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LaRouchePAC’s Friday evening webcast of July 25, 2014 was hosted by 
Matthew Ogden, and joined by Dennis Small of EIR, and Diane Sare and 
Kesha Rogers from the LaRouchePAC Policy Committee (http://larouchepac.
com/).

Matthew Ogden: Tonight I’m joined in the studio by Dennis Small 
from Executive Intelligence Review, and by two members of the La-
RouchePAC Policy Committee, Kesha Rogers and Diane Sare. The four of 
us had a chance to meet with both Mr. LaRouche and Mrs. Helga Zepp-
LaRouche, so the questions that will be presented tonight were discussed 
with both of them, and the answers you hear will reflect their remarks.

Now, before I read our first question for tonight, I’d like to start with a 
short breaking news update. In a very significant development, the U.S. 
House of Representatives has overwhelmingly passed House Concurrent 
Resolution 105—a resolution sponsored by Representatives Jim McGov-
ern, Barbara Lee, and Walter Jones. The resolution asserts the Constitu-
tional role fully and exclusively reserved for Congress in authorizing and 
declaring war. . . . [See National lead.]

So, this is very clearly a strong victory, and represents a significant 
paradigm shift in Congress with regards to defending the fundamental 
principles of the United States Constitution. . . .

I’d like to turn to our institutional question for tonight. It reads as fol-
lows:

“Mr. LaRouche, rebels in eastern Ukraine have turned over the ‘black 
boxes’ and the bodies of the passengers from Malaysia Airlines Flight 17 to 
the proper authorities. However, the crisis in eastern Ukraine continues to 
intensify, with the Pentagon charging that the Russians are moving more 
heavy equipment across the border; with Europe announcing further sanc-
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tions; and the war danger looming 
large. What are your recommenda-
tions to all interested parties on how 
to solve this crisis?”

Malaysia Airlines Flight 17
Dennis Small: Thank you Mat-

thew, and good evening. The devel-
opments of today that Matt just re-
ferred to in the Congress of the United 
States are a very good first step to 
opening up possibilities for address-
ing the crisis which is actually behind 
the developments with Flight MH17, 
and what the British Empire is trying 
to do with this whole incident, which 
is to trigger a thermonuclear confron-
tation between the United States and 
Russia. Mr. LaRouche’s first response 
on this question of what should be 
done is that the British Empire and its 
Wall Street allies—its branch office—have to be put out 
of existence. They have to be politically and financially 
shut down, and with them, tools such as Barack Obama 
should be removed from any relationship to the august 
office of the Presidency of the United States.

Now on the specific question of MH17 and the re-
sponses around that, what Mr. LaRouche spoke of is the 
need for, of course, having full transparency in the in-
vestigation. All of the signals intelligence coming from 
all sides in this matter should be made available. He 
remarked that the shipping of the “black boxes” to the 
United Kingdom is a very bad development, because 
the British are the ones behind the entire crisis, and they 
can be expected to use their control over the black boxes 
to try to control or to eliminate any access to actual in-
formation about what’s going on. He said that the Brit-
ish Empire is intent on creating wars, including thermo-
nuclear war. And therefore, if you want to stop the drive 
for war, what you have to do is bankrupt the British 
Empire and Wall Street.

I would like to inform our viewers that in discus-
sions that we had with a very highly placed military 
source in Europe, his comment on the transfer of the 
black boxes to the British is that they are not going to be 
able to falsify the contents, but they are going to go out 
of their way to withhold whatever evidence there actu-
ally is in there. This source, who is by no means favor-
able to the Russians in general terms, said that as of this 

point, the Russians have been forthcoming with regard 
to the information that they possess, and that the United 
States has not. His comment was that the Obama strat-
egy in all this is to actually provoke the Russians, and 
his view is that the thinking in Moscow and in Beijing 
is that they have approximately a two-year timetable in 
order to be prepared for war against the United States.

Now, this is not a matter of simply citing a source 
who might be right or might be wrong, I would refer 
people to comments made this week by the Russian 
President Vladimir Putin himself, in response to the ac-
celerating and aggravating situation in Ukraine. At a 
rather unusual meeting of the Security Council of 
Russia on July 24—unusual in that his remarks were 
broadcast live on television; usually these are closed-
door meetings—he said the following: “We will act ap-
propriately and proportionately to the approach of 
NATO’s military infrastructure toward our borders, and 
we will not fail to notice the expansion of global missile 
defense systems and increases in the reserves of strate-
gic non-nuclear precision weaponry.”

Putin went on to specifically reject the idea that the 
NATO-U.S. ballistic missile defense system is simply 
defensive. He said the following: “That’s not the case. 
This is an offensive system; it is part of the offensive 
defense system of the United States on the periphery. 
Regardless of what our foreign colleagues say, we can 
clearly see what is actually happening. Groups of 
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A memorial to victims of the crash of Malaysia Airlines flight 17 at the Netherlands’ 
Schiphol Airport. Answering a question about how to deal with the crisis surrounding 
the crash, Lyndon LaRouche advised: If you want to stop the drive for war, what you 
have to do is to bankrupt the British Empire and Wall Street.



18 Feature EIR August 1, 2014

NATO troops are clearly being re-
inforced in Eastern European 
states, including in the Black Sea 
and the Baltic Sea.”

So you can see from the Rus-
sian side, that is their perception of 
the direction of the escalation of 
the conflict around the Ukraine.

Mr. LaRouche’s comment on 
these developments is: Yes, but 
don’t leave the British Empire out 
of the equation in the evaluation of 
this thing. They are the ones behind 
Obama. They are behind the war 
drive, and they’re also behind the 
current economic collapse which 
has brought the world to the brink 
of catastrophe. And he reiterated: 
You have to shut down Wall Street 
to stop the war danger. If you don’t 
do that, you’re walking into a trap of either accepting the 
provocations or responding in a way the British have 
already pre-discounted. He said the drive for war is 
coming from a bankrupt and desperate British Empire.

