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LAROUCHE WEBCAST

It’s Still the Physical
Economy, Stupid!
Lyndon LaRouche’s address to the Nov. 9 2004 LaRouche
PAC webcast was opened by the LaRouche Youth Movement
chorus singing Bach’s motet Jesu, meine Freude. The Wash-
ington, D.C. event was attended by 225 people, among whom
were more than 80 LYM members and 20 youth contacts,
fresh from election organizing in Cleveland and Colombus,
Ohio; Boston; Louisville, Kentucky; Detroit; Philadelphia;
and Washington, D.C. In addition to youth from all over the
United States, there were young people from Africa, Canada,
Sweden, Denmark, Mexico, and Italy. They planned a Week of
Action/Agapē in Washington, following the webcast. Elected
officials from around the country, plus other political leaders
and diplomats, also attended. The webcast was moderated by
Debra Freeman.

Thank you all. And, as they say in German, “Fängt an.”
[“Let’s begin.”]

Now, what we’re going to do, to begin with, which is not
a prelude to the political presentation I shall make, but an
opening, integral part of that, as I shall explain. But, without
much further ado, I shall say, the chorus which was from
Boston, where it has been working up there, under the re-
hearsal direction, and direction immediately of John Siger-
son, is going to present an enhanced performance, for them,
of Bach’s Jesu, meine Freude. As I said, this is not a musical
prelude to a political event: This, as I shall demonstrate, is an
integral, first-step lesson in real politics.

Proceed, young men and women! . . .
[The chorus’s performance of Jesu, meine Freude can be

heard at www.larouchepac.com and www.larouchepub.com,
where this speech is posted.]

Now, as those of you who know me, or are at least familiar
with my tricks, there is a very definite purpose in all of that.
As a matter of fact, there are many purposes, and they pertain
to saving this nation, and civilization, from the threatened
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catastrophe which has just occurred: the announcement of the
re-election of the world’s worst idiot, George W. Bush.

Now, what happened here are several things: First of all,
the chorus that you heard perform, was brought into being
some time ago, by John and I—John Sigerson who directed
this, and I, and some other people. It occurred on the question
of the occasion of defining the spread of a youth movement,
which had been founded on the West Coast, particularly in
Southern California, and to bring it into the East Coast, and
to expand it further around the world.

Now, the program which I had begun, had started with
a two-part program: First of all, we had people who were
largely in the 18 to 25 age-bracket, which is a bracket defined
as young adults, as distinct from adolescents and old you-
know-what. These people are normally of university age in
modern society, though they don’t all go to universities—
and some wish they hadn’t, and sometimes I wish they
hadn’t either!

But, in any case, the point is, this is the future of humanity.
The young adults of 18 to 25 are the foundation of the future
of any nation. And any population which does not understand
that, is a pack of idiots, like much of the present population
between age-intervals of 30 to 50 years of age. They don’t
understand the importance of this generation.

Because it is the development of the young adult genera-
tion, of the college-age interval, which defines what will run
the nation and the world, a quarter-century or more ahead.
And that’s the way you have to look at it. And we had a high
degree of disregard for that in the United States, in two ways:
First of all, that university education was becoming more a
poison than a benefit, in the way it was being done. And
secondly, there was a general disregard for the actual develop-
ment of the minds of our young people generally, even at
younger ages.

And so therefore, to save this nation, we had to give it
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Lyndon LaRouche addresses the Washington audience on Nov. 9. “The young adults of 18 to 25 are the foundation of the future of any
nation. And any population which does not understand that, is a pack of idiots, like much of the present population between age-intervals
of 30 to 50 years of age.”
an objective, a broad objective, which is not uncommon in
civilization: of where children of parents, are viewed by the
parents as their personal future—as grandparents look at their
grandchildren as their future, and the future of their society.
And we have not been developing our young people, nor
giving them a perspective of employment and careers, which
are fit to guide a great nation, let alone a nation which is
supposed to dominate the world, at least by its weight.

And therefore, finding a social phenomenon in the United
States, that about five years ago, young people of that age-
group no longer paid any attention to their parents—and for
damned good reason! Because the parents no longer paid
attention to the future. Parents, in their Baby-Boomer age
and younger, were living out their lives, trying to sustain a
prolonged process of pleasure-seeking, so they wouldn’t no-
tice it, when death overtook. They’re withdrawn from reality;
they don’t care where society goes as long as they enjoy the
trip. This has become the characteristic of our population,
increasingly, since 1964, with a certain amount of the rot
starting earlier, on the day that Franklin Roosevelt died and
Truman became President.

But, to this point, about five years ago, as a survey of
secretaries of state of the United States showed, the younger
generation, in the 18 to 25 group, no longer had any respect
for the minds or the morals of their parents. And that with
good reason. And therefore, they didn’t fight with their par-
ents. They either became simply demoralized by the kind of
society to which they’d been dumped like a garbage pail.
Or, they just didn’t quarrel. They just went their own way,
knowing that they had been dropped by their parents, into
a no-future society, and knowing you couldn’t talk to your
parents’ generation, in general. You couldn’t talk to them;
they wouldn’t listen. They had their own stubborn ideas: stub-
born ideas that were carrying this civilization, and this nation
in particular, to Hell.
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Beginning of the LaRouche Youth Movement
So, we found the beginnings of such a group in California.

And I said, “Keep the old goats away from it! They’ll destroy
it.” So, I had a few trusted people in California, such as Phil
Rubinstein, and Harley Schlanger, and Leni Rubinstein, and
they concentrated on doing what I wanted. We had retreats
where these young people could meet, run the things pretty
much themselves, and try to wear me down with questions.
And we had a discussion process, a sorting-out process, from
which there emerged a group of youth which had a certain
degree of cohesion.

And this was the group of people, youth in California,
which demonstrated the cowardice of the Democratic Party
leadership, against Schwarzenegger. When Schwarzenegger
the fascist—and he does carry out his father’s Austrian tradi-
tion; a similar Austrian tradition to another famous Austrian,
and we’re seeing that in California now. Clinton went out
there and did make an effort to defeat the Recall effort, on
behalf of Schwarzenegger. But, he walked out of California
because the rest of the Democratic Party was paying no atten-
tion. Didn’t care. So, he washed his hands of it.

I said, “No. We don’t wash our hands of it.” So, we took
two areas of California, in which the youth movement was
concentrated out there, in the Los Angeles area and in the Bay
Area. And we, contrary to the rest of the party, played a key
part in bringing about a victory—a defeat of the Schwarzeneg-
ger candidacy—in those two areas. Where, in the rest of Cali-
fornia, where the Democratic Party’s then-current policy pre-
dominated, we lost.

And this loss in California, engineered by the Democratic
national leadership, which said, “Let Schwarzenegger win,”
in effect—this carried all the way through the primary cam-
paigns, up to the point of the Convention. And that’s why we
had a relevant catastrophe in the past period. The Democratic
Party brought it upon itself, because it forgot a few things.
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LaRouche Youth Movement organizers in Los Angeles work on
Gauss’ Fundamental Theorem of Algebra, at the Schiller
Institute’s Labor Day conference, 2004.
Now, in the meantime, some years before, in developing
the youth movement, they’d come to me, and they had yelled
at me, as they would wish to yell at their parents: “Where are
we going to get our education?!” I said, “You’re going to give
it to yourselves. And you’re going to start with Gauss,” and
I was referring to the 1799 paper of Gauss, attacking and
denouncing Euler, Lagrange and so forth. “And you’re going
to understand from Gauss, what an idea is. Then, you’re going
to study history, from the standpoint of ideas, as this wrestling
with Gauss’s challenge gave you a sense of what an idea is.”

See, most people are running around, they don’t know
what an idea is. You talk about a physical principle, and the
typical idiot—with a PhD, or DDS, or whatever—will tell
you, “Look up this formula in this textbook.” They think a
mathematical formula is a principle! And if you learn enough
mathematical formulas, you know the principles of the uni-
verse. And we know, they don’t know anything. They just
know how to look up a formula in a textbook, or the equiva-
lent. They never actually discovered, or made acquaintance
with the principle which they are trying to describe by a math-
ematical formula.

Then, the second question, particularly as we’re bringing
the youth movement concept back to the East Coast: What do
we do with it? “Well,” I said, “the one thing that’s missing—
we need a music program, a Classical music program.” So,
we had the meeting at the house, which John was at, and we
spent the evening there. And we discussed this. And I said, “I
recommend that we choose Bach’s Jesu, meine Freude motet,
and together, in the set of the other motets, as a basis for
developing a sense of Classical artistic composition among
young people, so, we have an integrated personality. On the
one hand, a personality which is educated and largely self-
educated, to understand physical science: how the universe is
run from the standpoint of the individual human mind. But
we also have to have something else: We have to have an
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insight into those social processes by which those individual
minds cooperate, and develop, to take care of the needs of
humanity, and to come to agreement on the programmatic
results for humanity.”

And so, we started with this focus on Jesu, meine Freude.
And it continued. And it continued through a process, which
led into the Boston Convention, where the Democratic Party
was headed toward mass suicide at that point. And that Con-
vention was largely a ritual act of mass political suicide, if
any of you closely watched it. It had a few points in it, which
were salvaged, where former President Clinton addressed the
thing, to a sort of disinterested audience. And where Kerry
made a speech, which in the first parts was not bad at all, but
which dwelt too much on this military swift-boat issue—and
then went off into a string of this and that and this, like a
garbage display in a delicatessen. And that sort of bored the
people. So, he came out of there, at that point.

