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About this Issue
In the current phase of his decades-old work in shaping the institution 
of the Presidency, Lyndon LaRouche is not only weaving together the 
institution of the next Presidency for after the scheduled 2016 elec-
tions,—for which Martin O’Malley is so far the only qualified prospec-
tive candidate on the horizon. Much more immediately, Obama’s hand 
must be removed from the nuclear button now, if a likely war of nuclear 
extermination is to be avoided long before that next scheduled Presi-
dential election. A transitional Presidency must begin to wield power 
immediately now. This issue of EIR is devoted to developing and elabo-
rating the principles for that transition, as Lyndon LaRouche has pointed 
to them in organizing it.
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June 1—On Saturday, 
May 30, former two-term 
Baltimore Mayor and 
Maryland Governor Mar-
tin O’Malley made his 
candidacy for the Demo-
cratic Presidential nomi-
nation official. Writing for 
Bloomberg News, Mark 
Halperin noted that the 
speech could very well 
serve as a “game changer” 
in the 2016 Presidential 
campaign.

O’Malley delivered his 
remarks standing atop 
Federal Hill, historic as a 
lookout post both during the War of 1812 and for Union 
troops during the Civil War. During better economic 
times, it also overlooked what was once a vibrant in-
dustrial port—a point that did not go unnoticed in 
O’Malley’s remarks.

Although he addressed issues that ranged from the 
need for a new national security policy to immigration 
reform, O’Malley’s emphasis remained consistent with 
what it has been from the start: the need to rebuild 
America’s real economy. He didn’t hesitate to address 
the recent riots that swept Baltimore following the 
death of Freddie Grey, but refused to reduce the issue, 
as so many so-called progressives have, to solely a 
racial one, saying:

What took place here was not only about race. . . 
not only about policing in America. It’s about 

everything it is supposed to mean to be an 
American. The scourge of hopelessness that 
happened to ignite here that evening, tran-
scends race or geography. Witness the record 
numbers of young white kids killing them-
selves with heroin in suburbs and small towns 
across America.

And, while Hillary Clinton has refused to criticize 
Obama, O’Malley made no excuses for Obama:

The hard truth of our shared reality is this: Un-
employment in many American cities and in 
many small towns across the United States is 
higher now than it was eight years ago. The vast 
majority of the American people are poorer than 
they were eight years ago. And it isn’t getting 

Martin O’Malley and the 
Institution of the Presidency
by Debra Hanania Freeman

EIRNS

Martin O’Malley at his kickoff rally in Baltimore, May 30, 2015
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better. It is getting worse. We can’t run away 
from the truth. Conditions of extreme and grow-
ing poverty, create conditions for extreme vio-
lence. We have work to do. . . .

Naming the Enemy
O’Malley laid the blame squarely on the dominance 

of Wall Street:

Our economic and political system is upside 
down and backwards, and it is time to turn it 
around. What happened to our economy,—what 
happened to the American Dream,—did not 
happen by chance. Nor was it merely the result 
of global forces somehow beyond our control. 
Powerful, wealthy special interests here at home 
have used our government to create—in our 
own country—an economy that is leaving a ma-
jority of our people behind. An economy that 
has so concentrated wealth in the hands of the 
very few, that it has taken opportunity from the 
homes of the many. An economy where a major-
ity of our people are unheard, unseen, un-
needed, and left to conclude that their lives and 
labors are literally worth less today than they 
were yesterday. . . . And will be worth less still 
tomorrow. . . .

We are allowing our land of opportunity to be 
turned into a land of inequality. Main Street 
struggles, while Wall Street soars. Tell me how it 
is, that not a single Wall Street CEO was con-
victed of a crime related to the 2008 economic 
meltdown. Not. A. Single. One. Tell me how it is, 
that you can get pulled over for a broken tail 
light in our country, but if you wreck the nation’s 
economy, you are untouchable.

This is not how our economy is supposed to 
work! This is not how our country is supposed to 
work! This is not the American Dream! And it 
does not have to be this way!

The presentation went beyond platitudes. He iden-
tified that the real substance of what is so commonly 
referred to as the American Dream, is the commit-
ment to progress and to the future, above all else, 
stressing that before one can craft a solution to a 
problem, one has to understand the problem and its 
cause.

Our economy isn’t based on money; our econ-
omy is people,—all of our people. The American 
system measures success by progress; by the 
growing prosperity, productivity, and security of 
our people,— all of our people.

We must put our national interest first, and 
that means putting the general welfare of the 
vast majority of our people first. But we cannot 
rebuild the American Dream here at home, by 
catering to the voices of the privileged and the 
powerful.

Look: It is high time that we were honest. 
They were the ones who turned our economy 
upside-down in the first place. And they are the 
only ones who are benefiting from it. Yes, we 
need to prosecute cheats, but we also need to act 
pre-emptively to restore stability to our banking 
system. How do we do that? There is no way 
around it! We need to reinstate Glass-Steagall, 
and we need to do that immediately. If a bank is 
too big to fail without wrecking our nation’s 
economy, . . .  then it needs to be broken up before 
it breaks us . . . again.

By the time O’Malley started naming names, the 
crowd’s enthusiasm had reached a fever pitch. The can-
didate paused for the extended ovation before saying:

Listen, let me tell you a true story. I think most 
people know that Goldman Sachs is one of the 
biggest repeat-offending investment banks in 
America. Recently, back in March, Lloyd Blank-
fein, the CEO of Goldman Sachs, let his employ-
ees know that, as far as Wall Street reform is 
concerned, he’d be just fine with either Jeb Bush 
or Hillary Clinton.

Oh, I bet he would. . . . My friends, that should 
really tell us something.

“Well, I’ve got news for Mr. Blankfein and 
the bullies of Wall Street: The Presidency is not 
a crown to be passed back and forth by you and 
your friends between two royal families. It is a 
sacred trust to be earned from the people of the 
United States, and exercised on behalf of the 
people of the United States. And the only way 
we are going to rebuild the American Dream is if 
we re-take control of our own American govern-
ment away from these people.
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Who Is His Opposition?
It is Martin O’Malley’s willingness to base his cam-

paign on just such a policy that has gained him the 
enmity of the establishment media, but even they felt 
obligated to give prominent coverage, not only to the 
announcement of his candidacy, but to his forthright 
attack on Wall Street and insistence on the restoration 
of Glass-Steagall. Newsweek’s headline was: “Attack-
ing Clinton and Wall Street, O’Malley Launches Presi-
dential Bid.” Its article noted that it was O’Malley’s at-
tacks on Wall Street and Goldman Sachs, and his 
reference to the “two royal families,” that “drew roars 
from the young, diverse crowd, making it his biggest 
applause line of the day.” Indeed, LaRouchePAC orga-
nizers who carried large placards stating GLASS-
STEAGALL NOW, were greeted with almost uniform 
support. A number of those listening to O’Malley, in-

cluding several media and press outlets, sought out La-
Rouche organizers for a more in-depth explanation of 
Glass-Steagall.

Not surprisingly, it was the London Economist that 
led the charge against O’Malley. In their May 30 
column, “O’Malley flat,” they make no mention of his 
attacks on Wall Street or his call for the restoration of 
Glass-Steagall (something they clearly see as a casus 
belli), and instead focused on the recent Baltimore riots, 
saying that they “have unsettled his ambitions, as has 
Bernie Sanders entering the race.” The column goes on 
to conclude wistfully:

It is doubtful that Mr. O’Malley will make any 
dent in Mrs. Clinton’s commanding lead.

The same race-baiting line about the Baltimore 
riots and O’Malley’s “Zero Tolerance” police policy, 
was played widely in other U.S. media, including 
Time, Associated Press, the Washington Post, and Na-
tional Public Radio, both before and after his an-
nouncement.

Prior to the Saturday kickoff event, there was con-
stant media hype predicting large protests by a hereto-
fore unheard-of group that claimed that it was 
O’Malley’s policy as Baltimore Mayor that led to the 
riots. And, their ten to fifteen protesters were given 
prominent press coverage, despite the fact that none of 
them were local community activists, or organizers of 
the protests following the death of Freddie Grey.

What none of that coverage noted, however, was 
that Martin O’Malley served as Mayor from 1999 to 
2007, long before the recent charges levelled at Balti-
more’s policing policy. They also failed to mention that 
O’Malley’s “Zero Tolerance” policy followed the ad-
ministration of Kurt Schmoke. It was under Mayor 
Schmoke that George Soros’s drug policies not only 
dominated City Hall, but turned the city into a virtual 
free zone for local drug gangs, with one of the highest 
homicide rates in the nation. O’Malley coupled his 
crackdown on the drug gangs with “Stop the Killing” 
marches and vigils through some of the city’s worst 
neighborhoods. Mayor O’Malley’s policies enjoyed 
broad support from community leaders and the black 
clergy. Several of those leaders were present at the Sat-
urday event to recall that it was in that period, with 
O’Malley’s help, that they successfully took their 
neighborhoods back from the drug gangs.

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

Lyndon LaRouche addresses a Washington, D.C. conference on 
beam weapon defense April 13, 1983.
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Enter Lyndon LaRouche
In recent months, American economist and states-

man Lyndon LaRouche has made no secret of the fact 
that he considers O’Malley to be the only qualified can-
didate for the Presidency to have emerged so far. In a 
discussion with supporters May 28 (see “Fireside 
Chat,” this issue), Mr. LaRouche said:

O’Malley is, on the scale of things, the most 
prominent figure who might save this nation, as 
President. Now, that would mean he would have 
to have not just himself; he would have to have a 
team. Because a single person as President is not 
a very effective person. Because the other guys 
may be going in the other direction.

LaRouche went on to explain:

So, therefore, the problem is, we have to have, 
always, we have to have two things: guts, and 
the teamwork to create a leadership,—a political 
leadership, a practical leadership,—inside the 
United States. And we have to pull people to-
gether and get them to decide they’re going to 
stick together for that mission.

It is precisely that shaping of the institution of the 
Presidency that has played a crucial role in LaRouche’s 
work during the entire post-World War II period. La-
Rouche’s key role during the Reagan years, as the in-
tellectual author of Reagan’s Strategic Defense Initia-
tive (SDI) policy, has been well documented in this 
journal. But, the question of just how one shapes the 
institution of the Presidency is little understood. It 
doesn’t happen as a result of whispering in a President 
or would-be President’s ear. It happens first, instead, in 
the crafting of a policy that addresses the crucial ques-
tions facing the nation at that moment, but then in suc-
cessfully organizing people,—both those in various 
positions of leadership and, very importantly, the pop-
ulation at large,—to come together with the needed 
depth of understanding and passion to fight for that 
policy.

The Clinton Case
The Clinton Presidency was an instructive case in 

point. When Clinton ran for his first term as President, 
Lyndon LaRouche was a political prisoner serving a 

fifteen-year term in federal prison. Clinton was not 
viewed with particular favor by those in the LaRouche 
movement, save for a general agreement that almost 
anyone was better than Bush, who was instrumental in 
LaRouche’s illegal incarceration. When Clinton actu-
ally won the Presidency, LaRouche’s supporters con-
tinued to bombard Washington, D.C. with demands for 
LaRouche’s exoneration and an end to his incarcera-
tion. State legislators and civil rights leaders were 
joined by delegations of parliamentarians and legal ex-
perts from all over the world. Thousands of petition sig-
natures were delivered to the White House. Prominent 
figures from the United States, and from virtually every 
continent, lent their names to ads in the New York Times 
and the Washington Post.

In 1988, just prior to his incarceration, Lyndon La-
Rouche had given a press conference at West Berlin’s 
Kempinski Bristol Hotel, on “U.S. Policy Toward the 
Reunification of Germany.” He forecast the collapse of 
the Comecon economies, and elaborated a “Food for 
Peace” policy for transforming East-West relations, 
centered on rebuilding the economy of Poland, so that 
“the desirable approach to reunification of Germany, 
can proceed on the basis a majority of Germans on both 
sides of the Wall desire it should.”

A year later, in December 1989, from his prison cell 
in Rochester, Minnesota, LaRouche commissioned a 
group of scientists and other specialists from the Schil-
ler Institute to work out an economic program for 
Europe, known as the “Productive Triangle.” In Janu-
ary 1990, “The Productive Triangle, Paris-Berlin-Vi-
enna: Locomotive for the World Economy,” was pub-
lished in German. This geographical area, a spherical 
triangle approximately as large as the territory of 
Japan, encompassing the industrial regions of northern 
France, western and eastern Germany, and parts of 
former Czechoslovakia and Austria, was envisioned to 
serve as a locomotive to restart the collapsing world 
economy.

The “Triangle” program aimed at stimulating the 
economy of eastern and western Europe following the 
fall of the “Iron Curtain,” by means of large projects for 
the modernization of infrastructure in transportation, 
energy, water, and communications. These projects, to 
be financed chiefly through state credit at low rates of 
interest, would stimulate the demand for investment 
goods over the long term, secure employment, and 
favor the creation of modern industrial factories. The 
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backbone of the triangle was to be an integrated system 
of high-speed and magnetic levitation rail,  to be used 
for transport of both passengers and freight. The trans-
portation network was to be expanded with roads and 
waterways, linked by automated freight-transfer sys-
tems. The urban centers would be connected with mag-
netic levitation lines.

During the five years of LaRouche’s incarceration, 
his wife, Helga Zepp-LaRouche travelled the world 
building a vast network of support, including in Russia 
and the nations that had previously comprised the 
Soviet Union.

When LaRouche’s supporters in the United States 
finally made successful contact with Clinton Adminis-
tration officials in the effort to win his release from 
prison, it turned out that what had captured the atten-
tion of the new President, more than any other single 
factor, was that policy. It was the beginning of an infor-

mal collaboration that ultimately led to Clin-
ton’s insistence on the need for a “New Finan-
cial Architecture,” a policy that mirrored 
LaRouche’s decades-long fight for a New Bret-
ton Woods. It also made Clinton a target of the 
London/Wall Street-centered financial oligar-
chy that ultimately orchestrated his impeach-
ment. Although they succeeded in formal im-
peachment proceedings, Clinton managed to 
hold on to the Presidency.

When, in 1998, it was learned that Joe 
Lieberman, then a Democratic Senator from 
Connecticut and later Al Gore’s Vice Presiden-
tial nominee, was organizing a Democratic Con-
gressional group to visit Clinton and demand his 
resignation, the LaRouche movement launched 
the “Committee to Save the Presidency,” pulling 
together a broad coalition of state legislators 
from across the U.S., and exposing who and 
what was really behind the London-based war 
on the very institution of the Presidency. Later, 
close Clinton associates gratefully acknowl-
edged that it was largely that effort that saved 
Clinton’s Presidency. But, unfortunately, the in-
stitution itself, which was already infected with 
the likes of Al Gore, who was consistently work-
ing against the embattled President, had been se-
riously weakened. It was during this period that 
a badly distracted Clinton signed the repeal of 
Glass-Steagall, something he today acknowl-

edges was a grave error.
Later, during both John Kerry’s 2004 Presidential 

campaign and then Hillary Clinton’s 2008 campaign, 
the informal collaboration continued, and indeed inten-
sified. Most of the specific details of that collaboration 
are subject to agreements of confidentiality, but they are 
nevertheless obvious in terms of policy direction, both 
domestically and internationally.

Coming back to the present situation, there is no 
question that so far, O’Malley has exhibited both the 
courage and the understanding to qualify for the Pres-
idency. But there is much work that has to be done, 
not only in pulling together the components of a team 
for governance after the 2016 election, but for what 
must essentially serve as a transitional Presidency 
right now, taking power away from Barack Obama, 
whose current policies could very well lead us to nu-
clear war.

Chris Desley

A LaRouche movement rally in defense of the Clinton Presidency in 
Sacramento, Calif. on Jan. 7, 1999.
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June 2—While the Greek crisis is coming to a head, 
maybe this week, but certainly in the remaining weeks 
of June, the idea of a unified European Union (EU) has 
become as full of holes as the proverbial swiss cheese. 
As this article is being published, ultimatums are flying.