Real Value vs. Fraudsters’ Speculation
LaRouche said Wall Street and the British Empire’s 

bankers are fraudsters. Their assets are worthless; and 
try as they may to collect on them, they’ve got nothing 
coming to them. The fraud is that they are trying to put 
value on things that don’t exist; and that the price that 
they are assigning to these assets is completely phony. 
He said what has to be done is that all of that fictitious 
value has to be simply written down; it’s not worth any-
thing anyway. Reorganize it through bankruptcy reor-
ganization—measures such as Glass-Steagall—and 
what that will leave is the small amount remaining of 
actually valid debt which will be fungible and the basis 
for creating an entirely new credit system.

And he reiterated the point that he emphasized in 
last week’s webcast, which is that there are now two 
completely incompatible systems in existence on the 
planet. In the one case, you have utterly worthless paper 
accounts, and these need to be examined. He said, look 
to commodities speculators, look at what’s happening 
in food; look at what’s happening on the grain markets. 
They are killing people to defend the phony value of 
these assets!

What we actually need—and this is a fundamental 

proposal of the direction in which the world must now 
move, so let me emphasize this from the outset—he 
said, we need a general proposal for an agreement 
among nations as to what is and what is not real value in 
the economy. There are two incompatible systems, the 
one represented by these worthless assets, which is 
taking the world to the brink of war. The other is repre-
sented in the meeting from July 15 in Brazil of the 
BRICS countries—Brazil, Russia, India, China, and 
South Africa—along with all the heads of state of South 
America (see last week’s Feature). LaRouche said they 
have taken a very important step in the direction of 
what real value actually is. And this issue of real value, 
this issue of actually defining what real economic value 
is, is the central issue for the establishment of a just 
New World Economic Order—having destroyed the 
British Empire. And that is the intention behind La-
Rouche’s Four Laws, which require immediate imple-
mentation in the United States and internationally.

So, LaRouche said, impeach Obama; get him out of 
the way. And, it wouldn’t be a bad idea if the British 
impeached Blair, who, incidentally, is facing impeach-
ment charges before the British Parliament as well. 
These are the representatives of the Empire; we have to 
bankrupt the Empire if we are to stop the war.

Perpetual War Scenario
Now, in terms of these overall war situations, just to 

round out this point, it’s not just Ukraine. What you’ve 

Russian Presidential Press and Information Office

The BRICS Summit in Brazil, July 16, 2014, where representatives of half of the human 
race agreed to set up a New World Economic Order. Here, Russian President Putin and 
Indian Prime Minister Modi confer.

http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2014/2014_20-29/2014-29/pdf/04-11_4129.pdf
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got going on is what one might 
adequately describe as the 
Tonkin Gulf syndrome. Now 
some of you viewing this web-
cast may recall that one of the 
crucial incidents that got the 
Vietnam War started was the 
Tonkin Gulf incident. This was a 
British-run operation, and this is 
classic, what they do. They 
simply lie; they claim things 
happened that didn’t actually 
happen; they give you the bum’s 
rush—especially the United 
States—to get the United States 
involved in war. Before people 
even have time to ask questions, 
the war is on, and from the Brit-
ish standpoint, it’s too late to 
pull back. They did it, run by the 
British, in the Tonkin Gulf situation.

It’s exactly what happened with Tony Blair’s “dodgy 
dossier,” which got us into the Iraq War—with a little 
help from Bush. It’s what they pulled off in Libya. Re-
member, in Iraq, it was all about weapons of mass de-
struction that Saddam Hussein had—except he didn’t. 
But it was a little late by the time that was admitted. 
Same thing in Libya. They tried the exact same thing in 
Syria, charging the use of chemical weapons suppos-
edly by the Assad government. And there’s absolutely 
no evidence that that’s what was occurring. The Rus-
sians had a role in blowing the whistle on that, as did 
some people in the United States Congress and some 
people in military and intelligence circles in the United 
States. In both cases, urged forward, encouraged to 
move forward and directed in terms of the ideas, by the 
LaRouche movement.

And now they’re trying to do the same thing in 
Ukraine. What is actually behind this MH17 question 
is exactly that. They’re fabricating things; they’re 
making it up. And they’re trying to do this to get the 
United States in the thick of perpetual wars. And I 
think the fact that the Congress of the United States 
today demonstrated an anatomical principle of impor-
tance, which is that backbones can be made to grow—
at least political backbones. You’ll hear much more 
about that from Diane and Kesha shortly ahead—this 
is very important, in terms of pulling the plug on this 
British-style operation.

Now, the British goal in 
terms of these perpetual wars, is 
not new—it’s not just the Viet-
nam War. This goes way, way 
back. In fact, this is something 
that was addressed by Nicholas 
of Cusa in the middle of the 15th 
Century, because they were 
facing wars then, also triggered 
by the Empire at the time. 
(Queen Elizabeth, although she 
looks like she’s old enough to 
have been so, she was not actu-
ally the head of British Empire 
at that time. I want to reassure 
our viewers of that fact.) But 
what Cusa talked about was im-
mediately after a terrible massa-
cre which occurred in Constanti-
nople—but you could be reading 

about it today in eastern Ukraine, or Iraq, or in Syria, 
this kind of religious-promoted massacres.

What Cusa discussed in a writing called “On the 
Peace of Faith” (De Pace Fidei) is the basis for putting 
an end to these perpetual wars. He appealed to God to 
guide humanity in the right direction on this, and then 
he wrote: “On account of lengthy, continuous medita-
tion, he concluded it would be possible, through the ex-
perience of a few wise men . . . to find a unique and pro-
pitious concordance, and through this, to constitute a 
perpetual peace in religion upon the appropriate and the 
true course.”