But, as a result of what the youth did, and what I did,
in introducing a platform, which the Democratic Party then
didn’t have! They had no intention of making a platform!
They threw something together with some old rotten boards,
and called it a “platform.” Nobody wanted to stand on it,
hmm? So, I gave an actual platform.

But, that wouldn’t have worked, except for one thing: A
little over 100 young people, in Boston, singing on subways
and elsewhere, and occasions, and around the site of the Con-
vention. And the role of these young people singing, at that
Convention, created a catalytic effect on the mood of the
Convention, so they came out of the Convention with an
agreement by most people, or by most leading circles, to work
together, around Kerry.

U.S. Needs a Commander-in-Chief
Now, Kerry was not a perfect candidate. As a matter of

fact, he was my third choice. Number one was me; number
two was Clinton, who wasn’t eligible to run; and number three
was Kerry! In that order. Not that Clinton is perfect—but,
you know, Kerry is not a bad guy. He is qualified for the rank
of major or colonel in any military force in the world. But
he’s not qualified for commander-in-chief. And there’s a
difference.

And, I’ve said it before, and I’ll say it again, because the
illustration is relevant to what we’re dealing with here. We
don’t have a commander-in-chief now, in the United States.
We have . . . a monkey on a string, who doesn’t know the
difference between man and beast. But, we don’t have a com-
mander-in-chief.

I’ll give you an example of a commander-in-chief and
give you an example of an alien commander-in-chief: Take
the case of Frederick the Great, of Prussia, who was foolishly
caught in a war, which was a trap, which was organized by
the British. It was a British effort to take over Europe and
create an empire. It was called the Seven Years’ War.

But, he’s out there fighting, and he’s up against all of the
armed forces—France, Russia, Austro-Hungary, so forth—
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The LYM organizing at the Democratic National Convention in Boston, July 26, 2004.
all of them against him. He’s up there, with a territory, which
has no natural boundaries for defense. A sort of plantation,
stuck there around Berlin. And with an army, a capable army.
And, on one occasion, at a battle in a place called Leuthen, he
was faced with an Austrian force, under Francis, which was
about double his own military force; a well-qualified military
force, with a very good plan of action, a classical, Cannae-
style, double-flanking operation. And Frederick, who had the
capacity of being both the head of the military forces in the
field, but also the head of state of Prussia, made a decision at
great risk, which everyone would have advised him not to
do. But, he did it. And he beat the Austrians twice on the
battlefield, by an outflanking operation, on the same day.

You had a similar thing by a man who was qualified to be
President, Douglas MacArthur, in Korea, at Inchon: Inchon
was a high-risk flanking operation, which would go into the
same category as Frederick the Great’s operation at Leuthen.
But, he acted like a commander-in-chief, who took personal
responsibility for the outcome of the war, on his own shoul-
ders. He saw the destiny of his nation in his hands, and he did
not shrink from assuming the responsibility of leadership that
that required on that occasion. Whereas Truman was a mess—
the President—who made a mess of everything.

So therefore, the quality of leadership, which poor Kerry
did not have, and does not have, the quality of a true com-
mander-in-chief of a great nation, in a time of great peril, to
realize that he can not do anything he chooses. He must choose
something, even at great risk, to save the nation. And he
couldn’t do that.

But, I supported him, nonetheless, on the view that, if he
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were elected, to get the monkey
out of the White House—getting
the monkey off our backs, so to
speak—that we could build
something, a team, around Kerry,
and create the equivalent of a
commander-in-chief, by the kind
of organization we would build
around a new Presidency.

That is still the principle
which we must think of, in dealing
with this crisis now: Because, on
the books, the way things are right
now, the United States will not
continue to exist for four years,
under George Bush. It may not
even exist for one year, under
George Bush. That is reality.

So, the George Bush election,
if you say it’s a final, settled ques-
tion, you’re saying, “Let’s go
commit suicide. Let’s be the lem-
mings we’re behaving like, and
jump off the cliff.” Because, if
this nation continues under
George Bush’s Presidency, this nation will not continue to
exist for the full four years of the term to come.

And people who can not face and accept that reality, are
not in political reality. People say, “No! There’s got to be a
different way! Isn’t there some gimmick? Don’t tell us this!
This is too ultimatistic!”

But that is precisely the Hamlet problem! That’s where
Kerry goofed. He didn’t have in himself, the necessary quality
of leadership, that I have: to take a situation like that, and say,
“We’re going to win this damned thing—at all risk.” He didn’t
do it. Kennedy was not helpful; Kennedy flopped all over the
place on this election campaign. Tried to distract from the
economy, when the issue was the economy. This entire world
economic system is now finished. It’s dead! It’s in its death
agony. And nothing can save this system in its present form.
Only measures which are modelled upon those of Franklin
Roosevelt, in March of 1933, can save this nation! And can
save humanity, from a New Dark Age.

People who can’t see that, who shrink from that, are Ham-
lets, who, by their own inability to face reality, say, “I can’t
believe that.” Wishful belief—“I can’t believe that.” Like the
foolish people in Ohio, who, for religious reasons voted for
Bush: They were idiots! They were fools! Their behavior was
inexcusable! Nobody can make an excuse for them: Because
they were Hamlets! Little people, who couldn’t face reality.
Who, when the nation itself is in danger, when a whole civili-
zation is faced with destruction, say, “We gotta stop same-
sex marriage.” The most infernal danger I ever heard of! I
mean, that’s a short-term menace—less than one generation!
What’re you worried about that for?
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A Washington for Jesus rally
on the Capitol Mall in
Washington, April 29, 1988.
The religious fundamentalists
“don’t believe in immortality.
They don’t believe in a
Creator. They believe in a
magician—outside reality,
who’s going to perform
magical benefits for them, if
they do the right tricks.”
So, what happens? You’re in a period, now, where we
have a bunch of cowards, called “American citizens.” They
are the overwhelming, great majority. And they will say,
“Well, there’s nothing I can do about it. Give me money. My
problem is money.” Well, that’s a tough proposition, you
know. The U.S. dollar is about to go to about $2 to the euro—
and down. The dollar isn’t worth a dollar any more. About
today, a euro is worth $1.30.

And, when the full impact of the current account deficit,
the mortgage-based-securities bubble, the rising, zooming
price of raw materials, including petroleum, which is now
headed toward $100 a barrel—that’s the vicinity it can be
safely estimated it’s moving toward; when the world is domi-
nated by a rising price of all kinds of raw materials, zooming
price, in a great inflationary bubble in raw materials, based
on speculation by people bidding to grab control of raw mate-
rials, the United States is finished, as an economy, in its pres-
ent form.

The dollar in your pocket, is imminently worth nothing!
You want to get paid dollars? You need money? Ha-ha!! What
a fool you are! What you need is a house, and food, and
clothing, and education, and medical care! You don’t need
money!

So, fools will run into these substitute, these surrogates,
“what I need is—.” You know, it’s like the mathematician
who married a plastic dummy, because her measurements
were nice. Your typical American, today!

Christians Who Aren’t Christians
And the root of all this, is that the people who go to church

are the least Christian of them all: Because the characteristic
of them, is, none of them believe in immortality. They’re con-
cerned about the pleasures and security they get out of mortal
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life! And hope, that by praying in some direction to someone
they don’t know—who may be Satan, for all they know—
that somehow a miracle is going to descend upon them. And
they’re going to get these good pleasures, and material satis-
factions.

They don’t think about immortality, because they don’t
believe in it. Why don’t they believe in immortality? Because
they don’t know the difference between man and a beast. And
they don’t know what it is, to be human. Because, we all die,
don’t we? The first, basic fact, which anyone should know,
from experience, from early childhood: We all die. What’s
your goal in life? Mortal pleasure? You’re going to die! That
ends! All these religious characters who’re concerned about
praying for this, and praying for that—praying for the Battle
of Armageddon, so they won’t have to pay the rent next
month! These so-called Israeli fundamentalist anti-Semites.

No, these so-called Christians, the new Israelis, they be-
lieve that “th’ battle of Ahmageddon’s gonna come. Gonna
come soon. We fixed it. Geoahge, who talks directly to Gawd
’bout these matters.” Of course, God’s not quite sure who’s
on the other end of the telephone—or if anybody’s there at
all, or not!

And they assume, that everything will be taken care of for
them. But where?! In this life! Or, mebbe they gonna get re-
incarnated—without any sensation of pain in between, and
live forever. And what they believe is, that the day they con-
quer the Middle East, and “git ridda those Jews, who don’t
convert—we’ll get ridda them, jest like Hitler did!” And this
is called the Christian fundamentalist type: They believe in
killing Jews, who don’t convert to Christianity! That’s their
belief; it’s been the belief with this crowd ever since the 17th
Century in Britain, when this particular crowd of Bible-
thumpers was brought into being. (Or, misconceived.)
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They are racists; mostly racists. Anti-Semite. And they
don’t wash those sheets they wear at night!

And most Protestant fundamentalists are that. The right-
wing Catholics are worse—they simply go directly to mass-
killing. Hmm? These are the fundamentalists; these are our
crazy fellow citizens, the worst of them.

They don’t believe in immortality. They don’t believe in
a Creator. They believe in a magician, outside reality, who’s
going to perform magical benefits for them, if they do the
right tricks. And they’re also Hamlets, who flee from the
reality of life, into secondary pursuits, as into pure pleasure,
pleasure-seeking.

