tion is that the postponement of this invasion of France,
as part of this liberation process, was that they [the British and their American confederates] were waiting for
Roosevelt to die first, and Truman to come into power.
That was the issue. That has been the issue.
So that every time we, in the United States, begin to
move in one of these directions which were considered
a threat to the British Empire, and its associates, that’s
where it comes from. There was only one real enemy of
the United States, during that period. It was not the
Soviet Union. It was the British Empire—or the AngloDutch Empire, more precisely defined.
And we’re still faced with that, today. What’s the
Queen of England demanding? What has she been demanding? That we go immediately to a reduction of the
population of the planet, from 7 billion people, to 1.
And that the standard of living be lowered, accordingly.
In other words, the same thing, that is the British
Empire, or the Anglo-Dutch Empire, more precisely defined. And that empire is still there.
And we have our people who call themselves patriots, we have members of Congress who call themselves patriots—and they do want to have that name of
“patriot”—but what do they do in practice? What they

JFK Refuted Malthus
President John F. Kennedy on Oct. 22, 1963 debunked British economist Thomas Malthus’s (17661834) genocidal theory that population growth inevitably outstrips food-production capability, and leads
to starvation.
Addressing the National Academy of Sciences
one month before his assassination, Kennedy stated:
“Malthus argued a century and a half ago that man,
by using up all his available resources, would forever
press on the limits of subsistence, thus condemning
humanity to an indefinite future of misery and poverty. We can now begin to hope and, I believe, know
that Malthus was expressing not a law of nature, but
merely the limitation then of scientific and social
wisdom.”
Kennedy went on to prescribe the government

October 18, 2013

EIR

do is they say, “Let’s be practical,” which means “I
don’t want to get shot!” “I don’t want to get thrown
out of office.” “I don’t want to be subjected to all kinds
of indignities, because I displeased the Lady over
there.” This is the reality!
In such circumstances, you have to think very
clearly about strategy. What is the strategy of the United
States by which the United States could have prevented
much of this from happening? Things they didn’t do.
Well, you had Truman. Truman just passed everything
over to Churchill.
Kirsch: He stayed in the White House for two
months! He just came over here, and slept in the basement.
LaRouche: Yes, but this was the process! We had a
stinking President, really, a clown, a thug! And a controlled personality. We had other problems after Kennedy. Johnson was scared to death! He said so! Then
you had this nut coming in, [Nixon], who caused a real
problem, but they threw him out.
But then you look at the record: We never really got
back to where we were with Kennedy. We were never
allowed—
Kirsch: We were never even close.

policy, scientific advancement, and international cooperation needed for expanded output to feed a growing population:
“The truth or falsity of [Malthus’s] prediction will
depend now, with the tools we have, on our own actions. . . . The Earth can be an abundant mother to all
of the people that will be born in the coming years. . . .
Abundance depends now on the application of sound
biological analysis to the problems of agriculture,
and the long-term answer to inadequate food production, which brings misery with it, must lie in new research and new experimentation, and the successful
use of new knowledge will require close cooperation
with other nations.”
The President proposed concerted international
scientific work, new infrastructure, and nuclear
power to solve such problems as resource development, protection from catastrophic weather, and
overcoming poverty.
—Michael Kirsch and Anton Chaitkin
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