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EDITORIAL

When Great Ideas
Penetrate the Heart
by John Sigerson
This is an edited version of remarks made by John
Sigerson, Music Director of the U.S. Schiller Institute,
on the LaRouche PAC Fireside Chat, Nov. 21, 2018.
Live with thy century, but be not its creature.
Give to thy contemporaries but what they need,
not what they crave.
—Friedrich Schiller
One of the stupidest things that’s happened over the
last 150 years is this idea that somehow, because reality
is ugly, art has to be ugly as well. It has shot through not
just in terms of the music, but in terms of opera, in terms
of film, in terms of Hollywood and everything; that
somehow showing the ugliness of life is going to be
representative of art.
Schiller believed quite the opposite. So did
Beethoven and all the great composers—Mozart,
Brahms, Robert Schumann, and also J.S. Bach—these
people who lived in the period leading up to the American Revolution, up into the 19th century. They all believed that no matter how bad things get, you have to
uplift people and show people and strengthen their resolve that there is something better. Some of the greatest music that we performed on Sunday was composed
during a terrible time of warfare that was raging
throughout Europe. Napoleon was rampaging throughout Europe and occupied Vienna where Beethoven
was living. Soldiers were all over the place; terrible
battles; a real horror show for many. Nonetheless,
Beethoven insisted on writing the most elevated and
inspiring music known to man, as far as I’m concerned.
2 The LaRouche Plan

Some people might say about our Schiller 259th
Birthday Concert in New York this past November 18,
“Well, why are you spending all of this effort and this
money on this concert? Why can’t you just concentrate
on the political organizing?” or something like that. But
it is exactly for that purpose, and this does bear on the
support that we need in order to do all of the things that
our political movement needs to do.
Just to give you a general idea of the commitment
that we had, and what we were able to muster to be able
to put on a concert like this—just to give you one
idea—we rented this beautiful church right in the
middle of New York City, St. Bartholomew’s Church.
In addition, we needed a very fine orchestra of very
highly trained professionals, with a few amateurs
mixed in. There were 44 people in that orchestra. Now,
musicians are not exempt from the kinds of problems
that affect everyone else—problems with the infrastructure, or the fact that they’re paid extremely poorly.
People have to travel with this ridiculous infrastructure. We had a snowstorm of five inches last Thursday,
on the day of the rehearsal, which entirely paralyzed
the entire East Coast. I was stuck in a car for four hours
trying to get across one city—Hackensack, New
Jersey—in order to get to the rehearsal. Some other
people who were traveling up from Virginia spent 12
or 13 hours in a car and didn’t even make it, because
they had to turn back. That was for only five inches of
snow! When I was riding through New York City and
finally got through, I didn’t see a single snowplow; it
was actually rather incredible.
People wanted to work with us, and we’ve assembled a bunch of very highly trained, professional musiEIR   November 30, 2018

cians who love to work with the Schiller Institute and
have worked with us before. So, that’s one thing that
goes into this. Also, there’s a tremendous amount of
preparation. that goes into doing something like this as
well. I don’t know how much you know about Classical
music, but an orchestra has violins, it has violas, double
basses, flutes, all different types of instruments. At the
same time, the conductor has to work with what’s called
a musical score, which has all of the parts written in it.
Then, each of the players has his or her own particular
part. With limited rehearsal time, which is what you
have now, it means that you have to spend lots and lots
of time—which I did—marking those parts, making
sure that every single little thing that you might want in
terms of shaping of phrases is indicated on the parts.
Because you know that you have just a few precious
minutes available to work with these professionals; and
you want to get it just right. So, we did that, and it
worked incredibly.

Aggression, Rough and Hostile,
Is Transformed

One of the Beethoven pieces that we did is called
the Choral Fantasia, and I would like to read you the
poetry to that, because it really was, and is, quite à
propos to the intention that we had with this concert—
which is not entertainment; that is, when the Schiller
Institute does concerts, we do not expect people to be
entertained. We expect people to be challenged. We
employ, sort of, a “banana peel principle.” That is,
before the person sits down in their seat for the concert,
you want to, figuratively, first put down a banana peel
so they slip, and are, in a sense, kept off balance, because what you want to do is really challenge people to
think on the level of the ideas that Beethoven and these
great composers are presenting.
Music is very emotional; and yes, it’s very technical. There’s a lot of technical prowess and things that
you can do, and that can be sort of beautiful, too. That’s
what Schiller calls “architectonic beauty”; that is, the
beauty of something which is structured beautifully.
But that’s really not what music is. It’s something else,
what Schiller describes as grace, which is a higher
order. Something which actually brings you into that
higher realm.
The Choral Fantasia was composed by Beethoven
at the time when he was thinking a lot about Schiller
and about Schiller’s Ode to Joy; but he wasn’t quite
ready to set the Ode to Joy to music—the Ode to Joy
November 30, 2018
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being the poetry that he eventually did set for his great
9th Symphony. The Choral Fantasia was sort of an exercise to begin with; and he found a poet who was a
minor poet, but who was very much inspired by Schiller’s Aesthetic Letters and aesthetic writings. I just want
to read you a translation into English of the poem, because I think it gives exactly this idea. It says:
Like a gentle caress is the lovely sound
Of our life’s harmonies;
And this receptiveness to Beauty strews
Flowers in endless bloom.
Peace and Joy glide in friendship,
Like the waves’ mutual interplay.
Aggression, rough and hostile,
Is transformed into exalted emotion.
When music’s magic prevails,
And the Word’s consecration speaks out,
Magnificent things must take shape;
Night and storms are changed to light.
Outward peace, inner delight
Hold sway for whoever is so fortunate;
Yet the Arts’ vernal sun
Prompts light to shine from both.
Great ideas, having penetrated our heart,
Then blossom anew, more beautiful still;
Once a mind has vaulted upward,
A chorus of spirits always echoes him in song.
So, then, you beautiful souls, receive
Gladly the gifts of beautiful Art!
Only when Love and Power are wed,
Does Man deserve the Gods’ favor.
And that’s exactly what Donald Trump is attempting to do against the idiots who are saying that we
should have a policy of “rough and hostile aggression.”
So, this is extremely à propos. You will be able to experience the audio and video of the concert pretty soon.
We’re working on it right now, and then you can hear it
for yourself. But the point that I want to make is that
everything that we’re doing is expressing this intention,
and hopefully strengthening everybody who is touched
by it to be able to fight for a much better paradigm of
relations—amongst individuals, but also amongst nations.
The LaRouche Plan 3
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I. How To Stop a Depression in a Single Day
ZEPP-LAROUCHE WEBCAST

Only Lyndon LaRouche’s Program
Can Reverse the Economic Breakdown
This is the edited transcript of the Schiller Institute’s
New Paradigm Webcast, November 22, 2018. A video
of this webcast is available.
Harley Schlanger: Hello, I’m Harley Schlanger from
the Schiller Institute. Welcome to this week’s international webcast, featuring our founder and President
Helga Zepp-LaRouche. It’s Nov. 22, 2018.
We’ve got a lot to cover today, because the world
doesn’t stop for a moment, so let’s begin with what
should be the leading topic now forcing itself into the
general spotlight: the economic crisis, the danger of a
new crash.
There have been numbers of reports coming out,
warnings of debt leverage—but no solutions coming
from the people who are making the warnings. You
can’t really talk about the strategic situation w i t h out looking at this as a runaway train heading
right towards you.

land Governor Carney, Senator Elizabeth Warren, and
[former Federal Reserve Chairman] Janet Yellen,
among others—that the danger of a new crash is absolutely imminent: especially because of corporate debt,
which is really a much worse problem than it was in
2008; the general condition of the banks; the impossibility of not increasing the interest rate—you can’t have
zero or negative interest rates forever; and then, the reverse carry trade, going ahead with it, being a threat to
the emerging market countries.
So, we are sitting on a powder keg. And many socalled investors are also warning, but then only to come
forward with some proposal to invest in gold or in bitcoins, or some other idea which obviously does not address the fundamental causes.
My husband, Lyndon LaRouche, has the unique authority of having warned, actually since August of

Warnings

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: Well, I think that
if the G-20 were reasonable, that is, if all of its
members were reasonable, that would be the
ideal topic for them to address at their annual
summit a good week from now in Buenos
Aires. But given the fact that there are many
countries, part of the G-20, which are sort of
the representatives of this monetarist system,
my hope that such a discussion will occur in
the context of the G-20 is actually not very
high.
Many institutional forces have uttered
warnings—for example, the Bank for International Settlements last summer, and then
during the last several weeks, Bank of EngNovember 30, 2018
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1971, that the turning away from
FDR’s Bretton Woods system,
going into flexible exchange rates
among currencies, moving away
from the gold reserve standard of
the dollar—that continuing down
that road, would lead to a new depression and a new collapse of the
system. And he has the unique
record on this. In 1994, we published the nine forecasts of Lyndon
LaRouche, the only economist
who has absolutely, consistently
warned when the system was
taking a wrong turn, and who has
provided solutions to address the
situation.

lacounty.gov

Above, Makeshift
shelters of the
homeless on a
sidewalk in Los
Angeles.

Another Economic Model

The situation now has become absolutely urgent.
Therefore, I’m calling upon you, our viewers and listeners, to join in a mobilization to now put the Four
Laws proposed by Lyndon LaRouche on the table. That
means Glass-Steagall banking separation; a national
bank; a credit system; as well as science-driver programs for higher economic productivity generated by
crash programs for fusion power, international cooperation in space technology, and working together with
China and Russia on win-win cooperation centered on
the New Silk Road development corridors. Only such a
package, in its totality, will be able to remedy the situation.
And this is becoming urgent. This is not just an academic demand; you can actually see that the continuous
monetarist policies are leading to the complete destruction of the physical economy, and I think that that is
something we should really have in mind, as to why it
is so absolutely urgent to have a change of this financial
system into a credit system.
Schlanger: One of the unique factors in Lyndon LaRouche’s approach, is that he rejects any approach
which starts with money as primary in economy, the
monetarist approach, whether it be John Maynard
Keynes or Milton Friedman. LaRouche always emphasizes physical economy. What we’ve seen in the last
weeks, with the California fires, with the demonstrations now breaking out across France and elsewhere in
Europe, with the homelessness in Britain and in the
6 The LaRouche Plan

United States—this is getting at this question of physical economy, isn’t it?
Zepp-LaRouche: Well, what you see, actually now,
is that you cannot neglect the common good for a long
period of time, without having societies break down.
Looking at the situation in California, the fires were the
result of decades of non-investment in repair of infrastructure. Some of the high-voltage electrical transmission lines there caught fire because they were old, they
were not repaired; the forests were not managed, there
was a lot of dead wood that caught fire very quickly.
The fires in California have now destroyed large areas,
so with the rain now coming, there’s the added danger
of mudslides.
There is typhus among the homeless in Los Angeles. Think about it. This is happening in the United
States, not only among the poor in a third world country—poverty is on the rise in an unprecedented way in
the United States. There is a homelessness crisis in
Los Angeles; public toilets and security cameras are
now being installed in parking lots. Why? Because
people are now living in their cars. There are ten cities
EIR
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Yellow Vest demonstrators block
traffic at a roundabout in
Vesoul, France, Nov. 17, 2018.

on the West Coast which
have declared a homeless
emergency.
Then the situation in the
New York region with the
collapse of subways and
tunnels. It’s just really
reaching such a point. And it
is not limited to the United
States.
You have this Yellow
Vests movement in France,
which you mentioned. The French people cannot
afford the gas and oil any more, and now this movement, which is growing. On Tuesday, the Yellow Vests
set up 27,000 blockades on the roads; farmers and
fishermen are now joining. even the mayors are in a
rebellion. This has now spread to Belgium. There is
now a Yellow Vest movement in Belgium that turned
violent in part; 40 people were arrested. Similar protests have broken out in Bulgaria. People are demonstrating against deteriorating general living conditions and austerity. In Greece, it is now being reported
that since 2009, the average income of families in
Greece has collapsed by 42%—I mean, that’s almost
half!
So, I think this situation is really heading toward a
point of no return, and I’m reminded of the time when
my husband had predicted that the Soviet Union would
disintegrate if it stuck to its policies—he made this
prognosis in 1984—and he said the Soviet Union and
November 30, 2018
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the Comecon would collapse
within five years. Observing the
economic processes in the
Warsaw Pact and in the Comecon
in this period of 1988-89, we saw
that the lack of investment in infrastructure—and the inability to
transfer high technology from the
military sector to the civilian
sector—was eroding the economic basis of these countries.
In a certain sense, the situation in the West now has
many parallels to that collapse. It is impossible to say
that it will collapse while
there is the possibility of
change, of reform. But that
reform is urgent. If it does
not occur, only a plunge into
chaos and incredible social
consequences can be the
result.
So, it underlines the urgency: Join us in our mobilization for a new credit
system, because that is the
only chance to overcome
this danger.
Schlanger: In 1989-1990, as the Warsaw Pact countries were collapsing economically, the West moved in
with a predatory form of capitalism, “shock and awe,”
“shock therapy,” the destruction of what was still there as
an economy, and that’s very similar to what the neo-liberals are proposing today. I think it should be contrasted,
as you always do, with what’s actually coming out of
China. Because, today, there is an alternative model: In
1989-1990, you and your husband were virtually alone
in promoting the idea of using the crisis to adopt a new
push, with the most modern technology and infrastructure, to bring the East bloc into Europe as part of what
you called then the “Productive Triangle.” It was rejected
then, but today, this new alternative is visibly here and
hopefully this is what will be discussed at the G-20.
Why don’t you give us a little bit of a sense of how
this is moving in a dramatic way from the initiatives
coming out of China?
The LaRouche Plan
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The New York Times
Discovers China

Zepp-LaRouche:
You
have on the one side the attacks
against China coming from the
neo-con geopolitical faction.
They’re continuously escalating. But I find it quite interesting that two so-called mainstream newspapers in the last
several days were actually
forced to sort of reassess the
situation with China, and of all
places, one of them was the
New York Times. This particular article discusses the prognoses of Western experts who
had predicted that, once admitted to the World Trade Organization (WTO), China would
either eventually adopt the
Western system of democracy
and free trade, or that China would not function and
would collapse, but that both predicted outcomes were
equally wrong. Because China in the last decades has
proven to have a completely different model.
China has had continuous annual growth rates, initially from the coastal regions: 12%, leveling down to
around 8%, and it’s still now an average of 6.5-6.8%,
but without cyclical crises interrupting it. The New York
Times has one headline that reads, “The Land That
Failed to Fail” [Nov. 18], or the “the failure of a country
to fail,” as if it needed a double negative to describe
something positive.
This is very interesting. An accompanying article,
“The American Dream Is Alive. In China,” I find quite
ironical. The article reports that China is already the
leader in optimism. For example, if you take two
18-year-olds, one living in the United States and one
living in China, and you ask them or look at their perspective for their lives, who would have a better chance
to have a bright future, the answer would very clearly
be the Chinese 18-year-old.
Now, that is not written in stone. Obviously, it’s not
possible to have the New Silk Road spreading to all of
Asia, Latin America, Africa—and to have all of these
continents develop—and then have the United States
and Europe collapse. I think that that is unfortunately
wishful thinking if somebody would think that way, and
8 The LaRouche Plan

our whole purpose in the Schiller Institute is to try to change
that.
It is interesting that also Le
Monde, one of the two leading
French dailies, had a similar
article basically acknowledging that the Chinese model is
successful. And then it warns
that the West absolutely must
avoid
going
into
the
“Thucydides trap,” which is
the old question of whether the
dominant power up to that
point will try to suppress the
rising power by military
means—which in the age of
nuclear weapons would obviously mean the extinction of
civilization.
And just to remind people
that the war danger is not eliminated at all: I was just reading headlines that—in a
clear response to all these NATO maneuvers, to NATO
moving to the Russian borders, and bellicose statements coming from various people in the West—Russia
is considering changing its nuclear doctrine to the idea
that if it is strategically attacked, even with conventional weapons, that it would reserve the right to use
nuclear weapons against such an attack. I think that that
shows you that we are not in safe waters at all, but as we
have said many times, the real reason for the war danger
is the systemic crisis of the Western financial system.
In order to overcome the war danger, we absolutely
have to go in the direction of Glass-Steagall, the Four
Laws, and cooperation with Russia and China in a new
paradigm.
We need to have a serious discussion, because this
China-bashing and Russia hysteria is really a kind of
preparation for war—the creation of an enemy image, if
a nation wants to attack another country. I urge everyone to look at the alternatives that exist and are ready to
be implemented.

What Will the G-20 Achieve?

Schlanger: That brings us to the importance of the
upcoming G-20 summit, where President Trump has
said he’s looking forward to meeting with Xi Jinping,
and looking forward to a substantive meeting with
EIR
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Putin. We saw just the opposite from a belligerent Vice
President Pence on the sidelines of the ASEAN summit.
There’s a fight going on in the administration. Larry
Kudlow, the director of the National Economic Council, is saying that Trump believes there can be an agreement and a deal, while Trade Representative Robert
Lighthizer and Assistant to the President for Trade and
Industrial Policy Peter Navarro are saying it’s not going
to happen.
What will happen at the G-20 summit? It appears
that the President is going to
go ahead with his agenda.
Zepp-LaRouche: I definitely would hope he would,
because if Trump meets with
Putin and Xi Jinping, I think
there is room for careful optimism. There are different
sides in China also, as you
mentioned for the United
States. You have some people
who are expressing worry
that there is no end in sight for
the trade war, but then you
have others who express careful optimism that a solution
can be found between Xi Jinping and Trump.
Obviously—in the remaining few days between
now and November 30 when
the G-20 convenes—we need
to do everything possible to
promote the idea that the United States can only benefit,
because you know, the economic collapse in the United
States is there! The stock market gains that President
Trump often refers to, could evaporate in a minute, and
I think that this is Trump’s Achilles’ heel—at least in
some of his speeches and statements, he names the increase in the stock market as a sign of his success. There
may be new jobs he has created, and for sure, he has
brought some development to some areas of the economy, but we are talking about the need to have maybe
$4, $5, $6, $7, $8 trillion in investments in the reconstruction of infrastructure.
We are clearly very far away from an economic recovery. Look at the aging and collapsing infrastructure
and the spread of poverty. One-third of Americans
November 30, 2018
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cannot take care of their own basic needs! That is not
something to be content with.
The upcoming G-20 meeting will be a big test. As I
said, I don’t think this combination of national leaders
is capable of putting on the table the kind of reforms
that I have spoken of, because this would require the
City of London to change its views, the probability of
which I think hovers around zero. It would require that
Brussels—the European Union—take a different approach. But I have some hope that the summits between
some of the leaders, including
Trump, Putin, Xi Jinping,
Shinzo Abe, and others, on
the sidelines of this meeting,
can actually come forth with
useful initiatives.
But don’t be passive about
this. Help us to mobilize for
it. Join the Schiller Institute,
and let’s make sure that our
agenda is clearly understood
and available to the wider
population, and that the principles of physical economy
are better understood, because as you said in the beginning, money is not a criterion of physical economy, but
only the increase in the productivity of the labor force,
the industrial capacities, the
increase in science and technology, in energy flux-density in the production process—all principles which are very much forgotten
today, in a world which only thinks about money,
money, money. So, join the Schiller Institute and let’s
work together on these questions.

Petition to Declassify Documents

Schlanger: One other thing that people can do, is to
sign our petition, on the Schiller Institute website, calling for the declassification of all documents related to
the British interference in the U.S. election, which was
improperly assigned to Russia by the Obama intelligence community, while the interference was really
from Britain.
Now, apparently the British are continuing to be
fearful that their role in this will be exposed, according
The LaRouche Plan
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to the Daily Telegraph; former FBI Director James
Comey and former Attorney General Loretta Lynch are
being subpoenaed by Republicans while they still have
control of committees in the House of Representatives.
Helga, how important is it that this declassification
of documents related to the British role be carried
through?
Zepp-LaRouche: I think it is absolutely essential,
because first of all, there was interference in the election process, not by Russia but by America’s so-called
“best ally,” Britain. The article you referred to in the
Daily Telegraph—I think it was yesterday—makes
clear there is a really massive public effort to pressure
the Trump Administration not to declassify these documents using the argument that this would jeopardize
“intelligence sharing.” It’s especially the U.K. and Australia that are exerting intense pressure that declassification not occur.
But if America wants to recover its identity as a republic devoted to the common good of its citizens, well,
then I think this is absolutely important and essential.
Because the American establishment has been subverted by the idea of the British Empire. After the War
of 1812, the British recognized that they could not reconquer the United States militarily. After the Confederacy’s war against Lincoln, the British decided that
they had to persuade the American establishment to go
with the idea of the British Empire based on an AngloAmerican “special relationship” to run the world. After
the Soviet Union collapsed, this idea was brought forward very strongly again with the idea of a “unipolar”
world, meaning a world empire. And you know, Francis
Fukuyama talked about this as the “end of history,” because the whole world has become “democratic.”
And this was also the logic behind some of the wars
based on lies—the Iraq War, the Afghanistan War, the
war against Libya and Syria. And just now, reports have
come out that more than half a million people have been
killed as a result of direct military action, and innumerably more by indirect consequences, loss of jobs,
mental and physical diseases, and all the wear and tear
of war.
All of these wars have led to terrible destruction and
we see still the consequences in terms of terrorism, in
terms of poverty, in terms of absolutely out- of-control
situations. It is really important that we stop; that America goes back to its original conception of Benjamin
Franklin and the founding fathers, of John Quincy
10 The LaRouche Plan

Adams and Lincoln, of Franklin D. Roosevelt and John
F. Kennedy. It is unacceptable that this kind of subversion and coup be tolerated against an elected President
who is hated by the establishment so much, simply because he responds to the American population, who
have really had it with the policies of Wall Street.
In the larger historical context, the declassification
of these documents is absolutely vital, not only for the
United States, but also for the whole world. Russian
Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov keeps referring to the
big difference between Trump and the American establishment. Every step Trump tries to make, this establishment tries to block or subvert it. In the final analysis,
world peace will depend on that the outcome. The big
worry is that even were Trump to reach an understanding with Putin and with Xi Jinping, what will happen in
America? Will the establishment nix all his efforts to
improve the relationship with Russia and China? And
will that understanding be lasting?
Answering those questions positively requires the
American population to give support to Trump, to basically back him, so that he can pursue the policies he
promised in his many rallies during the 2016 election
campaign. And in a certain sense, that is the question of
the world at peace. The American population must
become active, it must demand the Four Laws of LaRouche, because that is the economic expertise required
right now. But this declassification is not just a question
of the coup: It has much, much larger implications concerning the true nature of the United States.
Schlanger: On that note, we can go into something
I know you’re very passionate about: That in order to
go back to the true principles of the United States, we
need a Renaissance, we need a change in thinking,
away from the littleness which has been beaten into
people, the idea that if you’re a victim you can’t do anything. And actually, for human beings to recognize the
innate beauty that exists within humanity. Toward that
end, the Schiller Institute just sponsored a remarkable,
spectacular event in New York City. Helga, I’d like you
to just, again, uplift people, by giving them a sense of
why you founded the Schiller Institute and why this Renaissance is not only necessary, but possible.

Why I Founded the Schiller Institute

Zepp-LaRouche: When I founded the Schiller Institute in 1984, it was very clear to me and all the other
members who co-founded the Institute, that a new ecoEIR
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cially Classical music, because it is exactly the Classical composition expressing
the highest ideal of the beauty
of human creativity, which
encourages the kind of thinking that makes us human.
From that standpoint, I’m
very, very happy about the
recent Schiller Institute concert in New York, which was
a celebration of the birth
days of both Schiller and
Beethoven. Accompanied by
an orchestra, members of
the Schiller Institute NYC
EIRNS/Sylvia Spaniolo
Chorus performed both
John Sigerson conducts the Schiller Institute NYC Chorus’ performance of Beethoven’s Choral
Beethoven’s Choral FantaFantasia during the Friedrich Schiller Birthday Concert at St. Bartholomew’s Church in New
sia, which is one of my absoYork City, Nov. 18, 2018.
lute favorite pieces, because
nomic system, a new world economic order would only
it addresses this idea of the relationship between great
be possible if accompanied by a Renaissance of Classiart and the beauty of the soul; and Beethoven’s Mass in
cal culture. Because only Classical culture has the noble
C Major. There were recitations of Schiller and Shakeimage of man: that man is good, that man is not evil, but
speare between the musical performances. I was espegood by nature, and he is capable of developing his own
cially happy to hear that some people who had never
or her own creative powers for the advancement of the
known about Schiller before, really discovered the
entire human species, and that is what distinguishes us
greatness of this poet and how uplifting his idea of an
from all other living creatures.
aesthetical education of man is.
You know, as lovable as people may find their dogs
This will be put up on the Schiller Institute website
and some cats, and other people have other favorite
very shortly.
animal species, none of these species is capable of disI ask all of you not only to watch it, but share it, to
covering the fundamental laws of the universe, of apmake sure that ever larger numbers of people have access
plying breakthroughs in science and technology in the
to the beauty of Classical music. Such music touches the
production process, and in that way, discovering deeper
soul and makes the mind more beautiful. It is not a luxury
and deeper, the secrets of what makes our universe tick.
but is indeed absolutely necessary now. It’s an absolutely
What is the role of life? How does creativity function?
necessary condition for mankind. That’s what Schiller
All of these fundamental questions uniquely belong to
thought, and that’s what I think also.
the domain of human beings.
And that’s what is being destroyed by a lot of what’s
Schlanger: And I think with that, we can say that
going on: the drug epidemic, the hopelessness, the besthat should be the spirit that’s incorporated into the distiality of the youth culture in large part, the violence procussions that take place at the G-20 summit. Helga,
moted by videogames and the pornography in much of
anything else you want to bring up?
our entertainment—all of this is really an attack on the
creative potential of human beings. People may not
Zepp-LaRouche: Join the Schiller Institute!
think about it that way, but de facto it is, because once
you take dope, your creative faculties are just knocked
Schlanger: OK, there are your marching orders.
out. Once you pursue all of these other things, you
We’ll see you next week, Helga.
cannot be a creative individual. And this is why we’re
putting so much emphasis on Classical culture, espeZepp-LaRouche: I hope so.
November 30, 2018
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TESTIMONY BEFORE THE DANISH PARLIAMENT

Only Glass-Steagall Bank Separation
and a New Bretton Woods Credit
System Can Prevent Financial Collapse
On November 22, 2018, Tom
Gillesberg, Chairman of the Schiller Institute in Denmark, presented
testimony before the Business
Committee of the Danish parliament, the Folketing. Gillesberg
reminded the committee of the
Schiller Institute’s 2007 election
campaign forecast before the last
crisis, and the deregulation that
caused it. He also pointed to its
proposals for Glass-Steagall and
other measures which have not
been heeded, and warned of the
coming crisis. The edited transcript of Gillesberg’s testimony follows below.