No matter whether Greece suspends payment on the 
300 million euros it owes the IMF this Friday, June 5, 
because it cannot accept further austerity measures de-
manded by the Troika, such as raising taxes in the range 
of 3.5 billion euros and further cuts in social services; or 
whether the European Central Bank, German Chancel-
lor Angela Merkel and French President François Hol-
lande at the last moment propose a somewhat less brutal 
austerity program; either way, within the current EU 
logic there is no way out, either for Greece, or for the EU.

Because after June 5, further payments by Greece 
come due: on June 12, 350 million euros; on June 16, 
600 million; on June 19, 345 million; 
and then, altogether Greece has a 
debt of 350 billion (!). If the prover-
bial miracle does not occur, such as 
the creditors agreeing to the Euro-
pean debt conference demanded by 
Greece—the chances of which are 
currently totally impossible—the 
policy of the EU will drive Greece 
into insolvency. At that point, and 
not at the end of the 30-day grace 
period, which theoretically exists 
before Greece technically enters def-
inite insolvency, there is a threat of a 
general collapse of the European 
banks, and, as a result of the deriva-
tives exposure and swap-arrange-
ments between the ECB and the Fed, 
a collapse of the American financial 
sector as well.

The faction of those who swear 

that a “Grexit” would be bearable, even somewhat 
“prediscounted,” such as IMF head Christine Lagarde 
and occasionally German Finance Minister Wolfgang 
Schäuble, insists at the same time on compliance with 
the draconian austerity pact, because they fear that a 
concession by the Troika would have a signal effect on 
the other countries which have been forced to their 
knees by brutal austerity pacts, such as Spain, Portugal, 
Italy, and even France. Behind this view lies the calcu-
lation that it would be better for Greece, having re-
turned to the drachma and having been reduced to beg-
gary, to serve as a horrifying example for the other 
potential candidates for leaving the euro, rather than to 
accept a weakening of fiscal discipline, and with it, the 
end of the euro.

Panicked warnings have come especially from the 
United States, such as the one from U.S. Treasury Sec-

Will Europe Survive 
The Collapse of the Euro System?
by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

The Kremlin

Greek Prime Minister Alexis Tsipras meets Russian President Putin in the Kremlin 
April 8, in the midst of Greece’s showdown with the European Union.
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retary Jack Lew, that a Grexit would have dramatic con-
sequences for the world financial system. Paul Krug-
man warned in a June 1 article in the New York Times 
with the headline “That 1914 Feeling,” that the inability 
of the Europeans to solve the Greek crisis is an eerie 
reminder of the miscalculations leading to the First 
World War—Krugman quoted, as he said, the latest 
book by Christopher Clark about the background of the 
First World War, The Sleepwalkers. Krugman then 
compares the errors of judgment, even the enthusiasm, 
with which the Europeans leapt over the cliff in 1914, 
with the nonchalance today about Greece. Does Krug-
man, in using this ominous metaphor, know more than 
he dares to write?

Eurozone Fracturing
Italian Finance Minister Pier Carlo Padoan reflected 

another variant on Fantasy-Island thinking, when he 
went so far as to rave that after a Grexit, the Euro-Zone 
will be a totally different entity (namely one from which 
countries can simply walk out), but that such a Grexit 
would be a welcome development which would expe-
dite the further integration of Europe.

Apparently Mr. Padoan doesn’t often read newspa-
pers. British Prime Minister David Cameron made an 
appearance with Hollande and Merkel, that Great Brit-
ain’s membership in the EU could only survive Brit-
ain’s upcoming referendum if the EU Treaty were 
changed, and gave back more autonomy to the states. 
And Mrs. Merkel, in apparent affinity with Cameron 
and realizing that the EU would not survive a “Brexit,” 
even promised to be open to renegotiating the EU 
Treaty. The notion that, under current circumstances, 
the twenty-eight EU member states could agree on a 
new EU Treaty, suffers from a horribly far-reaching 
lack of reality.

Not only was the Lisbon Treaty of 2007 only ad-
opted through conspiratorial maneuvers—everything 
was decided on the level of the European Council 
behind closed doors, and the members of the Euro par-
liament from the different nations were given a modi-
fied text of the constitution that was rejected in 2005 in 
France and Holland, which had been turned into a mere 
treaty that was not subject to a referendum,—but in 
such an incomprehensible form that almost nobody 
read it. Ever since, the EU has been hated for its lack of 
transparency, its arrogance, and its policies favoring the 
bankers at the expense of the general welfare,—by the 

greater part of the population, and this is not only in the 
southern European states.

The much-vaunted unity of Europe has the consis-
tency of Swiss cheese. The EU bureaucrats and tech-
nocrats want a United States of Europe as quickly as 
possible. Great Britain wants more autonomy, be-
cause otherwise Scotland’s independence, and not 
only that, would turn it into Little Britain. Great Brit-
ain, Scandinavia, and the Baltic states have degener-
ated into truly hysterical warmongering against Russia, 
while the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, and 
Greece openly demand an end to the sanctions against 
Russia.

Two former German Chancellors, Helmut Schmidt 
and Gerhard Schröder, are extremely critical of Merkel, 
because she has, for the second time, disinvited Russian 
President Putin from the Group of Seven Summit; so 
are Eckard Cordes, the chairman of the Committee on 
Eastern European Economic Relations, as well as the 
German Association of Machine-Builders (the VDMA), 
and the German Mittelstand. The fact that German ma-
chinery exports to Russia collapsed in the first quarter 
by around 28%, while U.S. exports to Russia increased 
around 17%, strengthens the suspicion many Germans 
have that the sanctions forced through by the United 
States and Great Britain not only have the goal of 
regime change in Russia, but that the old Anglo-Amer-
ican geopolitical impulse has also been directed against 
Germany.

People in America don’t have the slightest inkling 
of how the NSA affair, in all its aspects—from the tap-
ping of Mrs. Merkel’s cell phone, to industrial espio-
nage and the total spying on the population—has 
eroded the German-American relationship. The fact 
that the NSA and BND (the German Federal Intelli-
gence Service) together have monitored and spied not 
only on private industry, but also on politicians in 
France, Austria and Belgium, is a fission fungus in 
Europe. Merkel’s famous statement—“Spying among 
friends does not function at all”—has become a syn-
onym for the realization that this is obviously not a 
matter among friends, but the pursuit of war against a 
specific population.

If you soberly consider the real situation in the EU 
today, you can only conclude that the euro was clearly, 
from the beginning, a failed experiment: Not only that 
the Eurozone was never an ideal currency sphere,—it 
was totally obvious that a currency union between 
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states as different as highly industrialized Germany, 
and agrarian states such as Greece or Portugal couldn’t 
last. But the evil intention from the side of Margaret 
Thatcher, François Mitterrand, and George Bush Sr. in 
1989, to impose the euro on Germany for geopolitical 
reasons, as the price for German reunification, was to 
take revenge. At least in the case of Mitterrand, an ad-
viser and eminence grise of the Socialist Party, Jacques 
Attali, reported that Mitterrand threatened former 
German Chancellor Kohl with war, if Kohl were not 
ready to give up the Deutschemark. All three—
Thatcher, Mitterrand, and Bush—were agreed that Ger-
many must be checked, and wedged into the straitjacket 
of the Maastricht Treaty, in order to weaken its econ-
omy and thus to prevent it from building up an indepen-
dent economic relationship with Russia,—something 
which was always a thorn in the eye of the Imperial 
powers, especially since the Rapallo Treaty of 1923,—
and against which they would even resort to political 

assassination.
It is remarkable that Helmut Schmidt has recently 

identified the trigger for the Ukraine crisis, which he 
sees now threatening to develop into a “hot war,” as the 
Maastricht Treaty, through which the foundation for the 
expansion of the EU toward the East was laid, without 
regard for Russia and history. “EU membership was of-
fered to countries like Ukraine or remote Georgia, to 
turn them in the direction of the West.” Former French 
President Valerie Giscard D’Estaing, a political con-
temporary of Schmidt, attested several days ago to 
many historical facts showing that Crimea has never 
belonged to Ukraine.

Will There Be a Break?
The disillusionment, if not the frustration, of the 

citizens of various European nations with the EU has 
reached seismic proportions. Far from strengthening 
and uniting Europe, the discord among nations is 
greater than at any time since the Second World War. 
The initial feeling of a “democracy deficit” has ex-
panded into the widely prevalent feeling that democ-
racy in Europe is dead. (Indicative of the mood in 
Germany is the latest satire of “The Institution” of 
May 26.

Among an ever-larger part of the European popula-
tion, frustration over the mediocre quality of the politi-
cians has solidified. The Euro-skeptic parties are win-
ning in droves, as shown in the recent elections in 
Spain, Italy, Austria, and Great Britain. Whether it’s 
Merkel with her policy of little steps, or Hollande, with 
his catastrophic poll ratings—these so-called leading 
personalities are seen at best as crisis-managers, who 
are panting behind events without developing the 
slightest vision for the future, or presenting serious so-
lutions to the multiplying crises.

For this reason, as well as the growing fear of a great 
war, which threatens to develop out of the provocations 
by NATO and the U.S. against Russia and China—the 
policy of the New Silk Road of China, and especially 
the offer of Chinese President Xi Jinping for an inclu-
sive “Win-Win Policy,” is gaining ever greater attrac-
tion. If Churchill’s dictum were true, that in politics 
there are no friends—which is obviously confirmed by 
the NSA—but only interests, then the interests of 
Europe are better served by working together with the 
nations of the BRICS.

The BRICS alternative to the EU is presented in this election 
campaign poster of Tom Gillesburg, running for the Danish 
Parliament.

http://www.zdf.de/ZDFmediathek/hauptnavigation/sendung-verpasst#/kanaluebersicht/2078314/sendung/Die-Anstalt
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June 1—In his weekly dialogue with the LaRouchePAC 
Policy Committee May 25, Lyndon LaRouche spelled 
out the urgent need for the United States to launch a 
nationwide high-speed rail system, as a means of trans-
forming the U.S. economy and reconstituting a quali-
fied 21st-Century labor force, in the aftermath of two 
generations of economic collapse and near-total loss of 
the productive power of labor.

LaRouche invoked the revolution in labor power 
that was initiated by President Abraham Lincoln, 
through his promotion of the Transcontinental Rail-
road, even as the British prepared their Confederate se-
cessionist drive to destroy the Union.

LaRouche’s remarks provide a perfect framework 
for looking back on Lincoln’s vision of an invincible 
continental republic, which was at the heart of his life-
time commitment to the Transcontinental Railroad, and 
to the advancement of American labor power.

The Rail System Is the Secret
LaRouche told the May 25 session:

The only way that you can [revive the real econ-
omy of the United States], is by creating a trans-
portation system which is based on the railroad 
concept. (Figure 1) You’ve got to think about, 

A Rail Revolution for the U.S. Economy
by Jeffrey Steinberg
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The Proposed 42,000-Mile-Long Network of National Electrified Rail
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how can you produce a productivity factor, 
among the ranks of the people of the United 
States? What industry, what particular thing that 
is feasible?

Now, what China has been doing with rails, 
for example, is a signal to the United States as to 
what the United States has to do to recover the 
economy of the United States.

I mean, you can’t say, ‘we’re going to get 
you money for this, money for this, money for 
that’—that doesn’t work. Handouts don’t work! 
What you’ve got to do is, you’ve got to take a 
part of the labor force which is not yet capable 
of doing the job. But you build that labor force, 
you bring them into function around a cadre 
group, but it has to be one thing: Transportation. 
Mass transportation, freight and people. And 
whereas you start that process, it means that ev-
erything that you’re doing in terms of innova-
tion, is now going to be a contribution to the 
economy and the development of the economy 
of the United States, and of the labor force, the 
productivity of the labor force. And that’s what 
we have to do.

So you start with the Manhattan idea, but you 
say this is only the core of the thing. Then you go 
with the rest of the project, and you build an 
effect. And we’re going to get echoes, from 
South America, Peru, etc., etc. It’s already 
coming. So we will have that. Then we can be 
allied with forces such as India, Russia, China, 
and so forth. That’s all there.

And we’re going to have to have big fights, 
because the threats in these various parts of the 
planet are very serious; mass killing, mass 
death, that’s the program. But we have to have 
a mechanism, which in itself generates growth 
of the economy of the United States and other 
nations. Then we use that, in the way where it’s 
supplied, but check on the case where you can 
get the best and quickest effort; and the build-
ing of a high-speed, multiple-function, railroad 
system, of a modern type, a really modern type. 
And you build up a whole territory, so that you 
begin to integrate the areas of the United States. 
Only rails can do that.

So you have a railroad system, use that as a 
training system for people.

The Lincoln Revolution

But it’s the transportation system, the train 
system, which is the most efficient, quickest 
way, to develop the economy, which we did al-
ready before, in the 19th Century. We already 
did that! The rail system is the secret of how you 
can build the economy of the United States, and 
rebuild it. It’s a new kind of rail system, but the 
principle is still the same: You’re taking people, 
almost as novices; you’re training them, you’re 
putting them to work while you’re training them, 
and you’re developing skills among them, by 
training. . . .

You’ve got to think about what the condition 
of the employable population in the United 
States is today, the potentially employable; and 
realize that they don’t have any skills as such. 
And what kind of jobs are you going to give 
them, what kind of development are you going 
to give them? Well, they don’t have a practical 
job which is a self-paying job. In other words, 
you get people, you start to train them, you build 
the process up. You’re now doing something, 
you’re increasing the productivity of the na-
tional economy. It starts a little slower, at first, 
but it becomes very rapid, because the technol-
ogy is well-known. And you’ve got technology, 
you’ve got business that will go to China and so 
forth, where the railroad system is going on; 
what’s going on in India, and so forth—of na-
tions which are actually involved in building 
high-speed-rail systems, which are needed.

And you move as fast as you can. So you’re 
not doing something, like bit, bit, bit-by-bit non-
sense. You’re going in with a clean sweep, to 
turn brilliance into being. And that’s what you 
do.

It was done before, by us, as in the Civil War 
period under Lincoln, where it became really—
that became the driver which continued to deter-
mine the United States, into, actually, the 20th 
Century. And that’s what we need to do. But we 
need to have a sense of organization, of how we 
structure the creation of the organization needed 
to make this effect, and make it very quickly ef-
ficient, for the average citizen of the United 
States.
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The best starting point for creating 
what LaRouche has called for is to revisit 
the Lincoln revolution.

Lincoln’s Land-Bridge: 
The Transcontinental 
Campaign

The following is excerpted from a pre-
sentation by Jeffrey Steinberg on Feb. 1, 
2003, titled, “Lincoln’s Railroad and the 
European Land-Bridge Today,” and pub-
lished in EIR, March 28, 2003.

Abraham Lincoln was born in 1809. He 
was 20 years old when the first successful 
test of a locomotive on a railroad was ac-
complished, in England. And within a few 
short years of that, by 1832, at the age of 
22-23, Lincoln was running for the state 
legislature in Illinois, on a platform of 
building a transcontinental railroad.

Lincoln understood that to defeat the 
power of oligarchism—particularly the 
British, with their various French and 
Hapsburg allies—required that the entire 
American continental republic had to be 
consolidated. When he campaigned for the 
state legislature on this idea of a transcon-
tinental railroad, Lincoln had never seen a 
railroad, never ridden on one. There were a few begin-
ning to be constructed on the East Coast of the United 
States. But nothing as far out into the western part of the 
colonized United States as Illinois. Talk about not being 
stuck in sense-certainty.

Nevertheless, he understood a concept that provided 
an absolutely unique solution to a grave crisis, which 
was that the Union was in jeopardy.