In the remainder of that document, he discusses 
what that appropriate and true course is, which is nei-
ther agreement on particular religious rites nor particu-
lar prophets nor anything of the sort; those can vary, 
Cusa said. But agreement on the truth. And his point of 
emphasis is that man is capable of knowing the truth; 
the truth exists; and man is capable of knowing it. And 
that man’s identity is in the permanent search for this 
truth. That fundamental point of Cusa’s—incidentally, 
Cusa was the inspirer of the discovery of America as 
well—but in this idea, in the concepts involved in the 
founding of the United States, this concept of man is, in 
fact, the key to what Lyndon LaRouche has identified 
as the only course politically for getting the world back 
from the brink of catastrophe, which is taking down the 
British Empire; and getting rid of Wall Street, Obama, 
Tony Blair, and their other assets.

LPAC-TV

Dennis Small: How do you actually measure value 
in an economy?
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BRICS Summit: What 
Americans Must Do

Ogden: As Dennis men-
tioned, a new system of nations 
has emerged in the past few 
weeks on this planet, in the form 
of the BRICS countries and es-
pecially their alliance with the 
nations of Central and South 
America, including prominently 
Argentina, which is setting the 
standard for resistance around 
the world. Earlier this week, La-
Rouche described the current 
world situation as follows: 
“You’ve come to a period of 
time where the whole world 
system is such that China is 
powerful; India is powerful; 
South America is powerful. 
These are the forces which are resisting the British 
Empire. From South America, resistance. From China, 
resistance. From India, resistance. So, if we join our-
selves in that cause of resistance, we can bring this 
whole damned thing down. It’s very simple, you just 
have to say, ‘This is a swindle. We have no reason to 
pay for it. We don’t owe anybody anything.’ And resis-
tance is a very powerful weapon once people have the 
guts to use it.”

Now remember, this is coming from the original 
author of the idea of the “debt bomb,” as we’ve elabo-
rated on this webcast previously. When LaRouche was 
engaged with the leaders of South and Central America 
in the early 1980s, as the author of Operation Juárez, 
which was the proposal for a bloc of South American 
nations to unilaterally declare a debt moratorium on the 
usurious, speculative debt payments that the IMF was 
demanding from them, and to reassert the sovereignty 
of their nations. You also had LaRouche’s role even 
before that, in proposing the creation of an International 
Development Bank, the IDB, by a bloc of nations, to 
replace the corrupted IMF and World Bank system. 
This idea was taken up at that time by the entire Non-
Aligned Movement in 1976, at a historic summit in Co-
lombo, Sri Lanka.

However, the difference between then and now, is 
the sheer magnitude of the BRICS nations, and the 
overwhelming proportion of the world’s population 
which they and their allies represent, along with the 
state of sheer and utter bankruptcy which the Wall 

Street/London monetary system 
has now achieved.

This spirit of resistance was 
reflected very clearly in a speech 
delivered by Argentine President 
Cristina Fernández de Kirchner 
earlier this week. She asserted 
that the historic summit last 
week between the BRICS and 
Unasur [Union of South Ameri-
can Nations] represented what 
she called a reformulation of a 
new global order, in which “there 
are new actors who don’t want to 
smash your head in, but rather 
want to cooperate with you.” 
And she laughed at the threat, 
that if Argentina doesn’t concede 
to the vultures, then it won’t have 
access to foreign financial mar-

kets, which Argentina has done perfectly well without 
for the last ten years or so.

She solemnly vowed that she will not concede. She 
said, “I wish to say to each and every Argentine, that 
this President will not sign anything that compromises 
future generations of Argentines, as others did. We will 
not go backwards to the hell that the foreign debt meant 
for decades, which limited possibilities of growth, de-
velopment, knowledge, education, housing, health 
care, and universities, for millions of Argentines.”

So Dennis, my two questions are: 1) What standards 
do determine what true value is, to distinguish between 
real and fraudulent debt? And 2) what must Americans 
do, as LaRouche said, “to join this resistance, to bring 
down the Empire once and for all”?

Small: Well, let me start with the second question. 
LaRouche had very simple marching orders which he 
issued earlier this week on this question: They should 
join him in telling Wall Street the following: “It’s your 
crap, you eat it!” And that’s the whole point.

All this represents no actual value. LaRouche again 
emphasized that the Argentine case is absolutely clear. 
You have vulture funds that did not lend a dollar to Ar-
gentina, but instead bought up bonds that had already 
been in renegotiation when Argentina had restructured 
its debt. They bought those bonds for pennies on the 
dollar, and they immediately turned around, and went 
to court to sue for 100% plus fines and interest on those 
bonds. The net result is that if they are paid, they will 
get 1,608% profit over a six-year period.

LPAC-TV

Matthew Ogden: LaRouchePAC has catalyzed a 
rising tide of resistance against Obama and his 
policy of provoking world war.
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Now, this is insane! It’s unjust, it’s immoral, it’s un-
scientific economically, and it’s exactly what should 
not be done. And Wall Street simply needs to be told, 
along with the British Empire, “This is yours, no one is 
going to pay this.” And this is what’s now happening. 
People are simply not paying.

Now, what often comes up, and I’ve heard these 
questions frequently, and many of our viewers may 
have as well, have little gnawing doubts in their mind, 
“Well, but . . . but . . . but . . . but . . . didn’t they borrow 
the money? Don’t they really owe it? I mean, where did 
the debt come from in the first place? And, my mother 
told me you should always pay your debts.”