the Danish banks, as well as their
international colleagues, have contributed to the looting of the Danish
and foreign treasury funds through
fraudulent dividend tax rebates
(also known as Cum-ex).
All of this shows that it is not a
matter of individual problems, or
of individual bad apples, but of a
systemic problem in which the
entire banking and financial world
is suffused with uncontrolled
greed, putting its own financial
gain above the law and the general
welfare. The policy of deregulation
and of allowing the financial world
to control itself, has failed.
This was actually already eviSchiller Instituttes Venner
I am Tom Gillesberg, Chairman In 2007, Independent Tom Gillesberg
dent in connection with the meltof the Schiller Institute in Den- campaigned for Parliament with the slogan, down of the international financial
“After the financial crash—Maglev across
mark.
system in 2007-2008. I, and other
the Kattegat.”
The Danish public has had a
activists from the Schiller Institute,
sudden awakening to the true state of the Danish finanwarned about this already in 2007, when I ran for parcial world. For many years, Danske Bank [Danish
liament with the slogan: “After the financial crash—
Bank] has been deeply involved in money laundering,
Maglev across the Kattegat” [the body of water separatand both the bank’s management and the Danish Finaning the island of Zealand, where Copenhagen is located,
cial Supervisory Authority completely failed to act,
and Aarhus, Denmark’s second largest city on the Jutafter they became aware of
land peninsula]. But our
the problem many years
warnings were ignored.
ago. It has also been reThen, after the crash in
vealed, that other major
2008, where only a Danish
SIFI banks [Systematically
government guarantee covImportant Financial Instituering all financial institutions] in Denmark have coltions prevented a meltdown
luded in tax evasion, and
in the Danish banking
have failed in their fight
world, when we suggested
against fraud and money
how to clean up the financial
laundering. Finally, many of
world through the imple12 The LaRouche Plan
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growth in the United States and Europe. The
Bank for International Settlements warned of
this dangerous development in its annual
report in July, and the Bank of England did
something similar in October. Then, the
IMF’s explicit warning of falling corporate
bond markets came in the IMF blog on November 12.
A collapse of the mortgage debt market
will have greater consequences than the collapse of the U.S. subprime loan bubble in
2008. Once the crisis is triggered, it will hit
banks all around the world. Behind their polished surfaces, these banks have become even
bigger, and even more bankrupt than they
were in 2008. Like the lead-up to the 2007Danske Bank
2008 crisis, there has also been a collapse of,
This Systemically Important Financial Institution has been caught deeply
involved in money laundering.
and capital flight from the so-called “emerging markets,” and the gigantic, unregulated
mentation of Glass-Steagall bank separation, which
market for financial derivatives can implode at any
would separate the wheat from the chaff in the protime.
cess—separate normal banking activity, important to
The Solution
the society, from the casino economy—there was again
The Schiller Institute and the international Laan institutional refusal to listen, both in Denmark, and
Rouche movement have proposed a coherent solution
the rest of the Western world. They would not put an
for how we can surgically remove the speculative
end to the unhealthy behavior in the financial world that
cancer tumor and create credit for productive investhad created the collapse in 2008.
ments, both internationally and here in Denmark.
At that time the obsession was to save the banks and
The New Silk Road. While most of the economy in
all other players in the financial world, with bank bailthe western world has been lagging for the last ten
outs and “quantitative easing,” at the expense of the real
years, and most people have experienced a falling staneconomy and the living standards of ordinary people.
dard of living, China has continued to experience strong
Today, we are facing a coming financial crisis poteneconomic growth and has been able to lift more and
tially far worse than the one we experienced in 2008.
more of its citizens out of poverty. China now has more
The Danish measures of letting banks and mortgage
kilometers of high-speed rail lines than the rest of the
companies increase their capital solidity (with customworld combined. New towns, water projects, power
ers’ money) will not prevent a new crisis. We still have
stations and other infrastructure have been built, making
no fire doors that can prevent fire in a part of the finanit possible to take care of a growing population, with an
cial world from spreading to the entire financial house.
increasing standard of living.
The Imminent Financial Collapse
In 2013, China’s President, Xi Jinping, launched
There are many ticking time-bombs under the interthis development policy on the international level with
national financial system. In the wake of the U.S. Fedthe Belt and Road Initiative, also known as the New
eral Reserve Bank’s rate hikes, there are more and more
Silk Road, which today is twelve times larger than the
warnings about a coming meltdown of the $3.5 trillion
U.S. Marshall Plan after World War II, and over sixty
U.S. corporate debt market, where more and more uncountries are now participating. Denmark ought to be a
secured loans are being repackaged and resold in many
prominent part of this development agenda, especially
different disguises—similar to the bad U.S. mortgage
in Africa and South-West Asia.
loans in 2007-2008. This has been accompanied by a
A New Bretton Woods Credit System. On Nofall in the stock markets, and a sharp fall in economic
vember 30, the G-20 summit will convene in Argentina.
November 30, 2018
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The Schiller Institute has suggested that the summits between
President Trump, Xi Jinping and
Putin be used to establish a new
Bretton Woods credit system, in
cooperation with India’s Prime
Minister Modi. A new version of
the old fixed-exchange system, as
established after World War II, but
now enhanced to create long-term
credit for the development of all
nations, must be brought into existence. This is the only way to prevent the ongoing disintegration of
the current City of London and
Wall Street-based financial system
from leading to chaos and possibly
war.
LaRouche’s Four Laws. In
Denmark, we can prepare measures
now that can protect our economy
against the upcoming financial tsunami. The Schiller Institute has proposed Lyndon LaRouche’s Four
Laws, a conceptual script to turn
our economy away from financial
speculation, and back to physical
economy, and scientific and technological progress:
1. We must enact Glass-Steagall
bank separation for the
Danish financial sector,
where we clear out and reorganize the banking system, dividing normal banking activity
from financial speculation. The financial supermarkets must be separated into normal
banks, investment banks, mortgage business,
and insurance, each on its own. Banks and
other financial institutions must be divided
and reduced in size, so they no longer constitute a systemic risk, and the government deposit guarantee will only apply to normal
banks.
2. We must create government credit for productive investment in the economy.
3. We must channel part of this credit into major
infrastructure projects, and other things that
increase productivity, and energy flux-density
14 The LaRouche Plan
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Gillesberg campaign poster (left) from
2011: “Glass-Steagall—Or Chaos!”
Above, Gillesberg heads a Schiller
Institute delegation to Parliament in
Copenhagen, Nov. 22, 2018. From left
to right: Christian Bechmann Olesen,
Michelle Rasmussen, Gillesberg, and
Muhammad Yasin.

in the economy, and create the
next, higher economic platform for Denmark, such as a
Kattegat bridge and a national
maglev network, and fixed
connections between Helsingør, Denmark and Helsingborg, Sweden, and under the
Fehmarn Belt to Germany.
4. We must invest heavily in research and development in areas that create future technologies, such as nuclear power, fusion energy,
and space research.
The biggest mistake we could make, would be to
believe that we can leave these questions to the financial world. It has proven that it has neither the moral
compass, nor the necessary solutions, to ensure our
future. Therefore, the state must now assume its responsibility and establish the necessary laws and regulations to safeguard the general welfare and the future
of Denmark and the Danish people. In light of the recent
bank scandals, there is broad public backing for doing
just that.
Thank you.
EIR
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II. Whither Europe?

Europe Can Only Survive Through
Cooperation, Not Confrontation!
by Helga Zepp-LaRouche, Founder of the Schiller Institute
Nov. 24—While France’s increasing over nine years!
ingly unpopular President, EmThe Italian government, which
manuel Macron, prophesies the
was elected because of its rejection
need for a chimerical “European
of the EU austerity policy, is comarmy” to defend Europe against
mitted to an investment and moder“China, Russia and even the United
ate growth program that would
States of America,” his finance
allow new borrowing to rise to
minister, Bruno Le Maire, is gush2.4% of GDP, instead of the 0.8%
ing about the need for Europe to
demanded by the EU Commission,
become a “good empire”—and
but which still remains lower than
Germany’s Angela Merkel, still
the 3% maximum defined by the
Chancellor, has discovered relaMaastricht Treaty. European ComWorld Economic Forum/Sikarin Thanachaiary
tively late in her career that Europe French President Emmanuel Macron.
missioner for Finance Pierre
must take its fate into its own
Moscovici’s attitude toward Italy
hands. It is increasingly obvious that the Western neocould hardly be more arrogant (“I am not Santa Claus”),
liberal system is in a collapse phase, while its Establishand there is a fight ongoing in the European Central
ment has lost touch with the real world, and has no inBank over how far the confrontation with Rome can be
kling of why there is such unrest among its citizens.
taken. If it goes too far, Italy might ultimately be pushed
to leave the Eurozone.
In France
Given the protests brewing
In France, motorists and truck
against years of austerity programs,
drivers, farmers, fishermen, and
Macron’s demand for greater Euromayors are donning yellow vests
pean integration—for further
and blocking traffic as a protest
“pooling of decision-making
against Macron’s economic policy
power” in foreign, migration and
that benefits the financial sector,
development policies, and in a
but no longer allows average
growing part of the budget and
people to provide for even their
even tax revenues—will only inbasic necessities. The yellow-vest
tensify the centrifugal forces in
movement has already spread to
Europe.
Belgium, and similar demonstraIn Germany
tions are taking place in Bulgaria.
After all, not even in GerIn Greece, the population is commany—the country which suppospletely disillusioned with the EU,
edly benefits from EU policy—has
whose austerity policy has led to a
the neo-liberal austerity policy of
42% collapse of average household
CC/Oblier
former finance minister Wolfgang
income since 2009—almost halv- Yellow Vest demonstrators.
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Schäuble and his worthy successor Olaf Scholz, brought
about anything positive. While leniency toward the
banks and businesses guilty of the “Cum-Ex” tax fraud
was apparently astonishingly widespread, Schäuble’s
policy of “black zero” [zero deficit budgeting, or budget-balancing] has had far worse consequences for the
public interest. Around 20% of Germany’s motorways
and 40% of its federal highways are in need of renovation; thousands of bridges are no longer safe; many
schools and their sanitation facilities are decrepit; the
shortage of personnel in hospitals endangers the health
of the patients; and Germany’s geriatric care is headed
toward a (predictable) absolute disaster. The 13,000 new
jobs in that sector announced by health minister Jens
Spahn are not even the proverbial drop in the ocean.
Lack of affordable housing, shortages in energy
supply, lack of daycare facilities and staff,
and lack of police personnel—the list of the
“success stories” of the “black zero” goes on
and on.

a punitive, mean-spirited, and often callous
approach, apparently designed to instill discipline where it is least useful, to impose a rigid
order on the lives of those least capable of
coping with today’s world, and elevating the
goal of enforcing blind compliance, over a
genuine concern to improve the well-being of
those at the lowest levels of British society. . . .
Various sources predict child poverty rates of
as high as 40%,” and both students and teachers are forced to rely on food donations. The
unemployed and the sick are forced to work
under threat of sanctions. In Germany, on the
other hand, “only” every sixth child is at risk
of poverty, but more and more pensioners are
poverty-stricken.
Anyone who wants to sell Britain or Germany as a model for success, in the face of
these effects of EU policy, is either a charlatan or a
hardened neo-liberal. Despite all the differences, the
EU’s economic parameters are more in line with the
final phase of the Comecon.
Not only is EU economic policy directed against the
common good, but its foreign policy endangers the security interests of European nations. When Macron demands that the integration of the EU be consolidated
because there are supposedly “too many powers that
want to slow us down” and “attack our open democracies,” he is creating an enemy image to justify the geopolitical doctrine of the European Union’s “empire.” In
reality, Europe needs dialogue and cooperation with
Russia, and it is in the essential self-interest of European nations to cooperate with China’s New Silk Road
on the basis of mutual advantage. As for the supposed

In the EU and Britain

In the EU, a total of 90 million live below
the poverty line, amidst a growing gap between the rich and the poor. The UN Special
Rapporteur on extreme poverty and human
rights, Philip Alston, published a report on
British poverty on November 16. Fourteen
million people live in poverty there, and their
numbers are rising.
It further states, “British compassion for
those who are suffering has been replaced by
16 The LaRouche Plan
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threat to Europe from President Trump, remember the
German proverb: “What one shouts into the forest is
what echoes back!” Simply recall the immediate fundamental opposition of the European establishment to
Trump’s election victory in November 2016.
It should be food for thought that the EU member
states that have been attacked by the EU Commission
and the mainstream media, including Italy, Greece,
Hungary and others, have all opposed the sanctions
against Russia and supported cooperation with China’s
Silk Road Initiative—and also feel no fear of contact
with Trump. In fact, unprejudiced contemporaries (are
there any left?) would do well to re-analyze and reassess the three supposedly threatening “powers” named
by Macron: “China, Russia and even the United States
of America.” It is interesting in this context that recent
articles in the New York Times of November 18 and in
Le Monde, feature a more realistic re-evaluation of
China, in stark contrast to the hysterical anti-China
campaigns of the Western think tanks.

In China

One of the five articles in the New York Times by
author Philip Pan, titled “The Land that Failed to Fail,”
describes the disappointment in the “West” over the
fact that, despite its economic opening-up, China has
neither adopted the “Western” democratic model nor
collapsed under its “authoritarian rule.”
Instead, China has a track record of forty years of
uninterrupted economic growth. It has the world’s largest number of homeowners, largest number of Internet
users, and largest number of university graduates—and
a rate of extreme poverty which has fallen below one
percent. In another article titled, “The American Dream
Lives—In China,” the authors asks the reader, in which
country would an 18-year-old who grew up in poverty,
have a better chance for a bright future? In the past, the
answer would have been America. But today, China’s
future prospects far outstrip those in the U.S. While
China is still poorer than the U.S. over all, it has taken
the most impressive leadership in the most valuable
economic indicator: optimism.
China has freed 800 million people from poverty
over the past 40 years, created a wealthy middle class of
300 million, and has the goal of eliminating poverty
completely by 2020. This is the basis for the attractiveness of the Chinese economic model, in which the nations of Africa, Asia and Latin America see an unprecedented opportunity to overcome their own lack of
development.
November 30, 2018
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China’s President Xi Jinping speaks to the Heads of State and
Government of the BRICS countries ahead of the G-20 Summit
in Hamburg, Germany, July 7, 2017.

Which Direction?

President Xi Jinping delivered the opening speech
at the APEC CEO Summit in Papua, New Guinea, last
week, where he asked the crucial question that concerns
us all: “Humanity is once again at a crossroads. Which
direction should we choose? Cooperation or confrontation? Openness or closing one’s door? Win-win progress or a zero-sum game? The interests of all states and
even the future of all humanity depend on the choices
we make.”
The EU has long had imperial fantasies, as the
former advisor to Lady Ashton and Tony Blair, Robert
Cooper, openly wrote, saying he would have liked to
see the eastern expansion of the EU (and NATO) never
reach a limit. Today, now that the neo-liberal model has
clearly failed, if we permit them to follow the path of
confrontation, this can only lead to disaster
Putting conceit aside, we should explore the reasons that the Chinese model is so much more successful, and then we will find, among other things, that
China is much closer to Friedrich List and the historic
“American model” than to Brussels. We must abolish
the casino economy, introduce the Glass-Steagall
banking separation system, and return to a credit
system like the Kreditanstalt für Wiederaufbau [Reconstruction Finance Corporation, similar to the U.S.
agency of the same name] at the time of the German
economic miracle after World War II. Then, cooperate
with China, Russia and other countries on the New Silk
Road projects worldwide.
zepp-larouche@eir.de
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III. How We Were Subverted

Rachel Carson: Whore of Babylon
by Janet G. West
Nov. 20—In the 56 years since Rachel Carson’s Silent
been enormous. According to UNICEF, malaria kills a
Spring was published, we have seen one canard after
child every 30 seconds. Over one million people die
another perpetrated by the Greenies: the “danger” of
from malaria annually, and they are mostly children.
DDT, acid rain, oil “shortages,” the greenhouse effect,
Extending that figure linearly since the banning of DDT
global cooling, the “ozone hole,” global warming, and
in 1972, about 46 million people have died, although it
on, and on, and on. Not one of these “crises” has ever
could be more. These are all preventable deaths.
been an actual threat to huCompare these figures to
manity. Not one.
the appalling genocide
Since the publication of
under the Nazis, in which,
Silent Spring, we have lived
over the two-year period
through almost six decades
that the Auschwitz concenof nothing less than lying
tration camp existed, an esMalthusian
propaganda,
timated 1.1 million people
and today the axioms of this
were murdered. The bananti-scientific fraud are hening of DDT has killed—
gemonic within ruling instiand continues to kill—every
tutions, as witnessed in the
year, roughly the total death
proceedings of the Novemtoll at Auschwitz.
ber 2018 conference of the
According to the World
Intergovernmental Panel on
Health Organization (WHO),
Climate Change (IPCC).
nearly half of the world’s
“The Earth must be Saved”
population is at risk of conand “Mankind is a Pestitracting malaria. Adding to
lence” are the rallying cries
that figure the millions who
spewed out for the creduhave perished due to lack of
lous. This anti-human
energy resources, and lack
venom can all be traced
of adequate technology and
back to the 1962 publication
infrastructure (such as saniof Silent Spring and to its
tary living conditions, reCC/orionpozo
author, Rachel Carson.
frigeration and hospitals),
Rachel Carson
The publication and cirone can fairly say that the
culation of Silent Spring
toleration and implementawas promoted from the highest levels of the liberal
tion of so-called “environmental” regulations has killed
media, a promotion which included vast publicity and
far more than 100 million people.
endless speaking engagements for Carson. The end
The responsibility for this devastation must be
result of this was that, in 1972, the pesticide DDT was
placed squarely on the shoulders of Rachel Carson—
banned in the United States.
whose Silent Spring preceded the first “Earth Day” by
The cost to humanity from the banning of DDT has
eight years, and who is still today considered to be a key
18 The LaRouche Plan
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founder of the modern environmentalist movement—
as well as with the thousands of witting fools who have
participated in promoting this genocide.

New York City by hash addict Helena Petrovna Blavatsky, born in Ukraine, herself a self-proclaimed spiritualist and occultist. Theosophy was Satan-worship
with a thin veneer as an “esoteric religion” that pro‘Something Wicked This Way Comes . . .’
moted the “Ancient Wisdom.”
Long before Silent Spring was even a canker in
Blavatsky wrote such books as Isis Unveiled and The
Carson’s brain, some thirteen gardeners in the area of
Secret Doctrine, and the Theosophical Society’s journal
Long Island, New York brought an injunction in the
was called Lucifer. When she died, the leadership of the
District Court in May 1957, in an attempt to stop the
society passed to Annie Besant (co-founder of the British
U.S. government from spraying the area with DDT to
Fabian Society) and Rudolf Steiner. Steiner would go on
eradicate a massive infestation
to found the Anthroposophical
of the gypsy moth (which was
Society in America.
affecting nine northeastern
Another fellow-traveler from
states). In May 1958, one of
earlier times who contributed to
them, knowing that Carson had
Carson’s worldview was John
written some “warm ’n fuzzy”
Muir (1838-1914) who, in addibooks about ocean ecology and
tion to being an avowed whitewas already a best-selling
supremacist, founded the Sierra
author, contacted her and began
Club. Today, he is hailed as a
supplying her with boxes of rekey initiator of the modern
search papers, files and contacts
Greenie movement. Muir was a
from the case. They began a
devoted admirer of the New
four-year collaboration and corEngland Transcendentalists, and
respondence regarding the court
heaped fulsome praise on Ralph
case, with the intent of stopping
Waldo Emerson, Henry David
the spraying of DDT.
Thoreau and others. In her priThe key woman involved
vate letters, Rachel Carson
was Marjorie Spock, younger
quotes from Muir in a tone of
sister of Dr. Benjamin Spock
near devotion.
(who was the pediatrician of
Briefly, the TranscendentalMargaret Mead’s family, among
ists and their successors believe
other things). She and several of
that human beings exist as “pure
her local fellow gardeners were
and independent” beings, as if
wikipedia
members of the Anthroposophiwe were hatched out of eggs,
cal Society in America (ASA), Helena Petrovna Blavatsky, in 1887.
without the benefit of 2,000
which promoted gardening of
years of Judeo-Christian culture;
fruits and vegetables, and raising farm animals without
without the benefits of technology and industry; without
pesticides, antibiotics or hormones. They asserted that
the benefits of government institutions that protect indithe spraying of DDT would result in a “total loss” of
vidual rights. They believe in “pure” human beings, untheir products, due to “contamination.”
corrupted by education, religion, or science—and they
The ASA had also established its own community
believe that nature alone is divine.
farm, and called its method of farming (without pestiBesides Emerson and Thoreau, we find Thomas
cides or hormones) “biodynamics”—later termed “orHobbes (1588-1679), John Locke (1632-1704), David
ganic gardening” by J.I. Rodale, another sympathizer
Hume (1711-1776), Jean-Jacques Rousseau (1712with the ASA. The ASA was based on the ideas of
1778), Adam Smith (1723-1790) and Jeremy Bentham
Rudolf Steiner. Earlier, Steiner had served as the gen(1748-1832), among others, in this Liberal/Romantic
eral secretary of the Theosophy Society in Germany, at
tradition.
that time led by Annie Besant.
Lyndon H. LaRouche explains the connection beThe Theosophical Society was spawned in 1875 in
tween such liberalism and fascism:
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The Liberal system of government, economy,
and social philosophy is chiefly a copy of the financier-oligarchy-ruled maritime power of Venice’s former imperial hey-days. Under the influence of Venice’s powerful Paolo Sarpi and his
successors, the Venetian model of financier-oligarchy-managed liberalism was imposed upon
two emerging imperial maritime powers in
northern Europe—the England of Francis
Bacon, Thomas Hobbes, and John Locke; and
the Netherlands of William of Orange and the
radical empiricist Bernard Mandeville. The philosophical liberalism reigning within the society
was complemented by a thrust toward that relatively global maritime supremacy consistent
with the adopted self-interest of the financieroligarchical class as both merchant and usurer.
The crucial feature of the Anglo-Dutch Liberal model which was thus essentially consolidated in conception over the course of the Eighteenth Century, is the relative independence
from elected government, enjoyed by a privately
controlled central banking system. In effect, that
central banking system is the agent of the collective assembly-in-fact of the society’s financieroligarchical class.
During the interval from approximately 1763
to 1945, the chief challenge to the power of the
Liberal model within extended European civilization was first expressed in wide support,
among Europeans, for the struggle for independence of the English colonies in North America.
Over the course of the 1763-1789 interval, the
shaping of the emerging American constitutional republic produced a Constitution whose
Preamble represented the intellectual triumph of
the leading U.S. patriots, who reflected the influence of Gottfried Leibniz over that of John
Locke. Even today, despite the success of Britain’s Edward VII in foisting what became the
Federal Reserve System on the U.S.A., the
American System of political-economy, as described by Franklin, Hamilton, the Careys,
Friedrich List, et al., is based on a principle of
the authority of constitutional national banking—over that of any foreign power, or domestic financier-oligarchy—in matters of monetary
and financial regulation.
. . . [L]ook at the way in which a concert of
Anglo-American financier-oligarchical power
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led by Britain’s Montagu Norman, using Norman’s asset Hjalmar Schacht, et al., imposed
Adolf Hitler’s dictatorship on Germany. The
“independent central banking” interest, so expressed, put Hitler into power, both to prevent a
Franklin Roosevelt-like option in Chancellor
von Schleicher’s Germany, and to arm Germany
for a world war intended to destroy both Germany and Russia.1

The Opening Salvo

In June 1958, Marjorie Spock, et al., went to trial in
District Court on Long Island. Over the next 22 days,
testimony was taken from 50 witnesses. A key witness
was Dr. Ehrenfried Pfeiffer, who was a leading proponent of the ASA and biodynamic agriculture, and was
close to Rachel Carson.
The case was dismissed, and the ruling was that no
damages were proven. In 1959, the case was appealed to
the Court of Appeals, where the original decision was
upheld. It was then appealed again to the U.S. Supreme
Court, and was again denied. A dissenting opinion was
filed by Justice William O. Douglas, who was wellknown for his pro-Greenie views. He was not only an
admirer of Muir, Carson, and other Greenies, but wrote a
glowing review of Silent Spring—having received a
proof copy from Carson. Douglas also served on the
board of directors of John Muir’s Sierra Club in 1961-62.
In 1972 Douglas was involved in another court case,
one which has had profound repercussions down to the
present day. Justice Douglas wrote one of the dissenting
opinions in the famous case of Sierra Club v. Morton
(1972), in which the Sierra Club sought to block the
development of a ski resort in Mineral King Valley. The
lawsuit was rejected by the Supreme Court, because the
Sierra Club had not alleged any injury. Normally, a
person has standing to seek judicial review only if he
can show that he himself has suffered or will suffer
injury, whether economic or otherwise. When a petitioner cannot assert such individualized harm, he or she
lacks standing to maintain the action.
Justice Douglas, in his dissenting opinion, asserted
that “trees have standing”:
The critical question of “standing” would be
simplified and also put neatly in focus if we fashioned a federal rule that allowed environmental
issues to be litigated before federal agencies or
1. EIR, Vol. 30, No. 1, March 21, 2003.

EIR

November 30, 2018

federal courts in the name of the inanimate
object about to be despoiled, defaced, or invaded
by roads and bulldozers and where injury is the
subject of public outrage. Contemporary public
concern for protecting nature’s ecological equilibrium should lead to the conferral of standing
upon environmental objects to sue for their own
preservation. See Stone, “Should Trees Have
Standing?—Toward Legal Rights for Natural
Objects,” 45 S. Cal. L. Rev. 450 (1972). This suit
would therefore be more properly labeled as
Mineral King v. Morton.
Inanimate objects are
sometimes parties in litigation. A ship has a legal personality, a fiction found
useful for maritime purposes. . . .
So it should be as respects
valleys, alpine meadows,
rivers,
lakes,
estuaries,
beaches, ridges, groves of
trees, swampland, or even air
that feels the destructive pressures of modern technology
and modern life . . .The river
as plaintiff speaks for the ecological unit of life that is part
of it.2 [emphasis added]
The conscious aim of this infamous court case wasn’t to
simply win a decision, but to set a
precedent which still plagues the
U.S. today, namely that businesses or individuals who
wish to transform a tract of land (development, mining,
spraying, etc.) must now file costly impact studies—
before proceeding—proving that they are not “harming” the land, or any part of it.
During these various court cases, the contact between Marjorie Spock and Rachel Carson continued,
and Spock continued to pass along papers, references
and documents, repeatedly appealing to Carson to write
a book to shut down the use of DDT. Carson finally
agreed and began writing Silent Spring. Thus did the
“research material” and other “resources” condemning
DDT come to Carson by way of kooks and Satanists.
2. See https://caselaw.findlaw.com
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Once the book was set to be published, Carson cut
all contact with Spock and other anthroposophists, and
made no acknowledgement of their collaboration, so as
to distance herself and the book from outright loonies.
By June 1962, Silent Spring was serialized in The New
Yorker magazine. It was published as a book in September, and was then promoted by the popular Book-ofthe-Month Club, quickly becoming a best-seller. It was
also promoted by the New York Times, serialized in
Audubon Magazine, and made the subject of a “CBS
Reports” television special. It received overwhelmingly positive reviews. Carson
also received numerous invitations for speaking engagements
and testified before both President John F. Kennedy’s Science
Advisory Committee and a U.S.
Senate subcommittee.
Actual scientists, biologists
and researchers voiced strenuous
opposition to Carson’s poorly researched, kooky views. Among
the many who spoke out at that
time were Robert H. White-Stevens and Thomas Jukes (who
later collaborated with the Fusion
Energy Foundation, of which
Lyndon LaRouche was a founder,
in writing articles against
Carson). In the “CBS Reports”
broadcast referenced above,
White-Stevens asserted,
wikipedia

If man were to follow the
teachings of Miss Carson, we would return to the
Dark Ages, and the insects and diseases and
vermin would once again inherit the earth.3
Thomas Jukes—a British-American biologist who
had been a professor of biophysics at the University of
California—fought tirelessly against Carson. However,
despite these interventions, the liberal establishment
quickly moved to silence and ostracize any serious opposition to Carson.
In 1972, DDT was banned, first in the U.S. by a
ruling of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA),
and subsequently in many other countries.
3. See www.environmentandsociety.org
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Fairies and Fauns: Down & Dirty in Your
Flower Bed

What are the ideological beliefs that serve as the
bedrock for Silent Spring? What is “biodynamics”?
What makes the anthroposophs tick? And who, exactly,
was Marjorie Spock?
Spock wrote several books. According to an account of her life4 by William Jens Jenkins:
Marjorie Spock’s most popular book these days
is Fairy Worlds and Workers. It is a sensitive,
imaginative exploration of nature’s inner
beings—its Little People, the elementals, the
Middle Kingdom. She says that her feeling for
the natural world of fairies arose not clairvoyantly but from her connection with the earth as a
farmer and gardener. That feeling is an ability to
read certain signs of nature and to hear what it is
asking for.
As for the anthroposophs, the Helen Hecker Santa
Barbara Group, a modern anthroposophic group on the
West Coast, posts on its website:
Activity for September 29:
Michaelmas falls near the equinox, the beginning of autumn and the shortening of days.
We gather inner strength from summer’s warmth
to meet the challenge of the darkness and cold
ahead . . .
December 26 — January 6
The winter solstice can be a wonderful time
for contemplation and inner reflection. In preparation for the coming year’s journey around the
sun, we will read [writings by Rudolf Steiner]
for 12 nights. Each night represents one month
of the year and a constellation of the zodiac.
The website for the Biodynamics Association explains:
Biodynamics is rooted in the work of philosopher and scientist Dr. Rudolf Steiner, whose
1924 lectures to farmers opened a new way to
integrate scientific understanding with a recognition of spirit in nature.
Biodynamic farmers and gardeners observe
4. See https://leadtogether.org
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the rhythms and cycles of the earth, sun, moon,
stars, and planets and seek to understand the
subtle ways that the environment and wider
cosmos influences the growth and development
of plants and animals.
Biodynamic agriculture invites us to develop
a conscious and creative conversation with
nature. By observing, sensing, and listening to the
land, we develop intimate relationships with our
unique farm organisms and expand our capacities
for perception, reflection, and imagination.
If all of this is not bad enough, a new type of sexuality is being promoted by these kooks. They call it “ecosexual”—yes, literally to have sex with the Earth, rolling around in the mud, or getting intimate with a tree.
Nuptials are even celebrated by these wackos, “marrying” the earth, moon or other entities. These perverts
assert that the best way to overcome Al Gore’s depressing prognostications, and to take the environmental
crisis seriously, is to treat the earth as a lover, especially
to avoid upsetting her. Yes, they really do believe that
“Mother Earth” is a living being.

