s what we did; that’s what we did in World 
War  II. Where do you  think we got  the war  industry 
from? We got it because Ford and General Motors, and 
so forth, began to build airplanes and everything else 
you can imagine. You can have all these sites around the 
country, which used to be fully employed, and they pro-
duced every damned thing you can imagine for the war. 
And we converted that later, largely, to automobile pro-
duction.

Put that back to work. Get our people back to work.
Now, not only do we have that, but we have a coun-

try like Russia, which is in terrible condition. But it has 
some  of  the  most  essential  mineral  resources  in  the 
world, for the world needs of this type. It also is essen-

“The Hoover Dam is a small pygmy, compared to what we’re going to be doing!” said LaRouche.
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tial, in its capability, for nations like Mongolia, China; 
it is the key market for Japan, for South Korea; it is es-
sential for India, and countries of the southern rim of 
Asia.

We can, with the same thing, by extending the rail 
systems, in this way, or magnetic-levitation systems, 

we already have a design, for a project, for a whole 
chunk of Africa, under which rail systems and similar 
kinds of  systems are carrying bulk  in development. 
We can take  this Congo project—we put  this up on 
our  website  [http://www.larouchepac.com/nawapa-
africa]—we take the excess Congo River water, which 
just goes right into the Atlantic Ocean—it doesn’t do 
any good for the country; we put it across a mountain 
range,  and  we  put  it  down  in  the  direction  of  Lake 
Chad—and Lake Chad grows again!

And by these kinds of systems, we have the only ef-
fective approach, for solving the chronic problems of 
Africa,  in  terms  of  the  people  of Africa.  We  can  do 
that.

We can go  through  the Darien Gap; we can get a 
communication  system  from  Central  America,  into 
South  America,  through  closing  the  problem  of  the 
Darien Gap, which means a revolution, in terms of the 
productive powers of South America.

So therefore, what we are talking about, in NAWAPA, 
is a keystone: It’s a keystone for the development of Eur-
asia; it’s a keystone for the rescue of Africa from Hell; it’s 
a keystone for South America. The greatest project that 
mankind has ever undertaken on this planet, as an eco-
nomic project, now stands before us, as the opportunity 
which can be set into motion by the United States now 
launching  the  NAWAPA  project,  with  the  preliminary 
step of reorganizing the banking system through Glass-
Steagall, and then moving on from there.

The Concept of Infrastructure
Now, there are several things that have to be under-

stood about  this. This  is a great project. We’ve got a 
team working on  this. The  team  is competent. We’re 
tapping  into  people  who  are  competent,  to  augment 
what we intend to do, to make it possible. But there are 
some  problems.  Some  of  them  are  conceptual  prob-
lems.

Now, the way most people think about  infrastruc-
ture,  is  not  competent. They  don’t  know  what  infra-
structure  is. Economists are generally kind of stupid, 
especially  these  days.  Economists  used  to  be  intelli-
gent, when we would give them challenges which they 
didn’t know how to solve, and people would work on 
these challenges, and solve these problems, and get a 
little smarter as a result of that. But if you give them 
dumb jobs, they tend to become dumb people. So, by 
challenging people to grow up and become smarter, as 
the challenge of opportunity, you find they do wonder-
ful things. Human beings are very good things to have! 
But you have to treat them properly, in order to get that 
benefit; it’s like the ant has to treat the aphid kindly if it 
wants that sugar.

So the idea of infrastructure is kind of stupid, and I 
am going to do only a few things today on this kind of 
thing, but I think some explanation is required on this 
occasion before we get into discussion.

The problem here is, that we think in terms of infra-
structure as an also-ran; that’s how we define infrastruc-
ture. We don’t understand how to develop an economy. 
The  way  humanity  has  functioned—let  me  take  it, 
through ancient history to modern history.

Our  first  knowledge,  actual  knowledge  of  some 
degree, of what actually happened, occurred during an-
cient times, and especially became clear to us from what 
we know from the time that the great glacial develop-
ment began to melt, about 1�,000 B.C. And at that time, 
the levels of the oceans of the Earth, were about �00 feet 
lower than they are today. Why? Because all these ice 
cubes were piled up on these other areas. Europe was 
uninhabitable and so forth. You had a great sheet of ice, 
halfway down, in North America, and so forth.

So, over this period, up until about 2,000 B.C., you 
had this glacial melting, and the seas rose up to about 
�00 feet in sea level, above what they were before, and 
what they are today. But in this period, technology was 
located in what? It was located in transoceanic migra-
tion. And contrary to some fairy stories, we developed 
a population—it wasn’t a very large world population 

We no longer have leadership from my 
generation. I am the last specimen, in 
some sense, from this, still actively 
standing on my feet, and fighting and 
doing these things. So I have to speak. I 
speak for the conscience of the United 
States, I speak for the people who died, 
serving the United States, in my 
generation and earlier.
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by present standards, but it was a population, a mari-
time culture.

So, the superior cultures that predetermined every-
thing we know about human progress since, were es-
sentially  maritime  cultures  of  oceangoing  peoples, 
who  had  discovered  that  the  star  system  was  not  a 
speckled thing up there, but was a closed system, with 
a  certain  kind  of  regularity,  and  you  would  have  to 
know this regularity, in order to navigate across oce-
anic distances, to get to your destination. Because you 
had only  the star map,  to define your arrival at your 
determined destination.

And so  therefore,  these people were  the most ad-
vanced  people  of  that  time,  the  oceanic  people,  who 
used transoceanic navigation. And they became a dom-
inant factor, particularly in the case of the emergence of 
European  civilization  out  of  Mediterranean  civiliza-
tion. There  were  also  Indian  Ocean  developments  of 
that type; there were also trans-Atlantic developments.

You know, Christopher Columbus did not exactly 
originate that first trip he took; actually, there had been 
moving back and forth, across the same route, by about 
the same methods of motion as Columbus did, between, 
for example, what is now called Mexico, and what is 
called  the  Mediterranean—this  was  a  very  common 
thing,  relatively  speaking,  back  in  those  days.  They 
knew how to do it, and they did it frequently. You find 
things in Mexico, which will attest to that, things you 
see as evidence of that kind of culture.

Also, with trans-Pacific cultures: Whole parts of the 
population of Central America came from China, as the 

result of trans-Pacific migra-
tions,  which  were  rather 
famous.

So,  you  had,  then,  the 
idea of science, as we know 
it, or we can trace as science, 
and  that  means  technology, 
also,  comes,  largely,  from 
these  transoceanic  cultures 
which learned how to do this. 
So, this transoceanic culture 
represented  a  platform,  of 
the most advanced stages of 
civilization in those periods.

Then,  you  had  a  fellow 
called Charlemagne, who, in 
the  medieval  period,  made 
another  great  step:  He  not 

only observed, developed the fact, that you could go up 
large rivers into the interior of Europe, but he also de-
veloped a system, an organized system, of connecting 
these  rivers  with  canals. And  thus,  by  managing  the 
water systems internal to Europe, he expanded the po-
tentiality  of  human  existence.  Now,  Charlemagne, 
when he died, terrible things were done to that area. But 
the precedent existed.

For example, when we developed the United States, 
the  Americas,  first,  we  started  by  water  systems—
canals, and similar kinds of riparian systems, as well as 
trans-Atlantic systems. Then, later, when we developed 
the Transcontinental Railway system, by steps, our ini-
tial  lines  would  follow  the  same  lines  as  the  canal 
system. The  New York  Central  Railway  was  on  that 
basis;  the Baltimore & Ohio,  the same thing! And so 
forth. So, therefore, we went a step upward, from prog-
ress in humanity, to railway systems.

They reached an apex, in the course of the aftermath 
of the Civil War in the United States, where we devel-
oped transcontinental railway systems, which increased 
the productive powers of labor, of nations.

That was extended in Europe. And the British got 
upset, because of their fear that the copy of the Ameri-
can accomplishments, into the period of 18��, would 
spread in Europe and Eurasia, which would mean the 
British Empire would no longer have a maritime con-
trol over  the planet. And  that’s why  the British orga-
nized World War I, for that reason.

Now, we have another step in progress—not only 
the increase of power, through various forms of com-
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Charlemagne’s plans for development of inland waterway transport were a breakthrough to a 
new platform, economically. Here, the Rhine-Main-Danube Canal, at Nuremberg, Germany, 
completed in 1992, finally realized Charlemagne’s dream.
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bustion, and increasing the level of tem-
perature of production. We now are at the 
verge of what? Of nuclear power, which is 
a  whole  order  of  magnitude  higher.  We 
are  now  going,  again,  to  thermonuclear 
fusion, a still-higher level. Which means 
that we have conquered not only distance 
more effectively, we also are able to pro-
cess  raw  materials  in  ways  which  were 
impossible  earlier!  We  are  now  headed 
toward  space  exploration,  which  is  not 
merely  trying  to  find  a  place  to  live—a 
cottage  on  Mars,  or  something—but  the 
point  is,  by  developing  man’s  power  to 
solve these kinds of problems,  problems 
of habitation, problems of life, we are in-
creasing man’s ability to exist; we’re in-
creasing man’s ability to function. We’re 
improving  the mental  conditions of  life, 
of humanity; we’re building a better soci-
ety.

And that’s what this project represents: Because, by 
developing  NAWAPA,  which  solves  a  major  prob-
lem—for Canada. I mean, Canada can not survive with-
out NAWAPA. They may think they can, but they can’t. 
Mexico may not survive without help of NAWAPA for 
northern Mexico. Russia can not make it, without coop-
eration with the United States and other countries,  in 
developing these areas of raw materials, and transporta-
tion, which are necessary for the people of China, for 
the people of India, and so forth and so on. So, Russia’s 
great mission is its specific scientific capabilities, which 
are built into some of the institutions there, which know 
how to do this sort of thing.

The Secret of Economy
And  so,  therefore,  that  is  what  we  are  doing. We 

have  a  global  perspective,  of  combining  systems  of 
sovereign  nation-states,  which  means  language-cul-
tures, to develop the minds of the people, in the various 
nations,  in  the various  language-cultures. And  to use 
the language-cultures, and poetry, and so forth, as a ve-
hicle for creating the powers of imagination, of human 
beings, bringing them to higher levels, by going to mis-
sions  which  are  more  challenging,  than  the  missions 
before! And this is the secret, the secret of economy.

So, what we are doing then, is, we go with this, with 
the New Economy conception—we’re doing that.

Now,  what  does  that  mean?  We  have  to  think  in 

terms of platforms. I used the example of trans-Atlantic 
and similar kinds of long-term maritime culture. That’s 
a platform. It’s a step up for all mankind: to go to mari-
time culture, against local culture, which is stagnant.

For  example,  the  Berbers  that  lived  there,  long 
before  the  collapse  of  the  ice  age;  the  Berbers  exist 
there, today! The sea people who came in there, domi-
nated them for a while, and they’re still there! The Ber-
bers are there. So, the ancient cultures of the world, in 
many cases have survived, or have a trace of their sur-
vival.

But, what has happened, is that the movement of hu-
manity as a whole, has been the rise in the level of cul-
ture,  of  productive  culture.  Which  is  not  just  getting 
more,  being  more  productive,  in  physical  terms.  It’s 
raising the level of mankind, intellectually, morally, to 
higher goals. And what is before us, is, the challenge, the 
terrible challenge, represented by this catastrophe called 
President Obama, which forces us to think in terms of 
going upward. And NAWAPA is a step upward.