The person who understands what a human being is,
knows we’re immortal, because he knows we’re not an ani-
mal: Knows that we have the power of creativity, to discover
and employ the laws of the universe, to mankind’s advan-
tage—and to God’s advantage—to make the universe a better
place, by means of our work, than it was without us.

This transmission of immortality takes the form of ideas:
Such as, ideas of principle, which are transmitted from gener-
ation to generation, so that people who do good, real good,
can die with a smile on their face, not because of pleasure,
but simply because of confidence that their life has meant
something. It has brought honor to their ancestors and brought
benefits to their posterity. And this benefit is chiefly, the trans-
mission of ideas which have been discovered, or products of
ideas which have been discovered, to coming generations. As
we benefit, today, from the discoveries we re-enact, of the
greatest discoverers in physical science, over thousands of
years before us. When you sense that your life is brief, as
between the bookends of birth and death, but the book goes
on, the book you represent goes on, is a benefit and honor to
your ancestors and your descendants, you can be happy in
being a human being. And you can be a Christian—a real one!
Not one of these fake ones, these fundamentalists.

Because you see yourself as caring for your fellow human
being. You are here, to do for the dead what they can’t do for
themselves; they wish they could have. You are here to make
your grandchildren possible. You are here to make the planet
better—maybe to make the Solar System better! And things
beyond that.

When you have that, you have the strength to say, as
Jeanne d’Arc did, for example, to accept a mission, even if it
means death, because the mission is your identity, not your
possession of that fragile thing called “mortal life.” And your
development as that kind of person, is what’s precious to you.

The Principle of Classical Music
Now, that’s what we’re talking about, for example, in

two things—and let’s go to music at this point. As has been
explained by the youth and others, many times, the Jesu,
meine Freude [Jesus, My Joy] came into existence as a Lu-
theran hymn, in Germany, under conditions following the
great, terrible, Thirty Years’ War, the genocidal Thirty Years’
War, of that [17th] century.
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It was a simple hymn, which Bach used, as he did many
other things, as part of the process of creating music, a princi-
ple of music. A work in this direction, we can trace back from
the ancient Greeks; we can see relics of it, for example, in
Vedic poetry, which takes us back about 8,000 or 9,000
years—these principles of musicality. But, the idea of modern
polyphony, modern, Classical polyphony, which was sought
by people like Leonardo da Vinci, in his largely lost work
De Musica, which was practiced in the Renaissance—15th-
Century Renaissance—in Florence. As in the sculptures on
the wall of the Cathedral of Florence, which show Florentine
bel canto voice training, in practice there. And from looking
at the stones themselves, the carvings themselves, you can
know what they’re singing.

So, this became, a part of what? It’s an outgrowth of the
greatest characteristic of language, which is called poetry,
Classical poetry. It is through Classical poetry, before the
extent of writing, that the communication of ideas by peoples
over thousands of years was made possible. The natural part
of the language—which is taught against, in schools today;
taught against, by television announcers today—is the art of
irony. The art of being able to create with a poem, a clear
communication of an idea, which did not exist in the vocabu-
lary of the language before then.

Now, this is done by certain rules, which are natural rules
of the human mind and body, which we can call “musicality.”
The accomplishment of Bach, as expressed in the Jesu, meine
Freude, and other works, was to develop a sense of what’s
called well-tempered composition, well-tempered polyph-
ony, which brought to the fore a possible perfection of that
art of communication. And that is what you see reflected in
the transformation of a simple Lutheran hymn, Jesu, meine
Freude, into a motet, which expresses, in fact, what you
heard—expresses all of the potentialities of Classical musical
composition and performance—all of it.

There’s another aspect to that, which is expressed by the
fact that these young people did the presentation under John’s
direction, here today. From the start, the performance was
not perfect, by any means. They started singing, and singing
competently, according to rule. But, you know, the idiot
thinks that a chorus is a bunch of people, each singing their
own part. Now, if you’ve ever heard that process, it’s pretty
bad: Because choral music, which is the essence of all compe-
tent music, is the singer of one part, hearing his or her voice
within the performance of all of the parts. Which means, that
there has to be a moderation in pitch, a tuning process, of
tuning the individual voices to perform within hearing the
total effect of the chorus as a whole, as they sing their part;
and to adjust their singing of their part in that place, according
to the effect of that upon the whole.

Jean-Sebastien [Tremblay], who led a pedagogical at the
recent conference [the Labor Day conference of the Schiller
Institute], showed, in the case of this “Trotz” section of Jesu,
meine Freude, that you have a dissonance buried in there: The
dissonance is there, but resolved by Bach in the performance.
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Sculpture by Luca Della Robbia in the Cathedral of Florence.
And the most powerful aspect, the pivotal aspect of the entire
motet, is that pivot, where Bach introduces a dissonance, but
resolves it at the same time, so that when you hear the perfor-
mance, you don’t hear the dissonance. But, if you don’t know
the dissonance is there, you don’t understand the perfor-
mance.

So, John has done what I asked him to do—and he was
willing to do it and happy to do it—was to go a deeper level.
And what we did, is we concentrated on a group of people
who had been a core of the singers in the Boston Convention
operations. And thus, to try to perfect the process of doing the
motet by going into these kinds of problems, these kinds of
deeper problems; and getting a consciousness, through a kind
of program which does require about two hours a day of daily
training, of daily reliving of the process, to come to a perfec-
tion of the composition.

The Negro Spiritual
Let’s take another example of this: You have the case of

the Negro Spiritual, which is an integral part of American
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culture. Without the Negro Spiritual, and understanding it,
you don’t know anything about the United States. Now, what
came along, was, Antonin Dvořák, a great composer, came to
the United States, after having worked on folk music in the
footsteps of Johannes Brahms in Europe. And he came into
the United States. And he was looking for what he would call
a basis for study of possible American folk music in situ. And
he picked two areas to look at: some of the music of the
American Indian, the folk music ofthe American Indian; and
the folk songs of the descendants of American slaves. And out
of this, together with an expert in the subject, Harry Burleigh,
Dvořák and Burleigh, crafted the American Negro Spiritual.

Now, this is not simply an arbitrary art form. This is a
form of song, which was condemned by the Grand Inquisitor
of Spain, to become property. And slavery in the Western
Hemisphere came from Spain and Portugal, under the influ-
ence of this fascist gang, headed by the Grand Inquisitor of
Spain, of that century. So, we brought into the Americas,
people who were hunted down and herded, like wild animals,
in Africa. The strong adult men were slaughtered; the old
women were slaughtered; the young women and children
were put on boats and hauled into the Americas, principally,
into the new colonies—where they became property. Just like
wild animals, who’ve been rounded up, herded, selected, and
so forth, and turned into property.

But, they weren’t property. They were treated as property,
but they were human beings. And human beings have within
them the quality of a human being. By calling them “prop-
erty,” you can not make them un-human beings! So, the hu-
man beings developed a means of culture, including that of
slaves in the field, out of which came a distillation of exposure
to the Bible, largely by oral tradition, and ideas which existed
among the slaves, who came out of slavery, remember—only
something like 140-odd years ago!—that, in my time, we
knew people who had been slaves, who were still living. Many
people are descendants of slaves, two or three generations,
today, in the United States.

You have a similar thing, as I’ve emphasized, from Mex-
ico: The same Spaniards, who classified the African as “ani-
mals,” classified the native, indigenous population of Mexico
as “animals,” or “semi-animals,” with touches of humanity,
and said, therefore, they had wild passions and they had to be
treated as if they were animals and herded as peons. We have,
in the Americas today, in Mexico and in the United States,
the right-wing tradition of the Spanish, who classified the
Mexican indigenous population as semi-animals.

So, we have, in the United States today, a legacy of a
disregard for the equality of man which distinguishes man
from the beast. We have a revolt against that in the United
States, which was passed down to people like Burleigh, and
into the work and studies of Dvořák, called the Negro Spiri-
tual. And it works!

It works, because, just as Bach took Jesu, meine Freude,
a hymn reflecting what had happened to Europe, under the

EIR November 19, 2004



Habsburg influence, of the slaughter of the Thirty Years’
War, and the freedom from that slaughter, expressed in joy,
as this simple Lutheran hymn, is now transformed by Bach,
in the same way, that Burleigh and Dvořák looked at the
Negro Spiritual and some of the Native Indian music: Is to
realize, that buried within this music is an expression of the
aspiration of humanity, which is a part of our culture. And
thus, all over the world, wherever the Classical form of Negro
Spiritual—that of Burleigh, or typified by Roland Hayes and
Marian Anderson and so forth—wherever that is performed,
and performed competently, it reaches people! Because
something from inside the slave, which is human, asserts itself
in its aspiration, in a way which is resonant with us today.

And that’s the significance of this Bach. The taking,
through music, through the weapon of music, through the art
of music, and taking that which is a most intimate expression
of ideas, which is the musical expression of ideas, the musical
choral expression of ideas, and bringing that into modern
society, to establish our viable links to the generations that
have gone before us, and to give us a sense of immortality!
To give us a sense of the immortality of the slave! The immor-
tality of the peon, subjected to fascist conditions by the Span-
ish monarchy, and that sort of thing to this day.