Life is Hard, Harder if You’re Stupid

The title of the book itself, Silent Spring, comes
from the opening chapter in which Carson paints an
idyllic scene of lush meadows, “prosperous farms . . .
and hillsides of orchards,” as if all of this popped out of
the ground yesterday, with no notion of the long history
of agriculture. She goes on to describe colorful varieties
of wildflowers, insects, birds, clear babbling brooks,
and so forth. Then, a blight strikes the fields and the
land, silencing the animals and the birds, especially the
robin—the herald of spring—hence, Silent Spring.
Carson neglects to take note of the tiny detail that
the robin is the most populous of birds in America, and
has never been endangered. She also fails to observe
that prosperous farms exist only as a result of man’s
intervention over thousands of years to improve the
land, develop seed, implement water management, and
use advanced technologies to assist in care of the crops.
Carson is either a deliberate liar or grossly incompetent in basic matters of both history and science. Her
preconceived argument is simply that man is on par
with the animals—just one creature in the “web of life.”
From an epistemological standpoint, any “study” that
has the axiomatic assumption that “animals are equal to
humans” is incompetent on the face of it, no matter how
EIR
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many “facts” are produced to support a viewpoint—because the true nature of Man sets him above and apart
from the beasts.
Much of what Carson wrote in Silent Spring has
been thoroughly and expertly refuted by the late entomologist, J. Gordon Edwards, Ph.D. (1919-2004). References to his work will be provided at the end of this
article. A small sample will show how Silent Spring is
laced with outrageous lies, innuendos and “guilt by association.”
For example, Carson groups DDT with a family of
related insecticides, although these vary greatly as to
their degree of toxicity to humans. To illustrate her
method of argument, take a very real poison, the berry
of belladonna, which is the species called “deadly
nightshade,” of the nightshade family. Using Carson’s
type of “logic,” one would label such “scary” vegetables as tomatoes, potatoes and eggplant as “deadly,” because all of them are also members of the nightshade
family.
Having been a best-selling author before writing
Silent Spring, she was familiar with the use of words for
effect, and her persistent use of strong adjectives paired
with DDT or other insecticides is noticeable in her
effort to alarm and create an emotional, rather than intellectual response to her writing. Phrases such as “elixirs of death,” “sinister features of DDT,” “pools of
poison,” and “rain of chemicals,” used ad nauseum,
begin to give one the uneasy feeling of being in the
presence of someone who is clinically insane.
Her frequent pairing of DDT with “radiation fallout” to imply that there was also constant radiation fallout from nuclear testing was a transparent deceit. She
uses the words, “radiation” or “radioactive materials”
several times (in a book supposedly about DDT)—a
not-so-subtle attempt to create an association between
what must have been a vivid image in 1962 (the year of
the Cuban Missile Crisis) of the horrific mushroom
cloud of an atomic bomb, and DDT, as well as other
insecticides.
Here is a sampling of a few quotes:
In this now universal contamination of the environment, chemicals are the sinister and littlerecognized partners of radiation in changing the
very nature of the world. . . .
Some would-be architects of our future look
forward to a time when it will be possible to alter
the human germ plasm by design. But we may
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be easily doing so by inadvertence, for many
chemicals, like radiation, bring about gene mutations.
The pollution entering our waterways comes
from many sources: radioactive wastes from reactors, laboratories, and hospitals; fallout from
nuclear explosions; domestic wastes from cities
and towns; chemical wastes from factories. To
these is added a new kind of fallout—the chemical sprays applied to croplands. . . .
Toward the beginning of the book, she makes the
incredibly ignorant assertion that, “. . . Under primitive
agricultural conditions, the farmer had few insect problems.” Currently, it is estimated that arthropods destroy
up to 26 percent of annual crop production worldwide.
If all types of disease and other pests are included, the
losses jump to 40 percent. Without modern agricultural
technology (such as hybrid seeds and state-of-the-art
chemicals, such as DDT and fertilizers), that figure
would rise to 80 percent or higher.
She even belittles farmers, stating, “The farmer
himself seldom understands the value of wild bees. . . .”
In reality, it is universally recognized by everyone involved in agriculture (or even in a backyard garden)
that bees are essential for pollination, especially of fruit
trees. At the same time, even the EPA has confirmed
that DDT is not toxic to honeybees.
Did you know that the word “gullible” isn’t in the
dictionary?

What’s Natural about Mankind

What is “natural” is for mankind to transform the
Universe through his creativity, to achieve higher and
higher energy throughput and energy-flux density, and
to support an increasing potential relative population
density for the human species. This has been the dynamic of all human development, and it defines the
“natural” state of the human condition.
Individual discoveries of principle are disseminated
throughout society and transform it. The human mind is
unique among all living species in the way it transforms
the biosphere. In an article discussing the science of
physical economy, Lyndon LaRouche writes:
The significance of very small margins of difference, is shown most dramatically, by the argument of Vernadsky for the biosphere. The development of the atmosphere, oceans, and so on, by
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the action of life, over billions of years, corresponds to a major change in the non-living
planet, through the cumulative, marginally
small, momentary action of life as a universal
physical principle. To make clear the significance of the term “universal physical principle,”
as the empirical evidence of biogeochemistry attests, we must recognize that life, as a category
of universal physical principle, is characterized
by its expression of an intention which we recognize as making the difference between living
and non-living forms of organization.
The actions of human cognition, over millions of years, resulting in the emergence of
major changes in the biosphere, include the development of the biosphere to a degree not possible without the cumulative, momentarily tiny,
but nonetheless efficient effects of cognitive
action. The principle of cognition, like the categorical principle of life, similarly, expresses an
intention, an intention which is otherwise identified by a strict use of the term reason. . . .
In Vernadsky’s noösphere, as in the Platonic
universe known to the experimental work of
Kepler, there are three multiply-connected categories of universal physical principle: a.) nonliving; b.) living (biosphere); and, c.) cognitive
noëtic. All three, taken together, are multiplyconnected, in Riemann’s usage of that notion; all
three are equally existent “from the beginning”
of the universe so defined. The three, combined
as a Riemannian-style multiply-connected manifold, represent a noösphere. My contribution to
this configuration, is defining the composition of
the sub-manifold of universal cognitive principles. That latter sub-manifold constitutes a category of universal physical principles, so defined
experimentally because its efficient existence is
expressed as physical effects which are intentionally products of its action. The noösphere
subsumed by cognitive action, is the experimental domain corresponding, as subject, to the science of physical economy. . . .
When we today, following Kepler, use the
term intention as a synonym for the concept of
the Leibniz calculus, we are using intention as
synonymous with Mind. . . .
In Kepler’s work, Mind and intention are
qualities which the cognitive powers of the
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human mind are able to recognize, as what we
may rightly term universal physical principles.
Man recognizes that distinct quality of Mind,
and that corresponding intention, as underlying
certain distinctive qualities of trajectories. The
scientist employs such use of the terms Mind,
intention, and universal physical principles, as
of the same set of metaphorical notions, because
the cognitive power of the human is able to recognize the Mind and intention expressed by a
Keplerian orbit, as the intention of a universal
Being of a nature It shares with the individual
human cognitive personality. That image, of the
Creator as made in the cognitive image of man,
is the mirror-reflection, for the scientist, of man
as developed by the universe, uniquely, in the
image of the Creator, that according to the intention of that Creator.5
Climate change is normal—ever hear of an Ice Age?
Transformation and improvement of animal and plant
species by mankind is normal. Improvement of living
standards is normal. Extinction of species on a regular
basis is normal.
Several years ago, members of the LaRouche youth
movement presented material which hypothesized that
with each new mass extinction event, although a large
percentage of the species at that time were wiped out,
the development of the biosphere responded with not
only an increased number of species, but increased differentiation, leading to an overall increased energy
throughput (anti-entropy) and increased energy-flux
density.6 Anti-entropic development is a normal characteristic of both our biosphere and the universe at large.
Contrariwise, “sustainable development”—as proposed by the Greenie freaks—and practices such as “recycling” are entropic processes which violate natural
anti-entropic evolution.
Why do we recycle paper? Isn’t that insane? The
Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) program of the
U.S. Forest Service engages in a continual census of the
status of forests and availability of growing stock for
our needs, and they’ve determined that the South of the
U.S. alone provides 60 percent of the nation’s paper
5. “The Gravity of Economic Intentions,” by Lyndon LaRouche, EIR,
Vol. 28, No. 13, March 30, 2001.
6. “The Economics of Extinction and the Principle of Progress,” by
Lyndon LaRouche, EIR, Vol. 39, No. 5, February 3, 2012.
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Anti-entropic development after mass extinctions.

needs, and that figure is only three percent of the total
forest available in that region! Growing stock has remained stable since the 1950s. Since when are trees not
“renewable”?
“Recycling” in many cases costs more that it does to
produce new goods, and undermines the capability to
sustain people at modern standards of living. There is
no such thing as a “static system,” no “balance of
Nature”—either there is development upwards, or species die. The argument for “a balance of nature” or “survival of the fittest” is simply a ruse for pushing “supply/
demand economics” (the City of London’s Invisible
Hand that is lifting your wallet).
There is also no such thing as “natural resources” in
the common usage of that term. Resources are conceived of and developed by mankind. For tens of millennia, a rock was just a rock; but then, out of the mind
of man, an idea sprang, like Athena fully formed, and
an ore was created. Copper was the first metal to be
used by man, since it can occur in nature in a directly
usable form, but copper was nothing until a human individual used his (or her) innate insight and creativity to
fashion copper into a tool. (Not to mention the fact that
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all mineral elements on Earth—and in our bodies—ultimately came from either the thermonuclear fusion
processes of our Sun directly, or from the remnants of
supernovae.)
This publication recently featured a major article
discussing what it means to be human, spanning the
history of the mastery of fire, tools, more advanced
technology and the development of civilization.7 Mankind transformed fruits and vegetables, such as corn,
tomatoes, bananas and others, and improved breeding
stock of domesticated animals through animal husbandry. From the dawn of time, mankind has transformed his environment through his unique creative
powers of discovery. The earliest proof of the use of
human tools goes back 3.4 million years (fractured and
cut fossil bones with marks from butchery found near
Dikika, Ethiopia); ornamentation and jewelry often are
seen hand-in-hand with utilitarian objects, and date
back 135,000 years. The earliest cave paintings date to
7. “You’re Human! Do You Know What That Means?” A four-part
series by Robert Ingraham, EIR, Vol. 45, Nos. 26-29, June 29, July 6,
July 13, and July 20, 2018.
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40,000 years ago, and the first
known musical instrument (a flute
carved from bone) was made by
human hands 35,000 years ago.
For example, take what appears on the surface to be deceptively simple: the creation of
knapped stone tools. To create
such a tool, the toolmaker has to
know what sort of rocks are suitable (time and labor were at a premium), such as flint, chalcedony,
quartzite and obsidian. It also requires knowledge and manual
skill—like that of a lapidarist—to
LaRouche PAC
strike the cleavage planes so as to Development of corn due to changes made by mankind.
make the most effective use of the
rock, and of the craftsman’s time.
All of this implies sophisticated creative mental proongoing creation.
cesses, manual dexterity, socialization, and an economy
that allows leisure time in order to be creative.
The Sleep of Reason Produces Monsters
Across the eons, the biosphere developed in nonAmple research and scientific evidence shows that
linear and anti-entropic ways, such that as the Earth
DDT poses no danger to humans. No one has ever been
cooled, the climate began to change, and bands of inharmed by it. Yet, not only does DDT continue to be
creasingly differentiated areas, such as the tropics,
banned, but “environmentalism” now seems to be as
began to take shape. During the Great Oxygenation
deeply embedded in Western culture as a screwworm
Event of 2.45 billion years ago, there was an explocan burrow into living flesh.
sion of the number and diversification of minerals.
The real issue is collapse in moral outlook within
Present estimates indicate that there are about 9
the trans-Atlantic population. Greenies are only given
million species of living creatures (plants and animals)
credence due to the increased irrationality and cultural
on our planet. There are no limits to growth, and no
pessimism of our people (“popular opinion”). In earlier
limits as to how mankind can transform his environtimes such occultists were rightly ridiculed and scoffed
ment to increase the energy-flux density of Earth and
at. “Environmentalism” is part of a larger cultural asbeyond. Mankind participates with the Creator in an
sault on the American people, one that began with the
assassinations of John F. Kennedy and
Dr. Martin Luther King. Can any rational person deny that we shifted from a
paradigm of hope into one of pessimism? And, far from environmentalism
being a “grassroots” movement, this
publication and the Fusion Energy
Foundation have documented that virtually all of the leading Greenie organizations are largely bankrolled by the likes
of the Ford Foundation, the Rockefeller
Brothers Fund, the Gund Foundation
and other funds of the financial elite.
Creative Commons
If entropy and the Second Law of
Knives were among the first tools developed by humans. Top: 2900 B.C. Bottom:
A.D. 20th century.
Thermodynamics are accepted as true,
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then there is no future! Why is there such a proliferation—especially in recent years—of television, online
and other programs dealing in the occult, magic, witchcraft, the supernatural, vampires, the paranormal, hunting ghosts, zombies, “ghost tours,” and so forth? Why
are these shows so popular? Why would anyone in his
right mind read his “horoscope”? Why does your neighbor speak of such matters in hushed tones, expressing
the belief that “there might be something to it, you
know”? Why do so many dabble in the occult—Ouija/
spirit boards, tarot cards, mediums, fortune tellers, ad
nauseum?
It is enslavement more powerful than chains—to
kowtow to pagan beliefs creates a passive master-slave
relationship between the world and oneself, rather than a
loving parent-child relationship which leads to mastery
of the Universe and increased creativity. It denies the
role of Reason and the Free Will—that mankind not only
was created in the Living Image of God (Imago Viva
Dei), but also—as the great Church Father St. Augustine
of Hippo asserted—that mankind participates with the
Creator (Capax Dei): “The mind is the image of God, in
that it is capable of Him and can be partaker of Him.”
These are principles that are common to mankind;
different religions may express them differently, but the
individual beliefs are still congruent with this principle,
recognizing the preeminence of the sanctity of human
life.
In the vile, satanic Theosophical roots of modern
“environmentalism” we may discern the true sickness,
which goes far deeper than merely worshiping a tree.
Clearly, rational arguments won’t change the thinking
of Greenies; they are in the embrace of an ideology. You
can not insult them by calling them “pagan” or “satanic”; for they are like conversos to a new religion, one
which views Man the Creator as an enemy. They have
no intention to solve any of the actual problems which
face mankind within the biosphere or the Solar system.
Their only true intent is to kill billions of people.
Look at the nefarious “popular” authors studied in
schools today—such as Aldous Huxley (“. . . most men
and women will grow up to love their servitude and will
never dream of revolution.”—Brave New World),
George Orwell (“four legs good—two legs bad!”—
Animal Farm), William Golding (“Maybe there is a
beast. . . . Maybe it’s only us.”—Lord of the Flies), and
H.G. Wells (“ ‘Are we not men?’ said the Ape-Man”—
The Island of Doctor Moreau), among others. They are
only too happy to convince you that man’s “true nature”
is bestial, destructive and tyrannical. In their kind of
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EIR

world, the philosophy of the Nazis that “all is allowed”
prevails—all manner of perversion and excess of the
appetites is allowed. This is their “natural man.”
“All is allowed”—all, that is, except for Agapē,
the love of mankind which has sustained our progress
as a species from our genesis. No animal has a sense of
the Beautiful, of the Sublime, or of Aesthetics. Look at
the reality of human progress: even when man’s life expectancy was estimated to be only in the range of 25
years, still, without our agapic regard for the next generation, including the development and improvement
of the land, animals and plants to benefit all, it were
doubtful that the human race would have survived.
A noble and beautiful perspective on man’s true
nature is expressed in Friedrich Schiller’s poem, The Artists. The reader is encouraged to read the entire poem.8
How fair, O Man, do you, your palm branch
holding
Stand at the century’s unfolding
In proud and noble manhood’s prime
With faculties revealed, with spirit’s fullness
Full earnest mild, in action-wealthy stillness,
The ripest son of time,
Free through reason, strong through law’s
measure,
Through meekness great, and rich in treasure,
Which long your breast to you did not disclose,
Nature’s own lord, she glories in your bridle,
Who in a thousand fights assays your mettle
And shining under you from out the wild arose!
....
Emerged from humble clay, from stoney traces,
Creative Art, with peaceful victories embraces
The mind’s unmeasured, vast domain.
What but discoverers in knowledge’s high
places
Can conquer, did for you its conquest gain.
The treasures which the thinker has collected
Will only in your arms first warm his heart,
When science is, by beauty ripened and
perfected,
Ennobled to a work of art—
When he up to the hilltop with you sallies
And to his eye, in evening’s shining part,
Is suddenly revealed—the lovely valleys . . .
8. “The Artists,” by Friedrich Schiller, trans. Mariana Wertz, Friedrich
Schiller, Poet of Freedom: Vol. 4,” Schiller Institute, Inc., Washington,
DC, 2003.
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This is the authentic nature of Man to which we can
aspire. We were born to “bring forth the better.”

The True Cost to Civilization

Although it is doubtful that Adolf Hitler was a true
vegetarian, it is commonly understood that he had concerns for animal welfare and the environment. In 1933,
the Nazis passed laws regulating the slaughter of animals, and Hermann Goering announced there would be
an end to the “unbearable torture and suffering” in experiments on animals. Additionally, Nazi propaganda
from the 1930s, which put forward a vision of the new
“thousand-year Reich,” is blatantly Greenie in its views
of primaeval nature and the German Volksgeist.
The dirty secret is that if you scratch a Greenie you
get a Nazi, and vice versa. A key component of today’s
Greenie mindset—already seen in the Transcendentalists, as well as in Silent Spring—is that mankind is a
pestilence, that the Judeo-Christian western tradition
has inflicted murderous harm on Mother Earth, harm
which can be traced all the way back to the Command
in the Book of Genesis “be fruitful, multiply and have
dominion over the Earth and subdue it.”
This is what Adolph Hitler said:
Christianity [is] a rebellion against natural law, a
protest against nature. —Adolf Hitler 9
Sparta must be regarded as the first völkisch
state. The exposure of the sick, weak, deformed
children, in short, their destruction, was more
decent and in truth a thousand times more human
than the wretched insanity of our day which preserves the most pathological subject.
—Adolf Hitler10
In July 1933, the Nazis implemented their pagan
belief in “survival of the fittest,” by enacting the “Law
for the Prevention of Progeny with Hereditary Diseases” (such as mental illness, physical deformity,
blindness and others), which first implemented involuntary sterilization of such people, and later, euthanasia. These people were to be considered “useless
eaters,” with “lives not worthy to be lived.” In 1939, the
same law was extended to newborns (and eventually
9. Adolf Hitler. Hitler’s Secret Conversations, 1941-1945, Farrar,
Straus and Young, New York, 1953, p. 43.
10. Hitler’s Secret Book, Grove Press, New York, 1961, p. 18
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juveniles up to 17 years old); estimates are that up to
5,000 children were killed through these means.
Perhaps it is time to revisit the principles of the
Nuremberg Tribunals, and hold these present-day monsters accountable for their crimes. As stated at the beginning of this article, more than 46 million human
beings have died (i.e., were deliberately murdered) as a
result of the banning of DDT—and this is only one of
the many deadly crimes committed in the name of “environmentalism.” During the last 56 years, the policies,
laws and other decisions enforced—based on the
Greenies’ demands—constitute crimes against humanity under Principle VI of the Nuremberg Code. In total,
hundreds of millions have died, not only from the banning of DDT, but from the systematic thwarting, imposed by Greenie policies, of any and all economic and
technological development.

Developing the Passion for Truth
DDT has killed more insects and saved more
people than any other substance.
—The World Health Organization
For those who have a heart that can feel compassion
for our fellows, it is now long past time that the crime
that was committed with the banning of DDT be reversed. DDT is effective against malaria, typhus, body
lice and bubonic plague, and kills such pests as mosquitos and tsetse flies, among others. We must lift the ban
and implement its deployment without delay.
This, however, is only the beginning. We need to
develop our planet and bestow a productive future for
the 7.7 billion human beings who now inhabit it, and
their progeny. With advanced energy resources such as
controlled thermonuclear fusion, and huge infrastructure projects here and abroad, particularly among many
nations of Africa, we can drain swamps, green the
desert, and increase the quality and quantity of our food
supplies and the global standard of living.
In a major discussion of the relationship between
economics and culture, music and morality, Lyndon
LaRouche develops the following:
Justice, truthfulness, and those creative powers
by means of which we may discover valid, revolutionary principles of our universe, form a seamless whole, in which Classical culture, morality,
and physical science, are united by a common
passion for universal justice and truth. . . .
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These issues of truth and justice are associated empirically with tests of humanity’s increased power over the physical universe, per
capita, and per square kilometer of the Earth’s
surface. The increased development of the average newborn individual, the increase of per-capita power, the maintenance of the increase of
those improvements in demographic and productive characteristics, and so forth, are typical
of the evidence by means of which we may know
that changes in knowledge for practice are in
accord with the Creator’s intent for the laws of
the universe. This accords with justice, as justice
means a more adequate participation of each individual life as a world-historical being, a life so
dwelling in the simultaneity of eternity, a mental
life thus situated in the further development of
the condition of all mankind. . . .
This, as we shall see, leads us directly to the
issue: If reason must be controlled by passions,
rather than the dead hand of mere logic, what
shall govern these passions? How shall we
define the injunction of I Corinthians 13 on this
account? By what means are such passions
uniquely efficient in guiding us to practices of
truth and justice? How do we, then, distinguish,
those passions and forms of passion which are
irrational, from those contrary forms which are
the seat and substance of reason? This is the
issue of culture. This is the issue which places
Classical culture morally and otherwise apart
from and above all currently popular misconceptions of culture.11
We are in the midst of a war to defend America,
defend humanity, and to defeat the “Liberal economics” barbarians. This crap of “Mother Earth” or the
“New Age” would not have been tolerated during World
War I or World War II. Fewer would tolerate it now if
they were to awaken to our true circumstances.
In a financial (or other) crisis, do you really want
your neighbor to believe there are limited resources and
that you’re no better than a rat? Do you really want your
neighbor to have a “lifeboat” mentality, and threaten
you in times of scarcity? Or, wouldn’t you rather have
an economic, cultural and technological philosophy that
says, “We will all survive, and flourish, together!”?
11. “The Substance of Morality,” by Lyndon LaRouche, EIR, Vol. 25,
No. 26, June 26, 1998.
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Mankind stands at the gateway to the galaxy—we
are at a turning point of history, in which we can demolish the British oligarchy and take a step forward
into a new optimistic era. We as a nation will not be
able to participate in the Four Powers Agreement if we
cling to the Greenie ideology. In the words of Helga
Zepp-LaRouche, it is time for humanity to “grow up.”
It is time to join with Russia, China, and India to create
a new Eden, for all mankind, now and for future generations.
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IV. Lyndon LaRouche’s Foundations of Epistemology
February 25, 1994

The Science of Physical Economy as
the Platonic Epistemological Basis for
All Branches of Human Knowledge
by Lyndon LaRouche
American statesman and physical economist Lyndon
LaRouche was freed from prison, where he was held a
political prisoner for five years, on Jan. 26. The following is Part 1 of a series entitled “The Science of Physical Economy as the Platonic Epistemological Basis for
All Branches of Human Knowledge.” Part 1 was published in EIR on February 25, 1994; Part 2 on March
4; and Part 3 March 11.
Beginning not long after 1989’s economy-driven
collapse of the Warsaw Pact system, gradually, those
establishment thinkers who were no longer blinded by
the hysterical mass-propaganda of the London- and
Wall Street-centered monetarist financier factions have
appeared to register publicly a fresh overview of what
happened to the Soviet system at the close of the 1980s.
Not only had the Warsaw Pact system disintegrated, but
the collapse of the post-Yalta form of Anglo-Saxon financial and, probably, the political system, too, was not
far behind. That succession of changes in economic
policy introduced to the world’s economy as a whole
about 30 years ago, has set into motion a systemic disorder in the entire world’s economy: a spiralling collapse of physical economy, a physical collapse caused
by the insatiable appetites of an already vast, rapidly
growing bubble of financial speculation, a systemic
collapse-process comparable to a parasitical cancer
feeding upon its dying victim.
30 The LaRouche Plan