Once you get into NAWAPA, and begin to operate 
on this scale, then you begin to realize that we will be 
able to influence the part of the Solar System, which 
affects  us.  We  gain  control,  more  control,  over  the 
conditions of human life on this planet. Because now, 
we’re able  to actually act upon  the protective  layer, 
like the ozone layer, which makes human life on Earth 
possible. We are then able to extend that kind of thing, 
into other things, other ways, and make those things 
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Russia’s scientific capabilities, the legacy of V.I. Vernadsky, are a great 
resource for the future, and remain embedded in some of its institutions. Here, 
Lyndon and Helga LaRouche visit the Vernadsky State Geological Museum of 
the Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow, December 2001. Their guide is Dr. 
G.V. Naumov (left).
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possible.
So, we have to think terms of plat-

forms of culture,  platforms  of  pro-
ductive culture, from relatively lower 
levels, to successively higher levels. 
Which increases not only the physi-
cal  opportunity  for  human  life,  but 
also improves the quality of mankind, 
himself. And our mission should be 
to  improve  the  quality  of  mankind, 
not only so that we can deal with po-
tential catastrophes, but just because 
it’s a good thing to do; it’s naturally 
human, as opposed to bestial.

So that is our option, right now. 
We  face  a  time,  where  Russia  is 
moving  in  a  direction  of  trying  to 
find a way to cooperate in this kind 
of process. China has no hope, unless 
there’s  a  long-term  plan  for  this 
planet,  so  that  China  can  solve  the 
problem of bringing  the  conditions 
of  life  of  the  average  Chinese  up  to  an  acceptable 
level. India has the same thing, same problem: A large 
percentage of the population is in dire straits, with no 
hope whatsoever. We have to raise the level of exis-
tence of the human being on this planet. We have to do 
it in terms of language-cultures, and therefore, coop-
eration among language-cultures for common ends is 
essential as our destiny. We don’t need globalization. 
As matter of fact, we abhor it, if we’re sane.

We respect the culture of every people, as something 
which they should develop, because it is them; it is their 
ability to think, it’s their communication, it’s their social 
relations.  But  we  must  have  cooperation  among  cul-
tures, and cooperation among cultures means develop-
ing  these  plateaus  of  successively  higher  platforms. 
And we organize production on the basis of these higher 
platforms.

And  that  is what we must do. We must have  that 
kind of policy.

The Common Interest of Mankind
There is an impulse, for cooperation among nations, 

such as within Russia, within China, within India, and 
within other countries: a desire for progress, in terms of 
what we might call the equivalent of national cultures. 
Which may differ in culture, but have a right to access, 
to the same level of platform, of technology, scientific 

technology, as every other nation. And bringing human-
ity together, with the idea of these platforms, but based 
on national sovereignty, is a way, not of trying to con-
trol strife on the planet, but to build peace in a positive 
way, to build cooperation in a positive way, where ev-
erybody  who  makes  a  contribution,  in  whatever  lan-
guage,  the human knowledge  in  this direction,  is ex-
pressing a common interest of mankind.

The time has come for mankind to grow up, to come 
out of childhood, or worse than that, infantilism, which 
is what we seem to be achieving lately. And that is the 
mission before us. And it begins with getting Obama 
out. How do you get Obama out? Get Glass-Steagall 
in—he goes out automatically, with a flushing sound.

And once that happens, and we take this step, and 
we accept our challenge, and we convince the Canadi-
ans  that  they  have  got  to  be  part  of  this,  otherwise, 
they’re not going to make it anyway; and we go ahead 
with this project, the NAWAPA project. And we already 
know,  from  what  we  know  in  physical  science,  and 
projects in science, that we can back up the benefits of 
a  NAWAPA  project  in  North America  with  scientific 
breakthroughs upward,  in  terms of space science and 
things like that, things that will be beneficial to man-
kind on Earth. Because  the more  things we  can deal 
with in the Solar System, and beyond, the more power 
we have,  for mankind  to  exist  on Earth,  and  that’s  a 

NAWAPA will lead to expansion of man’s exploration of space. Russia is ready, as are 
China and India. Is the United States? Shown: Russian cosmonaut Maxim Suraev 
works on an experiment with plant growth on the International Space Station, 
October 2009.
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good  thing.  And  we  can  do 
that.

So that is the project before 
us.  And  the  time  has  come, 
when we need people who are 
like  people  who  lived  in  my 
generation,  back  during  the 
1930s  and  the  World  War  II 
period,  who  had,  until  Roos-
evelt  died,  the  kind  of  opti-
mism built into them, from the 
experience  of  conquering  the 
threats of the 1930s and early 
19�0s, to build the nation.

And  the  British  Empire 
moved, at that point, to exploit 
corruptions  and  weaknesses 
among us, so that we destroyed 
what had been the greatest op-
portunity  for  mankind  ever 
given, given in part, especially, 
by Franklin Roosevelt.

I represent that generation, 
the Roosevelt Administration’s generation. I have been 
a fighter in this thing for a long time. I have been associ-
ated  in  great  projects,  like  the  SDI,  and  some  other 
things. I know what to do. Unfortunately, many younger 
people, who are leading politicians today, do not. I have 
to  speak  for  them,  as  the  grandfather  who  tells  the 
grandchildren to grow up.

Thank you.

Dialogue with LaRouche

Freeman:  I  want  to  welcome  audiences  that  have 
gathered around the world, to listen to this broadcast. I 
understand that we have audiences gathered on just about 
a dozen university campuses all over Ibero-America, es-
pecially centered in Colombia. We also do have today’s 
proceedings being broadcast into a room in the Mexican 
Congress, as well as other locations. And if I’ve missed 
recognizing you, it’s not because we don’t appreciate the 
fact  that you’re participating;  it’s  simply  that we have 
more things here than I can mention.

I am going to start with some questions that we have 
from Russia. The first question comes from the deputy 
editor of  the Russian publication Zavtra,  and his first 
question is this: “Mr. LaRouche, concerning the removal 

of  Larry  Summers,  and  an-
other four of Obama’s top of-
ficials, I must ask you: What’s 
up  with  this?  What  is  the 
reason,  and  what  forces  are 
behind  these  decisions?  Can 
they be construed to be moves 
in a positive direction?”

LaRouche: Well, the term 
“positive direction” is a debat-
able  one,  not  because  the  re-
moval of them is not nice—it is 
nice—as  a matter  of  fact;  it’s 
insufficient,  is  the  problem. 
But  we  are  in  a  process—we 
have to understand globally—I 
think, the point is, the tendency 
has always been, to try to inter-
pret a  factor  inside a process, 
as affecting the process, rather 
than trying to look from the top 
down, at the process as a whole. 
We  are  now  in  a  situation, 

where factors, local factors, or specific factors, in gov-
ernment or in economic processes, really do not deter-
mine the course of history. You have to take it from the 
top down.

What you’re dealing with, is a period in which all 
significant  developments,  are  systemic. They  are  not 
local;  they are not particular;  they are systemic. Like 
the NAWAPA project. NAWAPA is a systemic project. 
It is not a local project. It’s changing the system of not 
only North America, but it has an impact in changing 
the  systems  in Russia. For example,  take  the case of 
Russia, which is a country you’re familiar with.

The problem here is, we are going to have to deal, as 
some  people  have  recognized  recently,  particularly 
under the impact of this discussion of NAWAPA, with a 
question of an Arctic area! Now, you look at this area. 
Russia is an Arctic nation, in part. A crucial part of Si-
beria, and also other parts; Canada and the United States 
are Arctic,  in particular;  and  these and other nations. 
So, this area of the Arctic is very special on this planet. 
The North Pole is a very important area for this planet 
as a whole. You take the Aurora Borealis: It shows that 
the concentration of electromagnetic processes, which 
affect the Earth in terms of the Sun, have a very special 
attraction for this area of the Arctic.

So therefore, we are now in a situation, where we 
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President Roosevelt provided mankind with the 
greatest opportunity it had ever been given, but the 
British Empire destroyed it.
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have  to  deal  with  this  as  a 
common concern. We also have, 
as nations, the concern that what 
is happening in China, is a threat-
ened  crisis,  which  threatens  us 
all.  Not  because  of  China,  but 
because  the  crisis  would  affect 
us all. India, similarly, may seem 
like  a  less-imperilled  area,  but 
nonetheless, it is! It’s got a lot of 
poor  people  there,  and  it’s  a 
costly thing. There’s no remedy 
at present for the amount of pov-
erty  in  India,  without  some 
changes globally.

We are also dealing with all 
kinds  of  things,  with  various 
kinds of threats. So, we have to 
think in global terms; we have to 
think  in  terms of  total  systems, 
on the way down. And NAWAPA 
merely typifies that.

For  example,  you  can  do 
nothing in Africa, unless you’re 
willing  to  act  globally.  You’re 
not  operating  on  the  scale  of 
looking at this Sahara, this desert, 
this creeping desert. If you don’t 
look at some of these other problems, you’re not doing 
anything! So  therefore, we have  to  think  in  systemic 
terms, not local terms, and not local factors.

So, what has happened now, globally,  is a general 
breakdown crisis of  the  entire world system. That  in-
cludes an internal breakdown crisis of the United States! 
As I speak to you today, we are looking at the disintegra-
tion, sudden disintegration, of the entire U.S. economy! 
Which can occur at any time. This disintegration is, ad-
mittedly, caused  largely by deliberate  intention of  the 
British  Empire,  by  the  Inter-Alpha  Group,  which  has 
been the biggest orchestration factor, in trying to destroy 
the U.S. economy. But nonetheless, the effect is global. 
And if we don’t fix this problem, if we let the United 
States  go  under  to  Jacob  Rothschild’s  Inter-Alpha 
Group, the imperial Inter-Alpha Group, which controls 
�0%  of  the  world’s  financial  activities—�0%  of  the 
world’s banking is controlled by the Inter-Alpha Group! 
So therefore, if we don’t deal with these things, we’re 
stuck. So, again, top down.

Now, what’s happened, of course, is the breakdown 

of  the  Obama  Administration. 
The  Obama  Administration, 
which was created by the Brit-
ish  Empire,  is  now  being  de-
stroyed  by  the  British  Empire. 
The policies which the British, 
through  Obama,  are  imposing 
upon the United States, are the 
cause  of  this  U.S.  crisis.  So 
therefore,  if we can not,  in  the 
United States, have a top-down 
change in the Presidency of the 
United States, and the behavior 
of the Congress, the entire world 
is going into a general break-
down crisis, which will last as a 
Dark Age for at least three gen-
erations!

So,  what  has  happened  to 
poor  Larry  Summers—who’s 
actually something else, he’s not 
a season of the Earth—what has 
happened to Summers and com-
pany,  is  only  significant  in  the 
sense that it’s bad news. Not bad 
news,  in  the  sense  that  they’re 
going—they should have gone a 
long  time  ago!  They  shouldn’t 

have been there in the first place! But their going away 
in this fashion is not necessarily a sign of good weather. 
It’s a sign of a breakdown in this Administration.

Now, if you have a breakdown of the government of 
any leading power on this planet, with the present world 
financial-economic crisis, you have a threat to the exis-
tence of the entire planet. And therefore, that is the way 
you have to look at it.

So the question is, then, from a Russian standpoint, 
from my putting myself in a position of Russian inter-
est,  and  in Russia  as  a partner—or  should be  a part-
ner—of the United States, together with China, India, 
and other countries, on these kind of questions: How do 
we  get  installed,  now,  the  kinds  of  positive  reforms, 
both  within  nations,  and  as  cooperations  among  na-
tions, which is going to take away, what is now the im-
minent threat of a general breakdown crisis of the entire 
planet! You could have, by Christmastime of this year—
both  U.S.  Christmas  and  Russian  Christmas—a 
common-interest  collapse  of  the  world  system.  And 
both Christmases get together, to enjoy a mutual col-
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Incompetent economics advisor Larry Summers’ 
departure from the Administration is nice, but not 
“good news”; it’s a sign of the breakdown of the 
Administration.
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lapse.
So therefore, that’s what we have to worry about.
What  is needed,  is,  the positive steps of sweeping 

reforms, which will get us out of this mess! Now, the 
problem, here, is that there is no actual development. 
What is called “development” is not development. Be-
cause  development  has  to  be  net development.  Less 
than net development  is  collapse. So,  if you praise a 
development  as  being  “positive,”  which  is  less  than 
what is required, that’s a disaster!