Bankers’ Arithmetic
Let me give you a little bit of history as to where the 

debt came from. Back in the period of the debt bomb 
and Operation Juárez that Matt was discussing, during 
the period of the ’80s and the ’90s, we did some straight-
forward calculations of the nature of these financial in-
struments. And the first graphic that I want to show you, 
is something that we did many years ago. It’s called 
“Argentina: Bankers’ Arithmetic” (Figure 1). What 
this actually shows, is that over the period from 1980 to 
2001, which was the point at which Argentina was 
forced to default on its foreign debt, because they 
simply couldn’t pay it, Argentina’s foreign debt began 
at $27 billion—that’s the upper line. Over the course of 
the 22-year period, from 1980 to 2002, Argentina paid 

in accumulated interest payments—
only interest, this is not repayment of 
principal, only interest—they paid 
$120 billion. This is more than four 
times what they originally owed. And 
at the end of that period, what they 
owed was $142 billion!

So they owed $27 billion, they 
paid $120, and they ended up owing 
$142. The debt increased six-fold. 
This is what you call bankers’ arith-
metic. It’s wonderful for them. It 
simply means killing countries and 
people. And that’s what happened.

Now how did that happen? Well, if 
you control the casino table, you can 
impose this on people. If you are the 
only game in town, no problem. You 
just raise interest rates, for example, 
which is what Paul Volcker did, from 
a couple of percent up to 19, 20, 23%. 

Then what do you do if you’re a debtor? You’ve proba-
bly experienced that on your credit card—you know ex-
actly what happens: You can’t pay!

Then the other trick that they pulled with these 
countries is that they launched financial warfare on 
them, forcing a devaluation of their currency. So if in 
the past, when they contracted the debt—for example, a 
million dollars would have cost 10 million pesos if 
there was a ten-to-one relationship between the curren-
cies—if you force a devaluation of the peso, then all of 
a sudden overnight, to pay that $1 million, it doesn’t 
cost you 10 million pesos, it costs you 100 million 
pesos. “Sorry, you have to pay.” And that was another 
form of the total fraud behind this thing.

So when LaRouche says that this a complete fraud, 
and there is absolutely no basis for payment, that is the 
actual fact. This debt has been paid, and paid, and paid 
over and over again! And it’s now time to tell Wall 
Street, “It’s your crap, you eat it!”

Now the vulture funds that are involved in this, as 
we’ve said before on this show, these are the same ones 
that are operating inside the United States as well. De-
troit: The main vulture fund involved in the Detroit op-
eration right now, destroying that city, is a fund called 
Aurelius Management. They’re one of the major funds 
involved in Argentina! They’re also involved in Puerto 
Rico, which is being driven over the edge as well. So 
it’s the same people.

LaRouche said, “These guys are pigs. Who are 

FIGURE 1

Argentina: Bankers’ Arithmetic
(billions of $)
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they? Look at the vulture funds, and look at the corrupt 
judges who are part of the corrupt game, that are giving 
backing to these claims. You call these Justices of the 
Supreme Court? With looting rates of 1,608% over six 
years?” LaRouche said, this is a system of private rack-
eteering that’s going on. So the approach is very simple: 
Don’t give in. Simply say “No,” like the BRICS are 
doing. And as of now, what the BRICS are doing with 
the South American countries, is they’re saying, “Gen-
tlemen, you’re bankrupt. We don’t owe you anything. 
You’re not going to be paid. You’ve been paid many 
times over.” And, besides which, nobody on this planet 
likes you very much anyway. So if people simply don’t 
pay, those assets go poof! Because they don’t exist 
anyway.

How Do You Measure Value?
Now on to the question of real value. How do you 

actually measure value in an economy, which is the 
challenge LaRouche has thrown out to the world at the 
point where we are now in a position increasingly, to 
get rid of this British Empire.

What kind of a system is actually required? Well, we 
can look at the issue of the physical economy as mea-
sured in what LaRouche has described and discussed at 
length in his economic texts, as energy-flux density. 
This is a measure of the density of concentration of 
power in an economy to produce work. It’s not a mea-
sure of simply the total energy produced—that’s impor-
tant, too. But the form and the organization of the energy 
makes it of a different quality if it is extremely dense. 
Try to cut metal with 7 quadrillion candles. You can’t do 
it. But if you put the same amount of energy as those 7 
quadrillion candles—I mean, 7 quadrillion isn’t that 
much, it’s just three times the total values of the financial 
assets in the world; so surely, we can count up 7 quadril-
lion candles. The amount of energy in that is probably 
equal to 1 laser that would be used in machine-tool 
work. So, it gives you an idea: Energy is not a scalar 
quantity. It’s a question of the form of organization. It’s 
a matter of energy-flux density.

For example, one measure of this, if you look at the 
economy is, are people producing their energy with 
high energy-flux density methods, nuclear, for exam-
ple; or, have they been forced to revert to coal, or bio-
mass, or no energy whatsoever?

Now, let’s take a look at the following graph (Figure 
2). What this shows is nuclear energy as a percentage of 
total electricity produced. Now, relatively speaking, the 

more of your total energy which is produced by nuclear, 
as compared to others, the more advanced your econ-
omy. You’re more technologically advanced, because 
you have a relatively dense form of energy in use in the 
economy. And you can see from this graphic that back 
in 1990, a couple of typical European countries, Ger-
many and Spain, were at relatively high proportions, up 
in the 30-40% range.

You can also see that as a result of the policies im-
plemented in those countries under the European 
Union, the percentage of total energy produced in those 
cases, has been dropping, drastically, if you look at 
Spain, and Germany, which is on an anti-nuclear course.

Over this same period—the three lower lines in this 
graph—I’ve included three countries of the BRICS: 
One is Russia, and you can you see what’s been happen-
ing to their economy, where from 1990-2010, the pro-
portion of nuclear is increasing very significantly from 
about 10% up to 18%; and although there was a serious 
problem of very low overall total energy consumption, 
which actually fell at a certain point, that’s not the dom-
inant trend in this period. What this is showing is an 
actual increase in nuclear in absolute terms and in rela-
tive terms as well. And in the case of India and Brazil, 
although it starts fairly low, it is also trending upwards.