After the John Quincy Adams Presidency, 1824-28, 
we had a real string of losers, starting with Andrew Jack-
son, then Martin Van Buren, and then, Buchanan and 
Polk; and really, the condition of the political parties in 
the United States, by the time that the Republican Party 
was founded in the early 1850s, was as bad, maybe even 
worse than the situation right now: total corruption, 
complete irrelevance. And so Lincoln was the great man 
of vision of this period. And he understood that the rail-
road issue was absolutely fundamental to everything.

Four years later, he was elected to the Illinois legisla-
ture, and again, made the issue of railroads a major focus. 
In fact, what he proposed was a Federal law that would 
grant Federally owned land to the states, so that the states 
could sell the land, or use it otherwise, to begin launch-
ing major railroad projects. He proposed the creation of 
quasi-public corporations to build these railroads. And 
it’s a measure of the success of Lincoln’s policy—along 
with many other people—that by 1856, the Illinois Cen-
tral Railroad was the largest railroad in the world, and 
one of the largest corporations. And Lincoln made sure 
that there were regulations and other legislation that 
made this all possible. This was one of the important test 
cases of the American System of political economy.

By 1853, this railroad issue had reached the point 
that, by Act of Congress, a survey was commissioned to 
figure out the best route for a transcontinental railroad. 
At the time that this was happening (Figure 2), Omaha, 
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In 1862, Lincoln signed the Pacific Railway Act to create a Transcontinental 
Railroad, with a direct government role through surveying, land grants, and 
government bond financing. By 1893, a total of five transcontinental railroads 
were constructed.

FIGURE 2

America’s Transcontinental Railroads, as Built from the 
Eastern Rail System After 1865

http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2003/eirv30n12-20030328/eirv30n12-20030328.pdf
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Neb. was the farthest-west point of development of the 
United States. Nebraska was not even a state at that 
time. But Omaha was on one side of the Missouri River; 
Cedar Bluff, Iowa was on the other side; and that was it. 
The next U.S. city, the only city between Omaha and 
Sacramento, Calif., was Salt Lake City. The rest of the 
western portion of the United States, out to the Pacific 
Coast, was underdeveloped, untapped. You had had, in 
1804-6, the Lewis and Clark expedition, which went 
out and started looking into these areas of the country. 
But there was nothing out there.

A Continental Republic
So here you are talking about a transcontinental 

railroad, which first and foremost, involves undertak-
ing a massive survey of, approximately, the western 
two-thirds of the United States. Because ultimately, the 
distance from the beginning to the end of the Transcon-
tinental Railroad would be a little over 2,000 miles. 
You had a massive survey operation that was con-
ducted over a period of years, in which, for the first 
time, that whole western part of the United States was 
mapped out and visited. These were areas which 
hadn’t even really been broken through with very 
many trails.

When you had the discovery of gold in California 
in the late 1840s, and the Gold Rush commenced, gen-
erally speaking, to get from the East Coast to Califor-
nia, you had three alternative routes that you could 
take. You could go overland, which was a pretty daunt-
ing task; you had about a 50% survival rate if you were 
really in good health, 18-25 years old, and it took six 
months. You could take a train, by that point, some-
what into the Midwest. But from there on, it was a long 
walk; or with carriages and horses; it wasn’t a very 
easy route.

You had a second option, which was to go by boat to 
Panama; and there was no Panama Canal then, but the 
Isthmus was pretty narrow; and if you could avoid 
dying of malaria or smallpox, or other diseases, and you 
could get out to the Pacific Coast of Panama, and then 
be lucky enough not to have to wait for months to catch 
a boat, you could catch a boat on from there up to San 
Francisco. And that also took—if you were lucky, and 
made a very good connection between the boats—about 
six months.

The third, safest option, was to go by boat from 
ports on the East Coast, all the way around Cape Horn. 

If you were lucky—and if you could afford it—that 
usually took between 200 and 220 days. And again, the 
prospects of making it in one piece were not all that 
great.

In other words, the idea that we had a continental 
republic that was a single, unified political entity, was 
just not true. Yet Lincoln, and Henry Clay, and Henry 
Carey and the other key Whig figures, republicans, un-
derstood that without that continental republic being 
consolidated, the United States was finished. And this 
whole experiment in republican government, which 
was a global mission, would not survive.

Here you’ve got a situation where the United States 
is targeted for destruction by the British. This is not 
something that began the day that Lincoln was elected. 
It had been building up for a very long time.

So one of the things that happened when this mas-
sive land survey occurred—and it was done under the 
War Department; the Secretary of War at the time was 
a guy named Jefferson Davis, who would later become 
the President of the Confederacy, so you get an idea 
that there were some political complications here—
various routes came back; and Davis recommended 
that the route that should be chosen, ran through the 
Southern states. It should run from the Louisiana Pur-
chase, through Texas, through the New Mexico and 
Arizona areas, and out to California through that 
route. There was no way that the republican faction, 
the American System faction, was going to let that 
happen.

So the issue was under consideration, but was dead 
because of the politics in Washington, until Lincoln 
was elected. But there was a paradox. Because within 
days after Lincoln’s election, the Southern War of Se-
cession started. You have to really take in the situation 
that Lincoln took in, because Lincoln was, remember, 
for 30 years, convinced that the survival of the United 
States was tied to the Transcontinental Railroad project. 
And he understood that this was not merely an Ameri-
can project; this was a model for use in many other parts 
of the world. And we were already actively helping to 
build up plans and actually build up the rail infrastruc-
ture in Russia at the same time.

‘It’s the 42nd Parallel’
There was a famous incident in Lincoln’s life, 

where, in 1859, he was visiting Cedar Bluff, Iowa—in 
fact, he was giving a campaign speech. He was intro-
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duced by a mutual friend, to a 
man named Grenville Dodge, 
who was the number-one rail-
road builder in the United States; 
he was an engineer. Dodge had 
been directly involved in some 
of the survey projects into the 
Western states. In fact, Dodge’s 
teacher, his engineering instruc-
tor, had just come back from 
doing major exploration out in 
the Puget Sound area, and had 
just completed a six-month jour-
ney, mapping out the land routes 
potentially usable for the Trans-
continental Railroad.

So Lincoln, in 1859, in this 
chance encounter with Dodge, 
sat down with him; and he asked 
him one question: What’s the 
best route out to the Pacific 
Coast for the railroad? And 
Dodge had the maps right there 
in hand, and he said, “It’s the 
42nd Parallel.”

This was all going on as the 
war clouds were gathering over 
the United States. Dodge went 
to Chicago, to the Republican 
Party nominating convention, 
and was one of Lincoln’s dele-
gates. Shortly after that, he went 
to Washington to meet with Lincoln, who, even though 
he understood that war was about to break out, knew 
that the United States had to launch the Transcontinen-
tal Railroad project at that very moment.

There were a lot of things involved in this. There 
was the fundamental issue in Lincoln’s mind—and 
Lyn has discussed this concept over and over again—
that the key to warfare is winning the peace. If you 
have to go to war, you’ve already failed in the mission 
of keeping the peace; but if you have to go to war, 
from the very outset, you have to define war-winning 
objectives, objectives that will enable you to win the 
war and secure a better condition of life for both the 
victors and the vanquished; so that you actually suc-
ceed in laying the foundations for a durable peace. 
And for Lincoln, the issue was the Transcontinental 

Railroad.
He had some friends and 

allies in this. And this process, 
as exciting as it was, was very 
messy. The American people, 
during this period, were not ex-
clusively saints. There were 
people who profiteered. There 
were people who did all sorts of 
things that, in some cases, 
landed them in jail. But it’s how 
real economics works. These 
things are not neat and clean. 
They’re not theoretical. Above 
all else, the key question is lead-
ership. Because under the right 
leadership, you can force people, 
even against their worst inten-
tions, to contribute to the good. 
And you will see that that was 
the organizing principle that 
Lincoln used in the Transconti-
nental Railroad project.

You had a bunch of people 
who had gone out to California 
in the Gold Rush of 1849; it was 
actually their accounts of their 
travels, which gave this picture 
of what it was like, going from 
New York or Boston to San 
Francisco in the period before 
the Transcontinental Railroad 

was completed. It was absolutely hell. So you had this 
bunch of people who became leading investors in the 
railroad. But the most important of those who went out 
to California, was [at the time, Lieutenant] William Te-
cumseh Sherman. He had just graduated from West 
Point, class of 1840, and was sent out to California 
during the Mexican War on a military assignment. After 
the Mexican War, he left the military and became a 
prominent banker and leading political figure in San 
Francisco; and also became one of the most important 
boosters of the Transcontinental Railroad.

To give an idea of what the demographics of Cali-
fornia looked like at this time: 1850 is when California 
reached a large enough population to win statehood. At 
that point, there were 94,000 people living in the state, 
of whom only 7,000 were female. By 1860, the popula-

Union Gen. Grenville Dodge epitomized the Civil 
War veteran officers whose military experience 
made the Transcontinental Railroad possible: he 
was the nation’s pre-eminent railroad engineer, 
and the real progress of the railroad’s construction 
had to await his relief from active duty after the 
War’s end.
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tion was 433,000. So you get an idea of the phenomenal 
population growth, even before the railroad was com-
pleted. And by the way, by 1860, the population of Cal-
ifornia included 53,000 Chinese, who came over here, 
not as slave labor, but because the opportunity to get 
decent wages were greater than anything available in 
China. There were a lot of problems; there was racism; 
there were all sorts of terrible things done; but this was 
basically not a new kind of slavery. And you’ll see that 
the Chinese played an absolutely indispensable role in 
the Transcontinental Railroad.

Railroad To Win the Peace
The fight for the railroad coincided with the out-

break of the Civil War. But nevertheless, Lincoln was 
absolutely committed to the idea of launching this proj-
ect even as the war was going on; and in some cases, 
even in the very darkest days of the Civil War.

By May 6, 1862, the House of Representatives 
passed the Pacific Railroad Bill; and about a month and 
a half later, on June 20, it was passed by the Senate. Be-
cause of the demands of the war, the idea of the railroad 
being built as a government project, per se, was out of 
the question. Nevertheless, it gives you an idea of the 
different means by which the government could play an 

absolutely pivotal role in directing this kind of great 
national project.

Under the original 1862 law, provision was made 
for creating two quasi-public corporations. One, was 
the Central Pacific Railroad; and the other was the 
Union Pacific Railroad. The Central Pacific was already 
in the works. And among the people who were involved 
in it were William T. Sherman and Leland Stanford, 
who was a Lincoln Republican, and became governor 
of California in 1860. They were among the wealthiest 
people in the state, and were among the investors in the 
original Central Pacific Railroad project.

The Union Pacific was set up by a group of people 
back East; but the provision was that these two rail lines 
would be built with the Central Pacific starting out in 
Sacramento, and moving eastward; and the Union Pa-
cific starting out in Omaha and going westward. The 
idea was that they would meet up at some point in be-
tween, and Congress was very careful not to predeter-
mine where that point would be.

There were a lot of things that went into this project, 
particularly at the point the War ended. But the point is, 
that this thing started while the Civil War was going on. 
This was something quite extraordinary: that Lincoln 
had this vision of what it would take to win the peace; 

Gen. William Tecumseh Sherman, as a businessman in California after the Civil War, became both an investor in, and leading 
organizer of the completion of the Transcontinental. Another Lincoln Republican, Leland Stanford, led the railroad construction 
east from Sacramento. Here, the “Jupiter” carries Stanford to the Golden Spike ceremony in Utah.
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and he knew that there could be 
no compromise, no armistice, 
that the Confederacy, this Brit-
ish insurrection, had to be abso-
lutely defeated; but that at the 
same time, there had to be a 
great national mission and proj-
ect that would define the war-
winning objective, and would 
be an instrumentality for heal-
ing the terrible wounds of the 
Civil War.

You’ll see that that’s pre-
cisely what happened, even 
though most of the work was 
done after Lincoln was assassi-
nated.

The project was launched. 
The Union Pacific recognized 
that to do this thing right, the 
person that they had to have in 
charge as the chief engineer, 
was Grenville Dodge. Except, 
by this point, Dodge was a general in the Union Army, 
and there was no way he was going to resign his com-
mission to go to work building a railroad, until the in-
surrection had been defeated. In fact, he was one of the 
most important figures in the Union Army. He was the 
general serving immediately under William T. Sher-
man, heading up the engineering division, and played a 
critical role in the flanking maneuver that ultimately led 
to the march and sacking of Atlanta, a critical turning 
point in the Civil War. What Dodge did during the War 
was real on-the-job training for what was done with the 
Transcontinental Railroad, because his main mission 
was building rail lines, repairing lines that had been 
sabotaged by fleeing Confederate forces, and building 
bridges over rivers that had been destroyed, again, by 
retreating Confederate forces.

So one obstacle was that the person singularly most 
qualified to do the job was occupied—justifiably so, but 
occupied—until the Spring of 1866.

The Physical Obstacles
There were a lot of challenges. I don’t know how 

many of you have had a chance to explore around the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains, with their enormous walls of 
granite. To actually create a rail line linking Sacramento 

and San Francisco, you had to figure out some way to 
get through the Sierra Nevadas. And at this point, the 
technology available was extremely primitive. This 
was one of the ways that the Chinese played a very ex-
traordinary role.

The first phase of the construction work was the sur-
veying of land that had really never been surveyed 
before. The question was, how are we going to build 
rail lines through granite mountains? What are we 
going to do about the bridging technology to get very 
heavy track and very heavy trains going over river beds, 
through these mountain gorges, which in some cases 
were very high up and spanned fairly substantial dis-
tances? The person who had invented the bridge-and-
trestle system was Leonardo da Vinci. And the next 
major technological advances were made on the con-
struction of the Transcontinental Railroad.

The Chinese were instrumental, because in China, 
over many centuries, there had been experience with, 
for example, building roadbeds along the Yangtze 
River, with mountainous cliffs on the side. To give you 
an idea of how they did this: The crews that had to cut 
through major tunnels in the Sierra Nevadas—once 
they had even figured out where to do it with the most 
efficient routes—you had these crews starting on both 

Chinese immigrants played an important role in building the Central Pacific through the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains, using experience from road-building along river cliffs in 
China.
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sides of the mountain. One question—not an inconse-
quential engineering issue—was whether or not the two 
sides were going eventually to converge, or waste a lot 
of time and miss the route. These were—not necessar-
ily Brunelleschi’s Dome—but these were very serious 
engineering challenges.

The way it actually worked, was that at the peak of 
building of these tunnels, they would have three crews 
working 24 hours a day, 8-hour shifts; Chinese work-
ers, basically with hammers and drill bits, would 
hammer holes into the granite, and initially, they would 
basically stuff the hole with black powder explosives. 
They’d light the fuses, step back; then they’d have to 
lug away whatever rock was blown. And on the aver-
age, on a good day, taking the whole face of the tunnel, 
they’d get somewhere between 6 and 12 inches a day. 
So you’re talking about colossal engineering tasks here. 
And it took quite a number of months to do. Eventually, 
this became the first project where dynamite black 
powder was replaced by the use of nitroglycerin, which 
significantly sped up, in the latter phases of the project, 
the tunneling aspects.

These were engineering feats that had never been 
achieved before. From the point that the Civil War 

ended in 1865, this project 
became the number-one na-
tion-building, nation-healing, 
high-paying job for the tens of 
thousands  of Civil War veter-
ans—generally 18-20-year-old 
kids who had fought on either 
the Union or the Confederate 
side—this project defined a na-
tional mission that helped re-
unify the country after the 
Civil War, and after all of the 
scars of the War. It was a na-
tional project that everyone 
took pride in, and it was an op-
portunity for people who 
would have been in much 
worse shape if you didn’t have 
this kind of major jobs pro-
gram going on.