And therefore, the question is, the bringing together 
quickly—more quickly—on a most accelerated basis, 
for,  say Russia,  the  idea of bringing  together Russia, 
China, the United States, and other countries, now, as a 
pilot  agreement,  on  measures  of  physical-economic 
action, to save this planet, is what the important issue is. 
And every particular development,  should be,  today, 
looked at from that standpoint: What is the importance 
of a particular development, in what it represents, either 
as  something  positive,  negative,  or  a  provocation  to 
recognize what is the measure we must take, in order to 
prevent an onrushing, present disaster.

Obama: The Worst Possible Thing 
You Could Get

Freeman:  The  next  question  is  from  the  same 
source: “Mr. LaRouche, this question is a more funda-
mental one, which concerns what lies ahead for us, with 
the collapse of Obama and his Administration. Doesn’t 
this hold the potential, doesn’t this mean a revival, of 
ultra-Bushism,  in  the  form of Sarah Palin, or  similar 
figures? It certainly appears from here, that things are 
headed in that direction, and especially toward a limited 
and brutal war against  the nation of  Iran. Would you 
please comment?”

LaRouche: I wouldn’t bother worrying about that. 
Because, you’ve got in Obama, the worst possible thing 
you could possibly get. Don’t think that Obama is some-
how worse than Bush. Obama just wasn’t around long 
enough to become worse than Bush—but he’s already 
worse than Bush.

You’ve got in the case of Obama, President Obama, 
you have a man whose policies are those of Adolf Hitler! 
Now, some people won’t say so, but it’s true! His medi-
cal policies, his health-care policies, are identical with 
those of Adolf Hitler, the Hitler policy that led directly 
to what is called genocide. Tens of millions of people 
were killed by Hitler under this policy! And a President 
of the United States, under the influence of the British 

monarchy, has imposed exactly the same policy, a Hitler 
policy, as a health-care policy—voted up, by the Con-
gress, under pressure from President Obama! If you’re 
over �0 years of age, you’re in trouble!

No! There is no good in this Obama. Getting rid of 
Obama, is a damned good thing! The question is, what 
do you replace it with? George Bush didn’t descend to 
the level of evil, that Obama has done! And the worst 
thing is the effect on the people: The people who would 
put up with Obama are far worse than the people who 
put up with Bush, inherently. Because, he has commit-
ted crimes that Bush was not capable of starting!

And you want  to  think that going back,  to people 
who  are  less  competent—that’s  no  good  either!  Be-
cause they didn’t have the guts to be as evil as Obama 
is: Obama is a reincarnation of the Emperor Nero and 
Adolf Hitler. And Bush was not. Bush was bad—terri-
ble! His father was no damned good, and his grandfa-
ther  was  no  damned  good!  His  grandfather  actually 
funded  putting  Hitler  into  power  in  Germany!  Not  a 
very good family; not a very good reputation.

No: You can’t talk about just negatives. No, a fight 
in opposition  to  the bad guy—that’s not politics.  It’s 
forcing through the good guy! It’s the good guy that’s 
important!  It’s  the good  policy  that’s  important! You 
think it’s fighting against negative policies, as dangers: 
No! No, no. No, no, no. No, no: That’s not the problem. 
The problem is the lack of determination, to make those 
reforms which are essentially international reforms, in 
terms  of  international  agreements  on  reforms;  those 
things are what is essential.

Russia  has  been  destroyed!  Destroyed  by  what? 
Margaret  Thatcher,  François  Mitterrand,  and  George 
H.W. Bush, and also, by the bad advice which Russia 
has gotten, from British intelligence. That is, the British 
intelligence organization, which likes to tease Russia, 
called  the  Laxenburg,  Austria  IIASA  organization. 
IIASA  is a British  intelligence organization! And  it’s 
the key factor, in bad policies, contributing to the de-
struction of Russia. So, if you got that kind of advice, 
you don’t need the other kind.

No. Don’t worry about these things. These are false 
issues,  they’re rumors,  they’re distractions. The issue 
now  is,  the  present  international  monetary-financial 
system has brought the world to the point that civiliza-
tion on this planet will not survive, unless we overthrow 
that system! That’s our challenge. Don’t worry about 
anything else: Obama’s going to go anyway. It’s throw-
ing out the trash.
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Getting to a Thermonuclear 
Fusion Platform

Freeman:  I  will  come  back  to 
Russia in a moment, but first I have a 
question  from  Ukraine,  specifically 
from Pavlo Viknyanski, in Kiev. He 
is the leader of the Student Republic 
Movement in Ukraine. And his ques-
tion is: “Mr. LaRouche, in your view, 
what are the major, globally signifi-
cant  infrastructure  projects,  which 
we should be participating in here in 
Ukraine, looking at this in the context 
of the NAWAPA project, and consid-
ering at the same time, the enormous 
technology and resource potential of 
Ukraine? I am trying to find an answer 
to  this,  not  from  the  standpoint  of 
Ukraine  itself,  but  from  the  stand-
point of planet-wide dimensions.”

LaRouche: Well, go back to plat-
forms again. The platform of energet-
ics, without which there is no hope for humanity, be-
cause of the condition we are in now, means that we not 
only depend upon the uranium-thorium cycle, and its 
various ramifications as a basis for power, but we have 
to get to thermonuclear fusion now. While we can get to 
thermonuclear fusion, most easily, probably, at the pres-
ent time, there is something going on in this area, which 
is important. But the helium-3 fusion process is the one 
which is most accessible, and it’s relevant, because the 
Sun has been depositing  the helium-3  isotope on  the 
Moon for a long period of time. And if you want to start 
something, like an interplanetary exploration, your best 
propulsion, if you’re going to use human beings, move 
human beings around—I mean, you can move things, 
objects, robots and so forth, you can move them around 
at 300 days to get to Mars, is not really a problem. But 
putting human beings in a spaceship for 300 days, for a 
Mars trip, they may not arrive there in good condition, 
for various reasons.

So therefore, the important thing, here, is the prog-
ress. And right now, we are at a platform, where you can 
not maintain this planet, and all the people on the planet, 
with  its  present  population,  you  can  not  maintain  it 
without operating on the uranium-thorium level of fis-
sion  and  thermonuclear  fusion.  So,  the  breakthrough 
into a true, controllable thermonuclear-fusion process, 
is the level at which society depends.

In other words, that’s your platform, as I described 
“platform” earlier. That’s your platform. We must be at 
a  thermonuclear  level, and going  to a higher  level of 
matter/anti-matter  reaction  types of actions. We must 
be moving in that direction.

That means that we have to develop also a scientific 
cadre basis, which is capable of continuing that kind of 
a  development  and  its  applications. That’s  where  we 
stand now. So, the emphasis has to be on that. We have 
to define a platform, which we can generally express 
often  in  terms of  these kinds of criteria. Raising  that 
platform level to the platform for human existence and 
production is what’s crucial.

And the problem, of course, in Ukraine, just to speak 
of it, the problem has been that, when Ukraine was sep-
arated from the Soviet Union, the high level of techno-
logical capability which was embedded in the cadres—
the  scientific  and  related  cadres  of  the  Ukrainian 
population,  productive  population—was  shifted  into 
the  damned  belief  in  bizniz. And  this  is  the  greatest 
piece of junk in the world. You have a whole generation 
of  Ukrainians,  who  had  been  earlier,  in  good  part, 
trained as scientists, were now trained as businessmen. 
And the business is gone, and they’re gone.

So  therefore,  the crisis of  the Ukrainian economy 
was actually orchestrated by these kinds of processes. 
The important thing, therefore, particularly to a nation 
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Ukraine formerly excelled. Shown are scientists at Ukraine’s Institute of Physics.
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like Ukraine, is to get back 
quickly  into  the  highest 
level of present technology, 
and  to  operate  from  that 
level  of  technology  as  a 
minimum standard of what 
should be the standard level 
of technology for the econ-
omy  as  a  whole. And  that 
can be achieved most easily 
in a situation like Ukraine, 
by  cooperation  with  other 
countries on these kinds of 
projects; to raising the pla-
teau  level  of  productivity, 
and  technological  produc-
tivity, that is crucial for hu-
manity as a whole.

And  we  all,  if  we  are 
sensible  nations,  realize 
that there has to be a frater-
nity of nations which con-
centrates on cooperating with each other, to insure that 
each nation has its own participation in raising this level 
of  technology, as  reflected  in energy-flux density,  for 
example, as a good standard rule of thumb.

What Is Value?
Freeman: Now we go back to Russia. We have a 

series of questions from one of the institutes at the Rus-
sian Academy of Sciences, but we don’t have time to 
entertain all of  them.  I’m going  to condense  the first 
two questions into one, and then we will move on.

The question is: “Mr. LaRouche, you often state the 
very true idea that money is not a measure of value. My 
question is, shouldn’t we modify this statement by adding 
one word, and that is, that money is not a measure of use 
value. Because money does not express the true measure 
of the worth of a thing, and even more so, can not put a 
value on a creative idea. It seems that money reflects only 
exchange value, but that it can not express the quality of 
human labor, or the quality of life.

“Related to this, wouldn’t it be a more viable argu-
ment for the New Economy, if, after, on the one hand, 
we  make  the  negative  statement  that  money  is  not  a 
measure of value, that we then go to the essential ques-
tion of: What is the true measure of value? Obviously, 
you give  the answer  to  the question  in your  theories, 
when you speak about  the criterion of  the higher hy-

pothesis of the economy. This criterion is potential rela-
tive population growth, expressed through rising physi-
cal economic productive powers of labor per capita, per 
household, per  square kilometer. But  isn’t  that  still  a 
statistical criterion evaluation of the results of produc-
tion?  How  do  we  go  about  uncovering  an  essential 
equivalence of exchange of different types of things?

“I  guess  what  I  am  really  asking  is:  What  is  the 
puzzle of the great power of money? What is the value 
equivalent of money? And, what is actually flowing in 
so-called monetary flows?”

LaRouche: Well, the point is, it’s very much of an 
embarrassment. Marx is an embarrassment to a Marxist, 
because first of all, he was a British agent. That was not 
so bad,  because he had his  own other  things,  but  the 
theory stunk. And the theory came from, actually from 
British liberalism. And it was actually created by a filthy 
character called Paolo Sarpi, who dates essentially from 
the late 1�th Century, and comes into the 1�th Century, 
in what was the attempt to crush the great reform led by 
Nicholas of Cusa, in economics and science, which was 
launched in 1�92 by the Habsburgs, and took the form 
of  religious  warfare  which  was  organized  by  Venice, 
through a person who was also a failed personality—
Henry VIII, who was a degenerate. And Henry VIII was 
run by Venice, in an attempt to destroy the launching of 
the system of republics, which had been launched out of 

“Marx is an embarrassment to a Marxist,” said LaRouche; he was a British agent, and his 
theory came from Venice’s Paolo Sarpi and British liberalism. Left to right: Adam Smith (1723-
90), Paolo Sarpi (1552-1623), and Karl Marx (1818-83).
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the Florentine reform in the middle of the 1�th Century.
So then, along came another Venetian agent, Paolo 

Sarpi, who organized a system which was an anti-Aris-
totelian system. Now, Aristotle’s system was no good, 
either. Russia was cursed, of course, by Aristotle, and 
also cursed by Sarpi, but in the form of Karl Marx and 
Adam Smith.

Now, what happened was, the question of value; this 
is the crucial question here: The question of value, or the 
nature of economic value. First of all, the very idea that 
value can be located in an object, is nonsense. This is one 
of the reasons why our economists generally are so in-
competent. A product does not have intrinsic social value; 
it can not. What we use as a money system, was devel-
oped  in  its  successful  form,  in  the Massachusetts Bay 
Colony, up until the time that the colony was repressed.

What  was  introduced  to  Europe  from  the  United 
States, or what became the United States, in the Mas-
sachusetts Commonwealth, was the concept of a credit 
system. Now, the U.S. Constitution is based on a credit 
system, not a monetary system. The only times we have 
had a monetary value put on the United States was from 
British  oppression.  The  British  shoved  it  down  our 
throats. The American System of the Constitution does 
not believe in an Adam Smith system! Adam Smith is 
something  which  is  laughable;  only  fools  believe  in 
Adam Smith. Only fools are taken in by the idea of use-
value and exchange-value. Because no product has an 
intrinsic value.