Now, this involves a process. Great artists, who had the
collaboration of Burleigh and Dvořák, on the question of the
Negro Spiritual, the systematizing of Burleigh’s work by the
singer Roland Hayes, as by Marian Anderson and others, is a
treasure which is transmitted from the past to the present. Just
as Bach picks up from the miseries of Europe, as expressed
by the Thirty Years’ War, and takes something from that, and
uses that to present a better way of transmitting these ideas
than before.

Now, this also happened here: It happened, because the
young people, who were in Boston, who remained in this part
of the program, particularly the Jesu, meine Freude featured
program, also have undergone steps of improvement, in going
more deeply, into the deeper implications of this particular
motet and how it has to be performed, what you have to take
into account, what Bach took into account.

You have the same thing in great music, generally. You
have the case of a great conductor, Wilhelm Furtwängler.
Wilhelm Furtwängler was the one who really taught me the
inner principles of music—just by hearing his recorded per-
formance, of all things, a Tchaikovsky symphony, sitting
overseas in India in January of 1946, after the end of the war—
and I heard something coming out of that recording, which
was amazing. And then, I understood it. It was what he re-
ferred to, as “performing between the notes.”

And that’s the secret here, already. The secret of the Bach
motet is, “performing between the notes.” And, John had, I
think, some great fun in helping people see more clearly what
it means, “singing between the notes,” in order to get the
connection of the whole composition to each part within it,
and how the parts relate to this whole idea.
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This is the social process. This is what society really
should be like: Is, to look at ourselves, in this way; to look at
ourselves, as an immortal kind of creature, which is born in
the flesh, and dies in the flesh, but participates in immortality,
between those bookends and beyond. To reach out to genera-
tions like those of slaves and others, before us, and to hear
their voices singing to us; when we sense that they are immor-
tal, because they left us something, which lives in us, today.
And that we do not fully understand these gifts, when they
are first presented to us. And part of our development, is to
relive those gifts. And, as these young people did with the
chorus, is to work deeper and deeper, into an understanding
of nuances, which are not something that we added to it,
precisely. In the case of this work, Bach already intended it.
When people are learning to perform the thing better and
better, today, they are realizing what Bach already intended.
When Furtwängler made great conducting of Beethoven of
exceptional quality, he was doing what Beethoven intended.

So, this relationship of development in the individual,
development in the composer, development in the audience,
development in those who come after us, is an expression of
that immortality.

The same thing is true in physical science: We discover
things which we can not see with the senses, but which are
the most powerful forces in the universe. No one has ever
tasted gravity, or chewed it. I’ve never seen it—but it’s a very
powerful principle. We can describe it. We can master its
functions. We can apply it. But, you can’t see it with the
senses. True ideas can not be seen with the senses: They lie
between the cracks. They lie in those discoveries of principle
which no animal can make. They lie in the transmission of
the experience of discovering principles, from one generation
to another. And that is precisely what this society lacks.

Man Is Not a Beast
What’s the problem? The historic problem of mankind, is

typified by that ultimate bastard: Zeus, of Olympus—merely
typified, because there were bastards like him before then.
And on top of that, he never existed, though a Zeus did exist.
But, the Zeus that we know, as the Greek gods—they were
whores! They were degenerates! They were evil! There were
no good Greek gods. The only Greek god that was any good,
was one that was imported from Egypt: Athena. And she was
an Egyptian goddess, not a Greek one. And she came to try
to civilize those bums.

But, the condition of mankind, as you find with the Zeus
cult, is that people must not be allowed to discover the princi-
ple of fire. Prometheus must be tortured, because he gave the
people the principle of fire.

The basis of modern society, to this day, has been to keep
people largely as animals: That is, to deny them that which
distinguishes the human being from the beast. The ability to
discover those universal principles such as gravitation, and
other universal principles, on which man’s mastery of the
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universe depends. The slave-masters, the oligarchs, like the
oligarchy of Olympus, in the case of ancient Greece—which
was the tragedy of Greece; there were no good gods in
Greece!—was to keep people as cattle. That’s the issue of the
great drama, by Aeschylus, the Prometheus trilogy: to keep
people as animals. How do you keep people as animals? By
denying the fact that they have creative powers; that they have
creative minds; they can discover universal principles. So
today, they teach you mathematics, how? To make sure you
never discover a principle. You’re given, for example in ge-
ometry, certain principles called “definitions, axioms, and
postulates.” You’re supposed to interpret the universe and
experience in science by that. It’s a fraud! Euclidean geometry
is a fraud! It’s a shackle on the mind of slaves, who are not
permitted to think.

And the power of the human mind to make original dis-
coveries; the right of the individual mind to be developed,
with the power to make discoveries; from it, through the pro-
cesses like a Socratic dialogue to make discoveries, is the
nature of man. Scientific progress, and cultural progress, are
the nature of man. The nature of man is to reflect upon man-
kind, to reflect upon our past; to reflect upon our origins, from
generation to generation; and to take responsibility for the
direction we give, for the development of man for time to
come.

What do we have now? We have the “free trade” system.
Free trade in slaves. We have predators, called bankers, or
financiers who own bankers; who own political parties, who
control them; and you are told, to behave yourself, and you
might get a cookie passed out to you. You’re told there are
too many of you, as Henry Kissinger did, in 1975, in National
Security Study Memorandum 200: “There are too many peo-
ple on this planet! They’re eating up our raw materials. They
belong to us; the raw materials of Africa belong to us! The
Africans are eating them—we must stop that! We must reduce
the African population. We must prevent them from develop-
ing technology, because they’ll use the raw materials more
freely!”

The world today is run by a physiocratic tyranny, of gam-
bling and control of raw materials. The United States, the
British, the western and central Europeans, Russia, control
raw materials of the world, or most of them. China is the
biggest bidder for raw materials in the world. We have a big
“who’s gonna eat whom?” system on this planet, now on-
going.

The idea that human beings have an intrinsic right, that
human beings are sacred; that the quality of development of
ideas is sacred; the power of communication across genera-
tions though aid of art and science is sacred: They don’t think
that way!

And when you put a certified mental case, an idiot in the
White House—and you try to do it a second time!—you’re
not human. You can’t be human and vote for George Bush.
It’s sort of like tearing up your citizenship in the human race.

12 Feature
How We Get Out of This Crisis
All right, now, the problem is this. Therefore, the remedy:

I’ve stated the tragedy. I’ve indicated some of the beauties.
Now, let’s talk about the remedy, which is where we go from
here. You are going to be exposed—see, you are the remedy.
You, out there, are the remedy. Your development is the rem-
edy. Your freeing yourselves of the shackles of illusion, is the
remedy. Your giving up belief in money, is the remedy. You
don’t have to believe in money: We make it. It’s our slave. We
should not be the slaves of money! Our sovereign government
should make the money, organize it, teach it to behave prop-
erly. The money system itself is a fraud.

All right, what do we have to do? Over the past period,
we’ve gone through Hell, and I’ve documented a good deal
of this. We went to Hell—I knew it. I knew it, the day Roose-
velt died. I was then in India, in a military camp in India, on
my way to Burma. And some GIs came to me, stealthily, and
said they wanted to talk to me, that night. So, we designated
a place to meet, and went off to talk. I said, “What do you
want?” They asked me, “What do you think the death of
Franklin Roosevelt means to us?” And, I was taken, in a sense,
by surprise, because I’d had the question in my own mind, in
a sense. So I just gave a quick answer: I said, “I’m afraid, that
a great man is being replaced by a very little one. And I’m
afraid for the world.”

And by the time I got back from service abroad, in the
spring of 1946, I found that the country I had left, to go abroad
under Roosevelt, had been changed into a nightmare under
Truman, this fascist pig. And I say it advisedly, without exag-
geration.

What happened was, that Truman was forced as a vice
Presidential choice, upon Franklin Roosevelt, with the knowl-
edge that Franklin Roosevelt was very ill. That’s the summer
of 1944. It was forced by the financial interests, the banking
interests, the international banking interests of London and
New York. And then Roosevelt died. And Truman became a
stooge for the Averell Harriman, whose bank had written the
order refunding Hitler’s party to make Hitler the dictator of
Germany; and Harriman was a Nazi. And he was a controller
of the President of the United States, who was a cheap, stupid
fool. Just a thug; a Ku Klux Klan type.

And what happened is, this crowd, under people like Allen
Dulles, brought the hard core of the Nazi SS system into
the institutions of Western Europe and the Americas, to the
degree, that the SS General Wolf, the German commander of
the SS in Italy, was personally conduited by Allen Dulles,
into becoming a key part of the Gladio secret organization in
Italy, which later assassinated, in the 1970s, [former Italian
Prime Minister] Aldo Moro, who had been fingered for assas-
sination by Henry Kissinger, right here, in Washington,
D.C.—to his face. And I have an eyewitness to that.

This became the birth of what was called the right wing
in the United States, or the utopian wing. The nuclear war-
riors. This is what’s running the United States today: Is a
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group of financiers, who are the same network of financiers,
from Europe and the United States, who were behind Hitler’s
rise to power in the 1920s and early 1930s; who later turned
against him, only because he was German—if he’d been Brit-
ish, they’d have been all for him. And we got Britain to fight
a war against Hitler, for that reason. But, once Roosevelt was
dead, the right wing began a struggle to take over this country
and the world: The British and American right wing; the An-
glo-Dutch liberals, who are liberal on Sunday, and fascist
on Monday.

