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Talk show host quotes LaRouche
against the British oligarchy
by Marianna Wertz

Empower the People: A Seven-Step Plan to
Overthrow the Conspiracy That Is Stealing
Your Money and Freedom
by Tony Brown
New York: William Morrow and Company, 1998
hardbound, $25

If for no other reason, you should read Tony Brown’s book,
because he has the courage to quote Lyndon LaRouche at
length, and to defend LaRouche’s writings on the “British
Conspiracy.” As Brown told me in the accompanying inter-
view, he thought LaRouche was a “kook” until he started
comparing what LaRouche had written, with actual events.
“After I got into the investigation for the book, some of his
claims did not seem that preposterous, and many of his claims
. . . that I used in the book seem to have a lot of merit to them,”
Brown said.

Brown, host of the public television program “Tony
Brown’s Journal”—the longest-running public affairs pro-
gram on PBS—and the syndicated radio call-in show “Tony
Brown,” says up-front in his book that quoting LaRouche can
get you in trouble: “Although Lyndon LaRouche and anyone
who dares quote him has been ridiculed by the media for
exposing the aristocratic English cancer on world history, its
tradition of evil and occult Illuminism is a fact.”

We first became aware of Brown, when an EIR reader
alerted us to Empower the People, which he said “is full of
LaRouche, together with a lot of crazy stuff.” The reader
asked that we review it, to sort out what’s real from the rest.
In speaking with Brown, it became clear that the man’s pursuit
of truth, which led him to the British conspiracy, is real. He’s
willing to put in print statements which, though true, only a
real truth-seeker—like LaRouche—would dare publish. For
instance, “No country’s leadership, including that of Nazi
Germany, has committed more evil in the world than En-
gland’s.”
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Brown’s problem, which our reader identified as his
“crazy stuff,” results from his embrace of libertarianism,
and his admitted lack of knowledge of the fundamentals of
economics, particularly regarding the “American System of
National Economy.” The two are related. If Brown had a
better grounding in economics, and a better appreciation for
the history of our Founding Fathers’ fight against the British
oligarchy, for the right to develop as an industrial nation-
state, he would not as likely have fallen for the libertarian ni-
hilism.

‘Seven Step Plan’
Empower the People is devoted to giving Americans the

tools to defeat the British conspiracy, but it fails to deliver a
real solution. “Perhaps the most far-reaching issue before us
today,” Brown writes, “is what we plan to do about the Illumi-
nati Ruling Class Conspiracy. The Conspiracy is not impreg-
nable, and we, the people, have the numbers on our side. The
main purpose of this book is to help you to arm yourself with
a plan to remain free. . . . Are you ready to look into the eye
of that conspiracy and make a demand? And are you ready to
look into your soul and expose the inner conspiracy that exists
there? Are you ready to cast off the selfishness and sense of
entitlement that has created the fertile soil for the Conspira-
cy’s ascendancy? And are you ready to assume responsibility
for yourself and for your community?”

After reading such passages in the first half of the book,
and his repeated quotations from LaRouche on the substance
of that conspiracy, the reader is primed to act. But the “what
to do” section, the “Seven Step Plan,” is essentially a scheme
for making Brown and his readers rich—despite his predic-
tions that the stock market bubble is going to crash any day
now—by investing in a series of Internet-connected local ven-
tures. The reader who takes Brown seriously, who wants to
defeat that British-run conspiracy, is left scratching his or
her head. “Just another scam,” is about the only thing one
can think.

But Brown is quick to deny that his intent is simply to
make money. He really does want to change the world, he
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says, even if he also wants to make money. He writes: “On the
way to high self-esteem, straightening out the government,
fixing the schools, making more money, and lifting the yoke
of the Illuminati Ruling Class Conspiracy, there are two main
lessons to be learned: (1) your wealth is worth far more than
your money; and (2) spiritual empowerment is the only way
to build wealth.”

Lyndon LaRouche recently wrote that the principal prob-
lem we face in organizing the American people to understand
and fight the British oligarchy is the problem of “my
money”—that Americans are willing to commit almost any
evil act, including sanctioning the ongoing bombing cam-
paigns in Iraq and Yugoslavia, to preserve the illusion that
“my money” is safe. Tony Brown exemplifies this problem,
though he is better than most of his fellow Americans, because
he is also willing to tell the truth. He should just listen to
LaRouche more carefully.

Interview: Tony Brown

Tony Brown is the founding dean and former professor of the
School of Communications at Howard University. He was
interviewed on May 26 by Marianna Wertz.