I’ve already stated earlier here, on the question, that 
value  is  located, how?  It’s  located  in  the platform of 
development. Now, the platform of development is typ-
ified by, for example, progress from Transatlantic sys-
tems,  or  maritime  systems.  Maritime  systems  are  a 
higher level of culture. Therefore, they are more pro-
ductive  than  non-maritime  systems.  The  maritime 
system  itself  is  a  universal  platform  which  defines  a 
whole range of levels of value, economic value.

Then you had the riparian system. And what the ri-
parian system did, as developed by Charlemagne—and 
the first modern economy was actually developed under 
Charlemagne, because Charlemagne was the first one 
to define a currency and certain other  things. But  the 
riparian system was crucial. When you connected the 
river systems of the inner European continent, you con-
nected  them by canals,  and  the  system developed by 
Charlemagne exists to the present day! That’s the ad-
vantage of Europe; it’s the development of the riparian 
system. And this, the riparian system is the basis for the 

development of the railway system, which is more ef-
ficient than the riparian system, but it was modelled on 
the riparian system.

And  therefore,  then,  the  use  of  higher  forms  of 
power—steam power, again, a higher level. So where is 
the  increase  in value? The  increase of value  lies  in a 
properly defined infrastructure—public infrastructure, 
or what is called public infrastructure. Not in individual 
investment.

Now what happens is, somebody comes along and 
makes an invention, which, in general, is an improve-
ment within the context of a certain kind of infrastruc-
ture, which I called these levels. And therefore, what is 
value?  Value  is  determined  by  the  effect—economic 
value—is by the effect of the introduction and spread of 
a technology which increases, which exploits the level 
of the platform, to improve things within the platform. 
In other words, you have a certain platform of develop-
ment: like the progress to a maritime system is a plat-
form. The progress  to  a  riparian  system  for develop-
ment of the interior of planets, of territories, is a system. 
The addition of power, powered transportation, which 
is railway systems, as opposed to simply water naviga-
tion, by various methods. Then, the development to still 
higher levels.

We are now at  the  level of nuclear,  thermonuclear 
fusion; that’s a platform. It has a whole area of things. 
Now, with the increase in productivity per capita and per 
square kilometer, a change through things like NAWAPA, 
you are going to have another leap in general productiv-
ity of all people. A higher standard of living.

Now in the end, when you’re talking about use value, 
you should be talking about the standard of living, the 
quality of  life per capita, which you are achieving by 
these developments. So therefore, this whole idea of ex-
change value and use value is nonsense.

Now, what happened is, with this experience of hu-
manity in making breakthroughs in systems, you would 
think that we would base our definition of value on de-
velopment of systems, the maturation of systems. But 
we don’t; we talk about individual products, individual 
initiative. And individual initiatives often break down 
to some form of thievery or another, which is not a par-
ticularly good idea.

Therefore,  what  happened  is,  now  Sarpi  comes 
along. Aristotle, first of all, said that, you know, there is 
no such thing as creativity. Human creativity is not al-
lowed; that’s Aristotle. And they got into trouble, theo-
logically, because they applied it to theology, and their 
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theology was, when the universe was completed, God 
went dead. That’s Aristotle. And this was pointed out by 
a number of people who criticized Aristotle relatively, 
in the times of Christ, in the time of the Christians, and 
said  this was not  true. God did not  become non-cre-
ative, when Aristotle demands that God becomes non-
creative, and therefore, Man is non-creative. And you’re 
having a fixed system.

Well,  this  is  the  system  of  slavery,  the  system  of 
serfdom. Children must be limited to what their father, 
and  grandfather,  and  so  forth  did  before  them.  They 
must not change things.

So,  in  any  case,  the  value  lies  essentially  in  two 
things: It lies in the breakthroughs to a higher level of 
system: a platform. Then, within the context of the plat-
form, mankind makes contributions which exploit  the 
potential of the platform. The circulation of these ideas, 
improves mankind’s ability to live, and ability to prog-
ress. And we always should be searching for a platform 
at a still higher level. So we then determine what, in terms 
of these platforms, these values, how much must be given 
to each aspect of society, of the productive process.

Agriculture:  We  made  a  revolution  in  the  United 
States  in  terms of agriculture during  the period of  the 
Civil War. These kinds of things. This determines value.

So  therefore,  you  take  a  credit  system,  which  is 
based  on  the  platform  you’re  operating  on,  as  in  the 
Massachusetts Bay Colony. You have a certain level of 
productivity which you know is available. So therefore, 
you assess the benefit that you’re going to get from pro-
duction per capita, by that platform. That’s the value; 
that’s what you’re using up. You are using the contribu-
tion to that platform. Now you make an addition to this, 
in terms of additional products, even without a techno-
logical  change,  but  somebody  just  makes  a  slight 
change,  an  improvement,  produces  production  that 
wasn’t  there  before,  and  you  know  what  the  relative 
values  are  in  terms  of  a  credit  system.  That  is,  how 
much you must allow to compensate for using up some-
thing that you have invested in.

So, what we use, what we actually should use; and 
when we have done it, we have succeeded. We should 
use actually a planned system of values,  and operate 
within a planned system of values.

FDR’s Fixed-Exchange-Rate System Worked
Now,  when  we  were  operating  under  a  fixed-ex-

change-rate system, as defined by Franklin Roosevelt, 
we had a successful system. That’s what he developed. 

It continued into 19�8. And Kennedy fought to main-
tain that higher level, by what he did, first of all, in forc-
ing London not to shut down the steel industry; one of 
his first fights. Then he fought for what? For the space 
program, which gave us more  technological progress 
and productivity than anything which had been devel-
oped before that time. It was tremendous. It was shut 
down in 19�� and ’�8. We were getting the space pro-
gram developed, but the attrition in what we were ac-
complishing was higher.

For example,  the space program was giving us  ten 
cents worth of technology for every penny we spent on it, 
in terms of technology. We shut it down. So therefore, it’s 
by going with this platform approach, that you can find a 
level at which you can say, “Well, at  this  level,  this  is 
what things cost,” and therefore, if you’re going to make 
an investment, you’re going to take this cost into account, 
and that’s the price you’re going to put on it.

But, what we really try to do, since there’s always 
attrition, you have to always go to a higher level of de-
velopment. So, you estimate these things, and if you are 
a competent manager, if you are a competent industrial-
ist,  you  are  a  competent  engineer  in  a  firm,  you  can 
probably  estimate what  this will  be. So,  your  capital 
investment  is  good  guesswork,  by  a  specialist  who 
knows what  the devil  they’re doing.  It’s  that  simple. 
There is no intrinsic value.

But what happens with Adam Smith or with Sarpi—
and Adam Smith is nothing but a copy of Sarpi: Adam 
Smith  says  mankind  knows  nothing  about  value. All 
mankind  knows  is  pleasure  and  pain.  That’s  Adam 
Smith—pleasure  and  pain.  And  then  the  monetary 
system is a result of that. So, the problem here is, that 
when people use these ideas of Adam Smith, who says 
that mankind’s behavior is not based on knowledge of 
what the effect is; mankind’s behavior is based on plea-
sure and pain. They don’t like pain, and they want plea-
sure. That’s Adam Smith; that’s the British system.

Now therefore, if you have a control over the mon-
etary process, by controlling finances, now you can de-
termine who lives and who dies. And you get by with it 
by the pleasure-pain principle.

And  the United States  always worked  well  under 
our  system.  For  example,  we  made  a  miracle  in  the 
Civil War, in defeating the British, who were trying to 
destroy us in the launching of the Civil War. Then, the 
British intervened with the corrupt people in their own 
ranks, like Wall Street types, and we shut it down. We 
still survived; we produced miracles  in production  in 
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terms  of  the  early  part  of  the  20th  Century,  despite 
Teddy Roosevelt, and they shut that down in the 1920s, 
which caused the Great Depression.

Roosevelt turned around, and he launched it again, 
launched the process again, taking us up from the dirt, 
and we achieved miracles of production, beyond any-
thing humanity had ever seen before in history, in that 
period. So the driver of economy is these great projects 
which are based on the concept of the scientific-techno-
logical  levels of platforms, which are generally basic 
economic infrastructure. It involves transportation sys-
tems and public systems as much as anything else. And 
then making improvements within the context of these 
platforms.

You  have  a  certain  level  of  technology  which  is 
available; you educate people to be able to work with 
that  level  of  technology. They  go  to  universities  and 
other things, and they learn that technology. And you 
know they can produce something that you want, which 
is within the level of that technology. And then there’s a 
slow increment, and then sometimes you get some rev-
olutions  coming  along,  and  people  quickly  learn  the 
revolution  in  technology. They apply  it  to  something 
else, and your platform rises, your platform of perfor-
mance rises. And that’s the point.

You have the problem in Russia today. The greatest 
problem I see in Russia  today,  is  the influence of  the 
IIASA. The IIASA is nothing but British intelligence. 
It’s  Bertrand  Russell,  typical.  IIASA  was  created  by 
Bertrand Russell. It was created out of the King’s Col-
lege section of Cambridge University. And IIASA is the 
same thing as British intelligence. It is British intelli-

gence. And IIASA agents are agents of British intelli-
gence. I fought these guys back years ago. They are all 
British agents. Khrushchov was a British agent.

Now this negotiation in Paris is set up. De Gaulle 
has invited President Eisenhower; and they’ve invited 
Khrushchov to come to confer on a program which de 
Gaulle  had  called  “Europe  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Urals”: The idea of a peaceful cooperation. This idea of 
this  peaceful  cooperation  came  from  Franklin  Roos-
evelt, and came from the agreement between Franklin 
Roosevelt and Stalin and some other people. This was 
destroyed by the British through Truman.

So then Khrushchov, who was a British agent, and 
known to be a British agent—and there are many suspi-
cions  about  what  his  role  was  at  certain  points—de-
stroyed that with a disruption. Khrushchov organized a 
conflict with the United States, that project, in order to 
disrupt the relationship with the United States.

We operated, those of us who operated in the 19�0s, 
to break through. And I got an approach from a Soviet 
general who was working in the United Nations, saying 
we should, the United States government, the new Ad-
ministration  of  Reagan,  should  talk  with  the  Soviet 
Union  about  this  kind  of  problem,  which  had  been 
pushed already by people  like Eisenhower and by de 
Gaulle  earlier;  and  also  by  MacArthur  in  his  own 
terms—this kind of conception.

That was disrupted, by, again, what? Because on the 
Soviet side, you had British agents, and I know these 
guys,  I  knew  them  especially  from  the  19�0s.  The 
IIASA: Laxenburg, Austria is a chief paradigm channel 
for British intelligence to penetrate Russia today. And 

 National Archives EU 

Bertrand Russell and the International Institute of Applied Systems Analysis (IIASA) were key conduits for British intelligence’s 
capture of Soviet heads of state, such as Nikita Khrushchov (left), Mikhail Gorbachov (center), and Yuri Andropov. “They are all 
British agents,”said LaRouche.
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those are the kinds of things you 
want  to  take  into account. The 
problems we have are not simply 
spontaneous  problems  of  eco-
nomic  systems.  There’s  also  a 
good deal of meddling from the 
top;  and  I was  involved  in  the 
meddling myself, from the other 
side.

The Enemy Is the British 
Empire

Freeman: I mentioned at the 
outset, that we had people gath-
ered at a number of universities 
across  the  continent  of  Ibero-
America.  I  have  since  learned 
that in our meeting in the Mexi-
can Congress, there are some �0 
people  gathered,  which  include 
researchers,  professors,  youth, 
and others. And during the course 
of  the  last hour or  so, we have 
gotten an explosion of questions 
coming  in  from  these  various 
gatherings. And, what the ques-
tions  all  express  is  a  concern 
about  the  benefits  and  implica-
tions of NAWAPA for Mexico in particular, and for Latin 
America as a whole, in which there is skepticism about 
guarantees  that  the benefits will be fair, among all  the 
implicated nations.