Going Nuclear
That takes us up to the current period, 2010: Now, 

all of these countries have plans, projections of what 
they’re going to be doing with their energy sectors, in-
cluding nuclear.

FIGURE 2

Nuclear as % of Total Electricity Produced
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And I want you to look at the next graph (Figure 3), 
and tell me, which of these two systems the United 
States should be associated with? In the case of the Eu-
ropean Union, which is run by the British, you can see 
that, in the case of Spain, which is the green line, their 
plan takes them from 20% down to 10% nuclear! The 
economy’s being torn apart! And it’s actually much 
worse than that indicates, because they’re actually trying 
to produce energy with windmills and solar energy! I 
mean, give me a break! Even Don Quixote knew that 
this was ridiculous, and he wasn’t too intelligent.

But the case of Germany is my favorite, from the 
standpoint of irony, because Germany is already on a 
rapid course down, but that’s not good enough for this 
government. This government, the Merkel government, 
intends to reduce its proportion of total energy pro-
duced by nuclear from about 15% down to zero! by the 
year 2020. Zero!

I want people to know that we have spoken with 
highly qualified Eurasian sources, who report, that the 
governments of Russia, China, and India, think that this 
evidence, this graph, simply proves that Germany must 
have an extremely advanced fusion energy program, 
because nobody could be so stupid as to wipe out fission 
power if they didn’t have fusion coming online.

Now, you can see what the plan is with the BRICS. 
Russia, increasing; Brazil, increasing; India, increas-
ing. So, what’s going on here, is two different systems 
of value, two different world systems, and we’re faced 
in the United States with the question of which direc-

tion are we going to be going in under these cir-
cumstances? And the second option, the option 
that the BRICS are creating and so on, is clearly 
the one in which the world has a future, a value 
system which reflects the physical economy, that 
is to say, using man’s mind, for scientific develop-
ments to implement technologies which will in-
crease the energy-flux density.

I’ll just give you one example of this: Russian 
President Putin, at the recent meeting of the 
BRICS in Brazil, proposed the widespread adop-
tion and implementation of the Russian 
GLONASS system, which is basically a global 
positioning system, a GPS system of the Rus-
sians, for the purpose of increasing food produc-
tion in their countries by 30-50%. Because with 
such a system, as it has been implemented in 
places that are not insane, you can actually use 
that positioning system to determine very specifi-

cally, based on the soil characteristics, the chemical 
characteristics, and so on, to be able to use your highly 
automated and computerized tractor, to implement the 
necessary fertilizer and other additives that are re-
quired, down to the square inch. There are tractors, and 
they exist in the United States, except we don’t really 
use them to produce food here anymore, because we 
have a government that’s bailing out the bubble, instead 
of investing in these things.

But that’s the kind of thing that is under discussion. 
So this, I think, is a step in the right direction, if not the 
full answer to the question you’re raising, and which 
LaRouche has put on our table, and the world’s table for 
consideration, is, what is value, really?

‘No Recess Until Obama Is Impeached’
Ogden: This week, LaRouchePAC was very active, 

especially in Washington, D.C. It issued a national leaf-
let, titled “No Recess Until Obama Is Impeached,” which 
was distributed both in Washington and across the coun-
try. We had activists coming to Washington from up and 
down the East Coast, and as you can see from the picture 
which I’m going to put on the screen, LaRouchePAC 
members were on Capitol Hill with a banner which read, 
“Remember the Guns of August: Cancel the Recess, Im-
peach Obama, Restore Glass-Steagall.”

Now, the mobilization of LaRouchePAC nationally 
over the past several weeks, has certainly catalyzed a 
rising tide of resistance against Obama and his policy 
of world war. As I mentioned in the beginning of this 

FIGURE 3

Nuclear as % of Total Electricity Produced with 
Future Projections
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webcast, today we saw a very significant, historic, one-
hour debate on the floor of the House of Representa-
tives, and an overwhelming vote in favor of the pas-
sage of House Concurrent Resolution 105, a majority 
vote of 370 to 40. And this resolution declares, “The 
President shall not de ploy or maintain United States 
Armed Forces in a sustained combat role in Iraq with-
out specific statutory authorization” by Congress (http://
www.c-span.org/v ideo/? 
c4504895/house-debate-war-
powers-resolution). . . .

So let me just underscore 
what Congressman Jones said 
there: This is a monumental 
step toward Congress’ reclaim-
ing its constitutional authority. 
And as Mr. LaRouche said in 
response to this earlier today, 
“This opens it up for very im-
portant things to come.”

Now, this reflects the sig-
nificant mobilization that La-
RouchePAC has engaged in, 
to force Congress to assert its 
constitutionally mandated re-
sponsibilities as a check 
against Obama’s uncontrolled 
drive for global war. Though 
it’s not at all clear if Obama 
will heed this action, since 
he’s already declared that in 
his mind, he doesn’t need to 
come to Congress for authori-
zation, and he would like to 

act without the author-
ity of Congress, since, 
as Jones said, the Au-
thorization for Use of 
Military Force ob-
tained by Bush in 2002 
is still on the books.

However, the grow-
ing threat of impeach-
ment is certainly being 
felt and is being ac-
knowledged in the 
White House, and it’s 
only continuing to grow. 
Today, a new poll was 

published by CNN which states again what previous 
polls have said: 33% of all Americans currently favor 
impeachment, which is several percentage points, in 
fact, above a similar poll that was taken at the point in 
George Bush’s second term; and 57% of Republicans 
favor impeachment, despite John Boehner’s strategy to 
try to quell this groundswell for impeachment, with his 
lawsuit. And you also had today, Dan Pfifer, a top advi-

sor to Obama, saying that he 
would not discount the possi-
bility of Congress actually 
moving to impeach Obama, at 
some point in the future.