The problem we have with Bush today, is not Bush as
such. Bush is a tool. He’s a little animal. He’s not really fully
human—I mean, he’s got mental problems which disqualify
him, I mean, for voting rights even. He’s controlled by Che-
ney, who is a sociopath—who is not really the controller—
who is controlled by people like George Shultz, who works
for a syndicate of bankers. And the whole crowd is this same
bunch of financial institutions which were behind the whole
Nazi operation in Europe, back in the 1920s and 1930s, into
the 1940s.

That is what we’re faced with today! People believe in
free trade, which is these people’s idea.

Bring Back the Approach of Lincoln and FDR
And, the problem is, therefore, not so much with the Dem-

ocratic Party leadership, except the Democratic Party leader-
ship has capitulated, with its upper 20% idea, of sticking with
the upper 20% of income brackets in the United States; that’s
what the problem was. And that’s been particularly the case
since Brzezinski took over the Carter Administration. Since
that time.

So, what we were doing, this past year, in the course of
this year, we were fighting to try to get the Democratic Party
to become, again, the party of Franklin Roosevelt, rescuing
it from what Truman had done to it as the beginning! It took
about two decades to do that, because, we who had returned
from war, even though many of us capitulated to Truman and
what he represented, we voted for Eisenhower instead; we
got that fascist Truman out of there. But then, Eisenhower
went out of office; Kennedy was killed, and the right wing
took over.

So, the problem we have, is to go back, go back in our
history: To go back to Presidents like Roosevelt—and Lin-
coln before him, in particular, who is the great, heroic revolu-
tionary, who saved the United States, enabling it to become a
great power, among nations. We have to go back to that.

But, the way we go back to that, is by understanding what
it is to be a citizen. Now, the way I’m going to approach that,
the way I am approaching that, is a change in the way in
which economic facts are reported. We’re now in the greatest
depression in modern civilization’s history. This is much
worse, now, already—you’re just waiting for the other shoe
to drop—but it’s worse now than it was in the 1930s, already.
The full effects have not yet hit you. People are living on
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borrowed money; and when somebody tries to collect on the
borrowed money, you’re going to find out you’re hopelessly
bankrupt—you have nothing, that money is worthless.

So therefore, we’re at a point, where the state has to come
back in, as it did under Roosevelt, only more, as I’ve laid it
out. We have to force the government of the United States to
act as Roosevelt would have done: That is, to declare bank-
ruptcy of the international monetary-financial system. And to
put the banking system, including the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, into government receivership, to force the doors of the
banks, where necessary, to keep open; to force the continua-
tion of essential features of life; to prevent people from being
thrown out of the homes that they’re going to be thrown out
of en masse, on the day that the real-estate bubble pops! And
real-estate values drop to one-half, or less, of their present
value.

Anybody who’s living in a house mortgaged for $400 to
$500,000 is bankrupt. They have a hopeless case. That thing
is going down much lower—it’s highly inflated! It’s over!
The game is over! The party is finished!

Banks are about to close up! Savings are about to go! The
money you think you have has vanished tomorrow! It’s on
the road, it’s on the way, right now! Not next year, not four
years from now, but right now! And anybody on the inside in
Europe and the United States knows that. Only people who
are not on the inside, don’t know it.

So therefore, you need a government which says, “This is
a government based on the General Welfare principle.” The
Federal government steps in, and with the power of govern-
ment, with the constitutional power of government, puts
things right, by saying: We put everything financial into bank-
ruptcy reorganization; we use the power of credit, which is
unique to our Constitution, to generate large masses of credit,
for large-scale infrastructure; to generate the employment of
10 million more people, in useful ways, as in infrastructure,
and promote other things. We bring the states back into bal-
ance, so that the income earned within the state, is enough to
maintain the balance of accounts within the state. We do these
kinds of things.

Animations To Understand Economics
Now, what I have to do, in this process, is to get Americans

to understand what economics is. And, I don’t propose to go
out and burn the economics professors alive. Something more
moderate would be sufficient. I do propose to replace them.
And what I’m going to do, is, I’m doing it already: As you’ve
seen in some cases with examples, and we’ll get a few in here.

Let’s just take some examples of this (Figure 1). Some
of you’ve seen this before, but I’ll go through this again,
because it makes the point. It’s just a simple illustration up to
the year 2003. . . . [LaRouche shows a series of animations
on water infrastructure, and the collapse of industry. See Fig-
ures 2-6 for “snapshot” views of the animations.]

You would think they were brainwashed and duped. Of
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FIGURE 1
FIGURE 2

U.S. Water Usage, Total and by Sector, 
1950-2000 
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Source:  U.S. Geologic Survey.
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course they were! The Democrats were also duped, but that’s
a different story.

All right. But look at the other side, just to get the picture
of it (Figure 7). Remember, manufacturing has collapsed;
agriculture has collapsed in the state of Ohio. Obviously, the
Bush voters are overpaid hotel maids and restaurant workers.
This is the thing to focus on, this particular curve, for reasons
I shall indicate.

Now, what we’re going to do is this—what I’m doing
now. We have a program of education in economics, which
will be largely on the Internet, for an obvious reason, but
there will be other media used as well. Be it the Internet, or
reproductions of things that can be projected on projectors in
rooms, for example: To demonstrate the nature of a principle
in economics.

Now, most people who teach economics don’t know any
thing about principle. They think it’s a complement of inter-
est. But, they don’t know about principle, as a physical princi-
ple, something that makes something happen. And, what
we’re going to do is the following: Let’s just take an example
of this, let’s take Mars in 2000 and 2003, and we’ll follow
that with the retrograde observed movement of Mars (Figure
8). What you’re seeing here, is what you actually will see in
the sky, as lapsed-time photography of the observation of the
planet Mars. This is now the year 2000; this is from 2003,
June-July. What you’re seeing now, is the so-called retro-
grade motion: that, at a certain point in observing things in the
sky, it appears that Mars turns and loops on itself backward, at
a certain point in the cycle.

Let’s take another one. What this is, is just a diagrammatic
picture (Figure 9), and it’s actually to scale, of actual motion
scale, of the relationship between the asteroid Ceres, whose
orbit was discovered by Gauss, with respect to the Earth orbit.
You see the red one is the Ceres, and the blue one is the Earth.

Now, this is an example of an animation. It’s an actual
animation; it shows in a short period of time—as in lapsed-
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time biological photography. Many of you have seen that.
One takes a series of shots of a plant growing, such as a weed,
or another plant; and then reduces the time-scale of that to a
short period of time, so that the development of several weeks
or months, may be collapsed into a few minutes of viewing
it. And suddenly, you see the plant which you thought was
loosely waving around, is actually going through definite mo-
tions in a very deliberate way. You can see very simply what
the difference is between a weed, and another kind of plant,
in this way.

So, this is the principle of animations: Is to take what is
happening, or will happen, in an economy, over a period of
years, or months at least, and to accelerate that into a lapsed-
time picture of the actual changes occurring over that larger
period of time, in order to get the human mind to understand
what a principle is, in economics. And we will be doing that,
as the basic educational program.

Now, we tried that in Cleveland, Ohio, for example, with
an audience there, just with some of the Ohio figures, and it
clicked for them, immediately—exactly what’s wrong. They
saw their state, going down in a lawful process! They saw
the state being transformed from one of the richest industrial
states in the United States, over a period of about 10-15 years,
into a rust-bucket, based on cheap hotel maids’ jobs and res-
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FIGURE 3

U.S. Per-Capita Industrial Water Use, 1950-2000
(Gallons Per Day)

Source:  U.S. Geologic Survey.
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FIGURE 4

U.S. Per-Capita Irrigation Water Use,
1950-2000 
(Gallons Per Day)

Source:  U.S. Geologic Survey.
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taurant jobs. And they saw it! And they were shocked by it.
So, to convey the idea, we have to get away from so-called

statistical charts, which really are just confusing, and often
are wrong. That is, they may be accurate as to data, but they’re
wrong in the impression they leave, as to what they’re depict-
ing. We have to show change. We have to show complexes
of change: for example, capital factors. The typical idiot to-
day, in economy, the economist, the management of a plant,
they don’t know anything about capital factors. They don’t
know how an economy actually works! They know how to
steal—Enron methods. They do not know how an economy
works.

For example: To build, as Perry [Kentucky State Rep.
Perry Clark] will remember, to rebuild, to maintain, a lock
system on the Ohio River, involves an approximately 40-year
life-cycle of that lock. That means, that what we have not
maintained, around the country, in systems like that, locks
and dams, power systems, and things like that—what we have
not repaired, or replaced, during the past 40 years, is now
collapsing. The power industry, the water production, all of
the essential infrastructure of the nation, which has not been
renewed by capital formation, in the past 30 to 40 years, is
now becoming a junk pile. Transportation systems, all kinds
of municipal systems. We have water systems 100 years old,
are now rotting away—municipal water systems. Similar
kinds of things.

Rebuilding the Economy
So therefore, for the past period, the past 40 years, when

we were transformed from a producer society into an import-
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ing society, a bread-and-circuses society at home, importing
our labor from cheap labor around the world, and shutting
down employment and production here, we have destroyed
the infrastructure on which a successful economy has de-
pended.

We are now at the point, that the world, as a result of the
past 40 years doctrine in economics, especially since 1971-
72, since the change in the monetary system, the world is now
worse off, physically, especially the Americas and Europe, is
worse off, than it was in the 1920s or under Hoover. It’s worse.
We have a bigger job to do today, to organize a recovery in
the United States and Europe, than we had, actually, in the
United States in 1933, or in Europe in the post-war period.