LaRouche: There is no such problem. The problem 
is, that look, I dealt with this in Mexico with President 
López Portillo. And if people in Mexico will recognize 
what López Portillo was as President of Mexico, they 
probably will have a clearer view of U.S.-Mexico rela-
tionships inherently, than they will have when they take 
the opposite view. What has happened is, that then, in 
1982, when I had a number of meetings on a number of 
related questions at the time the Reagan Administration 
was young, and I had an ear in those quarters, that we 
had this meeting with people from all over the region; a 
series of meetings were active—Argentina; less, Brazil, 
but most of the Spanish-speaking areas; Peru. And since 
that time, 1982-83, pretty much these countries of South 
and Central America have been destroyed by successful 
British  intervention,  including  intervention  into  U.S. 
government affairs.

Now  today,  Mexico  has  virtually  nothing  left  of 
the excellent productive potential for economy that it 
had  in 1982. That potentiality was destroyed, and  it 
was destroyed by interests like Henry Kissinger, who 
was down there on that operation then in 1982. You 
take the UN proceedings, where President López Por-
tillo  addressed  the  United  Nations  Organization  on 
this situation, and you look at Mexico then, and you 
look at it since then, and I will tell you, that Mexico 
has been systemically destroyed ever since then. And 
the takeover of the Bank of Mexico by foreign inter-
ests, against a sovereign interest, was one of the ways 
this happened.

I can tell you that in every country that I know of in 
South America, a similar kind of problem exists. When-
ever the United States government is controlled by Brit-
ish  interests,  that’s  what  happens.  Now,  if  anyone  in 
Mexico, or south of that border, wants to have the inter-
ests of  their  country defended: Get  rid of  the British 
influence in your country, and also help us do it in ours. 
Because you have to look at a project like this as I pro-
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Ibero-Americans who 
understand the basis for 
the late Mexican President 
José López Portillo’s (left) 
collaboration with 
LaRouche, and their fight 
against Henry Kissinger in 
1982, will have no problem 
grasping how Mexico, for 
example, will benefit from 
NAWAPA. Above: former 
U.S. Secretary of State 
Henry Kissinger, in 1983.EIRNS/Philip Ulanowsky
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pose, a project which is designed to succeed. It’s a proj-
ect you need.

Look  at  Mexico.  Look  at  northern  Mexico. What 
happened  to  the  water  project  in  northern  Mexico? 
What happened to the plan? Gangsters, opium-pushing, 
drug-pushing gangsters, prevent a project of improving 
the existing water in that area, which could be managed 
to increase the agricultural output and raise the standard 
of living. What is being done? Gangsters tied to drug 
pushers in the United States and to big, powerful finan-
cial  interests,  British-organized,  in  Mexico  and  else-
where, destroy these countries.

You’re talking about the United States as the bug-
bear? No, we are not the bugbear. Your British friends 
are. Your British advisors. Look at the oligarchs. Look 
at the drug pushers. These are the enemies.

Look at  the  threat  to Colombia  right now,  the  at-
tempt to get the druggies back in there, as a power in 
Colombia. Look at the job that was done on Peru. Look 
at what they’ve done in all these countries. What was 
the fight we had on Argentina? I was in the middle of 
that. I was there. I know what happened. I know what 
happened in the United States: British influence. A Sec-
retary of Defense  in  the United States [Caspar Wein-
berger] did everything possible to crush Argentina on 
the Malvinas issue, and he did it for the British. He was 
a British agent!

What you people in these countries have to realize, 

is that your enemy is the British 
Empire, and your enemy in the 
United States are the servants of 
the British Empire. Your enemy 
is Wall Street,  and Wall Street 
and  Boston  are  the  British 
Empire. That is the enemy. And 
if you want to go out and say the 
United  States  is  your  enemy, 
you’re  being  foolish.  It  is  not 
the  United  States  that’s  your 
enemy. It’s the British Empire, 
and  British  imperial  influence 
which is our enemy.

 I was there. I was in on the 
fight. The government of Mexico 
asked me to assist them on this 
question. I was involved. I know 
what we planned to do. It could 
have been done. And  the prob-
lem would have been solved as 

we intended. I’ve been in country after country where 
I’ve been involved in these kinds of things. I know what 
these guys do.

When people talk about the United States being the 
problem, yes, we’ve got some problems in the United 
States, but it doesn’t help us when you kiss the butt of 
the British.

The Planet Can No Longer Tolerate 
The British System

Freeman: The next question moves now to yet an-
other continent, to Africa. And the question is: “Mr. La-
Rouche, as you know, representatives from many of the 
world’s nations have been gathered in New York City 
for the UN General Assembly meetings. And although 
we have been gathered there, we have had very little 
opportunity to discuss what really are some of the most 
vital questions concerning  the continued existence of 
human life on whole regions of this planet. However, 
we did have the opportunity for more productive dis-
cussion during certain sections of the parallel meetings 
that were conducted during the Clinton Global Initia-
tive. For many of us in the developing sector, we have 
come  to  view  those  opportunities  as  supplanting  the 
proceedings of the UN General Assembly.

“During  one  workshop,  which  was  admittedly 
smaller than some of the others, we had the opportunity 
to discuss the implications of extending your NAWAPA 

U.S. Drug Enforcement Administration

Gangsters and opium-pushers are running northern Mexico, while vitally needed water 
development projects have been blocked. Here, accused drug traffickers, extradicted from 
Mexico, are escorted to prison by U.S. DEA agents.
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proposal into Africa, and we very much appreciated the 
video presentation that was carried on your website, es-
pecially because it has become so rare that any discus-
sion  regarding  the African  continent  be  one  of  great 
steps forward in developing. So any taste of optimism 
is most appreciated.

“However, as I am sure you are aware, within just a 
few months, we may find a situation on the continent of 
Africa where two of the greatest nations, and most sig-
nificant nations, Nigeria and Sudan, suffer internal desta-
bilizations and war. I understand that your methodology 
moves from the top down, and not from the bottom up, 
yet for those of us with responsibility for our continent, 
we can not sit by passively, hoping for positive develop-
ments from the United States and the rest of the advanced 
sector, while chaos is unleashed here, and therefore we 
are desperately  trying to find some policy that we can 
pursue  that  will  avoid  unnecessary  death  and  further 
worsening of a situation which is already dire. And I am 
wondering if you have any advice for us, as we try to lead 
our nations and our populations in this crisis?”

LaRouche: My God. Chain reaction.
Well, it has to be done from the top. But what you’re 

saying really, your argument, which is really quite valid 

in itself, as to what the effect is: it’s 
obvious there is nothing that can be 
done except from the top. Because 
we are now on the verge of a gen-
eral  breakdown  crisis,  a  general 
collapse  of  the  entire  planet,  and 
this  is  being  orchestrated  largely 
through  Jacob  Rothschild’s  Inter-
Alpha  Group,  which  controls  a 
fairly estimated �0% of the world’s 
banking, which is largely fake. It’s 
fake  banking,  but  it  controls  the 
world. It controls the world because 
the only thing that has saved the na-
tions in the past, was the times when 
the United States was fighting some 
of these characters. And when the 
United  States  is  under  the  wrong 
government, the world has not got a 
cold, it’s got fatal pneumonia.

And  therefore,  if  you  can  not 
defeat this, you can not win. That 
doesn’t  mean  I’m  a  pessimist. 
Quite the contrary. I’ve spent my 
life, most of my adult life anyway, 

fighting against this crap. And only by winning the war 
against  this crap can we get anything  for any nation. 
Look what  they do! Where  is  the problem in Sudan? 
Where does it come from? London! Entirely London! 
Both sides  in Sudan! You have a section  that  is con-
trolled, an operation inside Sudan, which is controlled, 
two operations, matter of fact, which are controlled by 
London! The overall operation against the President of 
Sudan is coming from London. From George Soros or 
“tsouris” as he’s called otherwise. Same thing.

So  you  can  not  win  inch-wise  under  an  imperial 
planet. You have to defeat the Empire, and there is only 
one  empire on  the planet,  especially with  the United 
States  playing  successor,  and  that  is  the  British 
Empire.

What do you have to know? In 19�8, as the result of 
the killing of Kennedy, the capitulation to a long war in 
Indo-China, the United States lost its power and lost its 
position in the world, and the British took over. It was the 
most indecent thing imaginable. On the one side, in one 
door—through George Shultz and company, and Arthur 
Burns—in one door, walks the cancellation of the Bret-
ton Woods system. At the same time, from the other door, 
in  comes  Jacob  Rothschild  with  what  takes  over  the 
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“Where is the problem in Sudan? Where does it come from? London! Entirely London! 
Both sides in Sudan!” Shown: a displaced woman in West Darfur. Efforts to resolve the 
Darfur conflict and to maintain the integrity of the country are being sabotaged at every 
turn.
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world, the Inter-Alpha system that controls �0% of the 
world’s banking, directly and indirectly, combined.

So what is the problem? The problem is that we are 
submitting  to  the British Empire! And  if you are not 
going to attack the British Empire, recognize the enemy, 
you do not understand the situation. What are we going 
to get? The British are not going to win this one. If they 
destroy us,  they are going  to be destroyed, automati-
cally, immediately, by themselves. We are now looking 
at a potential dark age of two or three generations, if we 
don’t win. So there is no substitute for winning this war 
against them! No one has an answer, unless we win this 
war against them.

We  have  come  to  a  breaking  point  in  history,  in 
which we must win this war. And I am standing here 
today, when a lot of my good friends in the U.S. system 
are  allowing  themselves  to  become  confused.  Why 
aren’t  they  staying  in  Washington,  to  ram  through 
Glass-Steagall? You  want  to  win.  Put  Glass-Steagall 
through now, and I know how to deliver a victory  to 
you.

If you don’t do that,  if you don’t want  to do that, 
there is nothing that I, or anybody else, can do for any 
of your nations. You are all doomed, because we are 
looking at the potential right now of a planetary dark 
age. And  if  your  local  economist  doesn’t  agree  with 
that,  then  fire  him,  or  send  him  into  someplace  for 
mental-health care.

No, that is the answer. You have got to understand 
this. We are not talking about Mr. Fixit. I am not a Mr. 
Fixit.  I have been  involved  in  the Mr. Fixit business, 
and I was good at it, but it’s not a good business to be in. 
You don’t make any permanent victories, you just fix 
things, until somebody comes along and wrecks it, and 
makes it even worse.

So therefore, what we need now—we have to come 
to the point, the planet can no longer tolerate this system. 
The system is the British system. The British Empire 
must be destroyed.  It’s  time  for  that  thing  to be  shot 
down. And if you don’t do  it, you are going  to be  in 
Hell. The planet  is going  to be  in Hell. You have no 
choice, no acceptable choice, but to win. You want to 
compromise? Don’t be a damned fool all your life! We 
have to beat these guys, and we have come to the point 
that you have no other choice. Beat them, or go to Hell. 
You have no other choice. And that is the only condi-
tion,  the  right  condition  for  war,  when  you  have  no 
choice. Because anything else is Hell, and you can not 
vote for Hell. Therefore you fight.

The Universe Is Creative
Freeman: This set of questions comes from people 

associated with what we’ve come to refer to as the Stan-
ford Group, and the question is as follows:“Well, Lyn, 
just when we thought we had achieved a better under-
standing of what you meant when you referred to infra-
structure, and what actually constituted real infrastruc-
ture projects, you moved the goalposts on us with this 
concept of “platforms.” So we decided to try to figure 
out what you were talking about, and in an attempt to 
better understand what you were developing, we em-
barked on a project to look at longer spans of human 
history.