So, I am joined in the studio 
tonight by Kesha Rogers and 
Diane Sare, who have been on 
Capitol Hill all week, and will 
continue to be here through 
next week as well. . . .

‘A New Era Is Upon Us’
Diane Sare: I’d like to 

start with a brief exhibit which 
should not be displayed too 
long, because I find it most un-
comfortable, which is entitled 
“All Will Fall,” from our 
friend Francisco Goya, who 
knew something about Barack 
Obama, apparently. And you 
can see the Queen of England, 
Val erie Jarrett, Michelle Obama, 
Samantha Power, and I think 
that’s Victoria Nuland up at 
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LaRouchePAC organizing in Washington, July 23, 2014.

Francisco de Goya: “All Will Fall”
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the top. And it occurred to me, actually 
after thinking about what’s happening 
with Tony Blair and what’s happening 
with [Ukrainian Prime Minister] Yatsen-
yuk, who is Victoria Nuland’s little proj-
ect, it is the case: They are all falling.

But so those of you who are nervous 
or intimidated about calling your Con-
gressman to demand that they take 
action and stay in session and impeach 
this guy before we get thermonuclear 
war or a total collapse, so don’t be fear-
ful. This is what you’re dealing with.

Now, what has occurred, and what 
Kesha and I discovered on the Hill, 
which was somewhat disturbing to us, is 
that very, very few people that we met 
with actually knew what had occurred with the BRICS 
Summit—that this is a transformation. It’s a potential 
for a whole new system on the planet. And with the 
agreements that they’ve made with nations of South 
America, you have 48% of the world’s population. And 
what they are doing is actually in the tradition of the 
United States.

I was particularly struck, because I’ve been thinking 
a lot about what Gen. Douglas MacArthur said at the 
end of World War II, upon the surrender of the Japa-
nese, in a radio address he gave Sept. 2, 1945, where he 
says: “A new era is upon us. Even the lesson of victory 
itself brings with it profound concern, both for our 
future security and the survival of civilization. The de-
structiveness of the war potential through progressive 
advances in scientific discovery has, in fact, now 
reached a point which revises the traditional concepts 
of war. We have had our last chance. If we do not now 
devise some greater and more equitable system, Arma-
geddon will be at our door.”

And it struck me and others on the Policy Commit-
tee that what we have now before us, is this potential for 
a “greater and more equitable system,” and that this 
was actually the crux of foreign policy, as intended by 
our Founding Fathers—not the idea of going in and 
overthrowing governments, right and left, in total vio-
lation of sovereignty. And I will say, there’s been such a 
paradigm shift in meetings with some of the younger 
staffers, I was astounded that they argued, that it is 
“legal and normal” for us to interfere in affairs of sov-
ereign states who are not a direct and imminent threat to 
the United States.

John Quincy Adams: Real Foreign Policy
Kesha Rogers: What I’d like to do is, to take the 

discussion that has been developed thus far, and to 
really focus once again on this question on what the 
United States, what the American citizens must under-
stand about our unique role, and our understanding of 
what the United States represents as a leader and a part-
ner throughout the world.

We had a discussion with Lyndon and Helga La-
Rouche, and in the course of the discussion, we were 
developing the point that, since the atrocities of 9/11, 
you have really had a clear destruction of the under-
standing of what the United States relationship in for-
eign policy must be, and what the American people 
really should be fighting for. And you know, a lot of 
people think that “foreign policy” means, going after 
terrorism, going after the “bad guys”; foreign policy 
means funding ISIS, or funding Ukrainian Nazis in 
Kiev. We just have the complete wrong policy, about 
what our unique role in terms of collaboration with na-
tions around the world represents.

So, what I wanted to do, is take a moment for some 
brief quotes from John Quincy Adams, because he 
knew very well what the real nature of foreign policy is, 
and what the United States represented in relationship 
to other nations. These quotes come from the July 4th, 
Independence Day, 1821, speech that he gave in the 
House of Representatives. And the question is posed to 
the countrymen and elders of the state.

He says, “What has America done for the benefit of 
mankind? Let our answer be this: America, with the 
same voice which spoke herself into existence as a 
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nation, proclaim to mankind 
the inextinguishable rights of 
human nature, and the only 
lawful foundations of govern-
ment. America, in her assembly 
of nations, since her admission 
among them, has invariably, 
though often fruitlessly, held 
forth to them the hand of honest 
friendship, of equal freedom, of 
generous reciprocity. . . .

“Wherever the standard of 
freedom and independence has 
been or shall be unfurled, there 
will her heart, her benedic-
tions, and her prayers be. . . .

“But she goes not abroad, in 
search of monsters to destroy.

“She is the well-wisher to the freedom and indepen-
dence of all. . . .

“[America’s] glory is not dominion, but liberty. Her 
march is the march of the mind. She has a spear and a 
shield: but the motto upon her shield is Freedom, Inde-
pendence, and Peace. This has been her declaration, 
this has been, as far as her necessary intercourse with 
the rest of mankind would permit, her practice.”

And I think that John Quincy Adams wasn’t thinking 
about freedom, and peace, and independence from the 
standpoint of joining hands and singing “Kumbaya.” He 
was thinking about it from the standpoint of exactly 
what the BRICS Summit represents; that the United 
States must take its rightful place in leadership, if we do 
our job and dump this British Empire, and dump its 
puppet Barack Obama in the White House right now.

What John Quincy Adams actually exemplified in 
those very profound remarks, is why we fight today. 
Why people must understand the real significance of 
foreign policy in this nation, as the advocate of, as John 
Quincy Adams said, “the march of the mind.” Because in 
all of the discussion we’ve had thus far, on the question 
of real economic value, on the question of the develop-
ment of sovereign nation-states, of resistance, this is what 
we are resistance for. This is what we’re fighting for.