Today, the only important economic policy-question confronting really intelligent thinkers in any other
part of the world is: This financial system is doomed;
can we put a new, healthy economic system into place
in time to prevent the political disintegration of our
nations which must tend to occur in the wake of the
financial avalanche about to crush the world as a
whole?
What confronts us thus is not one of your famous
boom-bust, cyclical crises in financial markets; this is
a systemic crisis, in which case, either the relevant
economic policies are destroyed, or the economy is
destroyed. Under these conditions, any attempt to
divert the discussion of this matter by seeking to forecast the day, or even the month a final collapse might
occur, would be a pathetic sort of diversionary exercise in irrelevance. As long as present, monetarist
forms of “deregulation” and related “free trade” policies continue to be tolerated, it will be impossible to
prevent a financial and economic collapse of entire nations. When? One should answer simply, that unless
we eradicate the “free trade” and related policies
which caused this crisis, a total collapse of the system
will come all too soon. Under any continuation of the
policies currently defended by Wall Street and the socalled neo-conservatives, these Anglo-Saxon monetarist policies of the recent 25 years, it is absolutely
assured, that soon, the entire planet will be plunged
EIR
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into the worst financial and economic catastrophe which modern
history could recall since analogous Venetian bankers’ policies
produced the mid-fourteenth-century collapse of Europe.
In any case, even if last-minute
policy-changes save the world
from a breakdown of the physical
economies, the existing world
monetary and financial systems
are doomed. Any economic recovery will depend upon the creation
and unleashing of large-scale
state-credit mechanisms which
operate in freedom from an old
system which will then exist only
in the repose of bankruptcy reorganization.
Under such present conditions,
it is more obviously urgent that we
A scene in Houston, Texas. When a nation’s physical economy does not provide families
not measure the relative perfor- with the essential components of a household marketbasket, what chance is there for
mance of economies by the mone- children to become the scientists and explorers of the future?
tary yardstick of currency prices,
but by the reality of physical output and consumption of
1. Rudimentary Comparative
households, farms, and manufactures. If we examine
Studies of Physical-Economic
the matter according to those physical standards of
Time-Series
measurement, the world’s economy, taken as a whole,
has been, incontrovertibly, in a continuing, downward
First, let us highlight the proof of the argument, that
spiral of collapse since no later than 1971.
a collapse has been in progress continuously over the
There is no natural cause for this economic decline
past 40 years. After that interpolation, let us proceed,
of both the Anglo-American and former Soviet syswith helpful side-glances toward the recently published
tems. In both cases, bad policy, not nature, is the culreport on my 1948-52 discoveries in the science of
prit. The presently ongoing collapse of the post-Yalta
physical economy, to show the kind of philosophical
economic order of the Anglo-Saxon alliance has been
thinking which must be understood, practiced, and
brought about through a quarter-century of wrongtaught by the leading intelligentsia of nations, if the poheaded choices of economic policy and science policy
litical institutions of those nations are not to be misled
generally, wrong policies of virtually every governinto disasters of the sort now pushing this entire planet
ment and other relevant institution of this planet. Bad
into a prolonged New Dark Age.
policy, not nature is to blame for this. If one jumps
Any person literate in either a branch of the physifrom the roof of a two-story building and breaks one’s
cal sciences, or industrial cost accounting, could readleg, please have the decency not to file a tort claim
ily prove this post-1971 collapse to be an incontrovertagainst the law of gravity; it was the bad policies which
ible fact, using the relevant, available historical
have been defended, or tolerated up to this time by
statistics. An opening summary of the thinking needed
most among the putatively educated citizens of the
to construct a statistical demonstration of that fact will
United States and other nations, which are directly the
clear the way for presenting the central point of this
cause for the holocaust of misery consuming this planet
report.
today.
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Since describing that computation is merely necessary background to the deeper issues of current policyshaping, I shall outline the method of statistical construction as briefly and simply as the subject permits.
To construct such measurements for the 1963-93 interval, we begin with a study of typical market-baskets of
household consumption.
This includes the essentials of physical consumption, plus the two essential categories of services: health
and education. The per-capita requirements for a household vary somewhat, of course. They vary according to
the time in which the household is situated, and by the
cultural level we are committed to achieving in practice
through qualities of life-expectancy, health, rations of
time allotted for education, and related development of
both the household as a whole and the individual
member, and so on.
What we require is a definition of a “standard
household-consumption market-basket” based upon
these elements. Let us ask ourselves, then: What is the
kind of standard we require for comparing the case for
different nations, or for the same or another nation in a
different period of history? In practice, one should experiment with the changing statistics for any nation
during a period of successful growth in both net domestic product and average standard of living: Examine the way in which actual household consumption
varies according to both the economic-social characteristics of a household and its demographic composition. If one turns then to discussion of standard compositions of employment of a national labor-force in my
textbook So, You Wish to Learn All About Economics?
one should recognize the way in which one should proceed to construct a usable approximation of the standard required.
For example, prior to the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries’ implementation of Leibniz’s proposals for an
industrial revolution based upon a system of heat-powered machinery whose technology was continually advancing, the existence of any society required that more
than 90% of the labor force be employed in rural occupations. In contrast, if today’s technology were generally used, with farm prices at the level we term “parity,”
less than 2% of a labor force is required in such modes
of rural employment to satisfy abundantly the total population’s needs for agricultural products. This improvement in productivity depends upon a prior and maintained supply of needed industrial goods to the farmer,
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and also a relevant development of elements of basic
economic infrastructure which include rail transport,
electrical power supplies, and generalized water management.
The solution to the problem of defining a refined
standard of household market-basket first appears as
we attempt to compare our approximations of marketbasket standards for households with the market-basket
requirements per capita of agricultural and industrial
production of physical goods. One gains thus an insight
into the fact of a correlation of such kind between percapita productivity in production of goods, and percapita consumption of the physical, health, and educational requirements of the households which,
inclusively, provide production with its labor-force
members.
Looking at the statistics from this standpoint, we
conceptualize more easily the nature of the interdependence of productivity with the quality of per-capita and
per-square-kilometer development of such forms of
basic infrastructure as general transportation, water
management, power supplies, sanitation, and basic
urban infrastructure.
If we merely bear those kinds of analytical considerations in mind, the available U.N. and related statistics over the interval 1963-93 tell an incontrovertible
story. In physical terms, over this period, the per-capita
output of the total rural and urban labor force has been
declining throughout the world as a whole; the fact that
some regions of the world have been exceptional does
not change the global picture (see Figure 1).
We can see, in this way, that the trend downward
begins during the 1960s, with more and more suppression of the industrial development of nations in
the southern hemisphere of this planet. The trend
begins as an apparent slowing of the rate of economic
growth, and then, during 1971-74, becomes an absolute decline in the so-called industrialized sector as a
whole, in addition to the so-called developing sector.
Even those national economies which do not go into
absolute decline during the period 1971-81, are visibly affected by trends in the world around them. The
overall condition of this planet during the 1980s is an
uninterrupted, generally accelerating downward
trend.
Let me speak of the relevant official and popular
opinion in the United States. Similar observations are to
be made on the subject of opinion in other countries.
EIR
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FIGURE 1

World Output 1961-91
Tons per worker

There are four principal reasons most people in the
U.S.A. have been duped into accepting false 1980s or
more recent reports of “economic recovery,” or even
“prosperity.”
First, there is the credulity of the majority of the
U.S. population today.
The influential Fabian Walter Lippmann proposed
a Goebbels-like mass-media brainwashing of Americans in his famous book on public opinion; to similar
effect and purpose, David Riesman made infamous the
pathetic type of twentieth-century North American
which he named an “other-directed” personality.
Hannah Arendt, the one-time lover of the Nazi regime’s chief Nietzschean philosopher Martin Heidegger, proposed that anyone who did not fit the model
of this brainwashed, “politically correct,” other-directed type should be ostracized as what she termed an
“authoritarian personality.” The average American, including the shallow-minded, highly suggestible “populist type,” has come to accept whatever themes are
currently implicit in addictive forms of mass-spectator
sports, Hollywood entertainment, popular quasi-music, and the mass news media, as axiomatically the
November 30, 2018
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basis for constructing one’s own “socially acceptable”
forms of participation in “politically correct” forms of
mass opinion.
Repeat often enough, Goebbels-style, that the basis
of economy is “free competition in the market-place,”
that economy is ruled by a mythical “law of supply
and demand,” or the popularized lie that the U.S.
Constitution was based upon John Locke, or the lie
that the young U.S. federal economy was founded
upon the ideas of Adam Smith, and the “other-directed” type of American will regurgitate that nonsense ritually as if he believed that were the holiest of
eternal verities.
An included factor, the collapse of the quality of
U.S. education, especially under the influence of Fabians and kindred types, such as John Dewey and his followers, had already damaged seriously the cognitive
development of nearly all Americans even before the
application of such New Age concoctions as the radical
positivist “New Math” and other destructive innovations of the recent three decades.
The development of the cognitive capabilities of the
young to the degree needed for a pro-scientific, rigorous quality of independent judgment, usually appears
only through the form of education rooted in the Greek
and later Classics, and emphasizing for instruction in
mathematics, biology, and physics the student’s re-experiencing the original act of each important axiomaticrevolutionary discovery of his or her forebears. The
misguided substitution of the textbook, and of generally accepted algebraic formalisms as a replacement for
wrestling with Classical and other original sources has
produced predominantly a type of graduate, even
among those burdened with terminal scientific degrees,
which Friedrich Schiller named contemptuously Brotgelehrten (bread scholars).
The result of substituting behaviorist modes of
“learning” for development of independent cognitive
powers of rigorous original discovery, has produced,
among typical academic and other strata, a virtually
total lack of capacity for independent thinking, especially respecting axiomatic qualities of assumption.
This moral defect of judgment is often seen in its most
extreme form in precisely those moments that an
American asserts most loudly his “independent judgment” on a matter. Thus, do such foolish conceits of
disordered public opinion render the politically correct true believer the better suited to be a victim of the
The LaRouche Plan
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FIGURE 2

U.S. Gross Domestic Product, and Services
Portion of GDP
(in billions of dollars)

silly opinions he or she is induced thus to adopt.
Second, current statistical practice of national-income accounting by governmental agencies, and by
other widely influential reporting agencies, disallows
any efforts at a rational distinction between a physically useless expansion of nominal income and useful
production and consumption. For example, if prostitution and drug-trafficking were legalized, over $500 billion would be added to officially reported Gross National Product (GNP), without any actual increase in
anything but the credulity of the suggestible cohorts
within the population (see Figure 2). Thus, a vast, parasitical burgeoning of notional values of financial
gains in various purely speculative forms is counted as
national income on the same basis as production of
food, clothing, education, medical care, bridges, tunnels, railways, and industrial workplaces. As long as
the nominal income from parasitical sources such as
financial speculation is nominally greater in price than
the margin of collapse of infrastructure, producers and
households’ goods, the official idiot-savants of the statistical and mass media communities will continue to
insist, with a fanatic’s menacing gleam in their eyes,
that our national economy is either at the brink of recovery, or even being “overheated by an excessive rate
of growth”!
Third, over all of the past quarter-century, but especially the recent decade, the official statisticians have
lied more and more shamelessly, on almost every sub34 The LaRouche Plan

Table 1

Declining Installation of Turbine Generator
Capacity by U.S. Electric Utilites

ject, most of the time. In addition, they have refused to
deduct from gross national incomes the cost represented by the failure to repair and maintain essential
elements of basic economic infrastructure, such as railway systems, highways, bridges, water management
systems, power stations and grids, and so on (see Table
1). In the United States, many trillions of dollars of
never-existing “value added” have been added routinely, cumulatively, to construct false, greatly inflated
reports of annual U.S. GNP.
Fourth, since the Ford Foundation’s fraudulent, but
influential Triple Revolution report of 1964, that doctrine of “post-industrial” utopianism has produced a
malignant growth in the percentile of the total U.S.
labor force which is either unemployed, about 17% or
more today, or is employed in forms of “services”
which add virtually nothing, or even less than nothing
to either the net physical product-output or productivity
of the U.S. economy (see Figure 3). Although most of
the non-productive service occupations, as in the “fast
EIR
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FIGURE 3

U.S. Overhead Employment 1960-90
Percent of labor force

food” distributorships, are paid wages way below the
level required to support a household decently, the aggregate inflationary cost of these “services” is monstrous. The worst, the most savagely parasitical, are legalized gambling, recreational (illegal) drug-trafficking,
and financial services.
It ought to be plain enough, as a matter of relatively
simple calculations, that such a replacement of productive employment by services is intrinsically a form
of inflationary rot which must destroy the nation in the
end, if the policy is not reversed. Yet, babbling socalled “experts,” whether as “talking heads” on the
television screen, or elsewhere, have induced a majority of Americans to “repeat after me: The modern form
of economy is a post-industrial, services economy.”
The Wall Street emperor has no clothes!—but, the
credulous crowd of onlookers to that paraded nakedness shouts its admiration of the marvelous fabrics and
tailoring.
Credulous popular opinion aside, the scientific importance of stressing the pathological side of expanded
rations of services employment is illustrated conveniently in the following way.
Up to modern times—in other words, up to about
550 years ago, even as recently as 300 years ago—over
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90% of the population must labor in the rural life,
simply to keep the whole society from collapse into
mortal want. The margin of decrease of the required
rural percentile of the labor force, which technological
progress has made possible, was absorbed chiefly by a
smaller but, initially, nearly proportionate increase in
two categories of physical-productive employment: the
building and maintaining of basic economic infrastructure and the direct production of useful physical necessities for consumption by individual households or industries. President George Washington’s treasury
secretary, Alexander Hamilton, accurately forecast this
coordinate growth of urban industry and rural productivity in his famous official 1791 report to Congress, his
outline of the anti-Adam Smith “American System of
Political Economy” upon which our constitutional federal republic was founded, his On the Subject of Manufactures.
Also, in addition to the growth of the percentile of
the labor force employed in urban production of physical goods, modern history’s successive transformations
in the “structure” of employment have been accompanied by an, aggregately, relatively smaller margin of
employment distributed among four categorical “overhead” elements of social cost which are not explicitly,
directly productive of physical output or goods or infrastructure: education, health care, science and technology per se, and administration.
In general, the change into these directions, from the
old, pre-industrial, bucolic base, is associated with
three correlated developments: increase in per-capita
physical productivity of operatives, increasing complexity of the social division of labor, and increase of
power-flux-density. Among the principal other features
of these directions in structural change of labor-force
composition, we have the following. The absolute increase in level of technology, combined with the rate of
that increase requires an increase of the segment of employment assigned to science and technology as such.
The educational requirement is increased similarly,
both cumulatively and with respect to the rate of technological progress. The educational and related culture
requirements of the household members place a premium upon prolonging healthy longevity of the population, and what that implies otherwise. Justifiable increase in administrative burdens is chiefly a reflection
of the growth of industry, education, scientific progress,
and health requirements. Also, a continual increase in
physical productivity, per capita and per square kilomeThe LaRouche Plan
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Table 2

Production Levels for Goods in Producers’
and Consumers’ Market-Baskets on a
Per-Household Basis (1967=1.000)

ter, correlates with an increase of the ratio of employment in producers’ goods production to employment in
households’ goods production.
One point to be singled out here, is the danger of
exceeding justified levels of administrative employment. The combination of unjustified burgeoning of
sales and administration expenses, plus growth of redundant employment in questionable expansion of socalled “services,” is an inflationary economic disorder
akin to cancer in living processes, a sickness which
could ultimately bring about the death of economies—
as it has been slowly, but visibly killing the U.S. economy during the past 40 irrational years of continued
drift into post-industrial utopianism.
Once the implications of these observations are
grasped, the usefulness of the following, somewhat
simplified approach to comparative statistical analysis
should be intelligible.
For estimating the relative growth or collapse of a
national economy, or world economy over successive
36 The LaRouche Plan

years, or decades, a good rough estimate can be made in
the following way.
Make all measurements in terms of per-capita, perhousehold, and per-square-kilometer values. Measure
basic economic infrastructure, agriculture, mining, industry (manufacturing, construction other than infrastructure), and employment in education, science and
technology as such, and health-care. Measure consumption and production, coherently, as follows: market-baskets of household consumption (physical plus
health, education), per household, per square kilometer
and per capita; market-baskets of producers’ goods,
consumed and produced, per capita, per square kilometer and per household; ratios of producers’ goods to
household goods turnover, per capita, per square kilometer, and per household (see Table 2).
In examining these statistics, take special note of the
following consideration. Distinguish between the productivity of labor as measured, on the one side, with
respect to monetary price of direct labor employed,
and, on the other side, productivity as physical economy measures it, the latter in terms of comparable
physical (“market-basket”) units of output. For example, in physical economy, measure the percentile of the
total labor force of a nation required to sustain the essential contents of a household market-basket for all
members of that labor force.
In the first, monetary case, a rough, first-approximation measurement is as follows. One subtracts
from the wholesale manufacturer’s price of produced
goods sold, the price-cost of materials consumed by
that production; this yields a difference, a gross
margin, corresponding roughly to nominal (monetary) “value added by production.” In the second case,
we make a formally analogous rough measurement,
substituting physical market-baskets of inputs and
outputs of production; this defines a physical margin
of “value added” per capita, per household, and per
square kilometer. Let us concentrate now solely upon
the physical measurement, in opposition to the monetary one.
First, refine the rough physical measurement. Let us
make that physical margin of “value added” the numerator of a fraction; make the denominator the total physical investment, per capita of labor force, in household
and related consumption by productive labor, and of
materials and physical capital of production. This calculation yields a useful estimation of productive “return
on investment,” in physical, non-monetary terms. One
EIR
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obvious advantage of this enhanced estimation is, that it reflects more accurately the relationship between productivity at a local
point of production and the productivity of
the national economy’s productive sector as a
whole.
To render such physical output comparable with physical input, we reduce each to its
labor-content. This content is reflected, in
first approximation, by hours of direct productive labor consumed in production. These
raw hours, for each case of an item in the market-basket list, are corrected by an adjustment-factor. This compares the households’
market-basket of consumption of the actual
direct labor employment in production of an
item, with a standard consumption. That standard consumption is obtained by averaging
total national consumption of direct labor’s
households with the total number of direct
labor employed in the nation. This provides a
mean value of consumption per capita of
direct labor for the average household of
EIRNS/Stuart Lewis
direct labor. That tactic provides the indexing Migrant laborers in Virginia. The “downsizing” of the productive sector. as
of the actual case required. The mean-hour of corporations search for “cheap labor” at home and abroad, is a disastrous
strategy for the U.S. economy.
industrial-engineering type of cost-accounting is indexed for each type of production in
this way.
and income, per household, of the nation as a whole, a
Thus, it might appear to some Cambridge systems
useful estimate of relative national productivity is obanalyst who is thinking carelessly, or to a like-minded
tained.
student of the input-output schemes of Wassily LeonWe may thus compare different nations, and the
tief, that we are treating this as a case of apparent prosame nations during different periods: both in terms of
duction of commodities by commodities consumed. In
their respective productive sectors, and the results of
fact, we are employing such an assumption merely to
relating each productive sector to the nation as a whole
refute it: The fact that when commodities are consumed
in this way.
by direct productive labor, apparently the commodities
1.1 The Myth of ‘Cheap Labor’
are modally reproducing themselves negentropically,
This approach to estimating relative productivity of
reflects the function of labor, as distinguished from any
nations provides a simple, implicitly conclusive expoother form of consumption of produced items. Implicsure of the fraud in British economist David Ricardo’s
itly, we are refuting directly the famous axiomatic ascelebrated myth of a “comparative advantage” allegsumption of the eighteenth-century French and Swiss
edly inhering in “cheap labor.” Our view of today’s
Physiocrats. It is only the labor process which can
widespread “free trade” delusion affords us a better apimpose willfully such forms of negentropic, or should
proximation of the actual process of this past 20-odd
we better say “evolutionary-type” transformations of
years of the worldwide economic-collapse spiral.
functional processes to a higher state. This is adumbraOn behalf of the proposition that a U.S. corporation,
tion of Genesis 1:26-28 as shown by the modal form of
for example, should situate a new manufacturing plant
a durably successive form of society.
in some underdeveloped nation noted for its favorable
By taking the ratio of the activity of the productive
tax climate and supply of cheap labor, today’s Wall
sector’s labor-force households to the physical costs
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FIGURE 4

Productive Labor, People and Workers
United States 1960-90

Street financial houses console the North Americans
who will lose their employment in this way: “If you
wish to stop your jobs from flying away to cheap-labor
markets, you have only to lower your wage-expectations to levels which are competitive with foreign competition.” Similarly, in the university economics departments, the spin-doctors will assure all foolish enough to
believe them, that cheaper imports from foreign sources
are a boon to the U.S. consumer, and therefore a boon to
the U.S. economy as a whole.
Imports are an actual boon to the U.S. economy, for
example, under different circumstances than those referenced by such academic spin-doctors. If a technologically developed economy can move its culturally developed labor out of low-skilled employment into more
highly productive, more technologically advanced
modes of production, the total and per-capita productivity of the whole U.S. economy is increased to everyone’s advantage. Thus, if we assign the less-skilled
forms of market-basket item to a nation whose labor
force has yet to reach generally the level of the U.S.
labor force, we are benefitting both nations by optimizing the utilization of the labor force of the less-developed nation, and maximizing the productivity of the
relatively more developed one.
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The directly opposite result would be the case if we
moved chunks of the employed U.S. labor force either
into unemployment status, or into less-skilled, lowerpaid employment, or out of production of physical
goods into services employment. In the former case, the
U.S. economy would have the added production and
income to be a market for the product of the developing
nation; in the latter case, the purchasing power of U.S.
households would be reduced, and, therefore, also the
U.S. market as a whole.
In that reality which appears to exist only outside
the mouths of free-trade ideologues, the effect of the
“runaway shop,” under today’s post-industrial policies,
is to shrink the percentile of the total U.S. labor force
employed in producing useful physical goods. The displaced labor from these runaway industrial enterprises
becomes either unemployed or employed in relatively
marginal, even essentially almost useless occupations.
The industrial purchases from U.S. suppliers, especially medium and smaller producers and maintenance
services, collapse. The tax revenue base of the affected
community is collapsed more or less severely. The
“downsizing” of the per-capita scale of the U.S. agroindustrial producers’ base, and the “downsizing” of the
percentile of the total U.S. labor force employed in production of physical goods, signifies a collapsing of the
U.S. economy’s earned real purchasing power, and a
collapsing of the U.S. economy below a physical breakeven point (see Figure 4).
In consequence of this and other policies born of the
same deranged, if media-popularized mind-set, we
have the following picture of the U.S. economy itself.
Over the interval 1965-70, the rate of growth of the
U.S. physical economy slowed toward a net zero growth
for the economy as a whole (in terms of rate of increase
of physical output per capita, per household, per square
kilometer). The slowdown was triggered by the “downsizing” of the highly stimulative, “post-Sputnik” aerospace “crash program” and investment tax-credit programs upon which the post-1960 economic recovery
from the 1957-60 recession had depended almost entirely. This “downsizing” was worsened by the combined influence of such “post-modernist” lunacies as
Robert Theobald’s Triple Revolution, Robert S. McNamara’s lunatic “systems analysis,” Herbert Marcuse’s
ultra-leftism, and sundry “post-industrial” utopianisms.
The international effects of these and similar “New
Age” policies led to Prime Minister Harold Wilson’s
November 1967 collapse of British sterling, and the enEIR
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suing first round of successive collapses of the U.S.
dollar erupting visibly during February and early March
1968.
During 1970-71, the U.S. net expenditure on basic
economic infrastructure (additions and replacements
versus wear, tear, and obsolescence) entered a phase of
negative growth which has not only continued, but accelerated downward to the present time. The resulting
repair bill for water-management systems, transportation systems, power systems, general sanitation, and
urban infrastructure generally now totals many trillions
of dollars at constant-dollar prices. The combined
Chrysler and Penn Central crises of spring 1970 signalled the next round of collapse of the U.S. dollar,
leading to the collapse of the Bretton Woods gold reserve system during March through Aug. 15, 1971.
The further downsizing of the U.S. productive
sector by the Nixon administration’s successive, socalled “Phase I” and “Phase II,” was followed, during
1973 and 1974, by the shockingly depressive effects of
Secretary of State Henry A. Kissinger’s arranging the
OPEC oil-price hoax on behalf of the London-based oil
multis, then known popularly as the “Seven Sisters.”
This disastrous direction in U.S. domestic and foreign
economic and related policy and trends was accelerated
by adoption of those sets of policies sponsored by
David Rockefeller’s Trilateral Commission and the
New York Council on Foreign Relations’ “Project
1980s.” These included the “shock therapy” measures
introduced by President Carter’s newly appointed Federal Reserve chairman, Paul A. Volcker, in October
1979. Volcker’s high-interest rate hoax, which had been
put forward first in the CFR “Project 1980s,” and
backed by the Trilateral lobbyists, had an immediately
catastrophic effect upon the U.S. economy. Thus, over
the course of the 1970s as a whole, the U.S. economy
collapsed in all productive sectors excepting a few electronic and related spin-offs of the Kennedy aerospace
program; the rate of contraction of the U.S. and world
economy, over the course of the 1980s was transformed
into a virtually terminal collapse-process by the AngloAmerican policies of 1985-92, especially those introduced by Margaret Thatcher and George Bush.
“Downsizing” has become an irrationalist, fanatical
cult. This popular myth currently includes the delusion,
that one could collapse 85% of this planet into plagueridden barbarism, during a time as long as a century,
and yet keep a residual 15% of this planet relatively
secure and stable. This delusion is closely related to the
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TABLE 3