“Now, I’m not entirely sure that we are addressing 
this correctly, which is why I want to present it to you 
and see what you say. But our findings actually were 
very interesting to us, so hopefully, they’re not wrong. 
But what we found was that, if you look at human soci-
ety over long periods of time, that it seems that each era 
of human development is best characterized by the key 
energy source of  that  society, and  that human beings 
inhabiting  this planet have moved,  roughly speaking, 
from wood as a principal source of energy, to coal, to 
fossil fuels, etc.—obviously we’re skipping many steps 
here, but, it does seem that that is what defines human 
progress. It also became clear to us that that progress 
from one system to the next is not apparently linear, but 
it seems to move almost in leaps, to new plateaus.

“Now, this raises an interesting question, because if 
that is in fact true, that the leap in human progress from 
one system to the next is measured by the source of fuel 
that we use, etc., one of the questions that came up is 
that then, in the course of trying to drive human prog-
ress and drive us to the next step, it would seem that 
rather than the attempt to conserve the source of fuel of 
any given society, that actually a policy which drives 
the depletion of that source seems to be the motor for 
driving us to then a newer, more efficient form of pro-
duction.

“And  really,  what  we’re  asking  is  whether  we’re 
thinking about this in the right way, because, in fact, if 
we are, it would also seem that the argument that any 
new era for life on this planet has to be characterized by 
nuclear  energy  production  as  opposed  to,  say,  wind 
power  or  solar  power,  is  actually  how  you  measure 
whether we are going forward, or whether we are going 
backwards as a society, not simply as a nation or some-
thing like that, but really in much more profound terms, 
as a species as a whole.
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“But again, we’re not sure we’re looking at this in 
quite the right way, so we’d like your comments.”

LaRouche: Well, there are two things to this thing. 
First of all, it is true that we tend to deplete—I was talk-
ing about this before on this particular platform—that 
what  happens  is,  that  we  don’t  do  much  destruction, 
shall we say, of raw materials, but we do make a mess of 
it, because most of the minerals that we get are actually 
a product of living processes, actions on this planet.

There  is,  generally,  a great underestimation of  the 
power of life in the universe. Life is not something which 
is the exception. Life is not only a co-equal of every-
thing else, it’s a power which is greater than that. And 
then you have only one thing which is greater than that, 
and that’s the power of the human mind, which is not 
just a physical thing. So therefore, you have to expect 
that you are going to have a depletion of the organiza-
tion of materials  that we use  for production and con-
sumption all along. So therefore, you have to go ahead.

Now mankind is intrinsically creative, and the big-
gest problem we’ve had  in  the history of mankind  is 
people talk about fixed systems. But the point is, man-
kind’s success has always been based on denying fixed 
systems.

The planet is a wonderful thing to look at, and this 
recent scandal down there in the Caribbean [the BP Gulf 
oil spill—ed.] helped us to look at this thing, because 
how deep do we go to find the products of living pro-
cesses? And this blow-up of this oil hole, this petroleum 
hole,  just forced us to look a little bit deeper  than we 
were accustomed to looking conventionally. The whole 
public was suddenly exposed to this. This was Hell.

So therefore, first of all, the planet is under the dom-
ination of living processes, and the Solar System is also 
living  processes.  They  are  very  powerful,  and  the 
human mind is more powerful than any of them. And 
the point is progress. Now, how can progress be main-
tained? Well, mankind, all kinds of things are creative. 
The universe is creative. Inherently creative. This whole 
idea  about  entropy,  universal  entropy,  second  law  of 
thermodynamics? It’s all crap. There’s no truth to it at 
all. Throw it away. You solve most of your problems by 
throwing that piece of junk away. It’s a fraud, cooked 
up  in  the 19th Century. There  is no such  thing. Only 
among idiots.

 But then, you find the planet, the universe is orga-
nized. It’s developing! Vernadsky made this thing clear. 
The universe  is progressing;  it’s evolving  to a higher 
state,  and  at  the  expense  of  the  lower  state. And  it’s 
always progressing. But there’s one thing about men. 
With men, this creative power is willful. Human spe-
cies, animal species are creative.

Creativity: More Fun Than Sex!
Look, you  take  the history of  the planet,  and you 

find that living processes on the planet were, for a long 
time, unicelled or less. It was a long time to get to or-
ganisms of more than one cell. We wasted most of our 
time on that, as life did, to get to this point. Then we got 
to higher forms of life. We had the destruction of Tyran-
nosaurus  Rex.  (I  guess  that’s  why  they  called  him 
“wrecks,” hmmm?) We went to higher forms of life.

And  we  have  man,  and  man  is  willfully  creative. 
There is no other species that is willfully creative. Every 
species, every part of the planet, every part of the uni-
verse as we know it, is creative. It’s not fixed. It’s not a 
fixed system. But the mind of man is the greatest power 
in this universe that we know of. The creativity of the 
human mind. And if you want to be a successful human 
being, use your mind! Use it for creative things. Don’t 
say this is a stress on you! This should be your rejoic-
ing. This should be your pleasure. It’s much more fun 
than sex, in case you have any knowledge of this thing. 

nasa.gov

The planet Earth is under the domination of powerful living 
processes, and the human mind is even more powerful than any 
of them. The question is, how can these processes be 
maintained?
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So why don’t you do it?
And therefore, the trick here is to understand this, 

and study it more carefully, and realize that we know 
things essentially—we’re on the edge of knowledge, of 
practical knowledge, of things which propose questions 
to us. Well, what’s wrong with that? You find that you’ve 
thought about something before. You didn’t settle the 
question.  You  made  an  approximate  discovery.  You 
made a step in progress, in better understanding. Then 
you come back and you look at it again, and you find 
out you didn’t really know what you were talking about 
yet. What  you  said was not wrong,  but  it wasn’t  yet 
right!  So  now  you  make  another  discovery  and  you 
revise what you thought you had discovered. So that’s a 
good thing. That’s what we do.

The other part of this thing is, we rely—and this is 
going to get you a little more upset, but that’s all right; 
it’s  good  for  you.  You  like  challenges:  The  greatest 
problem we have  today  is  a misunderstanding of  the 
nature  of  the  human  mind.  We  think  of  the  human 
mind—most people  think of  it—they’ll  tell  you  that, 
automatically.  They  will  say,  “We  have  a  nervous 
system. We have  sense-perceptual powers. And what 
we know of the universe is through our sense-percep-
tual  powers.”  And  some  people  will  say,  foolishly, 

“That’s all we know. Only what we 
know  as  products  of  sense  percep-
tion.”  And  foolish  people  believe 
that. Smarter people know that some-
thing else is going on—which I spe-
cialize in.

So therefore, we don’t understand 
human creativity, and we don’t under-
stand the human identity, because we 
assume  that  our  sense  perceptual 
powers are the human mind, and the 
sense  perceptual  powers  are  not  the 
human  mind.  The  human  mind  is  a 
higher form of existence. And we can 
demonstrate that in all kinds of ways.

One of the best examples, and it 
always occurs in the areas of creativ-
ity: Where do you find the expression 
of this kind of creativity, beyond the 
idea  of  sense  perception?  What  is 
beyond  sense  perception?  What  is 
creativity  beyond  sense  perception? 
Does  it exist anywhere else, as wit-
ting creativity?

It doesn’t. Only human beings. We don’t know of 
anything else that does that. No other animal has willful 
creativity. The universe is creative. The processes in it 
are creative. They change. They evolve to higher states, 
from lower states to higher states. Not surprising. But 
only man can willfully create a higher physical state in 
the universe.

On what do we rely for that? We rely on what we 
call Classical artistic composition. Creativity is bring-
ing into being what you didn’t know existed before, and 
you examine  the cases  in which  this occurs, and you 
study mankind from this standpoint. The most impor-
tant thing about studying, is studying mankind, because 
in  the  history  of  mankind,  we  find  creativity,  willful 
creativity which creates states of nature. We find that in 
the case of Einstein, for example, and minds of that type 
in physical science, they create the idea of new states of 
nature that were not previously known, and the idea of 
how to handle those new states of nature, to understand 
them, which to us didn’t exist before then. This is what 
mankind does.

And therefore, the intellect, the human mind, is not 
located in sense perception. As a matter of fact, one of 
the great foolishnesses is in trying to interpret the human 
mind as such, as being a product of the accumulation of 

NASA-JPL

“The universe is progressing; it’s evolving to a higher state, and at the expense of the 
lower state. And it’s always progressing. But there’s one thing about men: With men, 
this creative power is willful.” Shown is the M81 spiral galaxy.
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sense  perception.  It’s  not. 
There are many, many kinds of 
manifestations of that.

So, the point is, we have to 
be  proactive  in  terms  of  the 
concept  of  human  creativity. 
Voluntary creativity by human 
beings, as typified by Classical 
artistic composition, as actually 
the  typification  of  this  human 
discovery.  And  since  we  are 
human beings, and we have this 
capability,  which  no  form  of 
animal  life does, shouldn’t we 
make this capability our essen-
tial profession? Why should we 
object to having to be creative? 
Since it’s our natural condition, 
maybe our unhappiness would 
be less if we spend more time 
on creativity, and less on certain 
lower forms of diversions.

And  that’s  the  answer. 
There is no such thing as an ef-
fective dichotomy of physical 
existence and mental existence, 
not when you talk about human 
mind. There is no such dichot-
omy.

And that’s where the mistake comes. You say, well, 
let’s be practical. Being practical is sometimes a word 
for being stupid. Where you deny the existence of cre-
ativity. You deny the role of the imagination. Now, the 
imagination can be a bit of a troublesome thing to deal 
with, but that’s precisely what you should be concerned 
by. Are you managing this imagination properly? That’s 
called Classical artistic composition.

That  is  typified by  the way  in which  the work of 
Bach  on  the  well-tempered  system  defined  all  great 
music up through Brahms, in composition. That’s a typ-
ification.  That’s  the  meaning  of  irony  in  Classical 
poetry.  It’s  the  meaning  of  all  great  entertainment  in 
terms of artistic entertainment. It’s the secret of all art; 
it’s  the  essence  of  Man.  Why  should  we  have  to  go 
down to a lower level than the essence of Man in deal-
ing with Man’s behavior?

So, the imagination and the products of the imagina-
tion, which are creativity—and I’ll give you an exam-
ple which you can think about. What we’ve uncovered, 

simply  by  doing  this  work, 
and it’s been done actually in 
some  matter  of  weeks—we 
just  got  onto  this  thing  and 
said, finally, we’re going to do 
it. And in a matter of weeks, 
we have shaken this planet by 
what we’ve circulated on this 
issue. There are other people 
who knew this, but it was sit-
ting  fallow,  it  wasn’t  being 
pushed  on,  it  wasn’t  being 
worked on.

And here’s the great thing 
that  could  get  us  out  of  this 
mess,  this NAWAPA project, 
because it embodies a princi-
ple  of  action,  a  change  of 
action getting loose, breaking 
the  bonds,  getting  out  there, 
and  doing  the  things  that 
should  have  been  done  all 
along. And we just got on this 
thing; we put some devotion 
into it, especially in the Base-
ment. We pushed  it  through, 
step  by  step,  and  the  thing 
blossomed; just by our doing 

the work, just doing the obvious things. Piece falls into 
piece.  “Oh,  this  means  this”;  “Oh,  this  means  this”; 
“Oh, this means that.” It’s how all great scientific work 
functions is that way.

So, why don’t we just say we are not going to be 
slaves trying to propitiate young fools who don’t want 
to be creative. What we are going to do is—and consid-
ering the condition of the children we’re seeing these 
days,  we  better  get  some  creativity  going  back  here 
again. We’re in trouble as a species if we don’t do that.

So, that’s the way to look at it. This is not a problem. 
You’re on the right track in looking at this this way. It’s 
not the answer, but it’s a step on the right track. And 
what we have to do is enjoy ourselves, by making the 
kinds of discoveries which are a part of work. And my 
view  is,  that  this  issue,  of  what  the  implications  of 
NAWAPA are, and that we know what some of the im-
plications are for Russia, what’s going on in Russia in 
some thinking on this part. We know there is no hope 
for Africa,  except by  this  route. There  is no possible 
hope. There is no hope for India without this; for China. 