EIR: I was alerted to your book by a subscriber, who asked
me to review the book. So, I’d like to ask a couple of questions
about LaRouche to begin with. On page 51, you say that you
were “susceptible to media lampooning of LaRouche as a
kook,” but that you have found that he has “one of the best
private intelligence-gathering operations in the world.”
Brown: Number one, I think generally the opinion that peo-
ple have of Mr. LaRouche is that he’s a kook, because I don’t
think anybody—I know I had never done any research, I had
never compared what he said with actual events. On the face
of it, it sounds preposterous. When one hears charges that
very wealthy, rich and famous people can be involved in some
of the activities that he alleges. So, on the face of it, that’s
why I said what I did.

After I got into the investigation for the book, some of
his claims did not seem that preposterous, and many of his
claims—I’m not talking about his record, because I’m not an
expert on his record—but those claims that I used in the book
seem to have a lot of merit to them.

EIR: And that would be claims particularly with respect to
the British oligarchic conspiracy.
Brown: Yes. I think the most recent charges, by Dodi Fay-
ed’s father, Mohammed Al-Fayed, the ones that were in the
London Times the Sunday before last [May 16]—you’re fa-
miliar with that because they quoted your magazine, as the
Internet source, and so forth—I think with this, it seems to
me that Mr. Fayed has found out something, through his own
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private investigation. I don’t think he’s saying what he found
out, at least that’s how I read it, but he’s, in effect, blaming
the MI6 and that British Establishment for the death of his
son and Princess Di. . . . I’m not an expert on any of this. I
cannot empirically prove any of this. But I can stand by one
unalterable fact, and it’s a stubborn fact. There are just too
many coincidences for me not to suspect that there is some
form or some type of conspiracy. I can only draw two conclu-
sions: That there is a conspiracy, or everything that is happen-
ing is just coincidental.

EIR: You say in your book that “although Lyndon LaRouche
and anyone who dares quote him has been ridiculed by the
media for exposing the aristocratic English cancer on world
history, its tradition of evil and occult Illuminism is a fact.”
Have you been ridiculed by the media for quoting him or for
your exposé?
Brown: Oh my God! I’m sure you know you didn’t need to
ask that question!

EIR: Well, for our readers I do.
Brown: Number one, I have been ridiculed with the most
potent weapon they have, and that’s the conspiracy of silence.
They kill you behind your back. I knew, going into this book,



that this would happen to me. In one of the sections I even
say, to some extent, I know what’s going to happen. It happens
to you in a way that you can never point a finger at anyone.
You can never prove anything. But my book has been com-
pletely ignored.

If I may, all this stuff about the Chinese and Clinton get-
ting the money: I’ve got a section in here on the Chinese and
giving money and about the secrets that have been stolen. The
[Cox Committee] report that came out yesterday, I have all
of that in this book [pp. 59-60]. I wrote this book two and a
half years ago.

EIR: But the Cox report specifically, and the others, are Brit-
ish-inspired intelligence operations aimed at stopping the
U.S. relationship with China, which is crucial to the future of
humanity. Also, the bombing of the Chinese Embassy was
deliberate and it was done in order to break off the U.S.-
Chinese relationship. If this occurs, then the future of human-
ity is that the British will run the United States, as they are
doing through this Cox operation.
Brown: What do you mean “will run” the United States?

EIR: We have a fighting chance for survival still!
You say in your book—and I have to applaud you for

your courage in saying this—that “no country’s leadership,
including that of Nazi Germany, has committed more evil in
the world than England’s.” Are you aware that similar charges
are now being levied against the Blair government’s war for
“human rights” in Yugoslavia, and that LaRouche himself
said that if Blair were honest and wanted to stop human rights
violations, he would start by bombing Buckingham Palace?
Brown: I have no comment on that. That’s beyond my pur-
view. I have to stick with what I have researched, and I don’t
draw a lot of conjecture into current events. I don’t know
anything about British involvement in terms of the bombing
of the Chinese Embassy.

But I will tell you this, and I’ve said it publicly: There’s
no way in the world you’re going to convince me, or is there
anyone who can convince me, that the CIA did not know
where the Chinese Embassy was. Maybe they made a mistake
and aimed at a building down the street, but you can’t tell me
they hit that building because they didn’t know where it was.
There’s no way in the world that I’m going to believe that the
people who run the CIA are that incompetent.

Nor do I believe that the Chinese got all of these secrets,
and I believe they have these secrets, I don’t think they got
these secrets, because the people who guarded the secrets
didn’t know. Somebody just opened the door and walked out.
I don’t think these things are coincidental.

I don’t believe they’re incompetent at all. I think they’re
very good at what they do. The intelligence community has
destroyed many black leaders who they felt were threats.

EIR: And killed.
Brown: That’s a possibility too. So there’s no way in the
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world you can tell me they don’t know how to do their job. I
know they know how to do their job.