Water Use for Industrial Purposes, 1970
(millions of cubic meters per year)

false axiomatic assumptions underlying the popularized fallacy known as “comparative advantage” of “low
taxes and cheap labor.”
The ability to continue to produce physical goods of
ever-better quality ever-more cheaply is an excellent,
indispensable policy. This realization of this praiseworthy goal demands a constant emphasis upon investment
in improved technologies generated by vigorous scientific progress in such directions as beyond the outer
limits of present-day astrophysics and microphysics.
This improvement in conditions of life also depends
upon essential considerations of basic economic infrastructure; this requirement cannot be compromised
without disastrous effects upon the economy.
In transport, for example: the promptness and
cheapness of inbound and outbound passengers and
freight. Availability of reliable water supplies (see
Table 3). Availability of adequate power supplies of the
required quality. Local communications. Sanitation.
Education and health-care systems. Apart from that
class of correlatives, a potential level of per-capita
physical productivity is principally a function of health
and cultural development of the labor force.
In all cases, these qualities of the local situation for
investment in production must be produced chiefly by,
and at the cost of the society in which the investment is
made. Either that society is able (and willing) to reproduce these required “environmental” preconditions, or
it is politically unwilling to do so. If it is willing to do
so, then that society as a whole must be repaid amounts
sufficient to regenerate those improvements. Even were
it willing, it might be incapable of doing so. If a large
number of investors in a country pay so cheaply for
their employed labor, and so forth, that the country is
strained beyond the limit of its means to continue to
reproduce these required “environmental” conditions,
then a spiral of collapse is introduced by cheap-labor,
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low-tax fostering of such investments.
Otherwise, if the so-called “cheap
labor region” in which the investment is
made is paid generally sufficient tax
revenues and wage-levels to enable it
those necessary preconditions, then the
labor in that nation will no longer be
truly “cheap.” As the legacy of eighteenth-century Dutch and British colonialism, and nineteenth-century British
imperialism show throughout the relevant southerly regions of this planet, the
“comparative advantage” of cheap slave
or paid colonial labor lies entirely in the
power of the colonialist to conduct a
mass-murderous, Nazi occupation-like
type of asset-stripping of the population
and natural resources of the subjugated
region.
Thus, it is a matter of economic prin- British-style free trade in action: the “street economy” in New York City. The
ciple, that the true cost of producing unscientific axiomatic assumptions of the British East India Company’s
Haileybury school are now generally accepted in ruling academic institutions
anything, including the public sector’s around the world.
contributions of general, national infracrime circles formerly run top-down by Meyer Lansky
structure, must be seen as the physical cost of reproducassists a credulous client’s investment today, but with
ing and improving all of those natural and developed
the intent to loot him at some point down the line—
resources upon which the continued local production,
make the calf happy with today’s fattening, that he
even by a localized investment, of an equal or greater
might become a richer feast the day he is driven into the
quantity and quality depends. Among the included acasset-stripping slaughterhouse. One day, often years
tually incurred costs of an investment: each local inlater, after the investment has been “fattened up” by aid
vestment in production must contribute its share to
of what seemed to have been generously supplied
meeting the reproduction costs of the total population
masses of credit, one of the creditors, not the original
from whose households the labor employed is drawn.
banker, mysteriously calls in a loan. Other things
‘Asset-Stripping’
happen. The client is thrown into bankruptcy. His
Since the mid-1960s turn, the U.S. financier interest
former patron, the banker, with an interest in the enterhas adapted to that induced physical collapse of the
prise all along, buys out the other creditors by taking
U.S. economy which its post-industrial policy has inthe assets at one or two dimes’ worth for each dollar of
duced, responding to this collapse with an increasing
replacement cost of those assets, and readily disposes
emphasis upon sundry forms of asset-stripping. We
of the assets so acquired for three or more dimes, at a
should understand “asset-stripping” as various ways in
50% or greater profit in the relatively short term. In typwhich to make a financial profit by acquiring physical
ical real instances of such widespread practices, this
or monetary assets for resale by purchasing them at a
buyout of the bankrupted assets occurs by looting the
price way below the replacement price for the physical
original investor, the bank depositors of relevant banks,
assets underlying the notional financial values assigned
and sundry other creditors.
to them. “Junk bond” dealings are one example of such
That and analogous forms of monetarist “downsizlooting. It will probably be helpful to many readers to
ing” within an existing local, national, or world econpresent the following, additional example of commonomy, generates a relatively substantial, if local rate of
place “asset-stripping” practices.
return, substantial relative to the notional value of base
In a typical case, a banker linked to the organized
being shrunken physically by these means. One way of
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accomplishing this result, is to send a “runaway shop”
into a cheap-labor market, to loot both the market and
the basis of that national economy out of which the
“runaway shop” has been wrenched. The already-referenced “junk bonds” are the same species of asset-stripping rip-off; so are “derivatives.” The London and Wall
Street private bankers do not invest in cheap labor for
the purpose of obtaining wealth from production; the
only significant source of wealth from such operations
is the wealth taken from a domain outside the production process itself, the looting of the host economy by
the levers of exchange manipulations and of tax- and
price-concessions. In short, this is accomplished
through an asset-stripping operation, in which the production side serves only as a lever.
Another form of asset-stripping, is arbitrarily lowering the birth rate. The ability to maintain the whole
economy on the same scale requires a reproduction of
the labor force in that or an increased number of surviving post-adolescents of a suitable quality of cognitive
development and health. For example, by eliminating
new births altogether, or virtually so, one could lower
the level of income required, per capita, to reduce the
number of mouths to be fed sufficiently to reach temporarily an otherwise impossible level of market basket
enjoyed by the survivors of this population-collapse
spiral: Labor-force members from households without
dependent children are much cheaper to employ, since
they have fewer mouths to feed per member of the labor
force (see Figure 5).
Similarly, by putting health-caps upon care for persons whose age is above 55 years, one could eliminate,
Hitler-style, most of the older strata of the total population; this would lower the income required by the survivors, per capita, to maintain the current standard of
living for the survivors. The significance is, that to have
a population which could afford to provide the existing
middle-range U.S. standard of income per capita, a
population which describes an infant-based demographic pyramid with a modal life expectancy of up to
85 or more years, is required.
It was inevitable, that once the neo-malthusian fanatics had succeeded in their goals of dropping the
birth-rate and introducing a “post-industrial” utopia,
the Orwellian goal of killing off large fractions of persons who reach the age of retirement must be seen by
the malthusians as the economically required next step.
Reducing the birth-rate means reducing the economic
basis for sustaining persons in retirement age-ranges.
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FIGURE 5

Household Composition 1960-90
People and
workers

Births per
houehold

All “life-boat economics” of this sort, fairly called
“Hitler-style economic policies,” have an analogous
effect.
The use of asset-stripping forms of “privatization”
of public education, combined with outcome-based education’s (OBE) emphasis on eliminating compulsory
public education of cognitive potentials, is also an “asset-stripping” form of forerunner for Hitler-like healthcare and other population-control measures tomorrow.
Without a form of obligatory public education which
emphasizes European civilization’s classics and a geometrical approach to development of the cognitive potentials, the result converges upon a deranged population reminiscent of fourteenth-century European
flagellant mobs, a population incapable of mastering
the standards of technological proficiency required by
modern agriculture and industry.
None of these “lower taxes,” “cheaper labor” forms
of asset-stripping are truly sustainable forms of costcontrol measures. They are, each and all, essentially
one-time modes of deriving income from mass-murderous forms of asset-stripping of the accumulated
physical and cultural wealth of our collapsing society.
Thus, in order to discover the approximate degree of
post-1963 declines, during, respectively, the 1960s, the
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1970s, the 1980s, and the early 1990s, one must consider first the apparent levels of output per capita, per
household, and per square kilometer. One must deduct
from this apparent output the amount of current physical wealth attributable to the various guises of assetstripping.
The additional considerations to be applied to the
statistics are presented in my referenced 1984 textbook.
That taken into account, you have before you the outlines of construction for an incontrovertible statistical
proof: Since 1963, the world economy has been declining in net production of wealth per capita, per household, and per square kilometer. This rate of decline has
itself been increasing over that period, most emphatically the past ten years.

2.0 Smith, Ricardo, and Marx:
British Imperialism’s
Zero-Growth Economists
During 1983-85, I forecast repeatedly, both in private and widely distributed published statements, an
approximately 1988 collapse of the Warsaw Pact economic system, should Moscow refuse to reject the form
of cooperation which President Reagan had proposed
in his initial presentations of a Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) offer delivered publicly on March 23, 1983.
I also warned, similarly, from 1983 onwards, that under
Anglo-American policies in force then and now, that
the western economic system was also headed toward a
systemic form of collapse far worse than any mere cyclical depression. During the October 1988 U.S. presidential campaign, I warned a nationwide U.S. television audience of such things as the impending threat of
a generalized Balkan war launched by certain Serbia
factions, and also forecast an impending, early reunification of Germany under conditions of an imminent
“East bloc” chain-reaction collapse. The collapse of the
former Soviet system erupted in 1989; the intrinsically
bankrupt Anglo-American financial system is now
wobbling at the edge of a precipice.
The collapse of both systems was set into motion by
policies introduced globally chiefly since the November 1963 assassination of President John F. Kennedy.
The common feature of this past 20-odd years collapse
of both of the planet’s dominant economic systems, the
Anglo-American and the Soviet, is that, in both cases,
the collapse was shaped chiefly by common defects of
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policy-shaping thinking. These defects are rooted axiomatically in the British East India Company’s Haileybury school of Adam Smith, Jeremy Bentham, David
Ricardo, et al.
To understand why and how the world’s economy
entered the past 30 years collapse-spiral, one must recognize that this collapse has been caused solely by the
influence of those ideas of zero-growth economy which
were embedded axiomatically in the thinking of Adam
Smith and Karl Marx, and, more recently, in the “systems analysis” introduced to post-1938 economics by
radical positivist John Von Neumann. One also must
recognize that, contrary to popular opinion, economist
Karl Marx was a follower of this British school in every
relevant sense, not merely an admirer of what he so
often alleged to be the unchallenged scientific superiority of that Smith-Ricardo school. It is also a relevant
fact that, virtually all of his adult life, through 1871,
Marx was a controlled asset of two of the principal control agents of Lord Palmerston’s foreign-intelligence
service: London resident Giuseppe Mazzini and the
British “Museum’s” chief controller of Marx’s education in economics, David Urquhart.
For the purposes of this report, we are interested
only in a narrower aspect of Palmerston’s control over
Marx. Although his work on economics is usually associated with the notion of “surplus value,” in every
feature of the formal argument throughout the three
volumes of his Capital, he is, mathematically, a zerogrowth economist. On this point, there is no axiomatic
difference between Marx and those whom he repeatedly acknowledged as his teachers, notably Smith and
Ricardo. We stress that, as some postwar Cambridge
University economists around Joan Robinson and
Nicholas Kaldor have indicated, the formal side of
Marx’s Capital is readily restated as a relatively more
sophisticated version of Von Neumann’s zero-growth
“systems analysis,” that is, as a system of linear inequalities.
Kaldor’s Cambridge Systems Analysis group,
working closely with the malthusian Zuckerman-Alexander King Club of Rome, plainly influenced the direction of Soviet economic policy-thinking during the
1970s and early 1980s. That influence, exerted through
such channels as Lord Solly Zuckerman and Dzherman
Gvishiani’s International Institute for Applied Systems
Analysis in Laxenburg, Austria, did not cause the Soviet
economic collapse; nonetheless, to those who observed
this influence during that time, IIASA’s conduiting of
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British systems-analysis influences into Moscow
through that and other channels certainly blinded many
relevant Soviet figures to the true causes of the catastrophe then in the making.
On the Anglo-American side of the collapse, the
connection to Adam Smith is simple and direct. Radical
versions of Smith’s dogma are embodied axiomatically
in the policy-thinking which is bringing the AngloAmerican financial system to an early systemic collapse.
To understand such specific connection of bad economic theory to systemic collapse, we now treat in succession two successive, interrelated points. The first of
these is the way in which the underlying assumptions of
British economics dogma, since the eighteenth century,
became rooted in today’s policies of most governments
and universities throughout the world. Secondly, we
must examine rigorously the axiomatic connection between certain classes of ideas and material effects of
those ideas in economic practice. The crucial economic
implications of modern systems analysis, including the
manner in which this radical version of Smith, Ricardo,
Marx et al. has shaped the presently ongoing global
economic collapse, can be understood only from that
twofold standpoint.
In both of those facets of this subject-matter, the
most crucial feature of this is the fact that the formal
side of the economics teachings influencing both western and Soviet policy-shaping was derived from a doctrine whose formalities tolerate no economic policies
which are not consistent with a zero-growth result.
Review briefly the definition of axiomatics. Later,
we shall identify how the unscientific axiomatic assumptions of the British East India Company’s Haileybury school became generally accepted in ruling twentieth-century academic institutions around the world.

2.1 Axiomatics, Briefly

Let us be certain that we understand one another
when we use the term “axiomatics.” Stated most simply,
we mean what the classic text in Euclidean geometry
defines “axiom” to signify in practice. Unfortunately,
there are many university science graduates today who,
as victims of the so-called “New Math” curriculum introduced 30 years ago, were denied a competent
grounding in geometry. Those who did receive such a
grounding will please kindly bear with us as the meaning of the term is explained to those who did not.
Fairly said: In its classical usage, “axiom” signifies
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an assertion which is adopted without proof, adopted on
the authority of the unproven assumption that any contrary opinion must be absurd (whether that assumption
is relatively valid or false). For example, a “point” in
taught Euclidean geometry is the smallest conceivable
image in sense-perception, and a “straight line” is imagined to be, similarly, the shortest distance between two
points.
Once these, and other axioms have been adopted as
building-blocks for that species of geometrical thinking, no proposition (theorem) adopted must be inconsistent with any among the axioms. Thus, once we
adopt any choices of axioms and postulates as a fixed
set of underlying assumptions for any formal system,
not only will every proposition generated within that
system be consistent with each and all of those assumptions, but, each and every proposition which could ever
exist within that system is implicitly stated in advance.
This principle of formal systems, including all formal
systems of mathematics, is sometimes known as the
“hereditary principle” of a formal logic such as that of
Russell and Whitehead’s Principia Mathematica.
Since the formal aspect of the economic systems of
Adam Smith, Karl Marx, and John Von Neumann each
and all claimed to be logically consistent formal systems, this rule, the so-called “hereditary principle,” applies to each and all of them. This brings into play a
second formal principle of all logical systems, the socalled principle of “types.” By treating each of these
economic systems as sub-types of a common type, we
are able to identify the cause of the presently ongoing,
worldwide economic collapse in a simple and direct
way.
For our purposes here, the following definition of
that principle of types will be sufficient.
Once we show that each and all theorems possible
within any logically consistent formal system are all
embodied implicitly in a single “hereditary principle,”
we can replace a listing of such theorems by simply
stating that hereditary principle. To construct such a
statement, we must present the set of interdependent
axioms as a principle for generating, in some ordered or
other succession, each and every theorem implicitly
possible within that succession.
This leads us to an important, fundamental discovery first elaborated by Georg Cantor. This discovery
was echoed by a twentieth-century mathematician,
Kurt Gödel. Gödel, by reconstructing a crucial feature
of Cantor’s proof, discredited the most fundamental
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A model for the investigation of conic sections, at the Franklin
Institute of Technology in Philadelphia. Geometrical thinking
is the axiomatic starting point for correct methodology in
economics.

mathematical axioms of not only Bertrand Russell, but
also of the putative father of modern economic systems
analysis, John Von Neumann. Leave the related Cantor
topics of non-denumerable sequences and power sets
untreated here today; the point relevant to our treatment
of Smith, Marx, and Von Neumann, here, is fairly
summed up as follows.
As Plato demonstrated this famous ontological paradox by his Parmenides dialogue: that unifying conception of change which, as a generating principle, subsumes and thus bounds all of the members of a collection
cannot be itself a member of that collection. This was
demonstrated in a fresh way by Cantor, a demonstration
which Cantor situated explicitly in terms of Plato’s
work, and which Cantor developed as a revolution respecting both the formal and ontological features of all
possible mathematical thinking. Thus, if we state the
“hereditary principle” of any formal system, such as today’s generally accepted university classroom mathematics, in its proper form as a generating principle, that
statement lies outside the formal system of elements
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which it defines implicitly. That fact lies outside the
reach of comprehension by today’s generally accepted
mathematical thinking; but that principle is nonetheless
intelligible, knowable.
The history of mathematics itself illustrates this
point. The kind of mathematics which may be derived
from the kind of set of axioms and postulates presented
as Euclidean geometry, yields a form of mathematics
called “algebra,” or “algebraic systems.” That is the
kind of mathematics we associate with René Descartes
or Isaac Newton. Over the interval 1440-1697, a higher
form of non-algebraic mathematics was established,
presented in this form at the latter date chiefly by Gottfried Leibniz and Jean Bernoulli. The higher form of
non-algebraic mathematics came to be known as the
domain of transcendental functions. The Euclidean
axioms of point and line were discarded as axioms, and
replaced by isoperimetric, or circular action, also
known as a principle of “universal least action.” The
establishment of non-algebraic mathematics as superior to algebraic forms, was demonstrated by the astonishingly accurate, 1670s measurement of the speed of
light by Ole Roemer, and by the successive application
of this measurement to principles of refraction by
Christian Huyghens, Leibniz, and Jean Bernoulli.
Although Leibniz and his friends discredited the axiomatics of algebraic thinking, they took away nothing
of importance to science. All of the valid features of
algebra are understood from the standpoint of non-algebraic mathematics, but free of the fallacies of algebraic thinking. It is shown that non-algebraic mathematics bounds algebra externally, but that, true to the
paradox of Plato’s Parmenides, the truth of non-algebraic mathematics cannot be derived by construction
from a formal algebra. In the language of Cantor, algebraic and non-algebraic mathematical formalisms are
two distinct species of “hereditary principle,” or, distinct types, of which all valid propositions in algebra
belong to a sub-type under non-algebraic functions.
Similarly, Cantor showed the existence of a third,
higher type of mathematics, beyond denumerable
arrays, which is a higher type than any variety of today’s generally accepted classroom mathematics.
The notion of (transfinite) axiomatic types applies
to the problem under investigation here. The systems
represented by the mathematically representable features of the political economy of Adam Smith, David
Ricardo, Karl Marx, and John Stuart Mill belong to a
common, Cantorian type of linear schema which is
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characteristically entropic, as, notably, Ludwig
Boltzmann defines entropy in mechanistic models of a
gas system, or any analogous system. The same is true
of the systems analysis of John Von Neumann.
The fact that Boltzmann’s model is axiomatically
entropic leads directly to the following paradox. If the
universe as a whole were subject to a universal law of
entropy, as Boltzmann’s mechanistic model implies,
then Boltzmann himself could never have come into
existence to construct his theory. Thus, if Boltzmann’s
theory is valid, then both Boltzmann and his theory
never existed.
A scholarly defender of Boltzmann’s work would
raise an objection to our use of that paradox which is
more or less the same point made by Boltzmann himself. That objection would be, that Boltzmann himself
showed that non-entropic phenomena might conceivably exist locally within a universe which is overall entropic.
The rebuttal to this objection is, summarily, that
such a defense of Boltzmann depends absolutely upon
Boltzmann’s own reliance upon choosing an incompetent definition of “negative entropy (negentropy).” For
Boltzmann to have come into existence, he must be a
living process which is capable of progressive, and efficient intellectual discoveries analogous in form to an
evolutionary model of living processes as a whole, and
also analogous to such inorganic forms of evolutionary
self-transformation of a process as the generative principle, or type represented by the developed form of the
Mendeleyev Periodic Table of elements and isotopes.
As an existing person, Boltzmann, despite his theories,
did conform to such an evolutionary model. However,
these evolutionary “models,” including Boltzmann
himself, are not represented by the way in which the
purely mechanistic notion of “negative entropy” is defined mathematically by Boltzmann’s theorem.
The claim by Norbert Wiener, for example, that
Boltzmann’s mechanistic model is a model of a principle of living processes, for example, is a plain chicanery. By the time Wiener wrote his Cybernetics, there
was a well-established, rigorous distinction between
the two types of systems, entropic and not-entropic; the
formal history of this distinction began with Plato’s
treatment of the implications of the regular solids’
unique construction. In modern science, Plato’s argument is developed further by Luca Pacioli, Leonardo da
Vinci, and is a central feature of the work of Johannes
Kepler. The work of Plato, da Vinci, and Kepler is reNovember 30, 2018
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grounded on the basis of Leibniz’s analysis situs and
important later work in this direction by Gauss, et al.;
the refinement of Mendeleyev’s Periodic Table by earlier twentieth-century work, up through the 1930s, in
nuclear radiation, fusion and fission, made clear what
we ought to signify empirically and mathematically by
our obligation to make a strict formal distinction between living and entropic processes. The attachment of
the word “negative entropy (negentropy),” as a simple
time-reversal of statistical entropy, to the non-entropic
features of living processes was therefore childish
word-play; and Wiener’s application of the Boltzmann
statistical theorem to define a common principle of
human communication and living processes a patent
sophistry, a hoax.
In physical economy, for example, negative entropy
is properly represented in the following way.
The total consumption of combined infrastructural,
producers and households’ market-baskets of essential
physical goods corresponds to a magnitude which
modern practice commonly terms “energy of the
system.” The desired increase of the total output of production over the “energy of the system” previously embodied in the productive process, corresponds functionally to the relative “free energy” of that society as a
process. The ratio of this “free energy” to that “energy
of the system,” is a correlative of the productivity of
that society considered as a whole. Follow this several
steps further.
These magnitudes are considered in totality, but
they are also considered functionally per capita, per
household, per square kilometer, and per square kilometer per capita. In the successful cases, the increase in
productivity lessens the per-capita amount of productive effort required to satisfy the maintenance of the required level of the energy of the system per capita.
However, there are two other outstanding changes
which are included among those required to sustain this
rise in the ratio of free energy to energy of the system.
As measured in physical, but not labor-time terms, the
energy of the system per capita must increase. Similarly, the ratio of total infrastructure goods plus producers’ goods, to households’ goods, must also increase,
although the absolute, physical magnitude of the content of the household’s per-capita market-basket must
increase. The satisfaction of those preconditions provides a model of what “negative entropy” must signify
if we are to attribute to that term any degree of congruence with the distinctively anti-entropic characteristics
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of living processes. This model illustrates the required
alternative definition of “negative entropy” if that term
is intended to reference the distinguishing characteristic of any process which would have permitted
Boltzmann himself to have come into existence.
This is also the model which an economic process
must satisfy to generate a genuine margin of what Marx
termed “surplus value,” of profit to humanity as a
whole. In the case of Adam Smith, David Ricardo, Karl
Marx, John Stuart Mill, William Jevons, and John Von
Neumann, the systematic formalities of their respective
arguments all share the same axiomatic blunder central
to both Boltzmann’s and Wiener’s mistaken mathematical definition of “negative entropy.” They are each and
all intrinsically zero-growth models, which, as policyguides, would ensure axiomatically an entropic collapse of any economy foolish enough to tolerate them.

Smith versus the Physiocrats

We are now situated to examine the way in which
the zero-growth axioms were embedded in the work of
Smith, Marx, Von Neumann, et al. Briefly, then, as follows.
The science of political economy was developed
originally by Gottfried Leibniz over the interval 16721716. The Physiocrats, and Smith, Marx, Mill, and Von
Neumann after them were all adversaries of Leibniz in
science generally, and in the field of political economy
in particular. As economists, Smith, Marx, Mill, and
Von Neumann were all philosophical adversaries of
Leibniz from the standpoint of John Locke; Locke’s
model of society is key to understanding the common
axiomatic fallacies of their economic systems.
The outstanding features of Leibniz’s discoveries in
physical economy included, first, his development of
the notion of heat-powered machinery, and, second, his
notion of technology. The first bears upon the increase
of the average productive powers of labor of society as
a whole through the use of heat-powered machinery.
The second involves that increase in productive powers
of labor which follow introduction of a principle of
design of experimental apparatus of scientific discovery to tools, product-design, and machinery of production, all to such included effect that the per-capita physical productivity of society were increased by this
means even without an increase in the throughput of
heat-power per capita.
An alliance of certain aristocratic and financial-oligarchical forces mobilized to eradicate the influence of
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Leibniz’s science of physical economy. The most important of these, until about 1783, were the so-called
Physiocrats. Later, beginning 1763, during the rising
political power in Britain, William Petty, the Second
Earl of Shelburne, adopted Adam Smith as an an agent
of the opium-smuggling and slave-trading British East
India Company, assigning Smith to study the work of
the French and Swiss Physiocrats, to design a scheme
for destroying the economies of both France and the
English-speaking colonies in North America. Smith’s
apology for the British East India Company’s morally
objectionable practices, The Wealth of Nations, appeared as a Shelburne-backed anti-American tract in
1776. Smith plagiarized significantly the written work
of leading French Physiocrats, such as Turgot, but also
included the added, pernicious dogma, intended to destroy the economies of France and English-speaking
North America, “free trade.” Smith, Ricardo, Marx,
Mill, Von Neumann, et al., are each and all direct outgrowths of the John Locke axiomatic model of political
economy proffered by the British East India Company’s Adam Smith.
In contrast, the U.S. Declaration of Independence
was based upon Leibniz’s “pursuit of happiness,” in opposition to Locke’s “pursuit of property.” Similarly,
what became known worldwide as the anti-British
American System of Political-Economy was set into
motion under President George Washington through
U.S. Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton’s Leibnizian On the Subject of Manufactures, and the thorough complementary credit and national-banking policies set forth in Hamilton’s reports to the U.S. Congress
on credit and a national bank. The Leibnizian system of
political economy, as the form of the future U.S. economy’s success was described prophetically by Hamilton then, did correspond to a truly negentropic model,
contrary to the entropic schemes of Smith, Marx, Von
Neumann, and Norbert Wiener.
Of all of these anti-Leibniz economic dogmas, only
the Physiocrats allowed a true profit to society as a
whole, and that in a most eerie form. For Smith, Ricardo, Marx, Mill, and Von Neumann, profit is something gained by one person out of the pocket of another,
as trading profit, as usury, or some outright speculative
swindle such as today’s “junk bonds.” In Von Neumann’s language, for them, as for today’s malthusians,
economy is a giant, all-seasons gambling hall, an “nperson, zero-sum game.” By contrast, the Physiocrats
argued that all net growth of the wealth of society per
EIR