The most conspicuous part of this is the loss of basic
economic infrastructure: mass transportation; municipal sys-
tems, that is the welfare systems of cities; the organization and
structure of cities; we have allowed the cities to be destroyed.
We’ve turned cities from engines of production and progress,
into high-priced residences for people who really can’t afford

THE ANIMATIONS in this section can 
be viewed at www.larouchepac.com
where Mr. LaRouche’s speech is posted.
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FIGURE 5

Midwest Counties: Rate of Gain or Loss of Industrial Jobs, 
1990-2003

Source:  EIRNS.
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to live there. And we’ve driven the people out of the cities—
we drive them out, as we’re doing in Washington, D.C., to
build a stadium here, after shutting down D.C. General Hospi-
tal. We’re doing that! We’re destroying the cities.

We destroyed New York City! To the degree that New
York City is gentrified, which is a process which has been
going on since 1945, the post-war period, instead of rebuild-
ing the city as a functioning city, they went to outsourcing;
they went to suburban development.

So, now we have, where you used to walk to work, or take
a short trip to work, and you had several places of employment
available to you, you now commute; and you commute an
hour or an hour and a half, or longer. We’ve turned superhigh-
ways around cities into parking lots at rush hour—and some-
times it’s even worse.

So, we have destroyed the city: It is not a machinery for
life. It is not a place where you walk to your school. It is not
a place where you go to the stores, where you select what you
want. It is now a nightmare! A nightmare of boutiques which
are really pretty worthless, and vast shopping malls, from
which we buy junk, imported from virtual slave labor over-
seas, while we shut down employment in our own country.

16 Feature
We have to reverse that process.
That means, we must educate the

U.S. population, in the ABCs of physi-
cal economy. Forget monetary econ-
omy. What counts is the physical effect:
Do you have a job? What conditions of
life do you have, as payment for that
job? What are the conditions of life for
your family? What’re the conditions in
the community? What is the rate of
progress in conditions of life?

And how do we organize the money
system, under a system of regulation
of the type we had under Roosevelt,
and in the immediate post-war period;
how do we organize the monetary sys-
tem and financial system, through regu-
lation, to make sure that the money sys-
tem functions in a way that corresponds
to the physical intention of the nation?
And of its laws?

We don’t have it any more. You see,
we’re being destroyed.

Now therefore, by aid of this method
of animations, which is largely compu-
terized animations, we are going to pro-
duce and flood the market, so to speak,
with an educational program, in the
ABCs of real economy, based on anima-
tions. To re-educate the population, rap-
idly, by these kinds of visual aids, in
what the principles of economics are,
what the significance of various kinds of legislation would
be, and that sort of thing. We are going to—particularly from
my standpoint—we are going to take the PAC that we now
have, which will be a key element in the Democratic Party
as a whole, by fact—by merely fact—and the fact of our
connections and so forth, involved in the effort to elect Kerry:
We’ll be part of the Democratic Party process.

We will be a catalyst in reorganizing the Democratic
Party, for the fact that Bush is going to fail. The war in Iraq
is lost. It’s finished. The financial system, of the world, is
collapsing. It’s finished. There’ll be a general financial col-
lapse, worldwide, beyond anything that most of you in this
room could even begin to imagine—and it will come on fast.
That, everything you think is fixed, that is in the works, that
is pre-programmed, is going to go.

And at that point, the only chance we have, if Bush is
confirmed by the Electoral College—and there are some rea-
sons to suspect that he should not be confirmed: The kinds of
fraud which were perpetrated by the Republicans alone in this
election, were sufficient to send these guys to jail, if not to
unelect them. For example: voter suppression—voter sup-
pression! That’s tyranny! That’s dictatorship. And there was
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FIGURE 6

Ohio Counties: Rate of Gain or Loss of Industrial Jobs, 
1990-2003

Source:  EIRNS.
a lot of it. There was fraud of every kind, turning up daily.
We have some people in the Democratic Party we work with
closely, who are looking at particularly that thing. And what
is pouring in, in terms of evidence, day by day, is the evidence
of a massive fraud by the Republican Party, which amounts
to the thing—the thing is practically a criminal conspiracy,
not a party!

And, not all Republicans are Bush-leaguers. Many Re-
publicans are actually human. We will probably trade some
of them, for the non-human Democrats. To simplify people’s
understanding of who’s who!

So therefore, what we have to count on, in this situation:
We have to count on the United States as an institution. Be-
cause I can tell you, from no other part of the world, is this
change that has to be made going to be made! Other parts of
the world will assist it, will be happy to see it happen, but they
won’t make it happen. We have to make it happen here.

The way we can make it, within our institutions, is the
way we got rid of Nixon: in the Congress. And this means,
Republicans and others of conscience, in the Congress, who
have two things made clear to them: I find in history, scandal
is not the way to orchestrate politics. Sometimes you have to
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report things that are scandalous. But,
that does not solve your problem. What
solves your problem, is presenting solu-
tions. And the obvious solution, under
our system today, lies with the members
of the Federal Congress.

Now, we had an effort to prevent
Ashcroft from being confirmed, in Janu-
ary of 2001. Many Democrats, includ-
ing from the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, made the effort to have a Senator
endorse the challenging of the appoint-
ment of Ashcroft. Not a single Demo-
cratic Senator would stand up and sup-
port those members of the House of
Representatives, who, one after the
other, submitted this motion. That’s our
starting point: We want Democrats, to
be willing to stand up, in such a way,
that their potential Republican partners,
who, out of patriotism and disgust, will
act jointly with Democrats to bring this
tyranny to an end, to save this nation.

We must educate people now. We
must move, and organize, now, between
now and the inauguration proceedings,
to ensure that we have a bipartisan as-
sembly of men and women of con-
science who are prepared to move in the
Congress on the day that happens, to
make sure that the worst does not hap-
pen. It, at this point, is the only visible
chance for the survival of the United States.
An essential part of our job, and of my job in particular,

is to make clear to people that we do have policy alternatives
to an onrushing, great world depression. There are things we
can do. Because, people will be discouraged; if they do not
believe there are alternatives to a depression, they’ll try to
adapt to it, rather than change it, or prevent it. We have to
convince people, who are intelligent, who are influential in
their communities, that there are positive economic policy
solutions for our problems.

We also have to do something else, morally, which goes
back to where I began here this afternoon: to Bach. We have
to get at the spiritual side of the people. The spiritual side as
typified by this work of Bach, and what it involves; the spiri-
tual side as typified by the history of the Negro Spiritual, in
the 20th Century, under the impact of Burleigh and Dvořák
and so forth. We have to go back to these roots, which empha-
size that people are human; that people have an essential
immortality; that immortality lies in those ideas, which re-
spond to the aspirations of those who went before us; the ideas
which we give for the security of those who come after us.
That we are not people of physical pleasure. We are people
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of more pain than pleasure—at least as
you go through the course of life, or the
full span. We are people, whose plea-
sure lies largely in our sense of identity:
the sense of identity, which causes a
man who’s dying to smile from his
death-bed, knowing that his run has
been a good one.

We have to give people the sense,
that their run in life can be a good one.
That’s the great moral power! Not the
power of the disoriented evangelicals;
above all, not the power of these nutty,
Satanic ultras.

We have to put the positive side, we
have to bring the spiritual side forward,
in the real sense, not this fake, tent
show, snake-oil sense that we get from
these fundamentalists. But, the real
sense: That man is a creature made in
the image of the Creator! And that man
must be respected as that; man must be
developed as that. Man must have re-
gard for other human beings based on
that. Nations must cooperate on that ba-
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sis. Cultures must be developed on that basis.
It’s the spiritual pleasure, as of the child, who makes an

original discovery for the first time in his own life—that kind
of pleasure. To discover, “Hey Mommy! I’m human! I know
what it is to be human!” No, that is one of the greatest experi-
ences—it happened to me; it happened to others. The greatest
experiences of life: to re-enact an original discovery you know
is valid, and realize no monkey could do it. And you say,
“Hey, Mommy, I’m human!”

Thank you.

Dialogue With LaRouche

Following are two excerpts from the discussion following
Mr. LaRouche’s speech.

Dealing With Bankrupt Utilities
State Rep. Perry Clark, Democrat of Kentucky: Lyn,

good to be with you. Always a pleasure and a thrill to listen
to you tell the truth to the American people, I so enjoy that.
It’s something you don’t get much. Let me say one thing about
a positive message. These are wonderful, these animations
that you have, and the tracking of it was absolutely fabulous.
But I think at some point, for the selling point, it would be
good to drop back to some of the principles of Franklin Roose-
velt and Henry Clay from Kentucky, and show what happened
when they put these monetary and fiscal policies into place.
And then you would have a graph of the opposite animations.
You will have an increase, and you will see what the infra-
structure development in the Franklin Roosevelt projects did
to the country, did to the nation, did to the working-class
people in the nation. So I think maybe we need to do our
animations on the positive side also, and not just on the nega-
tive side, because you really do—not just you, we collec-
tively, really have the answers and they have been done
before.

Another thing, too: With the deregulation, the maniacal
deregulation that is going on for the past several years, espe-
cially in the utility industries, and the massive rape of profits
that was going on through that, and taking all the people’s
money and so on, what is the state of the utilities in the nation
currently? Was it last year, or the year before, that you had
the big blackout on the Northeast quadrant, basically because
of deferred maintenance where the bottom line was? So, I just
would like to know where we are on our electrical grid, where
we are on our utilities, and what kind of maintenance we need
to catch up on those, to get us where we need to be.

