
leading private financier interests for any attempt to establish 

a world imperial rule based on the combination of the Vene- 

tian financier-oligarchical and Roman models. The name for 

that form of intended imperialism today, is “globalization.” 

The intention is to create a world system, in which large 

financier syndicates, which exert greater power than any na- 

tional government, actually rule the world instead of govern- 

ments. The intention is to break the power of governments 

by degrees, and then use the first general financial collapse 

brought about by the current policies of the financier oligarchy 

itself, to establish a financial creditors’ imperial rule over 

technically bankrupt nations and their governments. This im- 

perial system is called “globalization.” 

That is the immediate threat to civilized forms of life, 

inside the U.S., and around the world, today. 

The most powerful potential enemy of globalization is 

patriotism. If nations retain the power to govern, and to make 

laws according to the universal Christian and similar principle 

of protection of the general welfare, the power of usury is 

helpless in the face of justice according to natural law. There- 

fore, since a threatened nation’s people will act to defend their 

rights under such circumstances, the instruments of physical 

power of the sovereign state are the most efficiently deadly 

foe of any attempted, imperialistic financier-oligarchical in- 

solence. So, what Cheney has been doing, first as Secretary 

of Defense, then since 2001, and still today, has been to work 

to take the power of government away from the nation-state, 

and transfer that power to shoot to financier interests owned 

and used by the imperialist financier class. What Cheney has 

done to that effect, is therefore far worse than treason. 

Rid ourselves of his position in government, urgently, 

now, while you still may, and restore the military, intelli- 

gence, and police functions of the nation back into the hands 

of constitutional government. Reverse immediately all legis- 

lation and other actions which perpetuate what is the intrinsic 

corruption associated with the legacy of the functional rela- 

tions among Cheney, Rumsfeld, George Pratt Shultz, Halli- 

burton, and Bechtel. 

  

LaRouche Warmed About 

Danger of Dictatorship 

During his webcast on Jan. 3, 2001, Democratic leader 

Lyndon LaRouche announced his campaign for the 2004 

Democratic Party Presidential nomination, and issued the 

following sharp warning about the dangers the nation im- 

mediately faced: 

On the economy: “Now, technically, we are bankrupt as a 

nation. The entire banking system of the United States, as 

a collective unit, is bankrupt. The Federal Reserve system 

is bankrupt. The European central banking systems are 

bankrupt. The central banking systems, or the equivalent, 

of Central and South America, are bankrupt. Africa’s to- 

tally bankrupt. The Middle Eastis on the edge of a potential 

war, which can become a religious war, spreading through- 

out the Muslim and other parts of the world. There are 

explosions potentially in South Asia, crises of these types. 

There’s a crisis in Europe. Europe is bankrupt. England is 

bankrupt. Continental Europe, western Europe, depends 

upon the German economy, and the German economy is 

operating at a loss, under these conditions. They destroyed 

their export market, though they’ re thinking of getting an- 

other one.” 

On potential dictatorship: “I would pull every string 

in the book that’s serious, as a legislative string, to make 

sure that Ashcroft is not made the Attorney General. And 

I think that members of the Congress, members of the   

Democratic Party, should act on that point, as if their life 

might depend upon it. Because the lives of many of them 

might just depend upon that. 

“You don’tknow—We’re going into a period in which 

either we do the kinds of things I indicated in summary to 

you today, or else, what you’re going to have, is not a 

government. You're going to have something like a Nazi 

regime. Maybe not initially at the surface. What you're 

going to have is a government which cannot pass legisla- 

tion, meaningful legislation. How does a government 

which cannot pass meaningful legislation, under condi- 

tions of crisis, govern? They govern, in every case in 

known history, by what’s known as crisis management. 

“In other words, just like the Reichstag fire in Ger- 

many, How did that happen? 

“Well, a Dutchman, who was a known lunatic, was 

used to set fires, as a provocateur. And he went around 

Germany setting fires. And one night, with no security 

available for the Reichstag, he went into the Reichstag 

building, and set the joint on fire. And Hitler came out and 

said, Well, let’s hope the Communists did it.” And Goering 

moved, and the Schmitt apparatus, that is, of Carl Schmitt, 

the jurist. And they passed the Notverordnung. And on the 

basis of a provocation—that is, crisis management—they 

rammed through the Notverordnung, which established 

Hitler as dictator of Germany. 