This was the project under 
which many, many Chinese 
people came to the United 
States, and immediately had 
access to some of the highest-

paying jobs in the country. And they did an absolutely 
extraordinary job, principally working on the Central 
Pacific line coming east from California. Most of the 
workers on the westbound line were Civil War veter-
ans, some from the South, a lot from the North; a lot of 
Irish. And at the peak point, on any given day there 
were 30,000 people working full-time on the construc-
tion of the railroad. It was done, eventually, after Dodge 
retired from the Union Army. And his last assignment 
was under Sherman in the Western territories of Missis-
sippi and Missouri, where they also had to do a lot of 
negotiating with the Indians, in order to secure these 
projects as they were going forward. Very tricky, very 
messy.

Financing and City-Building
The way that the Federal government funded the 

railroad project, as a national project, was that the two 
corporations—the Central Pacific and the Union Pa-
cific—were pledged a certain amount of money in low-
interest Federal bonds for every mile of track that they 
completed, and which was certified as having been 
constructed up to par, by government inspectors. And 
they received, usually, $12,000 per mile for flat track, 

Just west of the juncture at Promontory Point, Utah, a 2,000-man Central Pacific crew laid 
an unprecedented 10 miles of track in one day. Shown: Central Pacific crews at Camp 
Victory, west of Promontory Summit, Utah (photo by Alfred A. Hart, 1869).
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$36,000 per mile for graded track, and $48,000 per 
mile for these specially challenging areas, up through 
the mountains, and things like that. They were also 
given land grants. The Federal government owned 
most of the land in the area. So the railroad companies 
were given land grants for the land adjacent to the rail 
line.

But the most important thing, is that—imagine the 
situation, say, for the Union Pacific line going west-
bound from Omaha. There’s nothing ahead of you until 
you hit the Salt Lake in Utah; and it was at the Salt Lake 
where the two lines actually met and the Golden Spike 
was laid.

So, really, you’re going through an area where there 
is not so much as a village along the way. So, in a sense, 
you’re using the same kind of military logistics that you 
would use to move an army forward. Because you’re 
bringing all of your supplies behind you, and as you’re 
moving the track forward, you’re bringing all of that 
along. And at certain critical points, they designated 
areas where they would build cities, because they 
needed to be building more rolling stock, railroad cars, 
locomotives. So, in other words, the major cities along 
the route of the Transcontinental Railroad were built as 
part of the project itself.

It was even more difficult from the standpoint of the 
Central Pacific, because everything that they got had to 
come by boat, either around Cape Horn, or through the 
Panama Isthmus, so they had even more daunting costs 
and logistical challenges. Everything had to go to the 
West Coast, and then come back East.

At a certain point, in the Winter of 1866-67, and 
again in 1867-68, that whole area of the country experi-
enced the worst blizzards in recorded memory. And so, 
the decision was made by the Central Pacific, that the 
only way that they could move along fast on schedule, 
was by actually building sheds over the track. So that as 
they moved the track forward, they were actually build-
ing these wooden sheds, so that if there were avalanches 
of snow, they went off on the side, and they didn’t de-
stroy the track. What they built, as simply a temporary 
part of the construction logistics, was what was called 
the “biggest house in the world.” One segment alone, 
was a single uninterrupted wooden structure that ran 29 
miles long.

So there was a lot of innovation on this project as 
well. And there were also a lot of problems.

One problem originated the term “hell on wheels,” 

because what happened is, that since this was the larg-
est construction project, certainly in the history of North 
America, with tens of thousands of workers getting 
paid cash on the job, wherever the railroad was, there 
were these roving whorehouses, saloons, tents that 
would pop up overnight, gambling dens, prostitution 
houses; and so you had a whole sort of criminal appara-
tus that was parasitizing off this project. You know, you 
had young guys—as I said, in 1850, there were only 
7,000 women in the entire state of California. I can 
assure you, there were none along the construction 
route, other than these mobile crews, this “hell on 
wheels.”

So, as I say, it was an imperfect phenomenon. Real 
people were doing it. But because there was a top-down 
sense of a national mission, and a certain commitment 
that the future of the country was at stake, and that there 
was a great precedent being set, even with all of these 
problems, things got done in a miraculous way.

You also had Wall Street swindlers, who made a 
killing on this. In fact, shortly after the completion of 
the Transcontinental Railroad, a number of the top ex-
ecutives of the Union Pacific went to jail. One of my 
favorites was a guy named Francis Train, who was a 
relative of John Train—one of the nasty Wall Street 
characters involved in the “railroad” trial of Lyndon 
LaRouche. Very important guy. But it was his family 
that set up a construction company called Crédit Mo-
bilier of America, and they were convinced there was 
no money to be made in the railroads. They were con-
vinced that the money to be made, was through skim-
ming off of the government guarantees of bonds to 
cover the construction costs. So, some of the top execu-
tives of the Union Pacific set up, with Train, Crédit Mo-
bilier, as a construction company that they hired to do 
all of the work on the project. And so there were points 
toward the end, where the workers were not getting 
their wages, but where the investors in Crédit Mobilier 
were getting 300% of their investments back in divi-
dend payment. So this is the kind of thing you were 
dealing with.

There were government regulations, there were all 
sorts of provisions for the government money in the 
form of land grants and bonds, but it was done with a lot 
of imperfection. The kind of thing that you wouldn’t 
allow to happen the next time around; but again, the 
point is that all of this was still, nevertheless, vectored 
into this great project.
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An International Project Mission
Another aspect of the Transcontinental Railroad 

project was that, all along the way, attached to the rail 
crews, were the telegraph crews. So that for the first 
time in the United States history, and the first time 
probably in history of anywhere, telegraph lines were 
being built that would eventually connect the entire 
United States. And as part of the understandings that 
Lincoln had worked out with the Russians, the tele-
graph lines actually went uninterruptedly, by the end 
of the Civil War, from Washington, D.C. to St. Peters-
burg, Russia. In other words, there were crews in 
Russia that were building the lines from San Francisco 
up the coast, over the Bering Strait, down to Vladivo-
stok, and on to St. Petersburg, so that there was a U.S.-
Russian integrated telegraph system. That also tells 
you very clearly, that the rail project was something 
that was not an American-only project; it was some-
thing that was intended to be part of a global revolu-
tion, that the American System republicans were car-
rying out.

We finally reach the point, in May of 1869, that the 
rail line was finished. And I think the final anecdote on 
the construction is sort of interesting,

By this time, you had, really, an incredible engineer-
ing capability that had been developed, through the 
course of this seemingly impossible project. And in 
fact, much of the rapid development, the city-building, 
and massive expanded railroad construction that oc-
curred after this, was done by the people who built the 
Transcontinental Railroad. They developed extraordi-
nary engineering skills. Dodge, who lived until 1916, 
continued for the rest of his life—he never retired; he 
continued right up until his death building railroads, the 
last one being in Cuba.

But these crews became so proficient, that a week 
before the Golden Spike was drilled, one of the owners 
of the Central Pacific made a bet with one of the owners 
of the Union Pacific, that the Central Pacific crew 
could lay ten miles of track in one day. Which was a 
pretty extraordinary feat. And so, the guy took the bet, 
and basically, this was one of the most extraordinary 
militarily precise operations, that anybody had ever 
seen up until that point. And they literally had an unin-
terrupted line, a moving line, of 1,000 people on each 
side of the track as it was being laid, moving at a rate 
of 1 mile an hour, laying railroad track; and, in fact, 
about a mile an hour, particularly through that kind of 
terrain, is about the maximum that you would be able 
to have an army march—never mind building a rail-
road. They took a long lunch break of about two hours, 
at about 1:30 in the afternoon. They started at dawn, 
and by that point, they knew they were going to achieve 
it, and then some. And they had back-up crews ready 
to replace them, and they said, “No, no, no, we’re not 
going to even do it.” And so, they completed the whole 
thing; they laid about ten and a half miles of track in 
one day.

The guy who lost the bet, welshed on it. He was one 
of the people who later went to jail for the financial 
swindles, but, as I say, there were a lot of warts in this 
project. This was not all done by saints floating on 
clouds, but it really was a question of leadership.

And I think it’s an important question of leadership 
for everybody here to think about today, since we con-
front continuously this paradox, of this great opportu-
nity and great mission which we’re all confronted with; 
and we look around and we see a population that’s not 
really ready to fight. But you see that if you had leader-
ship, and provided a certain sense of mission and pur-
pose, that people who have enormous flaws, can change 
overnight. They may not become perfect citizens of a 
republic within 24 hours, but you can get a lot of good, 

Library of Congress

The telegraph which was strung across the United States with 
the Transcontinental Railroad, continued, with Russian 
collaboration, all the way to St. Petersburg.
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healthy work out of them, and that that’s exactly what 
happened on this project.

Transformation of the United States
So, what happened?
The poet Walt Whitman had traveled west, partly on 

the Transcontinental Railroad, before it was completed, 
and then by stage coach and other things, and he wrote 
a famous book called Passage to India. And at the time, 
everybody thought that the great benefit of the Trans-
continental Railroad was going to be trade with the Far 
East. But what happened is, that in 1869, the same year 
that the Railroad was completed, so was the Suez Canal, 
so this Western route proved not to be such an enor-
mously important boost for American trade with the Far 
East.

But it turned out, that was never going to be the situ-
ation anyway. The issue was, that you massively ex-
panded the population of the entire Western half of the 
United States; you had city-building projects going on 
everywhere, massive internal trade, many other devel-

opment projects that went on from there. And so what 
was really important—and this was really understood 
by Lincoln, and the Careys, and Clay, and others—was 
the transformation of the United States into the greatest 
industrial republic on the planet, in a very short period 
of time, through this extraordinary project, among other 
things.

Now, this is a fairly good representation of the 
World Land-Bridge (Figure 3). People are familiar 
with the Eurasian part of it, but the idea of the Eurasian 
Land-Bridge was in fact implicit—and for many people, 
explicit—in the Transcontinental Railroad. There were 
large numbers of Russian military engineers who par-
ticipated in the building of the Transcontinental Rail-
road, with the idea that they were going to go back to 
Russia, and do the same thing there, which you see. 
After doing this little pipsqueak 2,000-mile line through 
the middle of nowhere, now you were ready for a real 
challenge, in the Trans-Siberian Railroad. And it took 
one generation to complete it.

Twenty-five years after the Transcontinental, the 

The World Land-Bridge, as sketched out by transportation consultant H.A. Cooper. The development corridors of the Eurasian 
Land-Bridges and their extensions elsewhere in the world, is today’s overall development mission, as the Transcontinental was to 
Abraham Lincoln’s United States.

FIGURE 3
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Trans-Siberian Railroad was finished; and not only 
were there American engineers in every phase of the 
project, but the first locomotive to ride across the Trans-
Siberian Railroad was built in Philadelphia by the Bald-
win Engine Company.

So this was a global project, in the same way that 
Lyndon LaRouche talks about the Eurasian Land-
Bridge. Nobody thinks about this as a particular proj-
ect for one country, or one region. It’s the mission of 
global development, and the idea of connecting the 
entire world, through these high-speed rail lines, which 
are not merely transportation routes, but development 
corridors (Figure 4). The only economic sense is, 
every step along the way, to take these barren areas, 
and turn them into areas of great economic develop-
ment, using the most advanced technologies of the 
moment.

So, here we are, 150 years later, we’re still talking 
about railroads. Thank God, we’re talking about a 
whole new generation—really, two generations 
of technology later. But the principle is the same. So, 
when some idiot says to you, “What’s in it for us? 
What’s all this with these railroads in Asia? What do 
we need that for?” Or says that this project represents 
a strategic threat to the United States, then you can 
just write down their name in the book of members 
of the Party of Treason, because that’s what they 
are.

Note: Much of the material presented here was 
based on the book Nothing Like It in the World—The 
Men Who Built the Transcontinental Railroad 1863-
1869, by Stephen E. Ambrose (New York, Simon & 
Schuster, 2000).
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United States: High-Speed Rail Corridor Designations

Today: High-speed rail plans unfunded and unrealized. These high-speed rail corridors were named by the Department of 
Transportation as long ago as 2000, because of local demand; but no intention to build them has emerged under British-agent 
Presidents Bush and Obama.
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June 2—The technological advances of the 
Twentieth Century, “the Nuclear Age,” 
were based on the scientific creativity of 
the Nineteenth, culminating in the broadly 
fruitful genius of Albert Einstein and Max 
Planck.

A leading scientist of the Twentieth 
Century who was both persistently cre-
ative, and strongly motivated by “the 
common aims of humanity,” was also 
widely attacked by the century’s scientific 
priesthood and before the public.

This was Dr. Edward Teller (1908-2003), 
the “father of the H-bomb,” whose actual 
life’s work was focused (“like a laser,” as we 
have learned to say) on the principle that the 
completely open, unclassified pursuit of sci-
ence’s creative frontiers is the basis for both 
peace, and human progress.

He thus became also a father of the Presidential sci-
ence policy of Ronald Reagan which ended the Cold 
War—that policy known as the Strategic Defense Ini-
tiative (SDI)—and later a father of the Strategic De-
fense of Earth (SDE) against destructive space objects, 
now an essential aspect of the science policy of Russia, 
and a crucial potential for collaboration of American 
and Russian scientists.

In his earlier work as a nuclear chemist, within Ein-
stein’s legacy as mediated to Teller by collaborators of 
that great genius, Teller helped discover crystalline states 
which are now making tomorrow’s high-temperature su-
perconducting materials, so-called “Jahn-Teller metals.”

Ironically, Teller’s solitary and unstoppable deci-
sion in 1948 to pursue the secrets of “the Super”—a 
hydrogen-fusion bomb—stemmed from a commitment 
both to prevent nuclear war, and to launch open fusion-
energy research competition and collaboration between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, creating the 
maximum rate of human progress of which each great 
power was capable.

Dr. Teller and Lyndon LaRouche worked separately 
from the 1970s, to bring about what became known in 
1983 as President Reagan’s “Star Wars” SDI. But the 
idea which both had, unique among all advocates of 
“anti-ICBM defense systems,” was that the crash pro-
grams on the new physical principles involved in laser-
based defense systems should be open, unclassified, 
and shared between U.S. and Soviet scientific teams.

It was this aspect of the President’s famous Mar. 23, 
1983 televised address announcing the SDI—sharing 
the research with the Soviets—which shocked and dis-
mayed the cold warriors of both sides.

And the Soviet rejection of Reagan’s offer, which 
was also Teller’s offer, and which had been the offer 
directly conveyed to the Russians in advance by La-
Rouche, powerfully contributed to the Soviet Union’s 
collapse six years later, despite the sabotage of the SDI 
itself by underfunding, and then non-funding.

‘A Qualified Martian’
In remarks in late 2011, during the enthusiasm of 

Curiosity’s landing on Mars, Lyndon LaRouche appre-

The Unclassified Mind: 
A Scientist Unlocks the Future
by Charles B. Stevens and Paul Gallagher

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

President Reagan gives Edward Teller the National Medal of Science in 1983.
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ciated Edward Teller’s creative generation of “science-
driver” policies for Presidents:

Those among us who have shared some knowl-
edge of the kinds of scientific mission-orienta-
tion underlying the launching of the Strategic 
Defense Initiative (SDI) and kindred missions, 
who share it more or less immediately, as I do, or 
as do younger persons committed to this same 
legacy, can not overlook what I recall as Dr. 
Edward Teller’s leading contributions to what 
became known by both of us as The Strategic 
Defense Initiative (SDI). We must also focus a 
mission-orientation commitment to the defense 
of Dr. Teller’s leading role, in today’s crucial 
goal of defending both the parts, and, ultimately, 
the whole of our planet Earth against what might 
be considered, in the rough, as space debris.

At the same time, we recall with some 
touches of bitterness, that minds such as those of 
Max Planck and Albert Einstein point us toward 
leading thinkers from [their] generation . . . who 
have represented something which tended to 
become lost in the course of what is recalled as 
World War I and post-World War II scientific 
and musical society. Much that had been beauti-
ful as scientific achievement, became relatively 
mired in the cheap-shot qualities of practice 
which became all too familiar in the generation 
educated under post-World War II conditions. In 
effect, these, my own recollections, must also 
have often occurred to a qualified Martian such 
as my ironical sometime critic, Dr. Teller.