LaRouche: What we have programmed, we have pur-
chased packages which will enable us to put together, as rap-
idly as we can do it, the economic history of the United States
along these lines, from about 1926 to the present. It’s a matter
of assembling the data which exists and putting it in this
format, as a baseline. And the Roosevelt period, of course, is
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part of that. But the reason we picked 1926: It was the high
point of the expansion of the railroad development in the
United States, which began the process of takedown—that is,
the 1925 farm crisis, the end of the railroad building in 1926,
was the beginning of the takedown of the U.S. economy,
leading into what Roosevelt faced. So we picked ’26 to the
present, in order to get a fair starting point, a running start, on
the economic history, of the ups and downs of U.S. economy
over the past period. And the Roosevelt period is a key part
of this.

The problem is that we have a massive job to do, and the
point is to, at all these stages, build the ground base for the
animations, and then do the animations, the lapsed-time peda-
gogies on these kinds of aspects.

On the question of utilities, the basic problem is, you have
two things. First of all, the 1971-72 change in U.S. interna-
tional monetary policy. We were operating under Roosevelt,
with a development of regulation which continued into the
end of the war. Then, we continued many of the features of
that regulation in the post-war period. But since 1964, we’ve
been tearing it down, and it was done largely from, oh, ’66-
67, with the shutting down of the first phase of aerospace. We
made the Moon shot, but we shut down many of the industries
which had been indispensable for making the Moon shot.
Then, with ’71-72, we destroyed the stability of the interna-
tional monetary system, and by destroying that stability, we
undermined the possibility of maintaining utilities. Then,
with 1975 on, especially in 1977-81, with the introduction of
the Volcker measures in 1979, we destroyed, under Brzezi-
nski, we destroyed the life structure of the U.S. economy, as
a Trilateral Commission program which is called “Project
1980s,” the key feature of which was called the destruction
of the U.S. economy. The destruction of the economy. And
the leader in this was Paul Volcker, who was one of the key
figures there, who on being appointed as Federal Reserve
chairman, unleashed a wave of inflation going up to 21, 22,
23%, which wiped out the savings and loan industry, and set
the structure of destroying everything.

Look, how many airlines that we had, which were major
airlines in 1975, that exist today. What happened to Pan Am?
What happened to TWA? What happened to Eastern Airlines?
And so forth and so on. What happened to all our airlines?
They’re all going bankrupt! Why? Because of deregulation.
How did we destroy our electrical power system? Deregula-
tion! The Enron phenomenon is the end result. So, what we’ve
changed. The international monetary policy to a floating-ex-
change-rate system, combined with globalization, combined
with deregulation, combined with Bush madness, has de-
stroyed the United States economy.

So, in dealing with utilities, you first of all have to have
two things. Federal enabling legislation to restore the consti-
tutional policy of regulation, and which is in effect to em-
power the states under Federal cooperation, to establish state
systems of regulation. This means that the states should, in
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general, be the creators and regulators of state public utilities
of all kinds. This should be in coordination with and backed
by the Federal government. We should have interstate com-
merce, trade agreements, interstate agreements which rein-
force this utility structure. So what we need is actually Roose-
velt-style immediate general legislation, both Federal
legislation and enabling legislation matching that on the state
side, which you can easily fix up in the Congress. So simply
restore the kind of system that we had, which worked.

And my approach is, at the first stage, as much as possi-
ble, we should, as anti-depression measures, restore things
that should not have been taken down, because we have a
clear precedent, a clear record; we have structures, we have
laws on the books, we have experience on the books, with
these kinds of problems. So simply cancel the HMO legisla-
tion. Why not? Restore Hill-Burton. Support Hill-Burton
restoration, with a national legislation on capital formation
in rebuilding our medical system, to what it was supposed
to be under Hill-Burton. That means restoring hospitals,
restoring the whole support system. It means taking the
question of immunization out of the private sector, and put-
ting it with the Federal government, where it belongs. You
don’t give the U.S. Army to the private sector! You don’t
give the defense apparatus to the private sector. You don’t
give the medical defense apparatus to the private sector. The
public sector is responsible. The government is responsible,
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primarily the Federal government, and the Federal govern-
ment must then take enabling action to assist the states and
localities in private facilities, in setting up the systems to
do the job. And make sure that the banking system has the
credit facilities available to local institutions, private ones,
to do it.

So, that’s the way we have to approach it. It’s simply,
go back to the precedents we had, from the successes of the
past. Restore things that shouldn’t have been broken. Use
that as the stepping stone, with Federal enabling legisla-
tion—which makes it Federal. You bring the states in,
largely with the help of members of Congress, especially
the Senate. It’s the most efficient way to do it. So you are
able to coordinate national legislation, which enables the
states to go back in the utilities business, and which take
over bankrupt non-functional remnants of utilities and put
them back in the form of utilities, which people can safely
put savings into, without fear.

Rebuilding the Democratic Party
Q: (a Democratic consultant who was involved in the

strategy of the last phase of the Kerry campaign). Mr.
LaRouche, there’s no question that this last week has surely
been a frustrating one, and it’s understandable that a certain
amount of reflection is going to occur among we Democrats.
As I think you know, two distinct views have emerged. Some
people say that the mistake that was made in this Presidential
campaign is that it was not the economy, stupid, and that we
didn’t sufficiently address the moral issues. I actually happen
to agree that we didn’t sufficiently address the moral issues,
but I think that the moral issues don’t lie in same-sex marriage
and abortion, but rather in the larger assertion that it is indeed
immoral to allow a child to be hungry, without health care or
without an education. I think it’s immoral when a working
man or woman isn’t afforded a salary sufficient to support
their family. So I think we should pose that moral question,
and that moral issue. But many of my colleagues today are
arguing that we have to give people what they want, if Demo-
crats wish to be elected to office.

My view is that we’re right and they’re wrong. I really
don’t see any reason to cooperate with wrong policies or delu-
sions. I don’t think we have sufficient votes in the House or
in the Senate, to win on many issues, but we sure as hell can
gum up the works. Do you think that this is an irresponsible
approach?

LaRouche: I think it is an exquisitely warm sentiment.
What we have to do is this. Let me talk about what I’m going
to do. I’m going to talk to every circle in the Democratic Party
which is worth talking to, whether they agree with me or not.
Because the first thing we have to have in this process is
dialogue. Now, you know, being a scientist in one respect
myself, I know the way you make progress is you start by
dealing with people who are all wrong. The secret of success
is to recognize that everybody else is wrong. And that’s what
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The audience spontaneously rose to sing the Negro Spiritual “Oh, Freedom,” in a tribute to
Lyndon LaRouche at the end of his presentation.
all the great scientists have done.
Now, obviously, the Democratic Party is a mess because

the Democratic Party has not been thinking clearly or sanely
for a long time, and we got into this because people bought
into things they had fought for, that weren’t worth fighting
for. It’s like the man who was competing for marriage to a
plastic dummy. It’s not worth the effort! The satisfaction you
think you’re going to get is not there, unless you have unusual
tastes. What you have to do is, you start with dialogue. A
dialogue always starts with disagreement.

The essence of science is disagreement, but you have
people who simply yell and scream, “We disagree!” and you
have people who have the brains to discuss what the issues
are, who say, “Okay, what are your assumptions? What are
your assumptions?” “The assumption that you have to be
democratic.” “Well, what do you mean by that?” “We have
to listen to what the majority say, and do it.” “But what if
they’re crazy?” Like the captain of the ship, who ran the ship
on the reefs. “Why’d you do it?” “Well, it was the wrong thing
to do, I knew that, but I had to be democratic.” And that’s
what the nature of the Democratic Party is. It’s a ship which
is run on the reefs, because it tried to be democratic in the
wrong way.

Now, I don’t like the word democracy. Never did, because
the Democratic party of Greece was among the first fascist
governments in known European history. And democracy is
often fascism, because it means mobocracy. Just think of what
the vote was for Adolf Hitler’s confirmation as dictator in
1934! That’s democracy in action for you! Eh? You have to
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have a commitment to principle. A
commitment to principles which are
finally asserted in the U.S. Federal
Constitution, in the Preamble. The
government is bound, implicitly, to
make no law which destroys the sov-
ereignty, or impairs the sovereignty
of this nation, which does not defend
the general welfare of all the people
of this nation, which does not defend
the sovereignty and welfare of the
nation for posterity. Any law, I don’t
care how democratically urged, is a
travesty in morality, which I will
never support.

Therefore, we have to talk about
principle, we have to talk about re-
spect for the individual human being
as a human being. We have to talk
about spirituality. We have to talk
about rights to education. We have
to talk about fair treatment, that sort
of thing. So therefore, what we want
to do is to have a government by con-
sent of the people, not democracy.
Consent of the people means not taking a poll, not an opinion
poll. Consent of the people means going out and arguing with
the people, fighting with them over ideas, questioning their
morals, questioning everything, in order to come at an under-
standing of what the truth is.