“What you're going to get with a frustrated Bush Ad- 

ministration, if it’s determined to prevent itself from being 

opposed—its will—you’re going to get crisis manage- 

ment. Where members of the Special Warfare types, of the 

Secret Government, the secret police teams, and so forth, 
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Rohatyn, Shultz, Cheney ‘Privatization’ 
Scheme To Wreck U.S. National Security 
by Jeffrey Steinberg 

On Oct. 9, 2004, two leading American figures in the Interna- 

tional Synarchy, George Shultz and Felix Rohatyn, teamed 

up in an assault upon the national sovereignty and national 

security of the United States. Under the auspices of George P. 

Shultz’s Princeton Project on National Security, the Rohatyn 

Center for International Affairs at Middlebury College, and 

the Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International Af- 

fairs at Princeton University, jointly sponsored a conference 

  

will set off provocations, which will be used to bring about 

dictatorial powers and emotion, in the name of crisis man- 

agement. 

“You will have small wars set off in various parts of 

the world, which the Bush Administration will respond to, 

with crisis-management methods of provocation. That’s 

what you’ll get. And that’s what the problem is, and you 

have to face that. You’ve got to control this process now, 

while you still have the power to do so. Don’t be like the 

dumb Germans, who, after Hitler was appointed to the 

Chancellorship, in January 1933, sat back and said, ‘No, 

we’re going to defeat him at the next election.” There was 

never a next election—there was just this ‘Jawohl,” for 

Hitler as dictator. Because the Notverordnung of February 

1933, eliminated the political factor. 

“And that’s the danger you’ll get here. If the Bush 

Administration is determined to hammer its way through 

on this thing, if it’s not resisted, and you allow it to do 

so, you will find it strongly tempted. And you look at, 

remember what George Bush’s specialty was, as [ remem- 

ber very well. Remember Iran-Contra, one of the biggest 

mass-murder swindles in modern history, run by Vice- 

President Bush, under special powers, given to him under 

special orders, with the Executive Branch. He ran Iran- 

Contra, the biggest drug-running game in the world. And 

behind Bush—and I know these guys very well, because 

I’ve been up against them; most of my problems came 

from these characters—these guys, pushed to the wall, will 

come out with knives in the dark. They will not fight you 

politically; they will get you in the back. They will use 

their thugs to get you. That’s their method. Know it.”     

EIR March 31, 2006 

promoting “The Privatization of National Security,” at the 

Middlebury College campus in Vermont. The conference 

brought together a dozen or so academics, former government 

officials, and retired military officers to chart out the vast 

expansion of the privatization of military functions, through 

PMCs——private military companies. 

According to the Rohatyn Center’s annual report of 2004- 

05, Shultz is the co-chairman of the Princeton Project, which 

is funded by the Ford Foundation, and “aims to move beyond 

the . .. standard ways of thinking about national security.” 

Translated into plain English, Shultz and Rohatyn are leading 

the drive to eliminate the sovereign nation-state, by outsourc- 

ing to private multinational corporations, virtually all national 

security and military functions, including all non-combat and 

some core combat functions of the military itself. 

In line with the Shultz-Rohatyn scheme—and under the 

umbrella of “privatization”—the so-called Global War on 

Terrorism (GWOT) of Secretary of Defense Donald 

Rumsfeld, former Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfo- 

witz (now president of the World Bank), and Undersecretary 

of Defense for Intelligence Stephen Cambone, has already 

transformed segments of the U.S. military into a carbon-copy 

of Hitler’s Allgemeine SS, deploying quasi-private bands of 

commandos around the globe with a license to kill, and engag- 

ing in a massive spying campaign against American citizens, 

far beyond anything Richard Nixon envisioned in his most 

paranoid moments. 

According to one well-placed U.S. military source, 

Rumsfeld has recently radically altered the personnel regula- 

tions of the Special Operations Command, allowing Green 

Berets, Navy Seals, Delta Force commandos, and other “spec 

ops” troops, to “temporarily” retire from the military service, 

go to work for private contractors, and later return to active 

duty—with no loss of rank or service time. If this report is 

true, Rumsfeld has smashed the wall of separation between 

active-duty special forces soldiers on the one side, and merce- 

naries and terrorists on the other. 

Neo-Feudalism 
The general theme of the Rohatyn-hosted conference was 

summed up by Peter Feaver, the director of the Triangle Insti- 

tute for Security Studies at Duke University, who gushed, “In 

fact, what we’re seeing is a return to neo-feudalism. If you 
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