Dr. Teller is remembered with a particular 
emphasis on the subject of the SDI, and today’s 
increasing concern for the need of means of de-
fense against asteroids which have been, are, or 
may be deadly threats to large parts of the popu-
lation of Earth, or, ultimately, worse. Those of 
my associates now, recognize that a very serious 
concern is needed against this general threat, es-
pecially in light of our stunning lack of knowl-
edge respecting the awesomely great mass of 
potentially threatening asteroids whose identi-
ties we have yet to locate.

All of this which I have just presented as con-
tent within this present chapter of the report, now 
separates the practice of science prior to Curios-
ity, from the larger category which the success of 
Curiosity has prompted to be recognized as an 

entirely new and much greater pathway to be 
opened now, when the foothold of mankind on 
Mars has just gained an awesomely greater mis-
sion-objective in all conceivable respects.

The particular mission to which Dr. Teller 
had devoted particular attention—the threat to 
man on Earth from asteroids—should be long 
remembered, together with his famous muster-
ing of efforts on behalf of the Strategic Defense 
Initiative (SDI), as the quality of humanity in 
science which the present threat of thermonu-
clear warfare demands of us all today.

With that, will come a further, very special 
concern of my own: the true meaning of the 
human mind.

‘Science Drivers’ and War Avoidance
When Edward Teller launched his single-handed 

campaign for development of the hydrogen-fusion or 
“thermonuclear” bomb in 1948, he was acting against a 
policy of continuing the brief 1945 nuclear war against 
Japan, with a “preventive” nuclear war against Russia. 
This was the policy of mathematician Bertrand Russell, 
whom LaRouche has rightly called “the most evil man 
of the Twentieth Century.” Russell set it forth publicly 
in a chilling article in the Bulletin of the Atomic Scien-
tists for Oct. 1, 1946, entitled “The Atomic Bomb and 
the Prevention of War.”

Russell’s title was sophistry: The article proposed to 
publicly threaten, and carry out if “necessary,” a nuclear 
attack on Russia, to “prevent” the Soviet Union from 
breaking the U.S.-British atomic bomb monopoly. This 
“Strangelove” policy was agreeable to Harry Truman 
and to the Manhattan Project’s most influential scientist, 
J. Robert Oppenheimer. It was based on the United States 
developing a stockpile of hundreds of atomic weapons 
during the late 1940s, while Russia had none or nearly 
none, and therefore winning a nuclear war either by a 
pre-emptive nuclear attack, or by Russian capitulation to 
the U.S.-British permanent atomic monopoly.

The successful detonation of the Russian atomic 
bomb in August 1949 in no way interfered with the im-
plementation of the Russell doctrine, since it would take 
the USSR at least another five years to build a militarily 
significant stockpile of atom bombs. And General Eisen-
hower having held back from the Presidency in 1948, 
Truman was still in office, and ready to wage “preven-
tive” nuclear attacks to which Eisenhower would never 
have consented.

Crucially, Russell and his co-thinkers were demand-
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ing at the same time within the nuclear 
science community, that thermonuclear 
fusion research not be pursued at all; 
that nuclear science end with the fission 
process.

As Lyndon LaRouche has reviewed 
in detail, Bertrand Russell and his leading 
collaborators nearly succeeded in snuff-
ing out science during the 1927 Solvay 
conference (see Albert Einstein’s God).
Among Russell’s collaborators in this 
were J. Robert Oppenheimer and I.I. 
Rabi, who together are credited with 
bringing the “New Physics”—the anti-
Einstein, anti-Planck so-called quantum 
physics—to the United States. This Rus-
sellite no-science policy was rescinded 
for a brief period in 1939, with the British 
support for the Manhattan Project to meet 
the Nazi danger. But with the end of 
World War II, the zero-science policy was re-imple-
mented. Teller’s 1949 crash fusion program was opposed.

Teller, in the midst of the buildup for such a “preven-
tive” nuclear war, launched a drive in 1948 for develop-
ment of the far more powerful H-bomb—open-ended 
science, as he did not then know how such a fusion 
weapon could be made. It was also a mobilization, in the 
ranks of nuclear scientists, for a crash thermonuclear 
fusion program, as a science driver for technological 
progress. Most of the atomic scientists who, like Teller, 
were most enthusiastic to pursue thermonuclear fusion 
for endless energy for mankind, had also tried to stop the 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombings, and were in an 
uproar against Russell’s preventive nuclear war proposal.

And they shared an opposition to classification of 
nuclear science work—weapons work included—in 
which Teller was to show himself bolder than any other 
over the next 40 years.

During World War II before Nagasaki and Hiro-
shima, Dr. Teller had brought the scientists’ circular 
letter of his mentor, James Franck, to Los Alamos Sci-
entific Laboratory.

Franck was a chemist colleague of William Draper 
Harkins, and those two had published a paper relating 
Einstein’s famous general relativity equation, E=mc2, 
to thermonuclear fusion energy, back in 1915. Teller 
wrote of Franck:

Professor Franck was one of the two or three 
people who had the deepest influence on my 

own scientific development. I learned from him 
not only that most of the important things in 
physics cannot be described in a nonmathemati-
cal language, but also that mathematics is being 
used all too often to obscure the essentially 
simple character of the underlying ideas.1

The letter/petition Teller brought from Franck to Los 
Alamos in 1945, was a proposal to first carry out a non-
lethal demonstration of the atomic bomb, for example, 
by exploding it high above Tokyo Bay, or in other ways 
demonstrating its power to Japanese leaders without at-
tacking their people with it. J. Robert Oppenheimer, di-
rector at Los Alamos, intercepted the Franck letter 
before Teller could circulate it, and lied to Teller that 
“that much wiser people than ourselves in Washington” 
were seriously considering these options. Actually, as 
Dr. Teller learned much later to his great dismay, Oppen-
heimer led the Scientific Advisory Panel of the Interim 
Committee that forcefully put through the Churchill-
Truman policy over senior military officers’ objections: 
no demonstration; rather, nuclear attacks on cities.

Thus Dr. Teller’s first attempt to prevent the use of 
nuclear weapons, along with such as James Franck and 
Dr. Robert Moon who organized “Concerned Scien-
tists” at the Chicago Manhattan Project base, failed.

But Teller’s second effort was, ironically, his push 

1. Univ. of Chicago Special Collections, James Franck Collection, Box 
24, Folder 23, Edward Teller notes in 1965.
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Hiroshima, after the August 6, 1945 dropping of the atomic bomb.
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for development of the hydrogen-fusion bomb in 1948, 
when the very influential Russell was organizing for a 
“preventive” nuclear attack on Russia.

In the narrowest sense, any significant weapons-
design effort based on hydrogen thermonuclear fusion 
would require large-scale production of tritium, the 
heaviest isotope of hydrogen. This would immediately 
distract from the production of fissile fuel for the atom 
bomb stockpile required by Russell’s plan.

More importantly, the possibility of an H-bomb 
could completely undermine the Russellite preventive-
war strategy. Technically, even one thermonuclear fusion 
hydrogen bomb could have the firepower of a thousand 
“atomic” or fission bombs. Russia, to be specific, could 
transform overnight a militarily insignificant handful of 
atom bombs into a powerful nuclear deterrent.

Teller was thus demonstrating one of his core be-
liefs as a scientist—that classification, even the in-
tensely compartmentalized classification of the Man-
hattan Project, was as fruitless as it was wrong: If a 
“super” could be done, Soviet scientists would do it. 
Russell’s preventive war, therefore, was a recipe for ab-
solute disaster for humanity.

The deeper question was whether unfettered scien-
tific thinking would be permitted, to discover “science 
drivers” for human progress: Whether science which 
looked to the future, would survive the Twentieth Cen-
tury and the supremacy of “mathematicians” like Rus-
sell who pronounced human knowledge to be arbitrary, 
and human population dangerous to the Earth.

Teller’s primary goal was to develop new science 
and technology for the benefit of all humankind. Later, 
in a public speech in 1966, he estimated that thermo-
nuclear and nuclear science and technology had ad-
vanced to the ability to support a human population of 
more than 30 billion at a modern standard of living. 
This had been the personal “driver” of his late 1940s 
campaign: to develop thermonuclear fusion—the de-
cades-earlier vision of Einstein’s collaborators—as the 
open-ended scientific leader for human technology.

‘Open Laboratories’
The effort to develop the hydrogen-fusion bomb, 

“fathered” by Dr. Teller, opened one broad road toward 
fusion power: inertial confinement or “laser” fusion. 
The first laser was not invented until 1960 and was then 
of very low power. But Teller’s discovery a decade ear-
lier, for the H-bomb, showed how laser fusion would 
occur. His hohlraum design (a German word meaning 
“hollow chamber”) effectively made the high-power 

x-rays from the detonation of fission explosives packed 
around the hydrogen-ion fuel, into a tuned “soft x-ray” 
pulse, which compressed and heated the hydrogen-ion 
fuel into a far more massive fusion explosion.

After the H-bomb was developed, Teller threw him-
self into fusion power research in both the magnetic 
confinement and inertial confinement fields. What dis-
tinguished him was his attitude to the leaders of Soviet 
research in the field. Though his hohlraum design was 
deeply classified, he and his colleagues at the Lawrence 
Livermore Laboratory had public exchanges about it 
with leading Soviet researchers. Teller’s belief was that 
Soviet knowledge in the field was, in the nature of sci-
ence, every bit as advanced as his own, and that prog-
ress required “open laboratories” (his phrase) and a 
competition to develop the technological fruits of this 
“military” science.

In November 1976, Dr. Teller and the chief of the 
U.S. Magnetic Fusion Research effort, Edwin Kintner 
held, together with the leading figure in Soviet fusion re-
search, Academician Evgeny P.Velikhov, a session at the 
American Nuclear Society annual meeting in Washing-
ton, D.C., on how to organize fusion research as the sci-
ence driver for the common aims of humanity. The ab-
stract of the discussion, given to the scientific media, said:

Optimism is expressed on the prospects for suc-
cess in practical fusion power by the end of this 
century. Controlled thermonuclear fusion 
through inertial confinement, magnetic confine-
ment in Tokamaks, systems using lasers, relativ-
istic electron beams, and magnetic fields are re-
viewed. Recent achievements in plasma heating 
and confinement are surveyed. Terawatt-output 
lasers, superconducting magnets, advanced ma-
terials, vacuum pumps, feedback control, and 

iter.org
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improvements in targets, power sources, and fu-
elling are considered.

Seven years later in August 1983—just a few months 
following the shock of President Reagan’s announce-
ment of the SDI and offer of U.S.-Soviet scientific coop-
eration in developing defenses against nuclear ICBMs—
Teller and Velikhov had another public meeting at the 
“Third International Conference on Nuclear War” in 
Erice, Italy. Despite the Soviet Politburo leadership’s 
animus against SDI, and public fury against both Teller 
and LaRouche, Dr. Teller and Academician Velikhov 
agreed to jointly propose a U.S.-Russian magnetic con-
finement fusion experiment to be set up in Moscow.

Teller spoke of the “common aims of humanity” 
as being the aims of the SDI which he had promoted: 
Not merely the prospect of ending Mutually Assured 
Destruction with beam-weapon defenses against 
ICBMs, but the prospects of curing diseases, digging 
canals, transforming human communications, and 
exploring the galaxy with the “relativistic beam” 

technologies which would be developed.
LaRouche organized major conferences of scien-

tific and military leaders all over Europe, in Japan, and 
in South America, and in the United States in 1984 and 
1985, whose subject was precisely this idea.

Teller began, later that decade, to develop the idea 
of planetary defense (i.e., against the threat of devasta-
tion by asteroids) based on the same scientific work 
driving fusion research broadly, and the SDI. When the 
Berlin Wall fell at the end of that decade, proposals 
began to come from the Russian side for “open labora-
tories” for U.S.-Russian-European common work on 
science and technology for planetary defense.

This scientific cooperation—looking far to the future 
and far removed from what appear as “practical consid-
erations” to most people—is today a major aspect of 
Russian science policy, under the rubric of “Strategic 
Defense of Earth.” The Erice, Italy conferences with 
which Dr. Teller and Lawrence Livermore Laboratories 
were deeply involved, became the annual “International 
Seminars on Nuclear War and Planetary Emergencies.”

Erice 1983: Reaching Out 
To the Soviets
An international conference in Erice, Sicily in late 
August 1983, was the occasion for Edward Teller to 
strike a major blow for U.S.-Soviet cooperation to 
develop strategies to prevent nuclear war. At the con-
clusion of the conference, Teller for the United 
States, Prof. Evgeny Velikhov for the Soviet Union, 
and Prof. Antonino Zichichi for Europe, signed a 
document which created a commission of 100 U.S. 
and Soviet scientists, dedicated to investigating the 
feasibility of defensive beam-weapons develop-
ment, and to conducting a computer analysis on the 
effects of nuclear war.

Significant excerpts from the final communiqué, 
as published by the Rome daily Il Tempo August 24, 
under the headline “No to Deterrence Doctrine: The 
Erice Document,” follow:

• The mutual exchange of ideas, data, and in-
formation, which resulted from the three ses-
sions of the Eric international seminars on nu-
clear warfare, are of greatest importance for us.

• The previous sessions opened the path 
to new investigations of the global effects of a 
U.S.-U.S.S.R. nuclear clash, the results of which 
were discussed here in a climate of scientific 
rigor, and therefore objectively. . . . Such stud-
ies should be developed further with greater 
collaboration on an international scale. . . .

• Another important point emerged during 
this third session, and is precisely the problem 
of defensive weapons. The underlying philos-
ophy of this new point lies in the problem of 
studying the possibility of identifying new 
means for getting out of the present balance 
of terror. The first of these means is the reduc-
tion of nuclear arms. The second is the idea of 
new defensive weapons. . . .

• It is therefore proposed to form a joint 
Europe-U.S.-U.S.S.R. research group, based 
at the Ettore Majorana center, for collabora-
tive study of two above-mentioned points: 1) 
The simulation and evaluation of the global 
consequences of a U.S.-U.S.S.R. nuclear con-
flict. 2) A way out of the present balance of 
terror; and in particular, if it is possible to 
conceive of a new type of defense system 
against nuclear destruction.

http://larouchepub.com/eiw/public/1983/ eirv10n34-19830906/eirv10n34-19830906_016-beam_weapons_strategy_relaunched.pdf
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This discussion took place between Lyndon LaRouche 
and participants in the LaRouchePAC activists’ confer-
ence call May 28, 2015. The call, in which more than 
500 people took part, was hosted by John Ascher.

John Ascher: Good evening, everyone. This is 
John Ascher here in Leesburg, Va., welcoming every-
one back to our second “Fireside Chat” with Lyndon 
LaRouche. . . .

Lyndon LaRouche: Well, we got a little problem 
that got dumped in my lap early this evening. Barbara 
Boyd gave a report and a recommendation: What has 
happened is that there was an operation by adversary 
forces, and some of us were trying to find out who the 
adversary forces were, and why they were doing it, and 
how they were doing it. Quite recently we were able to 
pinpoint those forces who were active and who were 
effectively weakening the financial resources of our or-
ganization here.

So Barbara Boyd, who of course is the relevant 
person in this area, for managing of finances and so 
forth, has suggested that what we have to do, in order to 
deal with this problem. We have to try to raise some 
funds, within the organization and from it, in order to 
try to beat off some of the really deadly threats, finan-
cial threats, which are hitting in this area. So they asked 
me to say something about it, and I said I will say some-
thing about it.

I’ll make a comment on this thing, too, because it’s 
very significant: The issue, which Barbara doesn’t say 
explicitly, but she did say on other occasions, earlier, 
was that we had a group of people who were operating 
as former, or allegedly former, members of our organi-
zation, and these people were all without doubt deter-
mined, factually, to be all actually agents of enemy 

forces; some of them had been people who were re-
cruited from our organization, and were otherwise 
using things to try to do damage to us, especially in the 
Leesburg area. In other areas, we don’t have any spe-
cific problem of that type, on our registration, yet; but in 
this area, we’ve had for several months, a trend which 
was an outsides-forces’ meddling. And more recently, 
we’ve been able to determine that more precisely.