See, the problem is, in modern times, especially since that
fascist association called the Congress of Cultural Freedom,
which I’ve better named the Sexual Congress of Cultural Fas-
cism—the idea of truth has been ripped out of United States
institutions, in favor of popular opinion, in favor of what is
called democracy. This idea of freedom. This is the idea of
the German existentialists, who came to the United States and
were Jewish fascists, because their birth certificates did not
qualify them to join the Nazi party, such as Hannah Arendt
and her friends. They were Jewish and they were Nazis. They
wanted to join the Nazi party, but somebody warned them
that their birth certificates were against their successful appli-
cation. They brought these ideas here from Europe, and they
called it freedom and democracy. And they said there is no
truth. And they said, in their books, that a person who insists
on truth is an “authoritarian personality.” And therefore, they
took truth out of the system.

Now, this is the same thing that destroyed the great
civilization of ancient Greece. It’s called sophistry. And to
anyone who wants sophistry and says we’re going to have
that kind of democracy, I say, “You’re a fascist.” “What do
you mean I’m a fascist?” “Well, you maybe think you’re a
democrat today, but you’ll be a fascist tomorrow morning.”
Those who voted for Bush were fascists. They don’t know
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it, but they were. That’s what they voted for. I don’t care
what they thought they were voting for. I don’t care what
that plastic dummy was, that’s not a woman! Your intentions
were misguided. You were probably corrupted by the plas-
tics industry.

Go Back to the Principle of Truth
The point here is, to deal with this problem, we have to

go back to the question of truth. Now, the problem of truth is
complicated today because—and I think Bob Rubin would
agree with me—anybody under the age of 63 doesn’t know
what the truth is, at least in economics. That’s the problem.
Because we no longer believe in long-term capital formation.
We no longer understand that the improvement of life today
depends upon a utility which may have a 40-50-year capital
life cycle, and if you don’t have that utility and you don’t have
regulation around that utility, you’re not going to get power.
We are about to face a world in which power costs $100 a
barrel for oil. When that price comes, how are you going to
live? How are you going to heat your home? Where are you
going to get many of the things that come from manufacturing
those by-products of petroleum? With our electrical industry
collapsing, where are you going to drive the car? Where’s the
car? Where’d you park it when it ran out of gas?

So the question of truth, which in economics involves
long-term capital formation. If you want a child of a certain
skill, a scientist 25 years from now, you’ve got to train that
child now, not 25 years later! Therefore, you have to have a
commitment, what kind ofan educational system will produce
the child who is the scientist you need 25 years from now?
Where’s the educational system?

So, these kinds of criteria in government are crucial.
That’s what we depend upon. Truth! Truth.

People will say, “Well, my opinion is—.” Your opinion
is crap! I say it often to people. They don’t like it, but it’s
true! They’ve got to stop talking about the authority of their
opinion, and start talking about truth. And truth means mea-
suring what you’re proposing by its determinable, rationally
determinable consequences. And therefore, this involves
truth and education are one and the same thing.

So, the great thing we require in the Democratic Party is
to go back to a mass-based Democratic Party, not a middle
party. (You know what I mean by a middle party.) To a mass-
based party, a clubhouse party in which all of the constituen-
cies of the people, as with Roosevelt’s reform, are able to
express their voice in dialogue, within a structure of discus-
sion, of ongoing discussion, where expertise is brought into
play for the purposes of determining the truth. Not what your
prejudices like or don’t like, but what is the truth? And a
strong leader is one who tells people, “Now come on, tell the
truth.” “Well, I don’t like that. You’re talking down to me.”
“I’m asking you to tell the truth.” “Well, I have my opinion.”
“I’m not asking what your opinion is, I’m asking you to con-
sider what the truth is.”

22 Feature
Because, you know, a general in warfare (and you guys
are all for warfare these days. You voted for Bush, didn’t you?
And you’re going to get all the wars you wanted. We’re going
to lose them all, but that’s all right, you’re going to get the
warfare you wanted anyway!) The question of a general, or
anybody else going to war, as our professional generals did,
retired generals in particular, said that Bush is crazy. He’s
insane with his war, they said. On what grounds? What
grounds did they say it on? They don’t like war? No, they
didn’t say that! They said, “You’re going to lose it! You’re
going to make a mess of it! You have no exit strategy. You
have no reason to go to war. You said, ‘I want to kill Saddam
Hussein.’ Well, that is not a reason to take the United States
to war.” “But you’ve got to get rid of Saddam Hussein!” Our
business is not to go running around the world, setting up
governments as puppets that we like and killing the ones we
don’t like.

The question is, when you get into this business of being
chief executive, from a policymaking position of power, your
responsibility is your accountability for the consequences of
what you knowingly go along with. And these poor fools in
Ohio, who allowed themselves to be hog-tied—.

Now, what was the Democratic Party’s fault in this case?
What was Kerry’s fault?

The Result of My Exclusion
Well, first of all, the Democratic Party excluded me from

the primary debate process. That’s the time the Democratic
Party lost the election. They really started to lose the election
in California when they wouldn’t fight Schwarzenegger. That
was the beginning. Then, when it came to the primaries in
New Hampshire, they excluded me all the way through. And
what did the candidates say? Well, Kerry said some nice
things, but not one of those people in the campaign that I
heard, said anything of any relevance to the American peo-
ple’s future! None of them! So, what did the Democratic Party
do, because some people like Lieberman and so forth didn’t
like me, and some bankers didn’t like me for fear I was going
to defend the people against them, didn’t want my voice to
appear on the debates? As the result of the lack of my voice,
the American people heard nothing intelligent about the econ-
omy from any of the candidates!

Now you’ve got the Ohio voters, who are not simply nuts
out there. These were people who were swindled by Issue
Number 1 [a ban on gay marriage], and other things. Because
the Democratic Party has gotten itself in a minestrone of
phony issues, which are not Federal issues, and we’re fighting
about all kinds of this and that, single issues, instead of stick-
ing to business. Nobody was discussing the economy. Kerry
was talking about the economy eventually, and he came
around under the influence of Clinton to talking about FDR,
which is good. Edwards ran a good campaign as a vice presi-
dential candidate, no doubt about that. But, the economy was
never presented to the American people as an issue. And
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it’s the economy that’s going to kill us now. And Senator
Kennedy was flat wrong, and played a very destructive role,
in saying it’s not the economy. It is precisely the economy,
and it was over the issue of not addressing the economy that
we lost in Ohio.

If I had been in the campaign at the beginning of the
primary campaign, if I had been in the debates from the
beginning, from which I was excluded, the economic issue
which would have won the Democratic Party, would have
been on the table. And whether I won the nomination or not
would have been irrelevant, because I had put the thing on
the table. And none of the other candidates I was running
against as rivals, were competent to put the economic issues
on the table, as I would have done, and I did. That’s why
we lost.

So therefore what we need is a dialogue process, which
means cut that kind of crap out! Excluding me means you
want to lose. And I guarantee you will lose much more than
merely an election. You’ll lose your life, you’ll lose every-
thing. You’ll lose your future. You’ve got to stop this non-
sense. So, we’re right, and those of us who are right, that the
issues of principle, the issues of consequence, on which the
future of this nation and its people depend, the future of the
peace of the world depend, those are the issues. And anybody
who wants to discuss anything else, should go someplace else.
Those of us who want to discuss seriously, will discuss those
issues, and my contribution is crucial.

You can not have a viable Democratic Party now without
me as a key figure. You can’t do it. There’s nothing in it to
put it together. It doesn’t exist. Either we’re going to have
a discussion in the Democratic Party on that basis, on conse-
quences, on the future, on dealing with real problems, which
most people in the United States have no comprehension of
whatsoever. Reading the press won’t help them much. Going
to university won’t help them much. They don’t understand
what an economy is! I think almost nobody under 63 knows
what an economy is, as the result of a change that was made
to a post-industrial utopia, when people took their clothes
off on entering universities in 1964. When they took off
their clothes, raped a tree, drank who knows what, and since
that time, long-term thinking has not been a characteristic
of people in top layers of government or business.

So the key thing: He’s right. He’s absolutely correct. We
stick to it stubbornly, because if we lose to them, we’ll lose;
if we try to win, for us, we might win, if they’ll go along. If
they won’t be educated, the situation is hopeless. Then, they’ll
write that on their tombstone: “They may have killed them-
selves off, but at least, they were democratic.”

Debra Freeman, Moderator: You know, if anybody has
any doubt about what Lyn is saying, let me just give you an
example of something that occurred in Ohio. Sixty percent of
the people in Ohio who voted, believe that the economy was
in good shape. Now a very significant number of those people
voted for John Kerry! They voted for Kerry, because they
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were against the war, or they liked him better, or they resented
the fact that the President of the United States was an imbecile.
But they still thought that the economy of the United States
was okay. And just to underline the point: If Lyn had been a
participant in the debates; if Lyn’s voice had not been—if
they had not attempted to silence Lyn’s voice, 60% of the
people would not have thought that. There were other Demo-
crats, including at a certain point Kerry and certainly John
Edwards and President Clinton, who did talk about the state
of the economy. They talked about the collapse of the physical
economy at various points, they talked about the unavailabil-
ity of health care, but none of them told the truth. None of
them talked about the fact that we were facing a global finan-
cial crisis, and that this was the end of an epoch. Nobody
talked about that. Nobody talked about the need to reorganize
the global financial system. Now, some of them didn’t talk
about it because they didn’t think that it was a good thing to
discuss, and some of them didn’t talk about it because they
don’t believe it.

And it is perhaps the case that a lot of people out there
among our fellow citizens would not have wanted to hear that.
But the fact is, they need to hear it, and if Lyn had been a
participant in the dialogue, I guarantee you that when people
went to the polls in Ohio, 60% of them would not have thought
that the economy was good.
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