EIR: I’d like to take up economic policy, because there are
some real divergences between our view and yours. Your
critique of the Federal Reserve as the instrument which the
City of London has used to take over the U.S. banking system
is accurate. Yet, you oppose a national bank, which was the
instrument that Alexander Hamilton used to build the Ameri-
can economy, in direct opposition to the British plan to de-
stroy our country in its early years. Are you familiar with the
history of the National Bank under Hamilton and particularly
with what was called the “American System” of economics,
which Lincoln used during the Civil War to rebuild the
country?
Brown: I know Lincoln came up with something. I’m not an
expert on it. I can give you the genesis for my statement, and
that is, that I don’t trust government, period. In that respect,
I’m very libertarian. I don’t trust government. I don’t think
that the Chinese government is any better than the British
government, or it’s any better than the American government.
I don’t think any of them are any good. They’re all controlled:
356 people in the world control 45% of the wealth. That means
356 people in the world have more money than perhaps 3
billion people.

So I don’t think that we can live in a world in which,
before we cast one vote in the year 2000, we’re down to two
men—either Gore or George W. Bush.

EIR: Which is no choice.
Brown: Well, there is a choice. We’ve already had a money
primary. We’ve already had a primary. You and I didn’t vote
in it. I know I didn’t. Because I don’t have that kind of money.

EIR: The Democratic Party changed the rules yesterday on
the primary race, on who can qualify to run for President.
They made one new rule, which is, that you have to have been
eligible to vote in 1996 to run for President in 2000. And
Lyndon LaRouche was on parole in 1996 (and had lost his
right to vote). That’s how the rules are made.
Brown: First of all, it’s nearly impossible for the average
person to even become a candidate in the Republican primary.
That’s the way that’s done. There’s no chance of the average
person getting elected through the Republican primaries. The
Democrats are simply moving toward their position.

EIR: Back to your book. You cite Ludwig von Mises for
your readers to study as a competent economist. . . . But von
Mises, with von Hayek, is a leader of the Swiss Mont Pelerin
Society, which are the leading advocates of the free-trade
doctrine, that is, the British doctrine, and opposed to the rights
of the nation-state to defend itself against free-trade looting.
Do you support that Mont Pelerin position?
Brown: The question might be a false syllogism, because it
doesn’t mean that everything that Britain does is evil. A good



lie is 90% true. It doesn’t mean that because one supports free
trade and Britain supports free trade, that free trade is bad. I
think von Mises, if the world were close to perfect, which it
would have to be for a free-trade system to work—you can’t
have free trade or even capitalism where you have violence,
and hatred is a form of violence. So, whenever you have an
institution such as slavery, which means you’ve introduced
violence into a market system, then the market system is cor-
rupted, because there is no such thing as supply and demand.
It’s been perverted.

The economic system in this world is a system run by
356 or more people, who control the country. Now, you
people have been behind, what’s the Prime Minister of Ma-
laysia?

EIR: Mahathir bin Mohamad.
Brown: Now the IMF and the Western economists are eating
crow, aren’t they? . . . Because he’s got a fast-growing econ-
omy. They said controls wouldn’t work. But they did work,
didn’t they? . . . Any economy will work if you close your
borders and share your money with the people in your group!
You don’t have to be a PhD in economics to know that. That’s
the only defense against people who come in and raid your
country, destroy your currency, and then take over your busi-
nesses for a penny on a dollar.

EIR: Do you see your Seven-Step Plan as essentially doing
the same thing as what Mahathir did in Malaysia?
Brown: I have my own money: the Freedoms. I have a
money system.

EIR: But you’re not a nation! You don’t have an army!
Brown: No, I don’t have to be a nation. But I want to be free.
My formula for being free is that we have to organize as
communities, in order to keep the government from control-
ling our lives. In other words, I want to benefit from the fruits
of my labor. My money is my property. The government has
no right to my property. Now, I’m going to pay my taxes,
because if I don’t pay my taxes, they’ll put me in jail. It doesn’t
mean they’re right, it simply means that they have the Army
and the Navy and I don’t.

EIR: This is a fundamental difference between this view
and the view that EIR and LaRouche express. . . . EIR and
LaRouche take the view that the sovereign nation-state is the
instrumentality that was created in Western civilization to
defend the rights of individuals, created in the image of God.
Brown: I wouldn’t argue with that. I would, however, amend
it by saying that that intent is a wonderful intent, and I say it
all through my book. But that is not a part of modern-day
reality. We have run God out of America, which is why we
have young people killing each other. And what kind of young
people are killing other young people? The very best that
materialism can produce. The privileged whites. Why are

68 National EIR June 11, 1999

they doing that? Because they are not filled with any spirit of
God. . . .