So that’s the point: some of the people affected by 
this thing, are saying we need to raise some direct 
money, quickly, for the general organization and from 
it, in order to stave off a present emergency crisis. And 
that’s her report, which she said to me late this after-
noon. And I think the thing that she’s saying is quite 
appropriate in a sense, but the point is, it’s our organiza-
tion, the members here, for example, participating now, 
who will have to judge how they want to approach this, 
but I think it’s something we have to do. I don’t know 
how we’re going to do it; Barbara said explicitly, she 
doesn’t know how she’s going to do it. And so I think 
this is the way we have to look at it.

Anyway, I think otherwise, apart from that little 
piece of bad news, I think we’re ready to go.

Q: This is B— from South Florida, and I was fortu-
nate enough to hear last week’s call, and fortunately 
enough, there were so many good questions I didn’t 
get on last week. But I did contact the activists in Lees-
burg in regards to it, and I would just love to hear 
Lyndon LaRouche’s response to this: We have the 
Greek default with the IMF and the EU coming up June 
5, and I think that it’s perfect timing to demand Glass-
Steagall be pushed, rammed through, before July 4th, 
when July 5th is the actual, legal default, on June 5th, 
of Greece. Because as the EU will start collapsing, 
there are quite a few countries, I understand, that want 
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to get out the door along with Greece; the United States 
would be wise, in my opinion, to ram through Glass-
Steagall before July 4th, to protect her nation’s assets. 
And I would love to hear any remarks, ideas, re-
sponses.

LaRouche: Okay, it’s rather simple. Of course, 
Glass-Steagall is absolutely indispensable. If you don’t 
include Glass-Steagall in reforming the system, you’re 
not going to accomplish anything, because all the other 
features of the system would fail to meet the require-
ment now.

Now, let me just explain one thing about this, which 
is not generally taken up by our discussions, but they 
very much occupy my views on these matters: We’re in 
a situation, where we entered the 20th Century—now 
people say, that’s a long time ago. Yeah, that year, and 
from there on. In the 19th Century, you still had some of 
the greatest qualities of genius being generated in the 
trans-European area, the most famous names.

What happened was, that with the beginning of the 
20th Century—that is, the year 1900 and 1901, that 
period—since that time, the moral and intellectual ca-
pabilities of the people of Europe, but particularly the 
United States, have been in a constant rate of decline. 
For example, in the whole 20th Century, there was 

only one man, as a qualified scientist, who 
was ever supported. And guess who? 
Albert Einstein. No other so-called scien-
tist, was actually honestly competent as a 
scientist during the course of the 20th 
Century.

And after the 20th Century had passed, 
and we were passing into the present cen-
tury, things have gotten worse at an accel-
erated rate.

And Glass-Steagall is a pivot: not only 
the content of Glass-Steagall, but Glass-
Steagall as an essential instrument of the 
policy of returning to the economic poli-
cies of our Presidency, that is, of the United 
States. If you don’t push Glass-Steagall, 
and go from the start of it, you’re not going 
to save this nation. You’re not going to 
save our people. So Glass-Steagall is indis-
pensable: There can be no substitute for 
Glass-Steagall. Anyone who doesn’t agree 
on Glass-Steagall, is either mentally ill, or 
very much confused.

Go Back to a Science-Driver Program
Q: It’s L— from Albany, [N.Y.] and we were lobby-

ing for Glass-Steagall at the [State] Capitol last Wednes-
day, so we’re very much committed.

I think the other thing that, really, I’m also concerned 
about, is how to generate jobs and manufacturing. I drove 
through Gary, Ind., and it’s a ghost town. And I am old 
enough to know what we were like when we produced 
the cars, and—in fact, we’d invent the thing, and then 
China’s making it right now. I need to know how to gen-
erate jobs in this country now.

LaRouche: What we have to do essentially is very 
simple: We have to go back to the idea of a science-
driver program, as the basis for the entire economy of 
the United States, that is, for everything that the United 
States represents as an economy. Glass-Steagall is an 
expression of that absolutely, indispensable mode. It’s 
always been the case. It doesn’t mean we’ve always had 
that case, but anytime we were doing the right things, 
we did follow that case. And right now, if you don’t 
have Glass-Steagall, you cannot solve any of the prob-
lems of the United States.

And you have to realize this, that the United States 
has been degenerating, over the course of the 20th Cen-
tury, and is still going in that direction today. So that, if 
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you don’t get the package, of which Glass-Steagall is a 
characteristic feature, you’re not going to save this 
nation.

We are now headed for Hell, economically, and 
also, there’s a plan now in play with the water question, 
which is being pushed in California and elsewhere. 
Now, what this governor of California is doing, is com-
mitting genocide against not only the people of Califor-
nia, but this is now extended to a broader area of the 
Western states. And on the edge, the rest of the United 
States area is now about to get into the same kind of 
problem.

There are solutions for this problem, but the gover-
nor of California is not going to allow that to happen—
unless we sort of get him out of the picture. But that’s 
where we are.

Q: This is G— from Washington State. I’d like to 
ask Mr. LaRouche if he would help with the promotion 
of Franklin Roosevelt’s Columbia Basin project as a 
national project, and if he would help assign the people 
to help me on the promotion of that.

LaRouche: Yes, yes. But that’s just a generaliza-
tion when said that way. There are very specific ap-
proaches to carrying that out, and what is necessary is 
to go into a discussion of what those specific ap-
proaches are. The basic thing is, that the human spe-
cies realizes itself as being human, only through the 

creative powers of the 
human individual mind, the 
human mind in general.

Now, let’s take, for exam-
ple, right now: We allegedly 
have a great water crisis in 
the United States, and the 
West Coast, of course, is the 
leading subject on this matter 
currently. But those people 
say, “We can’t do this, we 
can’t do that, because we’re 
running out water.” Now the 
fact of the matter is, we are 
not running out of water! The 
supply of water is not located 
merely in the Earth area; as a 
matter of fact, the Earth area 
is a relatively small part of 
the total water supply which 
the United States, for exam-

ple, and other nations and so forth, have available to 
them.

The basic system, for the water system of the United 
States, is merely a part of a much more powerful system 
called the “galactic system.” In point of fact, the exis-
tence of humanity depends upon factors of the galactic 
system, of which the water supply is the most obvious. 
And the struggle now is to get people to understand, 
how to get the “juice,” shall we say, out of the galactic 
area, which is there waiting for us: How do we tap into 
that, and bring it into play to solve our problems. And 
the future of mankind depends entirely, on the promo-
tion of that revolution.

It is a perfectly feasible revolution; it has a precisely 
scientific set of characteristics. It’s this thing which fol-
lows work of Kepler, the great Kepler, who was the first 
person to understand how the galactic system was cre-
ated. He didn’t have a complete view of the galactic 
system, but now that system is known, the galactic prin-
ciple is known; and it’s also known that the water on 
Earth depends upon the management programs pre-
scribed for the galaxy, not the local water system.

And so, if we go at that kind of problem, that kind of 
thinking, which is quite feasible—it’s not easy. It’s dif-
ficult to get through the process, because it requires a 
lot of steps of work, in order to get mankind to really 
realize what the water system is. But we have already 
existing for us now, we have the access to the kind of 
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technology, which is known technology, that is, in 
terms of the system. And all we have to do, is get a little 
smarter, and learn how to apply ourselves to that.

A Good Presidential System
Q: Hello, this is J— from Michigan. And my ques-

tion is, the voter fraud with the electronic voting still 
going on. Now the Democrats are controlling that, and 
so, how do we get a hold of this? I can agree with you, 
if we just go back to just a single ballot, to get a fair 
election.

LaRouche: Well, I think you’ve got an option is 
coming up this Saturday: It’s called [Martin] O’Malley. 
Now, I’ve gone through the list of candidates that are 
known to me, that is, all the present candidates for elec-
tion, known to me presently.

Now, this guy, O’Malley is right now, the only prob-
able case of a candidate qualified to lead the nation in 
solving our problems. Without that kind of approach, the 
approach he represents, we don’t have much of a chance, 
in the United States, for our people. And we don’t have 
anybody else on the job right now, who is committed to 
O’Malley’s position, as a Presidential candidate.

I also look around the issue, and I find the other guys 
who are considered Presidential candidates, they’re not 
all bad people—that’s not the point. But they do not 
have the kind of commitment that’s needed.

It’s just like what happened in the 20th Century. We 
had all these guys who were called scientists, and there 
was only one scientist in the 20th Century who was 
really competent: Einstein. The rest of them were all a 
little bit kooky, and were not really up to the job. So the 
issue now is, do we know that? Well, we do know some 
of that material, we do have some insight into that.

And O’Malley so far has indicated that he’s a man 
who’s committed in that direction. Now, I can’t guaran-
tee him; I don’t have that kind of insight. But I do have 
a good idea of what he’s been doing, and I understand 
how he’s operating. And what I understand more than 
anything else, is all the other ones are no good! They’re 
not necessarily bad people; they just can’t do the job 
which we desperately need to be done!

And so, I would say, we should encourage O’Malley. 
And we’re looking for a Presidential candidacy which, 
in practice, can deliver an organization of leading po-
litical forces inside the United States, regroup those 
forces, and bring them into unified play. That is, create 
a real Presidential system, of the type that we have done 
a number of times, in the U.S. history.

But that’s what we require. We have to get a Presi-
dential system: You need a good President, otherwise 
you don’t get a good Presidential system. But we need 
a Presidential system, a President who can represent 
that. And that is our best shot—for everything.

Q: Hi Lyn, this is A— from the Bronx. Lyn, earlier 
today, I received an e-mail from the organization of the 
28pages.org. They’re announcing that Rand Paul [Re-
publican] and [Ron] Wyden, Democrat, two Senators, 
will be introducing a resolution to the Senate next week, 
joined by [former Sen. Bob] Graham and members of 
the House that have put that Resolution1 forward, and 
that this would be happening on June 2.

Now, I don’t want to get too excited about this. We 
know that these things can get stuck, but I was wonder-
ing, because this is from the Saudis to the British, to the 
outtake of Obama, this could seemingly happen very 
quickly. So I was wondering if you could tell us what 
your thoughts are? And what we should be doing in 
New York, to get people like [Sen. Chuck] Schumer, 
who should know better, to support this resolution?

LaRouche: I think you know Schumer needs a little 

1. A Resolution to declassify the suppressed 28 pages of the Joint Con-
gressional Inquiry on 9/11 dealing with the role of Saudi Arabia.
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bit more encouragement, because he 
has not had much encouragement re-
cently under the present President. 
So that has to be taken into account.

But on the Rand Paul thing: Rand 
Paul has a very specific feature in his 
program which is prominent at this 
time. Now, I don’t know about Rand 
Paul’s policies in the broad sense. In 
other words, I couldn’t give him A 
marks, 100% marks, all the way up 
and down. That I can’t do. But I do 
know, that what he has committed 
himself to, as stated, is something 
which is absolutely valid. It’s not the 
shebang, it’s not everything, but it’s 
an element, which when—well, let 
me just put my answer to your ques-
tion this way:

Look, the creation of a Presiden-
tial system, which is in accord with 
the best practice of our system of Presidency, requires a 
broad team of people, gathered around a figure we call 
“the President.” But there are many people who have to 
contribute to make up the combined effect, which rep-
resents the kind of President we need. We need a Chief 
Executive, yes; and the Chief Executive has to be a 
good choice. But the efficiency with which the good 
choice can be realized, depends upon bringing a team 
together, around that Presidential candidate. That is 
what we must do, and therefore Rand Paul is one of the 
figures you’re going to look at, right now, and say, 
“Rand Paul, are you really real?” Because I think a lot 
of people in the United States are looking at candidates, 
and looking about them, and saying, “Is this guy really 
real?”

And I think Rand Paul, at least on this score, and his 
behavior on this score, is rather real. He’s doing good 
things, and what he’s doing—what he’s not doing, I’m 
not sure about—but what he’s doing in the case right 
now, is good.

What we need, however, is to create a Presidential 
system, and a Presidential system is not a President; 
very rarely can a President be successful, even if they’re 
the best quality. You need a best President, a best option; 
but you also need a combination of people, whose com-
bined talents, brought together in the proper way, give 
you a real Presidency, something like Franklin Roos-
evelt did.

Remove Obama To Prevent Nuclear War
Q: This is K—. I just want to say, Lyn, I thank you 

for your service, and your truth-telling throughout the 
years. And I just wanted to get your take on the situation 
concerning Ukraine, and Donetsk, and Putin, and the 
constant ceasefire, and the breaking of the ceasefire, 
and the United States role in backing the Ukraine gov-
ernment, and also the situation in the South China Sea, 
with the surveillance planes and China’s continuing to 
warn the U.S., and this constant escalation—which 
could lead into a thermonuclear situation. I just wanted 
to get your take on it.

LaRouche: Absolutely, you got my attention.
The point is, like the China Sea situation—we must 

get rid of Obama. We must impeach this guy, throw him 
out now. This is not an idea of replacing him, or waiting 
for the next President. You’ve got to remove Obama 
right now. We’ve got to find the members of Congress, 
and so forth, who have the guts to do that.

What you’re looking at, if Obama were to succeed 
in what he’s doing, the direction he’s going, you’re 
going to be, very soon, in a thermonuclear war, from 
which we don’t know who could survive, if anyone. So, 
therefore, Obama must be slugged out of his position. 
Because as long as he’s there, and with his evil inten-
tions—and I can say frankly, his evil intentions—you 
haven’t got a chance. So this guy has to be ushered from 
office. And we have to have at least an emergency re-
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placement, which may not be 
perfect; which may have a 
lot of faults; but we’ve got to 
get rid of this threat of a 
global thermonuclear war.

Because if such a war 
breaks out, and if a war of 
that type breaks out, we will 
have a thermonuclear war. 
And the chances of survival 
of the human species on this 
planet, is very limited. I’m 
not talking about something 
long-term. I’m talking about 
something very short-term. 
We are already on the edge. 
With Obama as President, 
we are already on the edge of the extinction of the 
United States, the people of the United States—and 
other people, in other parts of the world as well.

Q: This is K— from New York. I have been reading 
that Russia wants to destroy our grid. I have been read-
ing that ISIS wants to destroy our grid. I don’t think 
Russia would benefit by it, but ISIS likes to destroy, and 
that’s all they want to do. If that happens, is this Tesla 
electrical system something that could be used to re-
place what we have now, really quickly, and do you 
have people who give thought to this?

LaRouche: It’s a reasonable question, but I think I 
would approach it in a different way.

Yes, as long as we have this situation—remember 
that the policy is that of the British Empire. In modern 
times, our chief enemy has always been the British 
Empire. The British Empire is the enemy of civiliza-
tion, in general. Even uncivilized people are victims of 
the British Empire—that’s not a usual fact.

So what the problem is: We must remove those fac-
tors in international policy, which mean the threatened 
extinction of the human species. And the threatened ex-
tinction of the human species is something you have to 
talk about, when you hear the name of Obama. You also 
have to know, realize, that the British Empire is the chief 
force of evil on this planet, and has been that for a very 
long time. And therefore what we need to do, is take that 
into consideration.

Now, what are the alternatives? We have a thing 
called BRICS, parts of the planet Earth. China is one of 
those cases. China is a leading force, a positive force as 

a leading force, on the planet right now. It has a great-
ness which is absolutely amazing. India is now, despite 
the great starvation, the heat wave and so on, a great 
nation; it’s organized as a great nation. There are other 
parts of the planet, some parts in South America, some 
other parts of the planet, which are very good places.

Russia right now is a good place. It’s not perfected, 
but you have to look at its history and see what it’s 
trying to crawl back out of, and then you understand it.