November 30, 2018

capita is generated solely as the “bounty of nature,” not
man’s productive labor. Implicitly, these French rural
oligarchs were pagan worshippers of the Delphi Apollo
cult’s earth-mother and whore goddess, Gaia. The
Physiocrats’ favorite prostitute, Gaia, produced all gain
in wealth; labor were merely as cattle grazing in Gaia’s
field, munching upon Gaia’s bounty. The landlord, by
owning a piece of land, had the only legitimate title to
Gaia’s bounty, like the man who had rented the pleasure
to an hour of Gaia’s services as a prostitute.
The human species is known to have lived on this
planet for no less than about 2 million years. It appears,
that about that time and later, our species had a planetary potential population-density of less than 10 million
individual persons, about the potential of a creature resembling the baboon in every respect but man’s inferior
strength and fighting capacity. Had mankind been
merely an animal, mankind today would still live in no
more than those numbers and with approximately the
same table manners. The characteristic of those changes
in potential population-density which have brought us
to this time is an increase in both standard of living and
productivity expressed in both per-capita and persquare-kilometer terms. This Cantorian type of increase
in potential population-density is rooted in those mental
capacities of the individual human person which permit
mankind to generate and to assimilate efficiently those
axiomatic-revolutionary discoveries in science and fine
arts through which man’s per-capita power over nature
is increased.
In respect to any formal system, such as generally
accepted classroom mathematics, an axiomatic-revolutionary discovery appears as an absolute mathematical
discontinuity.1 Animal and human behavior must be
* Cut one line with another. If we make the second of those lines sufficiently thin, can it become the case that the length of the first line coinciding with the second will be a point on the first line for which there is
no denumerable determination of exact position? “Yes,” says Cantor’s
demonstration. This issue was already featured in such locations as
Bernhard Riemann’s 1854 habilitation dissertation; the model of the
problem was introduced by Richard Dedekind. It was central in the
work of Cantor’s teacher, Karl Weierstrass. This is a true mathematical
discontinuity. Asymptotic limits which are true discontinuities are
therefore never existing theorems of a continuous function which they
bound. For an example of this latter principle, compare B. Riemann’s
construction of his On the Propagation of Plane Air Waves of Finite
Magnitude, published in 1860, in which the central point is this notion
of an asymptotic limit as a singularity which is not a theorem of the
function which it bounds. Similarly, true axiomatic-revolutionary discoveries are not themselves functions (theorems) of the formal (e.g.,
mathematical) system which is their putative point of origination. Simi-
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contrasted axiomatically in these terms of reference.
It would be an exaggeration, to say that the range of
behavior of an animal species is delimited in a way
which corresponds neatly to a notion of the formal logician’s “hereditary principle.” We can say, that members
of animal species cannot transmit axiomatic-revolutionary forms of discoveries, as conceptions, from one
generation of that species, to the next. It appears that, in
sharp contrast to the human species, an animal species
cannot willfully improve its behavior in the way the radiation of an individual person’s scientific discovery of
an axiomatic-revolutionary quality is the cause of a revolutionary advancement of the potential populationdensity of the human species.
Although “animal intelligence” does not correspond
simply, ontologically, or otherwise to any system of
formal logic, animals lack that principle of intelligent
behavior which otherwise sets intelligent behavior
apart from, far above any formalist’s view of today’s
generally accepted classroom mathematics. “Animal
intelligence” manifestly shares one quality with formal
logic; it excludes ontologically the distinguishing, creative characteristic of human reason.
Human knowledge up to the present day is the continuing elaboration of an accumulation of successive,
axiomatic-revolutionary discoveries over perhaps as
far back as 2 million years. Reaching back less distantly, to recent millennia of European culture, we can
trace all that we know of the roots of modern science
through early discoveries in geometry, such as the Pythagorean theorem, Eudoxus’s principle of exhaustion,
and Plato’s treatment of the regular polyhedral solids.
With less exactness, but with essential certainty, we can
trace back certain features of this development of science to times and places long before Classical Greece,
chiefly through the development of solar astronomical
calendars: before 6,000 B.C. by channels of the Vedic
culture of Central Asia, through such channels as Egypt
before the pyramids, and also from the ancient roots of
China’s culture, perhaps earlier than 15,000 years ago.
In general, we can prove geometrically that each step
among even those more remote discoveries required an
axiomatic discontinuity with respect to any attempted
formal representation of a preceding state of knowledge. We also know that such discoveries have an imlarly, a series of such functions, as a Cantorian type, is a quality of function which resides outside all generally accepted classroom mathematics, yet inclusively bounds the latter externally.
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ion, the “secret,” if you will, for accessing true human knowledge was
presented in a fresh way by Georg Cantor’s treatment of the transfinite. At this
point in our report, that principle of
knowledge is located by “triangulation”
of three points of reference: Cantor’s
principle of transfinite types, Cantor’s
direct comparison of that principle of
the higher mathematics with Plato’s
treatment of the relationship between
the Becoming and the Good, and a comparison of Cantor’s work and Plato’s
method with the inner artistic principle
of composition of Classical tragedy. We
now describe that summarily, as follows.
In each of those three facets of today’s accumulated human knowledge,
Construction of a stellated dodecahedron at a geometry class at the Child O’Mine
and in all taken together, we see that,
day care center in Southeast Washington, D.C. “Reaching back . . . to recent
relative to any attempted formalist repmillennia of European culture, we can trace all that we know of the roots of
resentation of knowledge, that knowlmodern science through early discoveries in geometry, such as the Pythagorean
edge exists in no such formalism, but
theorem, Eudoxus’ principle of exhaustion, and Plato’s treatment of the regular
polyhedral solids.”
rather in no less than that Cantorian type
of principle by which each and all sucplicit, although not necessarily denumerable successive
cessive phases of man’s progress are ordered. To sum
ordering, an ordering determined by the notion of necup this point in the simplest admissible terms: In conessary predecessor.
trast to a formalism, such as today’s generally accepted
We have shown earlier in other published locations
classroom mathematics, knowledge is not symbolic,
a similar, philological and physiological case for the rabut is premised upon a process of successive axiomatictional development of European Classical music, for
revolutionary discoveries. Knowledge lies not in any
example, from the vocalized poetry of many thousands
among those successive discoveries as individual eleof years ago, through the necessary, most recent develments of a series, nor in an formal construction derived
opment of Classical polyphony by Haydn, Mozart, and
from a collection of such elements. In contrast to the
Beethoven: all on the foundation of earlier developformalist standpoint, knowledge appears as a succesment of Florentine methods of bel canto voice-training
sion of those “mathematical discontinuities” which
and of J.S. Bach’s more immediate well-tempered revmark the formally impassable boundaries separating
olution in counterpoint.
the lower form of knowledge from the higher.
To grasp adequately this principle of axiomatic-revThese boundaries, these singularities are bridgeable
olutionary discovery, otherwise termed “Platonic hyonly by that principle of discovery under which Plato
pothesis,” we must rise above the popular myth of sosubsumes commonly the distinctions among hypothecalled “scientific objectivity,” to the higher
sis (discovery), higher hypothesis (principle of succesvantage-point of “scientific subjectivity.” This is the
sive discoveries, or type of discovery), and hypothesizplace in the present report to supply the following intering the higher hypothesis (the ordering of revolutionary
polation.
improvements in method of discovery).
As a matter of contrasts, modern empiricism is forScience as Classical Poetry
mally reductionist. It seeks to find the smallest, ostensiContrary to prevailing opinion among today’s probly indivisible element of matter, to the purpose of defessionals, and also contrary to today’s popular opinfining the universe as a whole inductively, by building
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upon the assumedly most elementary relationship
among the most elementary building-blocks of matter.
As that reductionist method is exemplified formally in
the extreme by Bertrand Russell and Alfred North
Whitehead’s Principia Mathematica, such radical empiricists or positivists adopt the same fallacy met in today’s popularized neo-malthusian foolishness of “nonparametric” statistics: the absurdity of seeking a
substitute for causality within the empty expanses of
bare linear space-time.
On the contrary, the ontological principle illustrated
by Plato’s Parmenides obliges science to seek knowledge by ascending to that inclusive whole which is not
comprehensible as a member of the set which it externally bounds and defines. In a sense, we must find the
pathways to the secrets of microphysics in astrophysics; perhaps we shall not reach deeply enough into the
interior of the atomic nucleus until we have completed
the appropriately corresponding work of exploration of
space. We must find the lawful basis for causal determination of the relationship among parts in the principles
of ordering of the universe in the astrophysical veryA spiral galaxy in Ursa Major (32 NGC5457). “Perhaps we
shall not reach deeply enough into the interior of the atomic
nucleus until we have completed the appropriately
corresponding work of exploration of space.”

large.
It is relevant, that the most ancient known roots of
modern physical science may be found, tens of thousands of years ago, in the solar astronomical, long-cycle calendars of Central Asia from which historical
Indo-European and Chinese civilizations sprang.
Coming nearer to today, we have similar evidence of
the development of solar astronomical calendars in
Egypt long before the great Pyramids were designed.
According to such ancient evidence, even before historic times, any culture which lacked a calendar of more
than 26,000 years, based on a sound conception of sidereal and solar cycles, was pathetically poor in its relative cultural development.
It is indispensable that we seek knowledge in the
highest rank of the largest conceivable wholes, not the
smallest part; but that is not sufficiently rigorous, by
itself. We must examine the accumulation of human
knowledge by means of a constant criticism of our own
thinking-processes at each stage of generating, regenerating, and transmitting scientific knowledge. In each
successive phase of this process, we must attain a higher
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level of conscious reasoning by adopting the relatively
lower levels of our own thinking as the sensuous-like
objects of consciousness. This is the method of Plato’s
Socrates, of ferretting out and rendering intelligible the
often hidden, often provably false axiomatic assumptions which underlie carelessly a tolerated blind faith in
that received as authoritative opinion.
What else could be a more useful method today?
Virtually all governments have been ruining the planet
over decades, by tolerating generally accepted academic opinions on economics, opinions which have
all long-since proven themselves, by events, to have
been virtually a global mass-suicide pact among nations.
It is not sufficient to accept the fact, that we must
achieve conscious control of those blind assumptions
which govern the tongues of the illiterate Ph.D.s, and
of others today. To render this Platonic method, and its
terminology, truly intelligible, Plato himself would
have considered it quite proper that we imagine this
Socratic process as like a classical tragedy being performed before a theater audience. After all, are not his
dialogues written as dramas? The players are performing the script on stage. The audience is watching the
minds of each of the characters on stage, and the playwright, seated in a box above both stage and audience,
is watching the minds of the members of the audience,
and thus seeing his own mind’s activity more clearly in
that way.
Let it be said, in memory of Plato, Dante Alighieri,
Leonardo da Vinci, Rafael Sanzio, Johannes Kepler,
and Gottfried Leibniz, that without a mastery of the
Classical fine arts, there can be no true physical science.
Without rejecting the irrationalist, romanticist aesthetics of Immanuel Kant, the skills of the physical scientist
dwell in but a small imperilled oasis within a Dionysiac
wilderness of a Wagnerian opera, within the irrationalist, romantic mind of a raving, existentialist beast.
Unless the leaders in physical science reject Kant and
Friedrich Karl Savigny’s barbaric dichotomy of Naturwissenschaft (natural science) and Geisteswissenschaft
(art), unless they reject contemptuously the existentialist lunacy of “art for art’s sake,” physical science as a
whole tends to become sterile; powers of creativity are
lost, and only the soulless formalities of a no longer
creative, dead science remain, until even that, too, is
rotted away. “The play’s the thing, to catch the conscience of the king”; in the great Classical tragedies of
Aeschylus, Miguel Cervantes, William Shakespeare,
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and Friedrich Schiller, the doors to the innermost secrets of creativity in natural science are opened for the
sake of those willing to enter. Imagine the tragedy as a
Plato dialogue, and discern the structure of that dialogue to parallel Cantor’s exploration of higher reaches
of the transfinite.
Imagine that that play we chose to watch, follows
the practice of such classic Platonic tragedies as Cervantes’s celebrated prose-drama Don Quixote, in which
the characters within the tragedy step briefly out of their
roles to address the audience in soliloquies. These soliloquies have the effect of a character’s showing his or
her awareness of the audience; but, there is a certain
ambiguity about this: Is the player speaking to the audience in his capacity as the character portrayed, or as the
actor playing that part? As the audience is watching the
drama, the drama is looking into the mind of the audience; this is the case at the same time that the soliloquist
is presenting a view of the state of mind of the characters within the ongoing drama.
The common essential of all these relations, within
the performance of the author’s drama before an audience, is conscious viewing of consciousness as were
that latter consciousness itself a sensuous object. The
audience is watching the consciousness of the characters portrayed, as it is prompted to do so by such devices as Shakespeare’s or Cervantes’s soliloquist. The
playwright is focused upon the conscious processes
within the minds of the members of the audience. In a
great tragedy, such as the Prometheus of Aeschylus, the
tragedies of Shakespeare, and, most clearly of all, of
Schiller, the interplay inhering in one consciousness
being treated as an object by another consciousness is a
truly Socratic dialectic.
All true human knowledge is Socratic in that sense.
We touch knowledge as we rise above the beasts, as we
rise above the empiricist’s folly of knowing no objects
but his blind faith in his felt reaction to the object-images of his sense-experience. Knowledge begins as we
shift our attention away from his faith in his sense-perceptions, as we begin to search out the hidden, axiomatic assumptions which permeate and control the way
in which we judge our own, and others’ conscious processes of judgment, of opinion-making. Knowledge
begins as we explore the implications of making indispensable modifications of those previously hidden assumptions which we are able to uncover, those axiomatic beliefs earlier hidden from our awareness.
Thus, great drama, especially the great classical
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tragedy reflected by such as Aeschylus, Shakespeare,
and Schiller, is a wonderful, health-giving stimulus, a
taking of pleasure in scientific rigor. Merely accepting
a taught formal mathematics, is learning, not knowledge. As both the known and hidden axiomatic assumptions of all mathematics are treated as conscious processes, which are, in turn, properly objects of conscious
criticism, that joyous experience which is truth-seeking
knowledge begins.
This dramatically Socratic criticism of assumptions
is no merely arbitrary negation. This point is conveniently illustrated by recognizing that Cantor’s discoveries are a reflection of that same method of exhaustion
we meet in the work of Plato and Archimedes, for example. The principle of solution in the case of Plato’s
Parmenides ontological paradox, as Cantor and Kurt
Gödel have addressed this successively, is key to understanding the way in which the method of exhaustion
succeeds. Briefly, we have the following.
Given, the recent 2,500-odd years of known history
of civilization, and of education: The formal side of the
proper education of the child, for knowledge instead of
today’s slap-dash, behavioristic learning, comes into
focus near the onset of adolescence, with the study of
classical geometry, and a concurrently included study
of Classical Greek culture from the reference-point of
Plato’s dialogues. In contrast to such stupefying empiricists as Peretto Pomponazzi, Francis Bacon, John
Locke, David Hume, and so forth, Plato aids the student
in overcoming the bestiality of blind faith in sense-experience as such. Viewing Classical Greece through the
eyes of Plato, one sees that knowledge begins by rising
above contemplation of blind faith in sense-experience,
to examining the states of consciousness associated
with judging sense-experience.
The method of judging is typified by Eudoxus’s
principle of limits. Drive every assumption to its limits,
seeking out the way in which the ontological paradoxes,
of the type presented in Plato’s Parmenides, are forced
into consciousness. So, the higher (than empiricist)
state of consciousness associated with Platonic hypothesis is made a subject of consciousness. Our awareness
of a state of consciousness of hypothesis as a Cantorian
type, is consciousness of higher hypothesis, and so on.
Thus, the secrets of physical scientific discovery are
embodied in great dramatic tragedies.
The limit which situates the hypothesis of axiomatic-revolutionary discovery, is always as Plato’s Parmenides defines it. This is the definition illustrated by
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Nicolaus of Cusa’s revolutionary solution to Archimedes’s formulation of the paradoxical chore of squaring
the circle. By leaping directly to the outer limit of a
process of generating ever-more many-sided, regular,
inscribed and circumscribed polygons, it is shown that
such an increasingly precise method for estimating a
numerical value of @gp could never bring congruence
between the perimeters of the polygon and that of the
circle. The two are of different species, the principle of
circular action the superior species bounding “externally” the process of generating the polygons.
In that circa A.D. 1440 discovery by Cusa, we have
the axiomatic germ of Leibniz and Jean Bernoulli’s
demonstration of a non-algebraic form of universal
least action. Similarly, Carl Gauss’s derivation of his
pentagramma mirificum from examination of the principles of Keplerian regular and semi-regular partition
of the internal surface of a spherical shell, is a fresh insight into the nature of the Golden Section in respect to
the Platonic solids, not as a coefficient in Galileo’s dynamics, but as an external bounding of a geometrical
process driven to its limit.
Cusa’s discovery of the absolute distinction between a circle and circular action, the germ of modern
transcendental functions, is taken as an intelligible example of the principle of hypothesis. Grasp that discovery in terms of the type of generating principle to which
it belongs; reach thus an intelligible representation of
the notion of Platonic higher hypothesis. Once the preconditions for Cantor’s work are seen in this kind of
classical-tragic dramatic setting, as prompted by the
relevant paradoxes treated earlier by Gauss, P.G.
Lejeune Dirichlet, Berhnard Riemann, and Karl Weierstrass, the students’ consciousness is lifted above the
chimeras of naive denumerability, and the once awesome face of hypothesizing the higher hypothesis assumes friendly, intelligible form.
Cantor’s writings reflect his own experience with
such discoveries. Yet, more stunning at fresh encounter
then than even all the reflection upon the role of hypothesis in scientific discovery, is the re-reading of Philo On
Creationism, and the Christian writers on the interrelated topics of imago Dei and capax Dei. Acknowledge
Plato’s conceptual distinctions between “Becoming”
and “Good,” as Cantor insists that these parallel his
own distinctions between “transfinite” and “absolute”;
see then the meaning of imago Dei and capax Dei as
that species-nature of the individual person which, according to Genesis 1:25-28, sets mankind absolutely
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above all other existence within a temporal universe.
Man’s ability to replicate the behavior of Aristotle
and Bertrand Russell’s formal logic, we can simulate by
a mere machine designed to handle such ontologically
trivial matters as simultaneous linear inequalities. Poor
Aristotle, poor Immanuel Kant, poor G.W.F. Hegel,
poor Russell; one must wonder if they are not condemned to reside in Dante’s Inferno forever, their tantalizing punishment that of being instructed monotonously throughout eternity in “the practical reason” by
one of poor John Von Neumann’s machines! Their
crime, for which they might be punished so appropriately, is that their evil life’s work was devoted to preventing their dupes from discovering the beauty of what
it can be to be human.
The form of the interdependent qualities of imago
Dei and capax Dei is reflected uniquely in that quality
of supra-formalist creative reasoning which is directly
illustrated in valid axiomatic-revolutionary discoveries
in science, and in analogous discoveries in the Classical
forms of the fine arts. From the standpoint of making
ourselves conscious of the successively higher layers of
our own capacity for scientific and artistic thinking, we
recognize hypothesis, if but negatively, at the paradoxical, Eudoxian limit typified by Plato’s Parmenides and
Cusa’s De Docta Ignorantia and De Circuli Quadratura. We recognize creativity, in its form as hypothesis,
as the formal discontinuity implicit in any axiomaticrevolutionary form of discovery.
With those considerations of scientific progress as a
subject of Classical tragedy in view, now view the conflict among Leibniz, the Physiocrats, and the British
free traders as such a tragedy.

The Tragedy of Empiricism

The essential falsehood, the lie upon which the
teaching of the Physiocrats, Adam Smith, Jeremy Bentham, Karl Marx, John Stuart Mill, and John Von Neumann is commonly premised, is the same lie about
mankind for which Aristotle, Kant, Hegel, and Russell
might be justly tantalized forever in Dante’s Inferno.
Contrary to such persons, that historical increase in
mankind’s potential population-density which sets
mankind apart from and above all other creatures within
temporal eternity, defines individual persons as in the
imperfect image of the Creator. This is so by virtue of
manifest powers of axiomatic-revolutionary forms of
efficient creative powers: in Latin, the powers of imago
Dei and capax Dei.
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Contrary to the beliefs of empiricists like (left to right) Jeremy Bentham, Karl Marx, and John von Neumann, the historical increase
in mannkind’s potential population-density sets man apart from, and above all other creatures, and defines individual persons as in
the image of the Creator.

One of the subjects of this report is, that those customary pagan Gaia-worshippers, the Physiocrats, deny such
creative powers to man. It is appropriate that the core of
these Physiocrats was provided by a political union of
feudal landlords and financial usurers, like the North
American defenders of the institution of chattel slavery.
In the opinion of such worshippers of that old whore of
Babylon earth-mother, it is a capital crime of hubris to
attribute the image of the Creator to that mere serf, or
slave for whom they would care no more, perhaps less
than the cattle they compassionately fatten for slaughter.
Adam Smith’s employers were a late-eighteenthcentury variety of British Liberals, radical empiricists.
Therein lies the nub and source of their differences with
the Physiocrats.
The Physiocrats, together with their allies among
the banker usurers, were defending their traditionally
greedy bucolic’s forms of feudal oligarchism, defending their usurious social customs, so to speak, against
the encroaching social, economic, and political outgrowths of the fifteenth century’s, Florence-centered
Golden Renaissance.
The radical empiricists Earl of Shelburne and Jeremy
Bentham exhibited the point of conflict with the
Physiocrats, as they, from London, directed the Jacobin
Terror of their agents Orléans, Robespierre, Danton, and
Marat against France. The British East India Company’s
radicals were the Physiocrats’ allies against the heritage
of the 1439-40 Council of Florence, but were unwilling
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to subordinate their rapacious utilitarianism, their neoRoman lusting for world empire, to the restraining force
of any form of social custom, even that their sometime
feudal Physiocrat allies. So, later, did Lord Palmerston’s
“Young Europe” revolutions of 1848-49 treat Britain’s
faithful allies Metternich, the czar of Russia, and the
king of France most ungratefully.
Formally, there are two essential differences between the empiricists and the best spokesmen among
the Physiocrats, Quesnay and Turgot. First, the best
Physiocrats have a clear sense of the structure, if not the
functional characteristics of the productive process,
where the empiricists, from Smith through John Stuart
Mill and Jevons, never have. It is essentially on this
single count of Marx’s debt to Quesnay that he is superior as an economist to his Haileybury predecessors,
and to the modern monetarists. Secondly, the leading
Physiocrats believe in the existence of a net social profit
to society as a whole, whereas the empiricists do not.
Although Marx the economist is superior to Smith and
David Ricardo on one point, he is otherwise, mathematically, the faithful follower of Bentham and Ricardo.
That said, we have situated ourselves to concentrate
upon the formal side of empiricist economics.
The key to a mathematical reading of the economic
dogmas of Smith, Bentham, Thomas Malthus, Ricardo,
Marx, and Mill is the social doctrine of John Locke. In
Locke’s system, society is merely the aggregation of a
large number of discrete, neo-Aristotelian particles,
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people, into an interacting, polymorphous tangle defined essentially by the consideration that each of these
particles is motivated by nothing more than three primary impulses: to stay alive (Life), to pursue sensual
gratifications (Liberty), and greed (Property). For
Locke, there are no “innate ideas.” Excepting a lively,
utterly amoral libertarian zest for greed, the individual
is born a “blank slate” (tabula rasa). This, Locke’s definition of “human nature,” serves as the axiomatic basis
for the “hedonistic calculus” of Bentham, and, later, the
radical-positivism “systems analysis” doctrine of Von
Neumann et al.
Each and all of the formal systems presented by
Smith, Marx, et al. demand no more sophisticated a
form of mathematics than a system of simultaneous
linear inequalities. Marx’s would not be as crude a
model as Von Neumann prescribed, but there is nothing
essential in Capital which is not implicitly encompassed by such a general system. For this reason, the
mathematical form of the ideas of each of these political economists, from Smith and Marx, through Von
Neumann and his followers, produces a zero-growth
model. Perhaps what we have just said on the distinctions and kinships of Marx and John Von Neumann was
in the minds of Cambridge’s Joan Robinson and Nicholas Kaldor, as they blended portions of Marx, John
Maynard Keynes, and Von Neumann to cook a poisonous Cambridge proprietary “systems analysis” stew for
export into the International Institute of Applied Systems Analysis’s (IIASA) Moscow.
The crux of these connections is, that systems representable in the form of simultaneous linear inequalities
describe only “zero-growth systems,” or, more precisely, entropic processes. Consequently, to the degree
a successful effort is maintained to regulate any physical process according to the specifications of such a
mathematical system, that physical process will have
imposed upon it in this way a negentropic form of degeneration. We should add the corollary observation,
that even processes which are not otherwise inherently
entropic will, if so controlled, either slowly degenerate
in this way, if they do not abort such control by collapsing outrightly.
Under these conditions, a policy-shaping system
which describes mathematically an entropic process, if
used to control a society, will drive any society so controlled to entropic collapse. That is the key to the ongoing spiral of collapse of both the former Soviet and the
Anglo-American systems.
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3.0 Negentropic Processes
The essential lesson which all literate persons must
learn from the presently ongoing collapse of the global
economy as a whole, is that whenever a physical process, such as an economic process, is efficiently regulated by ideas whose mathematical representation is
entropic, the result will be a collapse of whatever process was effectively regulated in this way. Thus, we
have indicated that the efficient, increasingly strict imposition of the ideas of John Locke, of Adam Smith, et
al. upon more and more of the world’s economy, is the
leading cause for the want and chaos spreading
throughout the United States and the world as a whole
during the recent quarter-century.
To this effect, we have indicated already that the attempt to express the political economy of Adam Smith,
Karl Marx, John Von Neumann, et al. in a form suited
for administration of economic affairs, such as accounting, imposes an entropic collapse upon any economic
process efficiently regulated in this way. We have emphasized that all possible mathematical descriptions of
any among the British and derived dogmas in political
economy, that of Marx’s Capital included, has the inherently entropic characteristic more nakedly presented
by Von Neumann’s (zero-sum) systems of simultaneous linear inequalities. They are each and all, in fact,
zero-growth models; therefore, they are each and all entropic models.
We have also indicated that, although the leading
Physiocrats did recognize the possibility of a net physical profit to society as a whole, they denied that the generation of such a physical profit could be induced originally by willful human intervention.
We have indicated that real economic growth must
be compared with such evolutionary models as our biosphere, or that implicit in such a view of our universe’s
generation of that array of elements and isotopes presented by the Periodic Table. We have stressed, that this
“model” is certainly not entropic, but neither is it merely
“negentropic” in the sense that the work of Ludwig
Boltzmann, Norbert Wiener et al. define “negative entropy.” Any consistent apologist for Boltzmann would
be obliged to emphasize, more or less readily, that
Boltzmann allowed the occurrence of reversed entropy
only within the limits of what Von Neumann termed a
“zero-sum game” for economy.
All of those British and derived models of political
economy which are found in the pantheon of “EconomThe LaRouche Plan
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Pioneers in the development of
thermodynamics (left to right):
Leonardo da Vinci, Christian
Huyghens, and Gottfried Leibniz.
“There, in those revolutionary
impulses of the creative processes
of mind, not in the empty
space-time of algebra, lies the
efficient cause for the notentropic.”