And with that, I’d like to just say, that as we’re here in 
Washington, D.C., throughout the course of this next 
week, let me just reiterate Mr. LaRouche’s clear com-
mand that Congress must not recess until Obama is im-
peached!

As you’re calling your Congress members, as Diane 

just said, you should think about 
these words of John Quincy 
Adams, what we should be par-
ticipating in and leading as a 
sovereign nation and as a nation 
with the commitment to devel-
opment of freedom and peace 
throughout the world. And I 
would just say that we cannot 
have any illusions whatsoever, 
about what is coming down on 
mankind if we don’t do our job, 
if people refuse to act.

Now, those of you who are 
out there, again saying, “Well, 
this sounds like a beautiful 
idea, but impeachment just 
won’t happen”—well, I’ll tell 

you this: You need to tell the Republicans and the Dem-
ocrats, “It’s time to stop masturbating! It’s time to put 
down your Boehner and actually do your job!”

So this is the fight that’s before us right now. We 
have a victorious moment. If we think about what has 
just happened with the spectacular developments of the 
vote that took place around H. Con. Res. 105, and what 
Congressman Jones laid out, we can really see that a re-
sistance is under way, the momentum is under way, right 
now, where this President can be impeached. And it is 
your mission to command, that Congress not leave! We 
don’t want to see you in the districts, we don’t want to 
see your ugly faces, until you actually do your job!” 
That’s how blunt we have to be! “You think you’re going 
to come to the districts and run an election, when you 
have let this President run roughshod over the Constitu-
tion, to continue to destroy our nation. This has to stop!”

So, as we go into these next few days, I hope that 
each person, each and every one of you watching this, 
will take up and muster the courage. As we were dis-
cussing last night, we need throughout the Congress 
and throughout the population, a spread of contagion of 
courage to come about rapidly and immediately.

A New, Just World Economic Order
Ogden: For our final question, I would like to follow 

up on what both Diane and Kesha were very beautifully 
developing, and let me pick up on what Diane said, and 
repeat this quote that she cited from Gen. Douglas Ma-
cArthur: “A new era is upon us. . . . The destructiveness 
of the war potential through progressive advances in 

President John Quincy Adams (1767-1848): America 
“goes not abroad in search of monsters to destroy.”
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scientific discovery has, in fact, now reached a point 
which revises the traditional concepts of war. We have 
had our last chance. If we do not now devise some 
greater and more equitable system, Armageddon will 
be at our door.”

Now, interestingly, General MacArthur continued 
by explaining, in his words, that the problem basically, 
is a theological one, and it involves a “spiritual recru-
descence and improvement of human character that 
will synchronize with our almost matchless advances in 
science, art, literature, and all material and cultural de-
velopments of the past 2,000 years.” He said, “It must 
be of the spirit, if we are to save the flesh.”

Now, the occasion for this speech was the signing of 
the surrender by the Japanese, which officially brought 
an end to World War II. And MacArthur also said on 
this occasion: “It’s my earnest hope, and, indeed, the 
hope of all mankind, that from this solemn occasion, a 
better world shall emerge, out of the blood and carnage 
of the past. A world founded upon faith and understand-
ing, a world dedicated to the dignity of man.”

Now, if you look at Lyndon LaRouche’s lifetime 
career, since the end of World War II, where he was sta-
tioned as young soldier in Calcutta, India, and as he’s 
explained many times, saw with his own eyes, the besti-
ality of the British Empire toward the Indian people, his 
identity since then has really been to pick up, where pa-

triots like Franklin Roosevelt 
and Douglas MacArthur left off, 
and to lead this fight to create 
this new, more equitable system 
among nations, and this “world 
dedicated to the dignity of man.” 
We’re reviewed repeatedly, 
through the recent weeks’ broad-
casts here, LaRouche’s role over 
the past four decades, in plant-
ing the seeds for what is now 
being created, with the New De-
velopment Bank, with the 
BRICS Summit and so forth, 
starting from LaRouche’s pro-
posal in 1975 for the IDB, 
the International Development 
Bank; the Colombo summit of 
the Non-Aligned Movement in 
1976; to Operation Juárez in 
1982; to the SDI in 1983; to the 
Strategic Triangle proposal after 

the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989, and to LaRouche’s 
calls for a New Bretton Woods system in the 1990s, lead-
ing directly into the fight for the Eurasian Land-Bridge, 
going all the way into the 2000s. And now you have La-
Rouche’s four cardinal laws for the United States, begin-
ning with Glass-Steagall.

But what has unified all of these efforts and all of 
these initiatives, has been the ever-present demand, for 
a new, more just, economic order for the planet. So, 
Dennis, in the context of what we’ve already talked 
about here, today, and the question of the creation of a 
true standard of value, based on the identity of the 
human species, I’d like you to elaborate on what is 
meant when we say, “a new, more just, economic order 
for the planet.” What is the true definition of justice? 
And how do we apply that principle to bring into being 
what MacArthur described as “a world dedicated to the 
dignity of man”?

Small: Well, John Quincy Adams put his finger 
right on it, when he talked about the “march of the 
mind” as being the national mission of the United 
States. Because the issue of mind and the role of mind 
in creating real economic value and justice, in the exact 
same way, is at the heart of the answer to the question 
that you’re posing, in what we’ve been discussing.

Now, I think that John Quincy Adams today would 
probably be, as they say proverbially, rolling over in his 

The Japanese surrender Sept. 2, 1945. General MacArthur is standing behind the 
microphones. “If we do not now devise some greater and more equitable system, Armageddon 
will be at our door,” he said in a radio address the same day.
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grave, if he had a look at what is going on around the 
world on the question of nuclear energy.