What we need to do: We’re going into a new idea of 
mankind. It’s not exactly a change of the old way. But 
we know now that nations cannot just live with arbi-
trary attitudes toward other nations. Let the nations live 
their own way, but let’s find a way of concert, of bring-
ing our intentions together, one nation to another. Let us 
have different tastes; that’s all right. What we want to 
do is learn by working together, as nations.

We start from what we think is best for our nation, 
and we hope the other nation will do the same thing. We 
may all be wrong, but not perfectly wrong. But we will, 
in this process, learn how to converge on things which 
the future of mankind requires. And of course our 
United States is actually, as created, by people like Al-
exander Hamilton and his leadership—that’s the model. 
For me, that’s the model. It’s the best model.

The problem is, we had a bunch of bum Presidents, 
and they were brought in largely by the influence of the 
British Empire. Manhattan, for example. Manhattan is 
actually one of the greatest things in the United States, 
despite all the bad things that go on in Manhattan. And 
I can tell you, I know those bad things that are done in 
Manhattan. But, we have within Manhattan, we have an 

parliament.uk

Queen Elizabeth, accompanied by His Royal Virus Prince Philip, addresses opening of 
Parliament, May 27.



June 5, 2015  EIR The Current Presidential Transition Period  35

intention in part of the 
population, which radi-
ates into the best features 
of New York State. We 
know other parts of the 
nation, our nation, which 
similarly, would like to go 
in that same direction.

So, the way we have to 
approach it is that. We 
have to say, well, we’ve 
got to decide what the bad 
things are. And we’ve got 
to recognize what the 
shortcomings are, apart 
from the bad things. And 
we have to bring about a 
set of relations among na-
tions, where the nations 
will live at peace with one another, while looking at 
their common mistakes, and trying to correct them. 
That’s the history of mankind. It’s called progress. And 
the principle has to be the principle of progress.

The British System Should Not Exist
Q: This is D— in California. I just wanted to thank 

you, Lyndon LaRouche, and your organization for phe-
nomenal success in leadership. It’s really—it couldn’t 
come at a better time. I have sort of a bifurcated ques-
tion. I saw the Queen of England speak in front of her 
House of Lords and Parliament, and she said that her 
government is going to write a Bill of Rights for the 
United Kingdom. Since the English, as far as I can tell, 
wrote the Magna Carta, and the [American] Bill of 
Rights is based on the Magna Carta, didn’t they already 
have some mind, or the will, to write a Bill of Rights? 
Why the change? And then, the bifurcated part is: I’m 
also wondering why she is looking forward to her visit 
to Germany next month.

LaRouche: The point is . . . the legacy. The British 
Monarchy has not been a good thing. The complica-
tions are that some of the Scots are not so bad, some of 
the Irish are not so bad. But the problem is that the Brit-
ish system is, as in Shakespeare’s account of the history 
of England, a pretty good picture of what the problem 
has been. Also, it means that the creation of the British 
Empire as such, has been nothing but a pestilence, a pes-
tilence to mankind.

The British System, as an imperial system, should 

not exist, because there’s no way that you can have a 
good system if the current monarchy, or the traditional 
monarchy, continues. And therefore, the problem is ex-
actly that. The problem lies not with the English people, 
not with the Scots and not with the Irish. The fact is, 
they are slaves of a certain kind. They don’t have their 
own rights, they don’t have their own abilities. They are 
simply tools, and they’re trying to survive in the role of 
being the tools they’ve been made to be.

I know a lot of those people from Britain; my age 
enables me to know that. And I draw a conclusion on 
that basis. Often, I find many British citizens—English, 
Scottish, and so forth—I find they’re evil. As a matter 
of fact, I’ve got some ancestors out of that breed, so I 
can’t be too afraid about those guys.

But the point is, the British Empire, the monarchy 
system, as an existent, since the founding of the United 
States, in particular, is something we want the planet to 
be free of. And the sooner it goes, the better.

Q: The question is essentially around what was 
just said, that the Britons are tools of an imperial 
system—that is what is basic, and the question is, are 
the words “Roman” and “British” covers for the 
priestly bank hegemons, or the imperial Israel bank 
Khazars? Are the words “Roman” and “British” 
covers, and if they’re covers, is a more accurate de-
scription, the Vatican Empire? Is the Israel bank 
Khazar a proxy. . .?

Ascher: I think she was asking about the relation-
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ship between the Roman 
Empire and the British Empire. 
It was very faint, but that was 
the basic question.

LaRouche: I think the evil 
is about the same. I think the 
Romans were better at mass 
killing and slaughter. We have a 
less bad situation. But the Brit-
ish system has been the most 
cruel, the most evil system on 
the planet, for all people. You 
could take cannibals—you 
might be able to make excuses 
for cannibals, but you could 
never make excuses for the 
British Empire.

Q: Lyn, thank you for your 
work. I’m an activist. My name 
is K— and I’m from West Vir-
ginia. One thing that bugs me a 
lot is the lawlessness in our 
government. The highest 
office, like Obama in office, is 
always disobeying the Consti-
tution, but many of the elected 
officials underneath him are also the same way. And 
they don’t seem to live by the laws of the land, and they 
come up and say, “Go.” I think this is probably the sec-
ond-most important issue going on in our country today, 
excluding the Glass-Steagall.

I recently heard from a Senator’s office that Obama 
is about to be impeached, but it’s going to happen very 
quickly. Can you comment on the lawlessness, and on 
the hearsay that I heard about Obama being impeached 
very quickly?

LaRouche: Well, in short, Obama is a disaster. He’s 
a disaster for the United States. Every day he lives right 
now, is another day of disaster for many people of the 
United States. And the problem is also, more broadly, 
what’s happened in terms of, for example, the system of 
the Congress, as such—these institutions that we were 
so proud of at one point, have broken down. Like that of 
Franklin Roosevelt, for example, one of our most 
famous achievers in history. We don’t have those 
around any more.

And the reason we don’t have them is because the 
system of government, as it’s managed, doesn’t allow 

good Presidents to occur. I’ve 
known some good Presidents 
personally. I’ve admired some 
of work they’ve done. Some of 
them were of fairly recent vin-
tage. But if you come to a 
Bush, I would think of burning 
Bushes—a bad smell, essen-
tially. We’ve had many Presi-
dents who were bad, really 
evil. Most of them were British 
agents.

For example, the Bush 
family. Prescott Bush was an 
advocate of Hitler’s policy. 
And certainly he was still 
living when his sons came 
along, and they got to be 
known as the Bushes of the 
Presidency. And we got a result 
from the Bushes of the follow-
ers of Prescott Bush, which has 
been pretty much a benchmark 
of the evil that has occurred to 
the United States since that 
time—essentially that period.

So, what we have is a 
system of Presidency which has some good Presidents 
in it, but somehow the Presidency itself fails to func-
tion. Certain Presidents I know of, they were good per-
sons, and good Presidents, but somebody else was in 
the woodwork, and destroying and corrupting all the 
good things.

And that’s been the case. Obama is probably the 
worst President on record in the United States. That’s a 
good example of that. But all the Bushes are very bad. 
They’ve always been very bad, and as bad as stupidity 
can make them.

The Galactic Principle Can Save California
Q: E— out here in Southern California. Lyn, it’s a 

pleasure. Lyndon, I have a question. I’ve been listening 
to several of the recent discussions over the phone over 
the last month or so, and I’m bewildered because it ap-
pears to me that, relative to the drought that you cited 
here in California, that, on the one hand, it doesn’t 
appear that LaRouche and company are acknowledging 
that humans are the underlying problem, or that humans, 
by changing their behavior, represent a part of the for-
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mula for the solution to it.
When we have, for exam-

ple, the burning of the jungles 
in South America, the impact 
that that has had on the North-
ern Hemisphere is a rather doc-
umented scientific fact, and 
yet, I hear about these galactic 
solutions, which seem to be 
rather ambiguous at best. I 
thought you may be able to 
comment upon that.

LaRouche: Well, there’s 
nothing wrong about the galac-
tic solutions, if they are solu-
tions. That’s obvious.

The problem has been that 
mankind in a primitive condi-
tion, tends to be a destructive 
force for mankind. That prog-
ress, as such, real progress, the 
evolution of man’s skills, the 
scientific progress, these things 
are essential. And these are the 
things that make mankind different than beasts. So 
therefore, there are certain things that are essential. 
Progress, scientific progress, and so forth is absolutely 
essential.

For example, without a galactic system, you are not 
going to have a successful population of California! 
Because with the present trend, which is going into a 
long trend—and if we sit there and just watch with Cal-
ifornia, and don’t change it in the needed way, by ap-
plying galactic principles to the galaxy, California is 
dead. Because it will be a long time before the terrritory 
called California today, will come back.

So, therefore, progress is essential. And the progress 
of man, and man’s ability to make the changes. . . For 
example, what’s the problem with the water system in 
California? Well, two things. First of all, what was good 
beforehand, when the previous governor of California 
was there [Gov. Pat Brown (1959-67)]—but after the 
Apeman [Arnold Schwarzenegger] got in there, and 
some other people, California shot itself to death by bad 
governors. And that’s the recent case.

But on the broader thing, the problem is, we do need 
to go to scientific progress, scientific progress. But the 
problem is, that in the 20th Century, the economy of the 
United States has been degenerating at a rapid rate. 

Look at the condition of your 
people in the United States 
here. What’s their condition? 
Comparative to what the con-
dition had been earlier, the 
United States and the people of 
the United States are in the 
worst condition they could 
possibly be in, up to this time. 
Oh yes, they had spare times 
before, but they don’t have any 
progress any more.

Our own people are insane. 
Our children, in the 20th Cen-
tury, school children, and prod-
ucts of school education, are 
becoming more and more 
worthless, in terms of their 
powers to accomplish things. 
They don’t know what to do. 
Look at the condition of our 
labor force today. What condi-
tion are they living in? What 
kinds of life are they living? 

How much better was life 20 years ago, 30 years, 40 
years, 50 years ago? Everything is much, much worse 
than then.

Why? Because we didn’t continue progress. But the 
problem is, you’ve got to use real progress, not imita-
tion progress.

Creating a Leadership
Q: Good evening. This is D— in Berkeley Springs, 

W.Va. I have a simple question; I’d like to elaborate just 
a little bit on it. How do we actually get this guy out of 
office? What are the steps we have to take?

Last year, my wife and I—in fact, it was K—, who 
spoke to you a few minutes ago—we had two different 
copies of articles of impeachment that we tried to pres-
ent to Members of Congress, and nobody had the 
gonads to even talk about the subject. The only encour-
agement we had recently was, when we talked to one of 
the staff members of Sen. Joe Manchin, our Senator, 
and he said, impeachment is going to happen; it’s going 
to happen, and it’s going to happen quickly. Does he 
know something we haven’t heard about yet?

LaRouche: I think the intention is for that to happen. 
I think what you’re having is, the O’Malley candidacy, 
which is coming up on Saturday, it could be a turning 
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point. That is, it could be a turning point, 
not because it’s a question of whether he’s 
reluctant and so forth to do what he’s prom-
ising, but the point is, he might be pre-
vented from doing it. Whereas, I’ve 
watched this thing carefully: O’Malley is, 
on the scale of things, the most prominent 
figure who might save this nation, as Presi-
dent.

Now, that would mean he would have 
to have some—not just himself; he would 
have to have a team. Because a single 
person as President is not a very effective 
person. Because the other guys may be 
going in the other direction. But the point 
is, we have the possibility of winning this 
thing. What it takes, it takes what’s sometimes called 
guts. But guts is a crude word, and it may not really tell 
you the real story.

The real story is: Are you enabling and encouraging 
our citizens to do the kinds of things that will produce 
the kind of results you want? I think we can do it. I 
know we can do it, because I’ve seen it being done 
before. Our problem has not been that we were a fail-
ure; the problem is, we let people get into power, like 
the Bushes, the Bush family; we let those kinds of bums 
in the 20th Century, we let them run this place for a 
while. And I could tell you some things about the 
Bushes that would terrify you—but it’s all true.

So, therefore, the problem is, we have to have, 
always, two things: guts, and the teamwork to create a 
leadership, a political leadership, a practical leadership, 
inside the United States. And we have to pull people 
together and get them to decide they’re going to stick 
together for that mission. And I think we might get 
lucky. Because, if you look at what’s happening in 
South America, if you look what’s happening in China, 
if you look what’s happening in India, looking at other 
places like that—progress is keeping progress. It’s here.

And it’s here on a good part of the planet. The ma-
jority of the planet wants progress. And we can pull 
the team together of those who already want progress. 
We have the means, potentially, to create a better way 
of living, very soon. And it’s going to take a lot of 
work to make that thing happen. That’s all. That’s our 
best shot.

I’m confident that what man is capable of doing, in 
terms of science, in terms of the understanding of man-
kind himself, in terms of coming to understand what the 

Solar System is all about—mankind has those powers. 
Mankind has developed those powers. We can develop 
them. But it’s difficult to educate people if the teachers 
aren’t there. Or if you have fake teachers there; then the 
students are helpless. If the social life in cities and other 
communities is degenerating, it’s very difficult to main-
tain a civilization.

But what we must do, if we’re human, really human, 
we must be devoted to doing the things that would bring 
that kind of progress into being. That’s what I’ve been 
doing most of my life. And I can tell you, from my ex-
perience, it works. We just don’t have enough people 
doing it right now.

The Case of Ukraine
Q: Good evening. My name is S—. I’m calling from 

Queens, N.Y., and I’m a Russian-American from St. 
Petersburg. And this question relates to Ukraine and the 
events around it. Mr. LaRouche, I do respect you in 
many ways, and I agree with your economic assessment 
of the U.S.—cultural, educational, etc. Conceptually, I 
think we understand what needs to be done, in terms of 
science and policy.

Now, we understand that there are facts that are 
available to anyone, including video footage of what’s 
going on in Ukraine, shelling of civilians, the use of 
Nazis—which is being covered up—and considering 
the facts of the U.S. toppling governments, creating 
chaos and sponsoring radicals globally, which are in 
fact illegal, as far as I understand. What can be done to 
stop this mob mentality? Practical, realistic, effective 
steps, which will definitely achieve results. Eliminating 
the model of perpetual war, so that no one can take over 
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and continue the legacy.
LaRouche: We’re coming to a 

point, right now, at which the de-
cisions to be made that will secure 
the future of mankind, as opposed 
to the continued destruction of 
mankind, are now on the table. 
Take the case of Ukraine.

Now, I have some intimate, 
fairly intimate, connections to 
people in Ukraine. I also have 
quite a bit of history in terms of 
Russian history, modern Russian 
history, especially. I know what’s 
happening. You know probably, 
as well as I do, that the Ukrainians 
are not what they are presented to 
be by the Ukrainian government. 
And I know people personally, 
leading people of Ukraine, who 
agree totally with that.

We have a bunch of Nazis, and 
they were actually Nazis, on the record, during the 
Hitler period. These Nazis are running Ukraine today. 
How? Under the direction of the British Empire—that 
is, the British monarchy—and other forces like that. I 
know exactly how it’s being done.

Now, the problem is this. Look at what Putin said, 
for a moment. What is Putin doing? Well, on the one 
hand, he’s doing everything possible to avoid a general 
thermonuclear war. He probably is doing almost as 
much, or more, than anybody on this planet, to try to 
prevent thermonuclear war. Because thermonuclear 
war, if it were to occur—and there is no such thing as 
non-thermonuclear war, particularly in this kind of war-
fare. You have to use those weapons, those kinds of 
weapons, or you lose the war. Unless you can stop the 
war.

And to do that, you have to get rid of the Nazis. And 
you know—I think you do know, from your experi-
ence—that Ukraine is now under the control of a bunch 
of Nazis. That doesn’t mean the Ukrainians are Nazis. 
It means they’re intimidated into playing a role, or 
trying to survive, despite the fact that the government 
of the United States, among others, under the current 
President of the United States, is promoting a Nazi 
regime in Ukraine.