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

What we rely on for sparking the creative process in 
man, is Classical artistic composition. Shown is the 
late, great ’cellist Eliane Magnan, performing in 
Leesburg, Va., September 1986.
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We have got  to make  these changes. We have got  to 
bring the rate of human progress up to more than the 
level of human urgent need. We have got to have more 
progress than the increase of the urgency of reform. We 
have  to educate more people; we have  to bring more 
people together who do want to do this, in order to pro-
vide enough energy to save humanity from what is oth-
erwise an inevitable disaster.

So, keep at it! It’s great! I’m glad to hear about it.

Beyond the Periodic Table
Freeman: This  is  from  the  same basic group,  al-

though from another committee of this group. And they 
say: “Lyn, it’s become increasingly clear to us that the 
question of the refutation of the second law of thermo-
dynamics is absolutely critical to any viable of method 
of economic planning. And therefore, we have spent a 
lot of time on it, and we have spent a lot of time looking 
at the contributions of Vernadsky, with some help from 
friends abroad and elsewhere. But, we’ve also run into 
a certain problem which we hope you can clarify for us. 
You have said in some of your writings, that the three 
domains that Vernadsky identifies, in terms of the Noö-
sphere, the Biosphere, and the Lithosphere, all exhibit a 
primary functional quality of anti-entropy. That essen-
tially,  all  three  domains  are  inherently  anti-entropic, 
and that they proceed from relatively lower to higher 
orders of the equivalent of energy-flux density, and to 
higher orders of organization.

“Now, here is the problem that we’ve encountered. 
We can see this, and we can see this quality in the inter-
action of the Noösphere and the Biosphere, but it is not 
clear to us when viewing the Lithosphere. And we are 
hoping that you can shed a little bit more light on why it 
is that you’re saying this, and how you view it. It’s pos-
sible that it’s only in the longest-range effects that this 
is exhibited, and that’s why we’re having this difficulty, 
but maybe you can clarify.”

LaRouche: I think the difficulty is not real. I think 
it’s more that the apparent reality has taken over from 
the reality. We looking at this stuff in relevant chemis-
try, and the way in which this distinction is made, the 
lines  of  division  between  so-called  Lithosphere  and 
Biosphere, for example, as also the question of the Noö-
sphere. The wrong definition  is being  imposed artifi-
cially. This involves a lot of it in biological science. We 
don’t know presently, how much of what we would call 
Lithosphere was not created by Biosphere.

Now, what this means is, that the whole universe is 

one process, which is anti-entropic. In other words, you 
don’t  have  an  independent  department  called  Litho-
sphere,  as  distinct  from  an  independent  department 
called Biosphere, and  from Noösphere. The way  this 
thing functions, they function interdependently, and we 
are getting, the more we look at this thing, and the more 
we drag in from what other people are doing, it becomes 
obvious.

See, first of all, we’ve got a problem. The problem 
is,  we  define—we  are  still  using  the  Periodic  Table, 
which is not a bad table, but we’re imposing upon it an 
ontological presumption which  is not  true. We’re as-
suming that particles exist as particles, and we’re look-
ing at the Periodic Table as developed out of the genesis 
of this. We’re looking at it in a sense from a standpoint, 
a reductionist standpoint. And despite the great quarrel 
about Louis de Broglie and his so-called discovery and 
questions,  we’re  failing  to  consider  the  fact  that  this 
whole conception  is all wrong. And,  that’s where  the 
problem lies.

What is obvious, is that everything in the universe, 
the characteristic of anti-entropy from a universal stand-
point,  is,  you  have  simpler  forms  that  become  more 
complicated.

For example, you have the question of the Sun. A 
young Sun is out there, frisky as hell, spinning like mad. 

SOHO-EIR Consortium, ESA, NASA

What’s wrong with the Second Law of Thermodynamics? 
Consider the case of “a young Sun out there, frisky as hell, 
spinning like mad.”
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You  know  how  young  people  are,  they  tend  to  spin. 
They’re wild on the dance floor. Well, the Sun is just 
like that. But then this Sun began to spin off—they call 
it shedding rotation—and began to shed rotation.

And this is some fun I had back in 1980, out there in 
San Francisco, on the question of the LASNEX mea-
surement.  It’s  a  government  standard,  taking  every 
thermonuclear explosion and so forth, which is tested, 
and putting it through this calculator called LASNEX. 
And I said, “Well, look, you guys could help me out. I 
know this may be a secret, but maybe some parts of this, 
we could discuss.”

And so I posed the question, I said, “Since we know 
that if the Sun were throwing off material where it were 
going  to  be  distributed  throughout  the  Solar  System, 
which the Sun was creating, and what we have now, on 
that basis of that estimate, would get us up in the Periodic 
Table to iron, but not all the way to uranium: Isn’t there 
something  wrong  in  the  simplistic  calculation  of  how 
this thing works?” And after about a year or so later, the 
answer came back: “You’re right; it’s polarized.”

So, the process of fusion in generating the ingredi-
ents of the Solar System as a whole, is obviously depen-
dent upon a process of polarized fusion reaction.

So now you have all this material, and the Sun, in-
ternally, has a very limited repertoire, by the standard of 
the Periodic Table. So you have all  this stuff, and all 
these planets, things floating around there, with all these 
isotopes and so forth, and their subdivisions, and you 
say, “Wait a minute; this is fun. This Solar System is 
much more creative than people had thought it was.” 
Gauss would love this; he would love this discussion 
about this.

So, the assumption is, it has to be that the universe 
does not function as a particle universe. We are dealing 
with—for example, there is no empty space out there. 
You’re travelling between Earth and Mars; there’s no 
empty  space. There’s  cosmic  radiation!  It’s  saturated 
with all kinds of cosmic radiation. How do you think 
we live? We deal with this now in the Basement all the 
time. We have this protection against radiation from the 
Sun, which is provided to us by ozone, and the ozone 
was developed by the Earth. Now it has forms of life 
which help to do this, and it gets to a certain point, you 
have the ozone layer is generated. Now all these forms 
of life are able to proliferate underneath the protection 
of the ozone layer.

So, the universe is much more creative inherently, in 
more ways than we had presumed. So, the problem lies 

in the sense of trying to come up with a simple formula 
for an aged professor with his yellowed pages of foot-
notes, and notes, and cards, who wants a simple expla-
nation of this thing. And we’re in a process of discover-
ing a universe which has run ahead of us in its ingenuity. 
And it’s doing things that we have to discover that it’s 
doing. And we try to limit ourselves then to what we 
think is legal. We go to the textbook, and it’s like the old 
professor with the yellowing cards, and he goes in and 
gives a lecture 20 years later. Mostly it’s the old cards; 
he’s got a few fresh ones stuck in there with a few nota-
tions in it for his lecture notes, and they’re just not keep-
ing up with the universe in terms of this.

So, I think the answer to this is, the universe has to be 
understood from a higher level. I would put the crucial 
thing here, as I have done, on the nature of the human 
mind. The human mind is not a product of sense percep-
tion. The human mind is not defined by what we call the 
five senses. There are all kinds of behaviors which are 
characteristic of a universe which is composed of a per-
fectly dense domain of cosmic radiation, in all kinds of 
ranges. Some of these ranges correspond to human be-
havior, and to living behavior of a certain type. Others do 
not. And they all interact, and the system is much more 
complex than anything we’ve estimated so far.

So we have to open our minds to looking for, for ex-
ample, forms of communication which we know well. 
Forms of communication that are not limited to the five 
senses. And you can test that; they’re not limited to the 
five senses. So therefore, we’re dealing with processes of 
the  human  mind  and  other  kinds  of  processes,  which 
don’t correspond to our presumptions. And what do you 
do in a case like this? Don’t close the book. Accept the 
evidence, and challenge it. If you can think of the experi-
ment, the relevant experiment, run it.

What we’re getting in the Basement more and more, 
is just exactly that. The more you do, the more you inves-
tigate, the more you discover. It’s when you sit back with 
a textbook and say “This is it, now I’m going to interpret 
it all,” that you’re in trouble. You always have to look for 
what’s beyond what you think you know. And just enjoy 
doing  it;  make  it  a  habit,  and  you  will  discover  more 
things. It’s when you close your mind and try to settle 
that  this  is  the  fixed  system  of  the  universe  without 
change, this Aristotelian thing, or even worse, the Sar-
pian nonsense, that’s when we get into trouble.

So I think, just have fun! Keep an open mind, think 
about these things that I’ve mentioned; we will come 
back to discuss them later.
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Infrastructure as a Platform
Freeman: Okay, Lyn, this comes back to the ques-

tion of  infrastructure. And  the question  is  this: “Lyn, 
obviously when we look at the entire map of the United 
States, there are a whole series of immediate needs that 
present  themselves.  Obviously,  the  energy  grid  as  a 
whole is a disaster, and there is no question that we have 
to  address  overall  questions  of  transportation—even 
President Obama has come to favor the idea of high-
speed  rails—but certainly  for anybody who has been 
forced to travel up and down the East Coast corridor, 
there  is no question  that  this would  represent  an  im-
provement  in  the quality  of  life  of  a  very  significant 
portion of the U.S. population.

“It’s also clear that such projects produce jobs. Those 
jobs can be looked at as being productive jobs, and that’s 
all well and good. But then, if we take a look at what you 
have  proposed  as  the  NAWAPA  project,  the  criterion 
seems to change somewhat. Because certainly NAWAPA 
fills a critical need, in terms of the delivery of fresh water. 
It also, without question, would provide an awful lot of 
jobs. But it is also the case that the more one looks at the 
overall implications of NAWAPA, ranging from the role 
of chlorophyll, to various other discrete things that could 
be brought up, the fact is, that when you talk about a proj-
ect  like  that, what you’re actually  talking about  is not 
only providing jobs and filling a need, but what you really 
are  doing  essentially,  is,  you  are,  at  least  potentially, 
changing the nature of the planet.

“And that is, you know, it took a while for that to hit 
us as an idea, but then when it did, it made the whole 

project  take  on  new  dimensions. 
And  certainly,  anything  else  that 
we  were  considering  in  terms  of 
energy  production,  in  terms  of 
high-speed  rail,  and  things  that 
were  really  nifty  in  our  planning 
phase,  seemed  to  kind  of  pale  in 
comparison.

“So, the question is, how does 
one proceed? I mean, do we there-
fore say that we have limited capa-
bilities,  and  therefore,  unless 
something  really  changes  every 
aspect  of  the  atmosphere  of  the 
Earth,  that  we  don’t  pursue  it?  I 
guess  what  I’m  really  asking  is, 
does this become the criterion for 
whether or not we call something 

infrastructure, or whether we just consider it a fix for 
something that’s broken?”

LaRouche: I would say that why I’ve used the term 
platforms is for precisely this reason. Don’t try to make 
this  categorical  distinction  of  infrastructure  as  some-
thing which is not productive, but just treat it as a plat-
form, as a system of organization, which is universal, 
more or less universal, which you’re operating within. 
And look at the environment. You are creating a new 
kind of physical space-time, that’s all. And so now you 
define what range it is, and you find that there are dis-
crete levels at which there are breaking points.

Look, you can just imagine the discovery that was 
made  by  mankind,  of  transoceanic  navigation.  What 
does that say? What does Einstein say about that, later? 
That the universe is finite; that the star system is finite. 
Otherwise, how can you have this kind of thing func-
tioning? How can you navigate?

For example, take the changes, the cycle of changes 
which is in the range of 1,800 years or so, in terms of 
the  North  Magnetic  Pole. Take  all  the  other  changes 
that occur within the framework of this system, astro-
nomical system. Do you realize that Einstein, when he 
commented on Kepler’s discovery of gravitation, said 
the universe is finite, but not bounded? What is the star 
system? Talking about the same thing. So, the ancient 
mariners had, in a sense, come upon the same phenom-
enon indicating a similar kind of conclusion:  that  the 
star system somehow involves a finite system with in-
ternal laws of behavior associated with it.