Admittedly nuclear energy did not exist back then, 
but if you take a look at the map which was prepared for 
this broadcast on the nuclear energy question (Figure 
4), which shows where in the world nuclear plants are 
currently under construction. There are 72 plants under 
construction in the world today: 47 of them, 65%, in the 
BRICS countries, plus Argentina! The rest of the world, 
only 25. And that goes along with those graphs I showed 
you on energy-flux density.

How is it possible, that the United States of Amer-
ica, which was guided by ideas such as John Quincy 
Adams, and by people like Douglas MacArthur, and 
who which has a statesman like Lyndon LaRouche, 
today, could allow this to come about? How could it 
possibly be, that at the BRICS Summit, they have taken 
up the banner of the American System of political econ-
omy, and are in the process of building a transcontinen-
tal railroad across the Americas, South America, which 
was originally mapped out in 1898 under the Presi-
dency of McKinley? How is it possible, that a new in-
teroceanic canal across Central America, and Nicara-
gua specifically, is being done along the lines of a report 
and a study that was done in 1896 at the Congress of the 
United States? Isn’t it time that we, where the American 

System was first established, join in, with the American 
System?

Founding Grandfathers
Now, to do that, we’re going to have to return to the 

ideas of MacArthur and John Quincy Adams, and so on, 
and to the ideas that I discussed at the beginning, of 
Nicholas of Cusa, and most particularly to the discus-
sion of this issue of justice presented by one of the 
Founding Fathers of the United States—actually, I 
should probably call him a Founding Grandfather of the 
United States—I’m talking about the great German 
philosopher and scientist, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz. 
Because our Founding Fathers, the ideas of our Found-
ing Fathers, descend directly from the great Renais-
sance tradition of Cusa, and through Leibniz.

On this issue of justice, and morality in economics, 
you often run across people who say, “Well, you know, 
I feel very bad about what you describe as happening in 
Argentina, and I agree that 1,608% interest is just a tad 
high—but what could you do about it? You got to pay 
your debts!”

What does justice actually mean, and what does it 
have to do with real economic value? I have three 
quotes from Leibniz that I want to read to you to ad-
dress this issue, and for you to mull over. In the first 

FIGURE 4
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one, which is in 1702, a writing 
of his called “Meditation on the 
Common Concept of Justice,” 
he poses a paradox. He says the 
following—he poses it in theo-
logical or religious terms—but I 
think you’ll get the broader 
point. He says:

“It is agreed that whatever 
God wills is good and just. But 
there remains the question 
whether it is good and just be-
cause God wills it, or whether 
God wills it because it is good 
and just; in other words, whether 
justice and goodness are arbi-
trary or whether they belong to 
the necessary and eternal truths 
about the nature of things.”

Leibniz then goes on to say, if 
you are among those believe in 
the first option, that it is good and 
just simply because God wills it, 
he says: “This view would de-
stroy the justice of God. . . . To 
say my will takes the place of 
reason, is properly the motto of a 
tyrant. Moreover, this opinion 
would not sufficiently distin-
guish God from the devil.”

And then he goes on, speak-
ing of the devil: “A celebrated English philosopher 
named Hobbes (who has lain down truly wicked prin-
ciples and adhered to them with too much fidelity) has 
wished to uphold almost the same thing as Thrasyma-
chus,” who was a character in one of Plato’s dialogues, 
whose view is “might makes right”; there is no such 
thing as justice, just do it! Sort of Obama’s view of the 
unitary Executive.

Continuing with Leibniz—he says the same thing as 
Thrasymachus: “for he wants God to have the right to 
do everything, because he is all-powerful.”

Now, Leibniz says, that’s wrong. He says, what is 
real justice? What is really the Good? He says, this is 
something knowable to man, it is not something arbi-
trary. It is knowable to man, and that is because man, is 
capable of creativity and science. Man can know that 
these things are as they are said to be, just and good, 
because those are universally perceivable or conceiv-
able concepts, which the mind is capable of understand-

ing. So he says the following:
“It is not enough, indeed, 

that we be subject to God, just as 
we would obey a tyrant; nor 
must he be only feared because 
of his greatness, but also loved 
because of his goodness. . . . Jus-
tice is nothing else than the 
charity of the wise, that is to say 
goodness towards others, which 
is conformed to wisdom. And 
wisdom, in my sense, is nothing 
else than the science of felicity.” 
What Leibniz on other occa-
sions calls “the pursuit of happi-
ness,” the exact concept which 
is enshrined in our Declaration 
of Independence, in the famous 
phrase, “life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness.”

These ideas are, indeed, the 
basis on which our nation was 
founded. That concept of the 
good and of justice, which Leib-
niz elaborates here, is at the heart 
of what real value actually is in 
an economic system. Because 
real value derives from that 
which distinguishes man from 
beasts. What allows us to distin-
guish what is just from what is 

unjust, what is good from what is bad, what is moral 
from what is immoral. It is man’s creativity, our ability 
to create, to do things right, or wrong, as we choose, that 
is what distinguishes us as a species. And that creativity 
is what leads to the possibility for science, and control 
over the universal principles that guide the universe.

That, expressed in economics, shows itself in rising 
energy-flux density. You control more and more power, 
for the benefit of the entire species. That is the meaning 
of LaRouche’s Four Laws and his principles of eco-
nomics. That is why he shaped that presentation of the 
Four Laws around the parallel concept of Vernadsky 
and Vernadsky’s noösphere, which we’ve also dis-
cussed on these webcasts.

So this, this idea of Leibniz, this idea of Cusa, these 
ideas of John Quincy Adams, the ideas of MacArthur, 
this is the American System of political economy. Half 
of humanity is moving with the American System. 
Don’t you think we ought to join them?
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Gottfried Leibniz, a Founding Grandfather of the 
United States: “Justice is nothing else than the 
charity of the wise, that is to say goodness towards 
others, which is conformed to wisdom.”