And also, similarly, to be realistic, we’re at a point 
where, if Obama stays in the Presidency for much 

longer, you’re going to have a thermonuclear war, and 
there won’t be any civilization coming out of it. So, 
getting rid of Obama, getting him out of there, and 
getting people like him, even getting the British 
Empire out of there, is absolutely essential. Because 
the rest of the world, which is being more and more 
influenced by the BRICS movement, as in China, as in 
India, as in some nations of South America—the 
movements there are the kind of movements which are 
needed in order to build a decent condition of life for 
humanity.

And I am sure—I’ve studied it well enough to 
know—that Putin is actually trying to do a very good 
job, with good intentions.

But how can he express those good intentions, when 
the British Empire, of the Queen and company, as well 
as the Nazis, are now controlling Ukraine? How can we 
have peace? We have an Obama who wants to make 
world war. How can we have peace? And therefore, this 
depends upon the intellect of people: to understand that 
there are certain missions which the present age, the 
present generation, must complete in order to ensure 
the survival of humanity for the future.

What Is Our Plan?
Q: Hi, this is S— in Orange, Southern California. 

This whole thing we’re discussing is very hard to grasp, 
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but let me just ask a few ques-
tions. You know, I’m a ex-en-
gineer, and I worked in strate-
gic planning in my day. My 
question is: What is the plan?

When we worked in busi-
ness, we had a strategic plan, 
and we had an operating plan. 
The strategic plan is what we 
wanted for the long-term; the 
operating plan is what are we 
going to do this coming year; 
who’s going to do it, what are 
the goals, what are your 
checklists, and let’s identify 
people that are going to carry 
it out. Now, I don’t know if 
we have anything like that. If 
O’Malley’s our man, is he 
going to take a month to sit down and figure this out, 
and come up with something? I don’t ever hear any-
body come up with a coherent plan. So how do we get 
this plan, and how do we. . .?

LaRouche: Well, we do have some people who do 
have some good planning. But, when it comes to the 
present system of the present Presidency. . . And you 
know, you go back: Bill Clinton wasn’t too bad, you 
know. He was stuck with a lot of handicaps, and I know 
him, very well. We have had other Presidents, who I’ve 
known, or been associated with, and they were good 
guys, but, what happened was, the Bushes got in there. 
The general history of the modern 20th Century in the 
United States—it’s had too many Bushes there. Bushes 
that you would like to burn, so to speak. Prescott Bush 
was practically a Nazi, himself. His sons were trained 
to think like Nazis, or sloppy Nazis, or weak-brained 
Nazis, huh? We’re getting more of that! Obama’s a 
mental case. This guy is not fit to be President. Why is 
he there? Because the British Empire put him there! 
And we let it happen.

So, the point is coming now, that the issue before us 
is that the enemies of mankind, the enemies of human 
culture, the enemies of progress, are now at the terminal 
end of their ability to control the planet. And they are 
now determined to stay alive, so they can control the 
planet. How do they do that? By killing people.

What you’ve got right now—let’s take the case of 
California. What’s the policy of the current governor of 
California, in direct contrast to his father? The present 

one is a killer. What’s his policy? Reduce the popula-
tion of California. That means mass murder of the pop-
ulation of California. Well, they say there’s a water 
shortage. Then why is the current governor trying to kill 
people? His policy is killing people. He’s not limiting it 
to California. He’s got neighboring states there. You’ve 
got some people in Texas, who are thinking in a similar 
direction. We also have a policy of a President, who 
works in the same direction—Obama! Now, what are 
you complaining about? If you’re not complaining 
about what I’m complaining about, what are you com-
plaining about?

We’re at a point that we have to fight our way 
through, to save this nation. It doesn’t mean going to a 
bloody war; it means trying to avoid all kinds of war-
fare—but it means going to higher levels of technology. 
But I can tell you one thing probably most of you don’t 
know. I’m an old enough man to be able to say that. 
Since the beginning of the 20th Century, with the begin-
ning of the 20th Century, in the United States and 
Europe, the civilization that had been achieved, over 
the course of the 19th Century, with all the problems 
that existed in those periods, was better, in direction, 
than we’ve had in the 20th Century, of the 21st Century, 
presently.

Why? Well, I think there was one genius, one and 
only one true genius in physical science during the 20th 
Century. His name was Albert Einstein. And everybody 
else, who pretended to be a great scientist was a failure. 
And, if you look at the history of the United States, over 
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the period of the 20th Century, what we have been 
doing is, we have been degenerating. Oh, we’ve made 
some accomplishments, we’ve done some things. 
We’ve built some nice machines, but something in the 
process was going on, a direction of development. 
While we were doing the good things—and some of us 
were doing good things—the other guys were destroy-
ing everything for which we were working.

So the time has come, in which you have to realize, 
that mankind does deserve a good future. But some-
times, if you want to have a good future, you have to 
fight for it.

The 20th Century Has Been a Failure
Q: Hi, this is S— from New York. My question for 

Lyn, is, should we get any sensible candidate for Presi-
dency, how do we insure that that candidate won’t be a 
target of the British Empire, for assassination, as so 
many of the other past Presidents?

LaRouche: I’m not too much afraid of the old stuff, 
I think that the old stuff that we’ve talked about in the 
past—that’s all worn out anyway. You have to realize 
that we’ve come to a point, at this point in the 21st Cen-
tury, where all the things that were done, in a recollec-
tion, of the 20th Century, into the 21st, have been a fail-
ure. What the problem has been, therefore, is that 
mankind has, people in general, have lost all confidence 
in the future.

That’s why you’re seeing the kind of drug addic-
tions you’re seeing. The kind of obscene behavior, 
which is common among our young people. Degenera-
tion. Why? Why are the young people becoming degen-
erate? They don’t have to be, do they? Well, maybe 
something compels them to do that. The point is, they’re 
trying to fit in to evil. The smoking habits, the drug 
habits, that kind of stuff. It’s destroying people. De-
stroying the people, that are doing it to themselves. 
They’re destroying the idea of a future with children, 
real children. They’ve become almost cannibals.

And the problem is that we, who are supposed to 
be the leaders of society, have, in the large degree, 
failed. Because we went along with the Bushes, instead 
of the great Presidents, like the Kennedys, or Franklin 
Roosevelt, before that. What did they do? Well, I think 
Roosevelt died of old age, and work. The Kennedys 
were murdered. Nobody was going to wait around for 
them to be successful. And, you look at the Presiden-
cies—look at the number of Presidents who were actu-
ally, really, bums, degenerates: The Bushes were all de-

generates. All Bush Presidencies have been degenerates. 
Obama is a degenerate. He represents the principle of 
degeneracy. He’s a British stooge.

And therefore, we’ve got to take the score, properly. 
The problem is that we allowed, in the 20th Century, 
with the turn from the century before that, into the 20th 
Century, the United States, and other nations, to go into 
a general direction of moral, economic decline. Cul-
tural decline. And the entry beyond that, into the new 
century: The rate of degeneration has greatly acceler-
ated. So, you want to say, “What’s the problem?” The 
problem is, the people who are running society. How do 
we cure that? Replace the people who shouldn’t be run-
ning society. Like Obama.

And, I think the case of O’Malley—O’Malley does 
typify a prototype of a Presidential candidate, who 
could possibly turn out to be the President who 
turned things around, back to the way they’re supposed 
to go.

Glass-Steagall and the Presidency
Q: This is J— from Michigan, and talking about the 

four-point program that you’ve come up with, starting 
with Glass-Steagall, and bringing policies into play for 
moving on to increase the productive powers of labor, I 
see it as a problem for all strata of the population, from 
the general labor, right up to the people who would be 
the scientists. And I’d like you to comment on how we 
could overhaul our education program so that we could 
achieve that goal of increasing the productive powers 
of labor. And secondarily, would you agree that we 
should go into—like Roosevelt did, beginning of 
1942—where we had price controls introduced to stop 
speculation?

Would you comment, please?
LaRouche: Yeah, sure! Well, Franklin Roosevelt 

was actually one of the greatest Presidents we ever 
had! Here’s a guy—he had this disease; he was barely 
able to even live; he fought like the devil through a 
whole decade, the better part of a decade, and he 
became the greatest President who we’ve had in all 
modern times! And, he died of exhaustion! And he 
partly died of exhaustion because of what he was 
working against.

I used to have an association with some people who 
were working with Franklin Roosevelt. I wasn’t of any 
significance at that time, but I had contact with people 
who were in that position, of leaders in fighting the war, 
for example, and so forth. And, what happened is, by a 
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process of assassinating Presidents, and doing 
all kinds of evil things, which are done by the 
“financial interests,” shall we shall call them, we 
destroyed what we had actually made through 
the aid of Franklin Roosevelt.

And you had the Kennedy brothers, they 
were both very positive elements. You had other 
people who were more or less positive elements; 
you had some people in the 1980s—some of 
them had some positive elements, but they 
tended to get shot by assassination attempts, and 
things like that.

And, then what I saw later in the process: I 
saw Bill Clinton come into power, I saw him in 
a crippled role—I don’t think he was a crippled 
person—but, he was in a crippled role, as the 
President at that time. And the British got rid of 
him! The British destroyed him. They set the 
whole thing up! I was involved personally in 
dealing with that. I was associated with him in that 
way. And, actually, despite the fact that we never got 
to meet directly, we were always in touch indirectly. 
And, I can tell you, this guy would’ve saved the nation 
if he hadn’t been trapped. He was trapped. He was 
trapped by whom? By the British queen. It was Queen 
Elizabeth II, who did the job to sink Bill, to discredit 
him.

And what do we get for letting him be discredited? 
You got Bushes . . . more Bushes! What have you gotten 
since then? And if you like it, you’re insane!

Q: This is T— in Northern California. The question 
that I have for Lyn—thank you for being on tonight—
the question that I have is, the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
fast-track thing went through Senate last week, I be-
lieve it was. And what can we do to get the House to 
turn the corner and get the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
stopped, and get the BRICS substituted?

LaRouche: I think this O’Malley attempt, which 
has been going on, I guess a couple days from now, 
right? That attempt I find to be a very credible proposi-
tion. In other words, I can’t guarantee what he’s going 
to do, what all is going to come. But I say, of all the 
Presidential types, or proto-types, that I know right 
now, he would fit the match. How he would go from 
there, I don’t know.

But there’s also another consideration: That there’s 
no such thing as a President, who, by himself, makes a 
good Presidency. Any good Presidency in the United 

States, involves a joint grouping; people who share a 
common mission.

Now how does it work? Well, you get a President in 
there, he’s accepted; once he’s accepted (you’re not 
quite sure yet), but when he’s accepted, and you see him 
doing what he promised to do, or is committed to doing, 
then you begin to see a Presidency emerging, with the 
teamwork among the people responsible. You see this 
in the history of the United States, all over the place. 
Then, you find you’ve got a President.

Why is the President so important? Is he some mir-
acle man, or something? No, it’s not that. He represents 
a team of people, who have a destiny in their eyes, look-
ing out at the world. And that destiny increases and de-
velops, as it did with Franklin Roosevelt. And that pro-
duces something, which makes for a great nation: the 
United States! As Franklin Roosevelt did.

And some of the people who were assassinated; as-
sassinated by whom? Well, key figures of the United 
States did that! They assassinate Presidents, you know! 
How did you get rid of a President you don’t like? You 
get somebody to assassinate him, and we know who the 
assassin types are! We know the record.

And, so therefore, the question is, we have to under-
stand that it’s our responsibility, as individual human 
beings. If we can grow up to understand what this whole 
business is all about, as I do, then you can bring people 
together to cooperate, to create a true Presidential team. 
And this is not by magic; this is a process, a social pro-
cess. And if it works, if the team works, then you’re 

Albert Einstein
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probably going to get a good Presidency. It may not be 
the perfect one, but it’s a good one, and the best thing 
you can do is get a good one, if you can’t get anything 
better.

The Genius of Vernadsky. . .
Q: This is E— from Wilmington, Del. My question 

to you, Mr. LaRouche, is, well, you made this provoca-
tive statement about Albert Einstein being the only 
competent scientist in the 20th Century, and I’m not 
disagreeing with this, but I’m just saying, wouldn’t you 
have also wanted to add, notwithstanding Vernadsky? 
And I want to see you make a comment on how Verna-
dsky sizes up in your estimation.

LaRouche: Well, Vernadsky, of course, is a differ-
ent person. Vernadsky is a genius, a true genius. He was 
the first one to actually define, systematically, what the 
practical distinction is of man from beast. Because just 
think about it. What’s the difference between an animal 
and a human being? Now, some people get confused on 
this thing. The difference is that the animals don’t do 
any better than they’re taught to do. Maybe experience 
teaches it to them. But they don’t create a species, a 
form of species, which is superior to what the species 
had been before.

And so, he understood that principle, and he under-
stood a lot of derivatives and benefits from that insight 
that he had. But he was one of the greatest geniuses that 
we have in modern times, particularly in his generation. 
And people still today, as I do sometimes, have won-
dered how this guy happened to become such a genius. 
Because of a lot of the kinds of things he discovered, as 
opposed to all the other kinds of people who didn’t do 
that sort of thing.

No, there’s no question about that. Vernadsky is one 
of the great geniuses of modern history. And his 
achievements, insofar as they were achievements, have 
been remarkable. It’s unusual, absolutely unusual. No, 
he’s a man I’ve learned a great deal from.

. . .And Furtwängler
Q: This is W— from Virginia. Mr. LaRouche, I read 

the transcript on the discussion you had, on what really 
is music, and I’ve also had a CD of Schubert’s 9th Sym-
phony, conducted by Wilhelm Furtwängler for a long 
time. I’ve listened to it; I really enjoy it. I’m not a music 
student, and I’m not an expert in Classical culture, so I 
just wonder if you could do us a favor, and specify the 
importance of Classical music.

LaRouche: All right. Classical music is sometimes 
over-rated by looking at it the wrong way. What hap-
pens is, you have to look at mankind as such, as a spe-
cies. Because no animal can do what mankind does, and 
Classical music expresses, in its true expression, pre-
cisely that kind of feature.

Furtwängler particularly—he’s the greatest com-
poser who survived into the 20th Century. Furtwän-
gler’s understanding—it was something absolutely 
known. Brahms was dead; the greatest composers of 
the earlier period were deceased, and here comes along 
Furtwängler, who, of course, has quite a family back-
ground, to add to his knowledge and his accomplish-
ments. And what he did in the few parts of the decades 
that he lived, is itself remarkable. This man was a true 
genius. And his famous 9th Symphony of Schubert is, 
as presented by him, is a real jewel. It’s absolutely 
unique.

What that means is not that he was the greatest 
genius of that period, in music, but the fact was that 
there were so few who were able to approach the level 
he had achieved. And this reflected an effect of a degen-
eration in music, and in the quality of musicians. Their 
ability wasn’t bad; many were bad, but they weren’t 
necessarily bad ones. But he had a special capability of 
doing things that had not been done.

He was a continuation of something like Brahms 
and Mozart and so forth. It was a continuation of some-
thing great. And he represented, essentially, with a few 
friends of mine, who were great musicians, he repre-
sented a quality of achievement which is relatively 
unique. And the great suffering I feel, in my experience 
of music, in particular, is that we didn’t get good musi-
cians. Oh, we got people who had competence, yes. But 
I’m talking about composers, real composers, ones who 
create a mark ahead of anything that had ever been done 
before.

That’s what I like. That’s what I would really em-
phasize.

So, the point is, the history is, that mankind, when 
mankind is developing, whether in music or other de-
partments of human achievement, the name for man-
kind’s purpose in life is achievement. It’s growth. 
Growth of mankind. Mankind’s rising to a higher level 
than had been achieved before. And mankind rejoices 
when somebody in mankind comes up, and achieves 
something which others wish they could have done, but 
on the other hand, they rejoice in the fact that it hap-
pened.
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