So that, I think, is the way you have to look at this. 

Siberia has a wealth of raw materials, but presents formidable challenges, such as the 
permafrost problem. Russian scientists and engineers have the most experience in 
dealing with them. Shown is a Siberian oilfield.
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So  we  go  through  different  states, 
you look at the stellar array. What is 
the  universe  doing?  It’s  going 
through  different  states,  different 
states of existence. You’ve got all of 
this,  what  are  these  astronomists 
doing after all? What are we doing 
with all these kinds of things of in-
strumentation? It’s just exactly that.

And  so,  what  you  have  in  any 
particular system, is a system which 
corresponds to a state of the system; 
that’s the way we deal with it. I say 
we should look at this, and we are 
going to be looking at this more and 
more, through the idea of cosmic ra-
diation,  the  universality  of  cosmic 
radiation.  Cosmic  radiation  which 
is distinguished not by particles, but 
by  singularities within  the  system. 
And look at it from that standpoint; 
just keep an open mind. Because the 
universe  is  an  evolving  universe; 
it’s developing. We are some part of 
it; we are some important part of this thing. Do we know 
the answer? Of course not! So what? That’s half the fun. 
Find the next answer.

And what we should do, essentially, looking at the 
NAWAPA  project  in  these  terms,  what  we’re  doing 
now, which makes me very happy, is, we’re looking at 
the system. And what are we going to get out of this? 
We’re going to get out of all these engineers and scien-
tists  and  so  forth,  who  are  crucial  factors  inside  the 
system of the development of NAWAPA: NAWAPA is 
going to become a new university in practice, because 
of all  the kinds of activities which we know now are 
implicit in that work. So, we’re going to take a whole 
generation of young people, and older people, too, and 
they’re going to, in fact, have a virtual new university, 
which is based on the implications of this. This is huge! 
NAWAPA implications already are huge.

We’re looking, we’re talking about the Arctic area. 
The Arctic area is a whole area of study; it has never 
been really cracked. A lot is known about it, but it has 
never been cracked. We’re talking about Siberia; it also 
has  lots of unknowns, under  the permafrost problem, 
and so forth.

The point is, that you have people who are actively 
involved in these kinds of projects, which NAWAPA is: 

It’s a change in the state and the system you are operat-
ing in. What are you going to do? Are you going to have 
the activity we call university laboratory activity? Be-
cause you’re going to have, as a natural part of the pro-
cess, the investigation of what this all means, and what 
we’re experimenting with.

We’re going to look at this in terms of, how does the 
Sun allow this thing we call Earth, without people on it, 
to come into being? We are going to try to change some 
of  this, so naturally we’re going to have to ask some 
questions about what we do, before we do it. What is 
that? That means that you’re going to take a whole lot 
of people who are interested in this, and they’re going 
to go through a whole new layer of subject matter  in 
education. And you’re going to find that the activity of 
the  NAWAPA  itself  becomes  a  generator  of  the  uni-
verse, and also of universities.

It  means  that,  with  the  exchanges  now  between 
Russia,  in  its  territory,  and  the U.S.,  the problems  in 
China,  the  same  thing,  all  become  part  of  this  great 
study we are going to do, which is provoked upon us, 
because we are meddling with things that mankind has 
not meddled with before. And if you’re going to do that, 
you’re going to be serious about it, and responsible. So, 
you’re going to have the activity assembled to assess, 

nasa.gov

How will the human body cope with the bombardment by cosmic radiation during 
long-duration space travel? Answers to this question will provide clues for cancer 
research and other issues on Earth. Here, an astronaut has only his spacesuit to protect 
him from Solar and other rays.
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from time to time, what the hell are we doing here. What 
are we doing? What are the implications of what we’re 
doing? What are we discovering that we didn’t know 
before? What’s that? That’s the ideal university, and so 
the project  itself will  become a kind of university.  It 
will become a determinant of what the exchange papers 
are written about, and that sort of thing.

And I say, the future is obvious to us; we have been 
discussing this a good deal. It’s obvious we’ve got to take 
the Periodic Table, redefine it; not throw it out, but rede-
fine it from a standpoint of not assuming particles, but 
assuming singularities in a system of cosmic radiation.

For example, cancer research. Big problem, impor-
tant. All  kinds  of  areas.  Let’s  go  at  cosmic  research. 
We’re  gambling  with  treatments  for  cancers,  so  why 
don’t we just raise it up a notch? Let’s look at cosmic 
radiation  in  general;  let’s  get  some  evidence  in  on 
cosmic radiation. Instead of trying to find the thing that 
works, why not  try  to find a systematic answer as  to 
how we should define how it works? And a project like 
NAWAPA is the natural generator of a new platform of 
conception of Man on Earth in all kinds of respects.

My view, my term for this is “fun.” I mean, this kind 
of exploration  to me, under  this kind of condition,  is 
what I always considered fun. It probably is a result of 
being a hard-boiled management consultant for a while: 
They think that way. Treat problems, and enjoy prob-
lems, because they could be fun; finding the answers, 
finding the solution. Getting stuck in the same old rut 
all the time is not fun; it’s boring. And I think people 
would  live  longer  if  they  had  more  fun  of  this  type; 
some of the other types we might do without.

Obama: Why the Zebra Won’t Change 
Its Stripes

Freeman: There are a series of questions on the cur-
rent political situation that have come in from various 
and  sundry  institutions  here  in Washington  and  else-
where. One question, though, has been raised in differ-
ent forms by several people who represent a very sig-
nificant  layer  of  U.S.  institutions.  The  question  as 
formulated is this: “Lyn, as we know you know, since 
Obama’s  vacation  up  there  in  Martha’s Vineyard,  he 
was visited by  a  parade of  leading Democrats  repre-
senting,  really,  all  factions  of  the  Democratic  Party, 
who all brought him the same message, which was that 
a significant shift in his policy and outlook was neces-
sary  if,  in fact, any semblance of orderly governance 
was to proceed. And people gave him a very sober view 

of how he is viewed by the U.S. population, and how he 
is viewed by U.S. institutions.

“Now, in the wake of that, and in the wake of some 
direct confrontations with the U.S. population, we have 
witnessed a variety of developments. One is, obviously, 
the  reorganization  of  Obama’s  economic  team,  which 
was signaled by, probably most significantly, the exit of 
Larry Summers, but which was also related to increasing 
denunciations of Peter Orszag, to statements by Obama, 
and  communications  that  Obama  has  engaged  in,  in 
which he is indicating that he doesn’t understand where 
the idea that he was against Glass-Steagall came from; 
and  that,  in  fact, during  the Presidential  campaign, he 
campaigned  on  the  platform  of  Glass-Steagall,  and  in 
fact campaigned for greater economic regulation.

“It’s also the case on economic policy, obviously, in 
some attempt to respond to the demands of the popula-
tion as  the elections draw near, he has  stepped up  the 
schedule for the meeting of the Doomsday Group, and 
now apparently Geithner is convening their first meeting 
on Oct. 1. There are other things that could be referred 
to—the  bringing  in  of  Elizabeth  Warren  [to  head  the 
Consumer Finance Protection Agency—ed.], which had 
been strenuously opposed by Obama’s economic team.

“But  even  beyond  the  question  of  economics,  we 
know now that Rahm Emanuel is leaving in October, to 
run his,  presumably, mayoral  campaign  in Chicago.  It 
came out yesterday that David Axelrod would be leaving. 
And for many of us who were part of that parade of visi-
tors to the President while he was in Martha’s Vineyard, 
we have arrived at a certain point of guarded optimism 
that, if for no other reason than a desire to survive and to 
protect his legacy, even if it is as a one-term President, 
that we will see an increasing shift in Obama’s policy.

“Now, we qualify  this optimism by saying that  it’s 
guarded, but something that we wish to pursue. You are 
normally extremely optimistic, yet it seems that you have 
rejected the idea that, in the terms of one of your spokes-
men, that ‘the zebra will change its stripes.’ So, really, we 
would like you to comment on this. Why do you think it’s 
impossible to see change in this context?”

LaRouche: On the 11th of April of 2009, I presented 
my summation of my conclusions on the personality of 
the President, his clinical state of mind, and I’ve been 
proven right ever since. He’s never deviated from what I 
anticipated he would do. I would say that any other view, 
from my standpoint, would be a very foolish one. Any 
contrary estimate would be extremely foolish. There is 
no possibility of that. You are dealing with a type which 
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is well known in history, particularly in psychiatric his-
tory. It’s the type of the failed personality which, given a 
situation of great authority, will do exactly what the Em-
peror Nero did, and what Adolf Hitler did, who were both 
failed personalities of this type.

And that’s the way Obama is going to go, and that’s 
why I said the major thing you have to worry about: We 
can not have him commit suicide, because it has been 
the history of these types, they tend to commit suicide 
under such conditions. I’ve insisted that this President 
must  be  watched,  because  we  are  reaching  the  point 
where he’s likely to commit suicide, and we don’t want 
a suicide of a President at this time of crisis. We don’t 
like suicide in general, but in that, in particular.

There is no hope that Obama would ever reform for 
the better. Absolutely not. He has no personality, not a 
real identity. It’s only a fake personality. And there is 
much evidence as to what may have contributed to this; 
but what I saw in terms of his policy, then, in April of 
last year, this guy: no change, only for the worse. The 
plunger goes down, the explosion goes off.

What we have to worry about is the effect of an assas-
sination or a suicide of this President. That should be our 
biggest concern, as far as he is concerned. Any other di-
agnosis,  forget  it!  I’ve seen  this  thing.  I know exactly 
what he is. I’ve seen a lot of this in my life, my experi-
ences, and so forth. Personality problems. He’s not going 
to  change  for  the  better.  The  only  way  he’s  going  to 
change for the better is by being safely out of office. And 
then under management, he might make it, personally.

But as  long as he’s  involved with  the Presidency, 
there’s no chance. He’s a typical echo of the Emperor 
Nero and Hitler. And  there’s a  lot of other cases  like 
that, but these are the two most conspicuous ones, the 
ones I referred to. And he has never deviated from the 
estimate of him and his behavior which I gave publicly 
on the 11th of April last year. Not a chance.

The problem is, we have got to get him out. And the 
problem is, politicians are trying to act like politicians, 
trying to negotiate something. And some things are not 
negotiable. There are lots of things that can be negoti-
ated, but some things can not. This is not a negotiable 
situation. Either we get  this guy out now, or kiss  the 
United States goodbye while you still can.

Freeman: I’d like to bring the proceedings today to 
a close, with the promise that questions that have not 
been entertained that are worth entertaining, will be en-
tertained,  and  also  to  put  before  you  a  message  that 
came in from Europe, from someone in Spain, which I 

think really ends things on an appropriate note. He says, 
“Mr. LaRouche, I’m a �1-year-old architect with artis-
tic training and humanistic interests, who lives in the 
central region of Spain, near Madrid. I want to tell you 
that your existence has been, for me, an oasis of peace. 
To learn that people so different in age and background 
have similar ideas to yours on matters such as the intel-
ligence  and creativity of human beings,  has  truly  re-
stored my hope for this civilization.

“My  parents,  who  are  of  Christian  background, 
always  taught  me  to  seek  that  which  unites  me  with 
other human beings, rather than to concentrate on dif-
ferences. However, I observe that it is not the same for 
all human beings. So, thank you for having given inspi-
ration to future generations. The idea that one shouldn’t 
be  cautious,  but  should  move  to  inspire  others  with 
what one is, appears to me to be a true revolution for 
today’s time. Cowardice and discretion appear to me to 
have  invaded every area,  and certainly your writings 
and  your  actions  overthrow  those  negative  impulses. 
So, again, thank you for your writings, for your teach-
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President Obama on Martha’s Vineyard, Aug. 24, 2009. 
LaRouche says to forget about any idea that Obama’s policies 
will change. “Absolutely not. He has no personality, not a real 
identity. It’s only a fake personality. . . . He’s a typical echo of 
the Emperor Nero and Hitler.”