ics 101” are dangerously absurd, in that sense that any
economy efficiently regulated by them must suffer a
general collapse. Emphatically, any national or global
economy tightly administered on behalf of present-day
“neo-conservative” ideas of “democracy and freetrade,” or of so-called “International Monetary Fund
conditionalities,” is doomed to collapse into a state of
economic and political disintegration, into chaos.
We have also noted, in contrast to that dismal side of
the matter, that the human race has exhibited some notable successes in political economy. We have risen
from a species endowed naturally with cultural potentials at the level of baboons, from a potential living population of not more than approximately 10 million,
short-lived persons, to a present global potential, at
present levels of existing technologies, of about 25 billion and rising. We have taken the first steps toward the
feasibility of not merely exploring, but colonizing
nearby space. We have increased vastly the productive
power and feasible standard of living and average lifeexpectancy in regions of the world economy which
have access to the benefits of investment in scientific
and technological progress. Such evidence of longrange, quasi-evolutionary forms of upward social de54 The LaRouche Plan

velopment of systems of political economy is what we
understood during 1945-63, for example, as the kind of
referent which defined modern civilized use of the term
“economic growth.”
Although the causal principle of this progress cannot
be represented in any existing form of generally accepted classroom mathematics, there are crucial adumbrated features of this process which, although anomalous in mathematical-physical implications, we may
define more or less readily in terms which admit of representation as mathematically comprehensible forms of
physical constraints. Those crucial adumbrated constraints show us that the process so reflected is absolutely not entropic. Although these constraints define an
ordering which does not fit within the axiomatic assumptions underlying the so-called three laws of Clausius-Kelvin thermodynamics, that ostensibly anomalous characteristic is precisely what must be represented.
That representation suffices to show that the proper descriptive term for this anomaly is not “negative entropy,” but the more modest term “not entropic.”
This anomaly does not represent a reversal of entropy, but rather a completely different ordering of the
relevant processes.
EIR
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This anomalous form of the process parallels the
similarly anomalous forms of living processes. Thus,
we may say, that as the Classical Greeks of Athens
carved their geometrical way of thinking about life in
Acropolis stone, and as Nicolaus of Cusa, Luca Pacioli,
Leonardo da Vinci, Kepler, et al. have presented this
case during the past five and a half centuries of the existence of modern science, living processes are certainly not characterized by a statistical notion of “negative entropy,” but are better described as simply “not
entropic.”
Consider the following, interpolated summary of
the way in which a simplified, but indicative set of such
constraints is built up for statistical comparisons.
As we have indicated above, the set of constraints
which shows this anomaly must be derived from an expression of mankind’s practical relationship to the universe as a whole. Obviously, since man’s relationship to
the universe is currently expressed in terms of Earth’s
location within our solar system, all these relations are
reflected in mankind’s habitation upon the planet’s surface: per square kilometer. The functions of production
and consumption, and correlated functions, of survival
(reproduction) of the human race are expressed thus in
per-capita values. Since the individual’s demographic
existence is a function of the family household, we
must reflect this, too. We have, thus: total, per capita,
per household, per square kilometer.
Man’s activity on this account is represented chiefly
as a correlative of physical production and consumption. The only forms of services which are closely correlated with those physical features, are education, professional medical care, science, and classical forms of
the fine arts of poetry, drama, music, painting, sculpture, and architecture. However, the requirements for
these forms of services are implicit in the cultural levels
underlying sustainable successive increases in per-capita and per-square-kilometer physical productivity.
So, the indicative parameter of the reproductive relationship between the universe and mankind as a
whole, is the Cantorian type of process represented by
this view of humanity’s consumption of its own production. This kind of “input-output” relationship is the
pivot for an adumbrated notion of statistically representable “function.” This undertaking is broadly analogous to squaring the circle. In the latter case, as treated
by Nicolaus of Cusa, the attempted squaring provides a
linear approximation of the value of π, whereas the use
of the method of exhaustion to show an absolute speNovember 30, 2018
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cies-difference between the polygonal and circular perimeter forces the mind to recognize the superior ontological actuality of substituting non-algebraic circular
action axiomatically for the naive Euclidean axiomatics of point and straight line.
The analytical key datum for defining this function,
is the ironical relationship between the physical quantity of contents represented by the per-capita household
or producer’s market-basket and the number of labor
force working-years of production per capita required
to produce that per-capita market-basket of consumption. This market-basket, in turn, is correlated with relative cultural level of physical productivity per capita,
per household, and per square kilometer. The physical
constraints immediately associated with these ironical
input-output relationships form the keystone for building the required statistical representations.
The first approximation made to this purpose, is the
definition of productivity.
The first term of the general function for statistical
representation of productivity is: The content of the
physical market-basket must be improved in quantity
and quality over successive intervals, but the proportion of the per-capita working year required to produce
that improved market-basket must be less than the proportion required formerly to produce the old.
The second term of the same general function is: the
ratio of per-capita expenditure for producers’ goods,
relative to households goods must increase, without
lowering the per-capita households’ goods market-baskets. This reflects the necessity for increasing “capitalintensity.”
The third term of that same pivotal function, is the
requirement of an increase in the ratio of “free energy”
to “energy of the system.” For this purpose, free energy
signifies the increase of total market-basket physical
value produced with respect to total market-basket
physical value consumed. This margin of increase is
absorbed chiefly twofoldly: in expanding the scale of
the physical economy, and in increasing the capital-intensity of investment in production. These gains must
be expressible not only in terms of production as such,
but also physical values per square kilometer, per
capita, and per household.
This type of function is obviously anomalous mathematically. Nonetheless, it describes the relevant statistical appearance of those qualities of phenomena which
accord with successful economic growth; also, it describes the statistical reflection of actual processes conThe LaRouche Plan
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forming to successful growth of physical economies.
Although other constraints must be considered in a
fuller statistical treatment, the kernel of the anomaly is
situated within this set of axiomatically pivotal terms of
the function as a whole. This typifies the statistical appearance of the constraints adumbrated by a “not-entropic” process.
This pivotal, core set of interlocking constraints is
closely associated with central features of Leibniz’s representation of a physical economy based upon the principles of heat-powered machinery. Firstly, it was Leibniz’s initial objective to provide mankind with the
benefits of the fact that one man, employing a heat-powered machine, could accomplish the work of 100 others
not so equipped: Broadly, a “not-entropic” form of rise
in productive powers of labor requires a trend of increase
of both the quantity per capita and the “energy-flux density” of power supplies. Secondly, it requires a coordinate advance of the level of technology. Also, the quantity of usable qualities of water, for both personal and
other essential consumption available per capita, per
square kilometer, per day must increase. The ton-miles
of freight moved per hour, per square kilometer, and per
capita must increase, and the relative physical cost of
moving a ton-mile must decrease. The relative duration,
facilities for, and intensity of that type of leisure devoted
to science and classical forms of fine arts must increase,
to foster thus the extent and rate of development of the
creative powers of the individual mind.
Within the constraints of systems analysis, for example, such a set of constraints could not be satisfied.
Wherein lies the paradox?
It is the same paradox referenced by Isaac Newton, in
warning the reader against the tendency of his Principia
to paint the universe in the color of what we call “entropy” today, a universe which could not exist were God
not to wind it up periodically. That is the same Newton
“Clockwinder” paradox famously referenced by Leibniz
in the book of Leibniz-Clarke-Newton correspondence.
The fact that we can locate within a set of statistical constraints a type of result which cannot appear in systems
analysis ought not to be considered surprising, unless a
mathematician were committing an all-too-common elementary blunder of the positivist, the naive ontological
blunder of attributing the quality of causality to the
space-time gaps of an algebraic function.
The function of the mathematics of denumerable orderings is to map space-time relations, not to attribute
to space-time itself the causal principle governing the
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physical processes situated in that space-time. If we do
not make that crude ontological blunder, we are at liberty to describe statistically either entropic or not-entropic relations; if we commit that ontological blunder,
we fall into the “Clockwinder” paradox of which both
Newton and Leibniz spoke so famously nearly 300
years ago. Unfortunately, to the degree mathematical
training lays more or less primary emphasis upon algebraic thinking, rather than that of Gaspard Monge and
Jakob Steiner’s improvements in geometrical thinking,
it is much easier for the student to lose that mooring of
mathematical sanity which is a constructive geometry.
The student who depends too naively upon algebraic
methods, may lose a developed sense that algebraic
thinking, at its best, represents pictures painted in mere
space-time, which is never to be mistaken for the higher
domain, the real domain, of physical space-time.
I think that nothing could expose this problem, and
its implied solution more clearly than the science of
physical economy.
The set of interlocking constraints we have described just above, describes the form of a not-entropic
process in a special choice of phase-space, that shadow
of the actual process being examined. Within those
chosen limitations of the description used, that is the
form of the transformation described by the constraints;
what is the content of the same transformation? What
are those causal features of the transformation which
exist outside the domain of mathematical formalism as
such?
The efficient cause is the mind of man, those processes of relatively more or less developed powers of
creativity which are the source of the generation, transmission, and assimilation of ideas which represent a
valid, axiomatic-revolutionary transformation in previously established opinion.
By their very nature, such ideas of discovery cannot
be represented mathematically, nor communicated explicitly by any form of language; relative to any established formal system of representation, an axiomaticrevolutionary discovery is an absolute discontinuity,
for which no consistent representation is possible.
However, one man, the discoverer, may prompt the reoccurrence of that act of discovery in another person,
by presenting effectively the paradox—the failure of
the hearer’s previously existing formal knowledge to be
able to comprehend a relatively anomalous, hence,
“paradoxical,” phenomenon.
This form of communication is identified as belongEIR
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ing to the class of metaphor. Axiomatic-revolutionary
discoveries cannot be communicated within the
medium of previously existing forms of a language.
They can be communicated only by employing the
methods of paradox to generate a metaphorical, indirect
form of artistic communication, by activating within
the hearer the creative mental processes which are capable of replicating the creative-mental act of axiomatic discovery being described metaphorically by the
speaker.
The form of not-entropic growth of economy which
we have identified here is a result of the reorganization
of human productive and related practice under the influence of scientific or analogous forms of beneficial,
axiomatic-revolutionary discoveries. Although it is important that we understand the development of science
and fine arts from the earliest knowable portions of our
species’ past, during most of the the recent six centuries
of European history, until approximately 1967-74,
there has occurred a general rate of growth of per-capita
and per-square-kilometer productivity, beyond any
precedent in the known evidence of the existence of the
human species during the preceding 2 million years.
This is associated with a correlated pace and intensity
of revolutionary discovery in physical science and the
Classical forms of fine arts beyond compare in known
preceding times. Although there has been a generally
accelerating collapse in literacy and the extent of Classical fine arts practice during the course of this century,
especially during the recent 30 years, we have reached
the condition that to maintain acceptable rates of progress in economy, we must devote up to 5% or more of
the total employment of the labor force of leading nations to the generation and development of new technologies as such, in science and engineering.
Axiomatically, the implications of the recent centuries development of science-driven industrial society
are but a continuation, albeit with qualitatively greatly
intensified force, of what was always true for mankind.
Nonetheless, the transformation of the required structure of the total labor force’s employment over the
recent 600 years, from over 90% rural as recently as the
U.S. census of 1790, to less than 2% required directly
today, and the growth of increasingly capital-intensive,
energy-intensive urban manufacturing, with the latter’s
large science-driver requirement, has brought us to the
verge of the colonization of locations within what science has redefined for us as relatively nearby space.
The margin of the population required to be employed
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specifically in generating both fundamental scientific
and technological progress, has thus grown from the
relative scale of Plato’s Academy at Athens, to a number
of household-members supported by science and technology which would be greater than our total population of this planet 600 years ago. We have not yet
reached those required levels of such employment, but
the requirement itself, approximately 10% of the
world’s total population, is not the less indicative of the
quality of change which has occurred over the preceding six centuries.
Unless this planet collapses into a prolonged “New
Dark Age” about the onset of the new century immediately awaiting us, the tasks of physical economic recovery will have obliged us to move, at an accelerating
rate, in the direction of virtually a purely science-driver
form of global economy. Under such conditions, it is an
intelligible prospect that, within several generations,
more than half of the world’s labor force might be employed in developing the ever-more productive technology which the remainder of the labor force requires.
This is a transformation which began during the fifteenth century, centered then in Italy, around such central figures as Filippo Brunelleschi, Nicolaus of Cusa,
the Paolo del Pozzo Toscanelli who constructed the
map used by Christopher Columbus, Luca Pacioli, and
Leonardo da Vinci. This is the outcome of the design of
the industrial revolution based upon heat-powered machinery, a revolution already foreseen and designed
during the seventeenth century by the Christian Huyghens who pioneered the piston engine using explosive
fuels, and the Leibniz who shaped the development and
application of the coal-fired steam engine.
There, in those revolutionary impulses of the creative processes of mind, not in the empty space-time of
algebra, lies the efficient cause for the not-entropic form
of development of successful economies. The constraints of that not-entropic economic process represent
the preconditions which society must mobilize itself to
fulfill, if that form of development is to be achieved. In
effect, the form of not-entropic result defined by those
constraints informs us, who must cause this to occur,
that we must be willing to incur certain relative amounts
of cost for certain essentials, such as science-driver, capital-intensity, educational, health, and power-intensity
elements, or fail to realize those not-entropic goals. It is
not the mathematician’s empty space-time, but we, with
our creative powers of mind, who are the cause of notentropic forms of economic growth.
The LaRouche Plan
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3.1 The Politics of Growth

The political implications of the fifteenth-century
Golden Renaissance ought to be implicit for anyone
who examines the prophetic quality of U.S. Treasury
Secretary Alexander Hamilton’s 1791 Report to the
Congress On the Subject of Manufactures.
Leibniz cautioned that heat-powered machinery,
such as the successful steam-engine designed by his
collaborator Denis Papin, should be applied initially
with an emphasis upon the improvement of mining.
Then, the improvement of the extraction of coal in increasing amounts and cheapness appropriate to general
requirements of heat-powered machinery was a precondition for the general application of heat-powered machinery. Hamilton, following Leibniz’s conceptions,
showed how the use of the “artificial labor” of powered
machinery could be used to develop urban industries,
while at the same time reducing the percentile of the
population employed in agriculture, but increasing the
per-hectare yield of farming above that earlier.
This transformation requires a relatively high quality of universal compulsory education of young children and adolescents. This must be a training which
qualifies the young in general scientific principles, as a
rigorous training in geometry grounds such capabilities, since the required character of employment will
require included emphasis upon the assimilation of
technologies derived from new discoveries.
If we educate the young accordingly, we produce a
population which knows that all men and women possess that potential for creative reasoning which marks
them, each and all, as in the living image of the Creator.
Such a population will be inclined to accept, as useful
to all, the practical recognition of development of relatively greater merit in some other person, but will resist
the notion that inherited name or wealth constitute the
members of a social class or caste morally better than
themselves. The kind of world populated almost entirely by well-educated plebeans of that republican disposition is not a happy prospect for the classes of parasites whose wealth and power depend upon financial
speculation and kindred forms of usury.
For the sake of Life, Liberty, and Property as empiricist John Locke defined these, the oligarchs prefer
the charms of serfdom’s bucolic imbecility, and a hardworking, low-paid, simple sort of general urban population. The oligarch’s utopia is a world in which the
young are taught desirable attitudes, but not compelled
to assume their duties of any fully free and mature
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human being, to assume responsibility for such knowledge as classroom development of the individual’s cognitive powers for geometry, Classical fine arts, and
knowing also the intrinsic intelligibility of that kind of
a world of work and everyday family life which is dominated by the impact of the physical sciences.
For as long as history records such matters, and as
the sundry kinds of surviving shards of the archeological record confirm this for pre-historic periods, the essential, global political conflict dominating all general
and individual human life, has been: Which kind of a
world shall we have, the oligarch’s world in which scientific and technological progress is suppressed to the
purpose that the overwhelming majority of people are
kept as stupefied, manipulable brutes, or a world designed to fit the requirements of individual persons in
the image of the Creator?
British “free trade” dogmas were developed by the
self-styled “Venetian Party” of Britain, the oligarchical
party. Those dogmas were formulated at the behest of
“Venetian Party” leader Shelburne beginning at the
time, 1763, Britain had broken the maritime power of
France. This victory allowed Britain to achieve worldwide what Venice had earlier achieved as the pivot of its
imperial power throughout the Mediterranean—absolute supremacy in sea-power. During that same post1763 period, Shelburne and his lackey Bentham
launched Edward Gibbon into production of his celebrated Rise and Fall of the Roman Empire: Britain’s
Liberal Party, the formal name for the “Venetian Party,”
intended to establish a British worldwide empire in
fact, establishing London as the global capital of a
“Third Rome.” As Britain’s brutalization of its colonial
subjects attests, Britain’s global utopia was a world in
which most peoples of the planet were kept ignorant,
barefoot, and pregnant, but, by aid of disease and
famine, not populous.
Britain has become almost a worldwide empire,
even though the British Isles have become a post-industrial rust-bucket, large portions of its population reduced to the status of Yahoos, and its military power
scarcely even a symbol of its former potency. It dominates the world not as a nation, a people, but through the
nearly unchallenged hegemony, in all national capitals
of the planet, of an empiricist’s axiomatic assumptions
of policy-shaping.
Today’s Britain’s world-empire does not fly the
Union Jack. The old red coats of uniformed tyranny are
no longer visible. Today, the empire exists in the more
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easily managed form of a multicultural human zoo, in
which each nationality or ethnic grouping thus victimized is pitted against all others in that Hobbes form of
conflict which Kant termed “heteronomic.” Although
the special belief of the respective tribes are mutually
exclusive in this sense, each and all of this multicultural
array of cult-dogmas is premised upon the underlying
set of empiricist axioms as all others. Thus, each nationality is a gamepiece operating according to rules of
the game embedded in each and all by the British ideological gamemaster. In the same way, each is a themepark creature in a human game-preserve for which British empiricism is the gamekeeper.
This same imperial function of British empiricism
extends to the domain of political economy, into the
fine arts, and into the domain of physical science.
From the middle of the seventeenth century until
about 1827, the anti-Descartes, and anti-Newton factions in France represented virtually unmatched world
leadership in science and in technology. From about
1827 through World War I, the standard of competence
in both education and physical science was Germany.
The neo-Newtonians were brought into prominence in
France by order of the victors at the 1814-15 Congress
of Vienna, as the leaders of France’s world supremacy
in science at that time, Lazare Carnot and his teacher
Gaspard Monge, were expelled: Carnot was sent into
exile, in Germany, and Monge was expelled, together
with his program of education, from the Ecole Polytechnique which he had built. It was the power of the
victors of the 1815 Vienna Congress and the British
house of Welf-Hanover, which imposed anti-Leibnizian, British empiricism’s ideological influences, Kantian forms of romanticist irrationalism, Hegel, and Savigny upon post-1815 Germany.
Similarly, it was Britain’s participation in the victors’ role at the close of World Wars I and II, as in the
Congress of Vienna earlier, which has made British empiricism hegemonic in law, in political economy, and
the ideology of physical science throughout most of the
world today.
None of this was done to the advantage of the British population—poor wretches that most of them are
today. It was done for the sake of a parasitical form of
oligarchical financial system which inhabits the United
Kingdom, not as a citizen, but a succubus. As we dumbdown the cattle we breed for meat and milk, so the British imperial succubus dumbs-down the breed of human
victims which it breeds and exploits like mere cattle. To
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Standing guard at Whitehall. “As Britain’s brutalization of its
colonial subjects attests, Britain’s global utopia was a world
in which most peoples of the planet were kept ignorant,
barefoot, and pregnant, but, by aid of disease and famine, not
populous.”

accomplish this, it is not sufficient merely to destroy the
victims’ minds with “outcome-based education”; it is
also necessary to remove from the economic process
that factor of technological improvement of quality of
goods and of productivity of labor, which depends upon
fostering the cognitive powers of the mind of child and
adolescent.
So, these succubus-imperialists of the Anglo-Saxon
oligarchy treat all mankind as cattle, by turning all humanity into a Giuseppe Mazzini-style, multicultural
zoo, one theme-park’s ideology more imbecilic than the
other. What is forbidden, above all, is to teach children
and adolescents the form of scientific literacy which
can be achieved only by shifting emphasis away from
the schizophrenia of formal proofs to replicating in
one’s own mind the acts of axiomatic-revolutionary
discovery of the exemplary greatest discoverers in all
known history before this time. That prohibition, that
state of mind comparable to the fertility of the eunuch,
is what is called empiricism.
The LaRouche Plan
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4.0 Economics as the Only
Science
The preceding successive phases of this presentation have prepared us to introduce now observations
which many readers will find the most shocking of all.
At least, that will be a rather common initial reaction.
We shall present the argument supporting the following
such conclusion: that all valid human knowledge rests
upon demonstrations found empirically within the
domain of physical economy. As a first step, situate that
proposition within those outlines of a theory of knowledge (epistemology) which are implicit in our arguments here thus far.
Thus far, we have indicated six levels of human
knowledge, the five lower among which are accessible
in intelligible form as human knowledge. These may
be represented in the following order of ascending
rank:
1) The lowest, nearest to bestial level: sense-perception, naive, usually irrational reaction to experience.
2) Formal knowledge, as cohering with the notion
of judgment of experience by means of an axiomatically “hereditary principle.”
3) Individual, valid, axiomatic-revolutionary discovery, overturning a body of formal knowledge: hypothesis.
4) An ordering-principle, or cantorian type, generating a succession of valid hypotheses: higher hypothesis.
5) The notion of an in-some-sense orderable ranking of differing qualities of higher hypothesis: hypothesizing the higher hypothesis.
6) Implicit certainty of the existence of a higher,
non-temporal order subsuming hypothesizing of the
higher hypothesis, as higher hypothesis subsumes hypothesis: Plato’s The Good, and Cantor’s absolute.
On the premise of the argument elaborated during
the preceding pages of this report, we focus attention
upon a more restricted part of this epistemologist’s
array, the three Platonic “levels” of hypothesizing. Now
that we have listed the six levels of what might be regarded as the range of knowledge, we limit our use of
the terms “knowledge,” or “human knowledge,” to signify the products of a more or less successful use of
consciousness of the intelligibility of the three levels of
hypothesizing.
For the case of simple hypothesis, the first, and simplest, of the three levels of hypothesizing, the implicit
relationship to an increase in physical productivity, per
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capita and per square kilometer, was adequately indicated earlier here.
For the second case, higher hypothesis, consider
one specific type of such a scientific method of discovery.
For this case, employ Eudoxus’ method of exhaustion, as used by Plato, Archimedes, and Cusa, among
others. Reference, as a model of the use of this method
in generation of hypothesis, the cases of Plato’s Parmenides dialogue and of Cusa’s application of Plato’s
Parmenides paradox to solve the paradox of Archimedean quadrature. This signifies, implicitly, that every
proposition to be tested for an included paradox should
be reduced to its constructive-geometric form of representation, and that representation then driven, by the
method of exhaustion, to beyond its limits. The existence of a geometrically defined ontological “species
gap” between that function and some asymptotic
boundary, at that limit, defines the relevant paradox.
Hypotheses defined by aid of employment of this
method constitute a type, a type which corresponds to a
specific way of generating a series of higher hypotheses, an higher hypothesis.
In geometry generally, there is another, distinct
principle, also used by Plato, and by Johannes Kepler
and Karl Gauss, among others. It may be used in conjunction with the method of exhaustion, but represents
a distinct type of generative principle. This may be described as “the quantum field principle,” as illustrated
by the use of geometrically ordered distribution of singularities by Kepler to determine the available orbits
and their harmonic relations, or the seemingly “magical
numbers” prompted to our attention by Dmitri Mendeleyev’s discovery of the Periodic Law of chemistry.
The second is closely related to a third principle,
pertaining to the differences in ordering subsumed by
the distinction between positive and negative curvatures. This was stressed by Kepler, but was already
treated implicitly by Plato’s “quantum field” treatment
of the dodecahedron and Golden Section.
Each of these available choices of generative principles may be employed, singly, to generate the quality of
ontological paradox implying an hypothesis. Also, for
example, the first two might be employed in combination. The more numerous the valid such generative principles so employed, the greater the formal power of the
resulting type of higher hypothesis. This comparison is
an obvious choice of example of hypothesizing the higher
hypothesis, as adumbrated for representation here.
EIR
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ognize this to be the case.
As man must give an accounting for the behavior both
of his species and of himself individually, so must we constantly judge our society, and
ourselves, in every facet of our
activity and existence. This,
reason instructs us that we must
do according to such implicit,
and specific requirements of
universal natural law.
That use of the term “accountability” may be seen as interchangeable with the properly
defined term “knowledge.”
That signifies knowledge of
mankind’s relationship to the
temporal universe. That also
Lyndon LaRouche (second from left) receives the diploma of his election to the International signifies, for each of us, our inEcological Academy of Russia last October, at the Feb. 18- 21 Schiller Institute and
dividual relationship to the proInternational Caucus of Labor Committee sponsored conference in Washington. D.C. Prof.
cess of influencing the relationTaras Vasilievich Muranivsky (left) and Prof. Wolter Manusadjan (right) are vice president
ship to this universe of our
and president. respectively, of the academy. LaRouche is joined by his wife. Helga Zeppnation as a whole, of mankind
LaRouche. This article is the fuller elaboration of the speech he gave at that conference.
as a whole. That means, that
This imagery leads us to recognition that the sole
there can be no true knowledge without such a sense of
source for certainty and intelligibility within the totality
accountability for mankind as a whole, as that sense is
of human knowledge is a view of physical economy
imparted to us by the power of creative reason.
which corresponds to such notions of hypothesizing.
That means, therefore, knowledge of hypothesis.
This is the epistemological consideration which implicThat means, therefore, knowledge of hypothesizing.
itly underlies a competent science of physical economy.
That means, therefore, knowledge of hypothesizing the
As Genesis I specifies man’s given power and corhigher hypothesis. That requires, therefore, knowledge
responding responsibility to be the master of this temof some yardstick, by means of which principle of rankporal universe, so mankind must measure its relationing the internal ordering of the process of hypothesizship to that universe.
ing the higher hypothesis may be rendered efficiently,
This injunction of Genesis I is proven to be no uninmorally intelligible.
telligible command, as if to be carried out in blind faith
Example: Today’s Global Crisis
by the obedient.
Up to the point of this concluding section of the
It is a fully intelligible instruction, thus a knowable
report, we have emphasized the approach by means of
truth fully binding professed heathens, too. This cerwhich the correlation between scientific progress and
tainty is imposed upon all rational persons, as we are
increase of mankind’s standard of living and potential
able to demonstrate absolutely the manner in which inpopulation density may be rendered efficiently intellidividual man’s power of creative reason sets mankind
gible for guiding education and other indispensable
apart from and above all other existences within this
policy-shaping practices. We have situated that aspect
temporal universe. It is therefore the intelligible prinof the subject-matter, physical economy, in respect to a
ciple which Gottfried Leibniz recognized as natural
presently ongoing, global collapse, a seemingly unlaw. This is the basis for the lawful authority of a unistoppable collapse into a looming void of global “new
versal morality, as even the professed heathen must recNovember 30, 2018
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barbarism,” a void which is the extinction of all civilization as we have known it.
Let us underscore a few, perhaps pedagogically indispensable, illustrative points from among this crisis’s
painfully embarrassing personal implications for many
ordinary citizens of various nations.
That looming smell of something akin to Apocalypse does not permit us to limit blame for the world’s
presently worsening misery to accusing a relative handful of politicians, or some analogous scapegoat. The
problems before us are not the result of “mistakes”; the
failure of policy-shaping which presently grips the
entire planet is of a systemic, global, and axiomatic
quality. The evidence presented by this crisis, is that the
human race, virtually in its entirety, has failed; the existing body of generally accepted public opinion, in all
nations, at every level of society, and of virtually all
persons, has caused this present crisis.
The fact that we might attribute “blame,” in the
sense that we can show how this matrix of pathological
opinion came to rule virtually all of this planet, topdown, does not permit the use of the term “innocent by
virtue of ignorance” to excuse the unwitting citizen.
That citizen may indeed have adopted destructive forms
of popular, and populist opinion out of blind ignorance
and pathetic suggestibility; but, his support, even his
mere toleration of such dogma, has contributed to allowing the crime against all humanity which those beliefs have brought about.
If one is driving an automobile to destruction under
the influence of intoxicants, one gains no escape from
the laws of nature by pleading momentary ignorance. If
one chooses to believe that “free trade” is the naturally
superior policy of all humanity, and millions of people
in some foreign country die of hunger and disease because of the imposition of “free trade” upon that region
of the world, you who support that idea have guilty
complicity in the suffering and death of those millions.
That person is fully as guilty personally as the drunken
driver who kills a pedestrian.
The intended thrust and relevance of this argument
is the following. If a catastrophe to society is brought
about by the deliberations of a few, using principles unknown, or not tolerated by, the majority of the society,
then the error of opinion which must be corrected
should be designated accordingly. However, if the disaster is caused by application of beliefs which have
been generally supported, or even merely tolerated by,
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the majority of adult opinion, then the majority of that
nation is to be blamed. We must say, under such a circumstance, that the condition cannot be cured without
exposing the criminal disposition inhering in the relevant aspects of the prevailing public opinion of that nation’s majority. So, today, for example, everyone who
supports those immoral ideas called “free trade” is
guiltily complicit in respect to the ongoing destruction
of civilization as a whole.
That illustrates in part what we signify by our use of
the term “systemic.”
Those of us who stand as candidates for election, or
have visible claims to expertise of some sort or another, are constantly confronted with the question:
“What is your alternative?” respecting this or that proposed or existing policy. In respect to the effects of today’s “free trade” dogmas, my own answer to a demand
that I politely propose “alternatives,” rather than denounce, is: “When you make the demand, ‘What is my
alternative?’ I tell you that you are being dishonest;
you are evading the implications of the issue which
you find morally demanding upon yourself. If I see a
man sexually abusing a child in the street, and someone asks me, ‘What alternative do you have to suggest
to that man?’ I would react in the same way as I do to
the evasiveness of your diversionary question now.”
When a murderous or suicidal policy is axiomatically
wrong, it is immoral to demand any alternative to
promptly defying, uprooting, and destroying that
axiom of belief.
For example, the evasive question: “Destroy ‘free
trade’? What, then?” In the case of the United States,
for example, the mere elimination of “free trade” means
a “relapse” into the wonderfully successful “protectionist,” anti-John Locke, anti-Adam Smith, Leibnizian
principles reflected in Article I of the U.S. Constitution,
and U.S. Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton’s, and
also Friedrich List’s explication of those principles.
One does not require a documentary proposal of new
alternatives to remove a fish-bone from the throat.
Whence comes the global influence of those ideas
which are responsible for the self-destruction which
threatens imminently all nations and peoples, including
the United States, today? To this point, it could be
proven beyond intelligent rebuttal, that the spread of
the ideas of John Locke, through the political victories
of the British Empire since 1763, has established the
selection of those popularized ideas whose influence is
EIR
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responsible for the ongoing global collapse today. This
includes, as examples of that phenomenon of influence,
former British colonies, which have established their
nominal political freedom, but which administer their
own nations “quite independently” under the influence
of ideas premised axiomatically upon the multicultural
principles of British empiricism.
Yet, halt there for a moment. Look at that post-industrial rust-bucket which is today’s post-Harold
Wilson, post-Margaret Thatcher Britain. With that set
of facts before one’s eyes, could anyone be so naive as
to insist that the ruin of the world has been conducted
to the advantage of the Celtic-Anglo-Saxon population
of the United Kingdom, the ordinary British person’s
in-gathering of Locke’s Life, Liberty, and Property?
Yes, the hallmark of the global self-destruction in
progress is the spread of the influence of British empiricism into places which include India, Argentina,
Nigeria, Brazil, and the United States today. It must
also be emphasized, as well as merely granted, that this
spread of empiricism came through such signal events
as London’s participation in the victories of 1763, the
London-directed Jacobin Terror in France, the 1814
Congress of Vienna, Britain’s use of the Russian revolution of 1905 to defeat the policies of Count Sergei
Witte, its use of its protégé Adolf Hitler to overthrow
the 1933 Kurt von Schleicher government of Germany,
and Britain’s geopolitical wars against threatened economic cooperation in northern Eurasia, World Wars I
and II. That is all true and useful information, but it
does not address, and might be misused to divert attention from, the underlying issue posed by the present,
systemic global crisis.
The British Empire was not some autochthonous
development thrown up by the ranks of the people of
England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland. It was imposed
from abroad, by the most powerful force in the Mediterranean of the time, the world-capital of slavery and
usury, Venice. During the period from 1582 onwards,
London, like Rotterdam, was taken over by the neoAristotelianism of Padua, the cultish, hesychastic “spiritualism” of Gasparo Contarini’s circles, and the family
financier trusts of Venice’s Giovani faction. These Venetians around the notorious Paolo Sarpi came like a
Hollywood filmmaker’s “body-snatchers,” to take the
souls of Englishmen and turn some among them into
privileged replicas of Venetian oligarchs. The ideas of
these Venetians were essentially a continuation of the
November 30, 2018
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pagan Roman pantheon, of the former Greek and Hellenistic center of Mediterranean usury and kookery, the
Delphi cult of Apollo, and of the evil usurers and slavetraders of Baal and Moloch before that.
The issue here ought to be more or less readily intelligible. It is not the exertion of physical force by men
which rules mankind. Mankind is ruled by the force of
ideas, by the interplay of those contending ideas which,
acting through the minds of men, thus control the physical conduct of society.
Biologically, there are no intrinsically good or intrinsically bad nationalities; the term “race” is essentially a meaningless one, which would mean nothing
but for the regrettably persisting lunacy of belief in
race by some deranged creatures. The human race is
made up of nothing but individuals who share in
common that spark of creative reason which defines all
persons as in the image of the Creator. There are only
good versus bad ideas; there are some very evil axioms
of belief proliferating around this planet still, including
bad ideas whose germ is as old as Shakti, Ishtar, Baal,
Dionysius, and the old whore Gaia’s Apollo Cult of
Delphi.
The Venetian “body-snatchers” conquered the general opinion of numerous British institutions, spreading
those anti-Renaissance ideas known as empiricism,
usury, magic, and racism. This was the foundation for
the ideas of such later British radicals as Adam Smith,
Jeremy Bentham, John Stuart Mill, John Ruskin, Aleister Crowley, Bertrand Russell, and H.G. Wells, and
John Rawlings Rees’s London Tavistock Clinic. The
now-departed imperial institutions which formerly flew
the Union Jack were temporarily the vehicle through
which the generally accepted authority of these ideas
was spread. The acceptance included, today, the majority of the establishments and textbooks of most nations
of this planet.
Those times have passed. Today, Britain’s elite has
collapsed like old Sodom and Gomorrah. The nineteenth-century Britain has become an inglorious rubble,
a shrunken, pathetically mewling relic of its departed
imperial past. The trouble is, the disease spread by that
departed empire has a cancerous life of its own. The
grip of those entropic Venetian ideas upon the decisionmaking of governments and international institutions
has efficiently ensured that the decisions carried into
practice are, at least predominantly, a force for destruction of civilization as a whole.
The LaRouche Plan
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Example: Today’s Official Lies