EIR: I’d like to go to another question. You say that a Wall
Street collapse is inevitable, as LaRouche and others have
said as well. LaRouche’s forecast is based on how wealth is
created, of physical economy, that if you fail to invest in the
manufacturing and agricultural development of your econ-
omy, and you allow financial instruments to grow like a can-
cer, as they have done since 1971, when we went off the gold
standard, that the explosion of these financial instruments is
inevitable, because there is no real wealth backing them up.

But, you say that we have left the Industrial Age and
are moving into an Information Age. How can you have an
Information Age with no manufacturing base?
Brown: But that’s not all I’m saying. All through my book
I even call for a gold standard, and I say that what they call
the American dollar is simply an IOU or an instrument of
debt. I agree that our money should be tied to gold and silver.
But the other area that you mention, in terms of creating
wealth: Wealth is mostly now being created through the trans-
fer and distribution and accumulation of information. That’s
how we’re creating wealth. It doesn’t mean we’re not doing
any manufacturing. Obviously somebody’s got to build
houses, somebody’s got to build cars.

EIR: But the question is, whether that wealth is real wealth,
or is it just paper?
Brown: No, no. The use of the human talent is the essence
of wealth in any society. . . . Therefore, if we are using human
talent to build cars, and houses, and even guns, then that is
wealth. In today’s New York papers, you see where 67% of
New York City fourth graders cannot read. They can’t read!
Now, that means that you are not producing wealth in New
York, because it’s just a matter of time before that catches up
with you.

EIR: That’s for sure. Let me add one thing to your definition.
It is true that the source of wealth is the use of the human
mind, but—and this is the center of LaRouche’s economic
analysis: It must be for the purpose of the reproduction at a
higher level of culture or living standard of the human species
that that mind is used. That is the production of real wealth.
Not just anything. In other words, if the mind is used to pro-
duce garbage, it’s not real wealth.
Brown: I think we’re into economic theory, at which Mr.
LaRouche is obviously much better than I. My positions are
not intended theologically. They are intended in terms of prac-
ticality. If I produce a gun, as destructive as it is, you can’t
say I haven’t produced wealth, because somebody will buy
it. It doesn’t have value. So I have produced wealth.

But wealth comes in three forms. Money is one form of
wealth. Social capital, the ability of people in a community
or in the world or nation to work together for the common



good, to build institutions, is a form of wealth. That’s social
capital. The third and the highest form of wealth, of course,
is human capital, and that is your formal education and your
work experience, which gives you the ability to create and
produce. So, in order to have wealth, it isn’t being rich. Some
people confuse being rich with wealth, or having money with
wealth. That’s one form, and there’s no doubt that if a person
has money, they can get other people to do other things. But
that doesn’t mean I’m wealthy, because if you take their
money, they don’t have any wealth at all.

EIR: Here’s the loaded question for you—
Brown: You mean another one, right?

EIR: LaRouche has declared his candidacy for the Demo-
cratic Party nomination for President. Would you like to en-
dorse his campaign?
Brown: No. And it’s got nothing to do with Mr. LaRouche. I
just don’t see anything happening through that system. That’s
Mr. LaRouche’s business and I don’t meddle in that. I’m
libertarian to a very great extent and I think we should have
all points of view expressed. My defense of Mr. LaRouche is
the same defense I use of Clarence Thomas among many
blacks who don’t feel he has a right to exist.

I, for example, coordinated the largest civil rights march
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ever held in America, in Detroit, Michigan, with Martin Lu-
ther King. He was the attraction, I was the coordinator. I did
not organize that march so Jesse Jackson could be liberal. I
organized that march so that any black, no matter what he or
she believes, had a right to express that point of view. This is
my position on Mr. LaRouche. I don’t take a position for or
against him. I think he has as much right to his point of view
as Bill Clinton has to his point of view, which includes his
running for President in the Democratic Party.

First of all, I’m a Republican. . . . But I’m a libertarian
Republican. And I am a moderate Republican. I am not into
that right-wing crazy stuff. Republican principles will work,
if given a chance, but most of the people who are calling
themselves Republicans, the Buchanans and the rest of them,
are simply people who have another agenda, who are using
the Republican vehicle. So I don’t take any position on who’s
going to run and who’s not going to run.

I take a position, as my book said, in empowering the
people, if the people have the power transferred to them, by
transferring back to them their wealth, that the people will
run America. And it doesn’t matter what party’s in power. It
doesn’t matter who the President is. If the central government
is still siphoning off and stealing the money, which means
they steal the freedom of the population, we’re not going to
have a democracy.