The evidence of global physical-economic collapse,
which we identified in the beginning of this report, is
indisputable statistically, and is evident to any mature
citizen who compares the bill of consumption of 25
years ago, and the photographs of places from that time,
with the corresponding evidence from today. New York
City, for example. Yet, we hear repeatedly of recoveries
which in fact never occurred; the only evidence which
might appear to corroborate those glowing reassurances is the cancerous growth of purely speculative
forms of financial liabilities.
The correlated feature of this same recent history, is
the record and results of successive, post-1965 changes
in policies. Of this one might say, “The more things
change, the more they remain the same.” Things
become worse. The problem is acknowledged, and a
reform is promised. A reform is then made. Things
become worse. Worse, and then worse, and then worse:
So it has gone, from reform, to reform, to reform, for
most of the world, for about 30 years. The problem does
not lie with any one policy, but with the axiomatic assumptions which underlie the way in which successive
reforms in policy are made. The banner upon which
such U.S. reforms, always for the worse, have been
made, is emblazoned, “Democracy and Free Trade.”
Examine briefly the fraudulent way in which the
word “democracy” has been employed. For this purpose, focus for a moment on the turning-point in the
Civil Rights campaigns of the 1960s.
Until the Rev. Martin Luther King was assassinated,
the Civil Rights movement was moving to reestablish
those notions of legal right under natural law which
were engraved in the plain intent of the 1776 Declaration of Independence and 1789 Federal Constitution. If
an African-American were denied such rights, then that
right did not really exist as a right for anyone; if, on the
contrary, anything which African-Americans won as a
right, became thus reestablished in fact as a right for
every person. Then, “bang”; it ended. Immediately, that
spring of 1968, the Ford Foundation of McGeorge
Bundy and Dr. Kenneth Clark intervened at Columbia
University campus, and elsewhere, to mummify the
Civil Rights movement, and replace integration with a
new guise for old “Jim Crow,” a program of recruitment
to an African-American “theme park” in an all-American multi-cultural human zoo.
In Britain, the Labour Party provided socialized
medicine, until the private competition was no longer
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an available alternative, and then the trap was closed
upon the victims who had formerly thought themselves
beneficiaries. I have no reason to doubt the sincerity of
President Lyndon Johnson’s support for civil rights; he
sponsored a ticket on the train of progress for all Americans, African-Americans included. What happened
after Dr. King was assassinated? They went to the
ticket-window, they took their tickets, they boarded the
train, they found seats awaiting them; but, the train
never moved. The railway line had just been closed
down by the authors of the newly introduced “post-industrial utopia.” Outside that train gathering dust, were
the recruitors for the Ford Foundation’s segregated, allAfrican-American theme park, offering recreational
drugs to lessen the pain.
That is what the word “democracy” has come to signify in the mouths of the propagandists for “Project Democracy.“ “Free trade” meant, since 1978, deregulation
of transportation, deregulation of banking, and, after
1982, deregulation of those who loot public and private
pension funds with “junk bonds.”
Those are sufficient illustration of the point to be
made. In each case, and the almost limitless number of
analogous ones which could have been listed, the problem is located not in the fallacies of a particular law, or
other form of policy. The problem is located in the generative assumptions underlying each of a succession of
policy-reforms; the problem lies in the “hereditary principle” of presently accepted modes of policymaking.
In each case of this type, statistical reporting on the
state of the economy, or others, the fault in the standard
of measurement for analysis, and the flaws in the type
of policy-shaping employed to design reforms, are usually coordinated in character. In economy, as in the example referenced, the flaw is often to substitute nominal values, such as notional valuations of capital in
monetary terms, which is a most common cause of statistical hoaxes. Related kinds of axiomatic fallacies are
the general rule for most cases.
Any case of this sort may reflect one, or a combination of two, types of fallacy in the policy-shaping assumptions used. Either the axiomatics are disastrously
wrong from the beginning, as is true for “free trade,” or
a limit has been reached, in which region what was tolerably successful under earlier conditions is no longer
tolerable. In these kinds of cases, there is some useful
resemblance to the notion of Platonic higher hypothesis, at least in the negative sense. It is the generative
principle of faulty policy-shaping which must be alEIR
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tered, axiomatically. Unless that is done, attempts at
reform will proceed in no direction but from worse to
still worse. The solution is to apply the principle of
higher hypothesis.

4.1 Economics and Higher Hypothesis

The increase of mankind’s potential populationdensity is the yardstick to be applied to control the
choice of higher hypothesis. For our purposes here, we
may approximate “potential population-density” by
increases in the physical-economic productive powers
of labor, per capita, per household, and per square kilometer. We include implicitly in this education, medical care, scientific research, and engineering services
to production, physical distribution, and basic economic infrastructure. This does not include all aspects
of required consumption and productivity, but it includes most of the total, and is the most characteristic
content of increase of potential population-density
generally.
The implied proposition is, that increase of potential population-density, as I have defined it, is in some
way a basis for proof of a type of higher hypothesis.
Since so-called “fundamental,” or, better said, axiomatic-revolutionary discoveries in physical science are
the most typical source of increase of the physical productive powers of labor, it is also an implied proposition, that increase of potential population-density provides the metrical standard for judging choice of
scientific method. Perhaps this appears an extremely
radical claim; put that to one side for the moment. Examine the salient implication of the implications stated
thus far.
The spectacle of the hair rising upon the napes of
some necks among the science professionals reflects
the stubbornness of the widely held, but exaggerated
belief among most mathematicians, that proof is mathematical in nature, at least in respect to form. This belief
is tolerable as long as the propositions examined in this
way are limited in type to those consistent with the “hereditary” axiomatic implications of the form of mathematical repesentation employed. Once an axiomaticrevolutionary proposition is put on the table, the
ordinary sort of mathematical proof becomes axiomatically an absurdity; proof of this is identified above.
Although it is presently the conventional view that
we must rely upon “inductive” generalizations from
formal proofs, once we acknowledge the implications
November 30, 2018
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of axiomatic-revolutionary forms of discovery, the fallacy of inductive formalism should be promptly apparent. In the latter case, we must treat the act of discovery
itself, formally a “mathematical discontinuity” terminating the competence of the “hereditary principle,” as
the primary datum.
The latter requirement is not mysterious, provided
one has been educated in agreement with the Classical
Christian humanist tradition of Gerard Groote’s Brothers of the Common Life. As I have been obliged frequently to reference this matter: Such a Classical education rejects the textbook methods for those of
replicating the act of discovery reported by original (or
proximate) sources. The effect of this method is to accumulate knowledge in the student’s mind, each discovery in the form of its replication, as a reliving of the
original act, by that student. That student is familiar
with the reality of hypothesis, in that way. These moments from some of the greatest minds in all prior history live, as glimpses of the original discoverer’s innermost personality, within the mind of the student.
Thus, the notion of a principle of discovery is readily
accessible to a student who has been educated in this
way.
From this standpoint of reference, one can trace
readily the nature of the causal sequence linking an
original axiomatic-revolutionary discovery to its efficient consequences as increase of the physical productive powers of labor.
Once a discovery has been effected, its efficiency
must be demonstrated in what is loosely termed often as
“a crucial way,” according to strict notions of design of
experiment. This was described, among other locations, in the current Fidelio (Spring 1994) report on my
1948-52 discoveries in physical economy. The refined
crucial experiment serves as a model of reference for
introducing a new technology as an included principle
of machine-tool design or analogous applications. The
transmission of the physical expression of a discovery,
in this way, together with the cognitive principle involved, is the source of increases of the physical productivity of labor—per capita, per household, and per
square kilometer.
As indicated, a continuation of this process generates a not-entropic form of increase of the ostensible
ratio of “free energy” to “energy of the system,” as
measured in per-capita, etc. terms. This includes the
previously stated qualification, that the ratio of producThe LaRouche Plan
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ers’ goods production to households’ goods production
increases, although the physical quantity and quality of
households’ goods consumption, per capita and per
household, is increasing, while the per-capita social
cost of producing the market-basket is declining. It is
this not-entropic form of ordering principle, taken together with its practical implications, which serves as a
good approximation of increases in relative potential
population-density.
It is the impact of a principle of discovery upon such
a desired not-entropic result which is the demonstration of the validity of that form of higher hypothesis. In
the corresponding fashion, this is also the referent for
hypothesizing the higher hypothesis.
Restated: This view is measuring, so to speak, the
relationship between mankind and the universe. This is
made in the only way possible; the practical question to
be answered, is whether there is greater or lesser correspondence between the intended production of the
preconditions for successful reproduction of the human
race, and the laws of the universe which govern the results of those attempts? The answer to this question is
not to be found in fixed ideas, not in ideas premised for-

mally upon a fixed set of axioms, but only in some principle of change of such ideas, from a lesser to greater
degree of efficient correspondence with the lawful ordering of our universe. This desired correspondence,
through such change, must plainly be measured in no
other terms than relative potential population-density.
This is a question to be resolved by resort to some
generally accepted classroom mathematics. This is the
means by which to discover what is a relatively better
or inferior form of mathematics, as the geometric comparison of the algebraic, non-algebraic, and transfinite
types of mathematics exemplifies such variety.
In this sense, and no other, the standpoint of physical economy is the fundamental premise for physicalscientific, and also artistic, knowledge. Knowledge
itself is man’s conscious examination of mankind’s
conscious powers for generating valid axiomatic-revolutionary hypothesis, for accomplishing that by aid of
discovery of a scientific method of successive discoveries, called an higher hypothesis, and for improvements
in the quality of such a scientific method, called hypothesizing the higher hypothesis. This is claimed, and
nothing more.

From the first issue, datedWinter 1992, featuring Lyndon
LaRouche on “The Science of Music:The Solution to Plato’s Paradox
of ‘The One and the Many,’” to the final issue of Spring/Summer
2006, a “Symposium on Edgar Allan Poe and the Spirit of the American
Revolution,’’ Fidelio magazine gave voice to the Schiller Institute’s
intention to create a new Golden Renaissance.
The title of the magazine, is taken from Beethoven’s great opera,
which celebrates the struggle for political freedom over tyranny.
Fidelio was founded at the time that LaRouche and several of his close
associates were unjustly imprisoned, as was the opera’s Florestan,
whose character was based on the American Revolutionary hero, the
French General, Marquis de Lafayette.
Each issue of Fidelio, throughout its 14-year lifespan, remained
faithful to its initial commitment, and offered original writings by
LaRouche and his associates, on matters of, what the poet Percy
Byssche Shelley identified as, “profound and impassioned conceptions
respecting man and nature.’’
Back issues are now available for purchase through the Schiller Institute website:

http://schillerinstitute.org/about/order_form.html
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MAKE ALL NATIONS GREAT AGAIN

Taking the Fight to the Enemy
by Susan Kokinda
Nov. 24—George Washington did not fight the RevoluNew Bretton Woods monetary system. It is crucial that
tionary War to win battles. He fought to win a war for
the American people, especially Trump’s highly mobiindependence. A proper analysis of the midterm eleclized base, come to discover that such a policy is the
tions does not measure seats won or lost. It measures
only policy for victory.
whether the President and the American people are
Battle Lines: National Sovereignty vs. Empire
better equipped to win today’s war, the war to free the
LaRouche PAC’s “Campaign to Secure the Future,”
world from the modern-day British Empire.
issued August 16, called on American citizens and poMost Trump partisans approached the midterm
litical candidates to defend President
elections from a defensive standpoint: to
Trump from the British-spawned “Rusdefend the President’s party in the Senate
EDITORIAL
sia-gate” assault, to support his efforts to
and the House. President Trump apwork with Russia and China, and to supproached it from a different standpoint: to
port him to embrace Lyndon LaRouche’s
create the conditions in which he could
economic principles. It sought to create a level of diamore effectively govern, as evidenced by his overture
logue throughout the country, in which the candidates
to House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi, to work on
and the President could fight the real fight. That stateissues of bipartisan concern, such as trade and inframent circulated broadly at many of the extraordinary
structure, and by his immediate post-election focus on
Trump rallies, at other political events, and on social
international relations.
media.
LaRouche PAC’s approach was from a higher standFew candidates took up that challenge. Instead,
point: to reshape the midterm election fight around the
most ran traditional partisan campaigns.1
real fault line in the world, the line between the globalist policies of the British imperial system and the poli1. In the state of Michigan, Republican 12th Congressional District
cies embedded in respect for national sovereignty and a
candidate Jeff Jones officially embraced LaRouche PAC’s “Campaign
commitment to economic development. Now that fight
to Secure the Future,” and Republican U.S. Senate candidate John
takes the form of Schiller Institute President Helga
James ran a campaign denouncing both political parties for the failures
Zepp-LaRouche’s revival of her husband’s call for a
of recent decades.

John James for Senate website

John James
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Jeff Jones for Congress Facebook page

Jeff Jones

EIRNS/Joe Billington

LaRouche PAC organizing in a New York City subway,
Nov. 23, 2018.
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But President Trump increasingly brought two elements of LaRouche PAC’s “Campaign to Secure the
Future” to the fore. In scores of rallies in which he personally spoke to hundreds of thousands of people, he
addressed the importance of dialogue with Russia and
China and the good working relationships that he has
established with President Xi Jinping and President
Putin. (Perhaps someone could highlight those passages and share them with Vice President Pence.)
President Trump is an organizer, and clearly used
those rallies to organize and educate his supporters. LaRouche PAC organizers found a great deal of support
for working with Russia and President Putin among the
crowds attending the Trump rallies. At a July rally in
Ohio, a couple of self-described “good-old-boys” found
themselves the focus of international media attention
when they made and wore t-shirts that proclaimed, “I’d
rather be Russian than Democrat.”
While the President’s enemies have been on the
warpath against Russia and Trump’s desire to work
with Putin since Trump’s election, a new focus of media
hysteria emerged during the last months prior to the
midterms. On September 25, President Trump addressed the UN General Assembly, and delivered one of
the most profound defenses of national sovereignty that
an American president has given since the close of
World War II:
Each of us here today is the emissary of a distinct
culture, a rich history, and a people bound together by ties of memory, tradition, and the
values that make our homelands like nowhere
else on Earth.
That is why America will always choose independence and cooperation over global governance, control and domination. [emphasis
added]
I honor the right of every nation in this room
to pursue its own customs, beliefs, and traditions. The United States will not tell you how to
live or work or worship.
We only ask that you honor our sovereignty in
return. . . . Sovereign and independent nations are
the only vehicle where freedom has ever survived,
democracy has ever endured, or peace has ever
prospered. And so we must protect our sovereignty and our cherished independence above all.
Following that speech, President Trump took this
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White House/Joyce N. Boghosian

President Trump addressing the UN General Assembly in New
York City, Nov. 25, 2018.

theme of national sovereignty to his political base. As
he did in his UN speech, he made clear that nationalism
is the opposite of global control and domination. But to
the British Empire and its news whores, nationalism
means “national socialism” or “white nationalism” or
“anti-Semitism.” The President was once again the subject of attacks as a fascist or racist.
This was put on the international stage at the Paris
World War I Armistice commemoration on November
11, when French President Emmanuel Macron placed
the blame for that war on “nationalism,” and directly
attacked President Trump on that score. Not only did
Macron force the cancellation of the previously arranged Trump-Putin meeting at the event, but he also
called for the creation of a European army to counter
the threat from the United States, Russia and China.
The British had trained Mr. Macron well to defend the
Empire. (Several days later, Macron’s finance minister
asserted that Europe must indeed become an “Empire.”)
Schiller Institute President Helga Zepp-LaRouche
pointed to the “lost opportunity” of that event, which
should instead have reminded the world that it was the
British Empire, by its pitting sovereign nations against
each other on the geopolitical chessboard, which was
the cause of that and subsequent 20th century wars.

New York Times Defends Empire

At home, the fake news establishment, led by the
failing New York Times, launched its own attack on nationalism with a several-thousand-word defense of
George Soros, the poster-boy for globalization. In an
October 31 front-page article, “How Vilification of
Soros Moved from the Fringes to the Mainstream,” the
EIR
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Times rehashed the argument that anyone who attacks
Soros is a fascist and an anti-Semite. (Never mind the
fact that Soros, as a teenager in occupied Hungary,
worked with the Nazis. In the “black-is-white” world of
fake news, that fact is now treated as a slander, despite
Soros’ own unapologetic public admission during a
1998 CBS “60 Minutes” interview.)
The most telling part of the article was its identification of Lyndon LaRouche as the originator of the attacks on Soros dating back to the 1980s. The logical
construct of anti-globalism-equals-Nazism wouldn’t
have been complete without a description of LaRouche
as a “fascist” presidential candidate. But in attacking
LaRouche, the Times broke its own policy of blacking
him out, and implicitly acknowledged LaRouche’s
leadership in the fight to protect sovereign nation-states.
But, lurking behind the Times’ acknowledgment of
LaRouche’s role in the Soros matter, is the understanding that LaRouche’s call for a New Bretton Woods
monetary system, if adopted by the major powers,
would establish the principle of national economic sovereignty for the United States and for other nations, and
would eliminate the financial power of empire.

The Economics of National Sovereignty

President Trump’s defense of national sovereignty
must now expand to this economic component. Without
a competent policy to defend a nation’s ability to progress economically, the concept of sovereignty is hollow.
The elements of LaRouche’s New Bretton Woods proposal—fixed currency exchange rates, credit and trade
mechanisms to foster infrastructure and capital goods
formation, cooperation in advances in science and technology, and increases in potential relative population
density—are the living principles of true sovereignty.
It was the failure of the Republican campaigns to
take up paradigm-changing policies, which led to the
erosion of votes in the midterm elections, especially in
the Midwest. In Michigan, Democrats swept the statewide races for Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Secretary of State, and Attorney General. The Republicans
failed to hold on to the two Congressional seats targeted
by the Democrats. Even the inspired Senatorial campaign of John James—a Black military veteran who
courageously attacked both political parties despite
being the Republican nominee—still failed because
Jones could not convince enough blue collar, independent, and Black voters that he had a substantive jobcreating policy.
November 30, 2018

EIR

In a November 8 analysis, Fox News commentator
Tucker Carlson addressed this Republican failure:
Republicans also seem to think their economic
message is working. They’re very proud of the
tax bill they passed in this congress. . . . There’s
nothing wrong with tax cuts, but Republican
strategists seem to forget that a huge percentage
of Americans don’t even pay federal taxes. By
definition they don’t care very much about the
cuts. For them and for many others, the economy
isn’t measured in stock prices and GDP numbers. Their concerns are more tangible: What
does gas cost? Can I afford to live in a safe neighborhood? Will I go bankrupt if I get sick? The
party that effectively addresses these questions
generally wins. Republicans tend to ignore these
questions. That’s a big reason they just lost.
The only way those concerns can be addressed is
through the creation of well-paying, productive jobs in
manufacturing, agriculture, and infrastructure, driven by
international cooperation for advances in science and
technology. And such jobs can only be created if sovereign nations are freed from the globalist financial system
run by the parasites of the City of London and Wall Street.
As this article appears, President Trump will be attending the G-20 Summit in Buenos Aires, Argentina. He
will be meeting privately with Chinese President Xi Jinping, and separately with Russian President Vladimir
Putin. Other anti-globalist leaders—such as Indian Prime
Minister Modi, Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe,
South Korean President Moon Jae-in, and Italian Prime
Minister Giuseppe Conte—will also be in attendance.
Among those nations, and the many others actively participating in China’s Belt and Road Initiative, the potential exists for positive action on a New Bretton Woods.
The combination of Trump’s United States, Xi’s
China, Putin’s Russia and Modi’s India is more than
sufficient to pull the plug on the British-run global financial system and to pull together the forces to replace
it. The political base which President Trump mobilized
to defend national sovereignty, must now shift the field
of battle and go on the offensive. It must be educated in
Lyndon LaRouche’s scientific principles which define
national economic sovereignty, and it must rally behind
the LaRouche movement’s fight for a New Bretton
Woods.
It is time to take the fight to the enemy.
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IN REMEMBRANCE

Douglas DeGroot, 1943-2018
“For if the trumpet give an uncertain sound, who shall prepare himself to the battle?”
—I Corinthians, 14:8

Nov. 23—EIR managing editor
age of six, Doug could keep a
Douglas DeGroot passed away
tractor at a crawl while the
unexpectedly on October 31, at
men pitched bales of hay onto
the age of 75. Doug was assothe wagon behind. His first
ciated with EIR as an Africa
years of schooling took place
specialist from before its first
in a one-room, country schoolissue in 1974. He had joined
house; he completed his eduthe LaRouche movement in
cation at Calvin College in
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Philadelphia.
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in Cameroon, the southern
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professional career as an opera
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Saa, northwest of Yaoundé, the
the Schiller Institute Chorus.
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he helped to organize village
trumpet from the time he
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But he never had formal trumfrom Djaga to a nearby village
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in December 1943, after Army radar instruction. His
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fully participating in the science, the technology, and
the living standards of the 20th century. When he left
Africa, he thought that the most important thing he had
done was to build the road. It was not until years later
that he realized the importance of his teaching; that
truth was brought home to him by a former Cameroonian student, who recognized Doug in Bonn, Germany
and thanked him.
On his return to the United States from his Peace
Corps service, Doug taught mathematics in Philadelphia’s inner city, where he met and joined the LaRouche
movement in 1973.
In April 1975, the LaRouche movement published
LaRouche’s proposal titled, How the International Development Bank Will Work, to which our fledgling intelligence staff added chapters on three major development projects, to illustrate what had to be done in Asia,
Africa and Southwest Asia. This milestone publication
provided conceptual direction that has leavened much
of our work, including Doug’s work, down to the present day.
Doug came to the fore in 1978. We held a conference on “Mideast Peace and Economic Development”
in New York in January, followed in May by a Washington conference on “The Industrial Development of
Southern Africa,” at which Doug spoke. We were
aware of the historic republican commitment among
South Africa’s Afrikaners, and hoped to encourage
such tendencies, with an eye to a future in which all
South Africans, black and white, would be citizens of
a republican, industrial state. Doug was commissioned
to write an historical study for publication in advance
of the conference. We published his paper, “The Ori-
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gins of Apartheid: Three Centuries of the British
System in Southern Africa,” as a pamphlet, which included “A Development Proposal for the Industrial
Development of Africa,” written by his colleague,
Carol Cleary.
Doug had responsibilities other than intelligence,
but from 1974 onward he exposed in EIR (and in our
newspapers New Solidarity and New Federalist), many
of the threats—on multiple levels—to African development. These threats included the British empire and
its Commonwealth, the IMF, Prince Philip’s World
Wildlife Fund, George Soros, the International Criminal Court invented by Soros, the drug plague, and the
Ebola virus. He travelled to Nigeria, Niger, Côte
d’Ivoire, Sudan and South Africa to learn more and to
educate.
From 2010, he took note of China’s positive intervention in Africa in, for example, “Why Do the British
Want Asia Out of Africa?” (EIR, January 22, 2010).
Doug’s work through 2012 is reflected in a survey article written to honor Lyndon LaRouche’s 90th birthday,
“LaRouche Has Stood with and for Africa” (EIR, September 21, 2012).
In 2017, for the Schiller Institute’s special report,
Extending the New Silk Road to West Asia and Africa: A
Vision of an Economic Renaissance, he wrote the section on transport in West and Central Africa. His final
article in EIR was titled, “Ethiopia: Dramatic Policy
Shift Puts Regional Development at Center Stage”
(July 27, 2018), written while he was also the EIR managing editor, in which capacity he had served since
early 2015.
—David Cherry
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