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From the Editor

As we go to press, Lyndon LaRouche has produced a new paper of
crucial importance, entitled “Mind Over Your Matter,” which you will
find on our website, www.larouchepub.com. It poses, in the sharpest
terms, the crucial issue of strategy before the world today, in the face
of a “count-down to global genocide.” We urge you to read it as quickly
as possible.

The process is moving rapidly. On Feb. 11 the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives overwhelmingly voted up a resolution supporting the fas-
cist-dominated opposition in Ukraine, thereby taking the world one
step closer to a thermonuclear showdown. The resolution claims—in
a string of bald-faced lies—that association with the European Union
would promote “democratic values” and “economic opportunity” in
Ukraine, while it would “not threaten any other country.”

Our cover Feature by Lyndon LaRouche, “Count-Down,” makes
starkly clear what the implications of this capitulation are—with the
world mere days away from “Hell, or not.” This reality has been fur-
ther accentuated in the last 24 hours by top Russian strategists, who
bluntly state that the war from NATO’s side has already begun. Inter-
national reviews the global strategic map, identifying the danger
points—from Ukraine, to Syria, to North Korea—and revealing the
British imperial hand in pushing these crises to the brink of explosion.

Why are they doing it? LaRouche’s Feb. 7 webcast (in Economics)
emphasizes that the dynamic of financial collapse is what is propelling
the increasingly desperate war party into a flight forward, and that the
most effective way to stop it is to kick President Obama out of office,
by constitutional means.

That would clear the way for urgent action to reinstate the Glass-
Steagall Act and rebuild the economy. As we report in National, there
is significant progress on this front, especially from state legislatures.

In the Science section, Jason Ross takes up what actually consti-
tutes “value” in the progress of mankind. Don’t miss his startling
quotes from the ancient Mesopotamian “Greens,” whose views are in-
distinguishable from those of today’s British royal family.
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TWENTY-SIX DAYS TO HELL, OR NOT:

Count-Down

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

February 5, 2014

As of today, it is a fair estimate, that every living person on this
planet is now faced within probably twenty-six days between now
and Hell. There are potential alternatives, not many. This is, now,
“count-down.”

The word “‘strategy” has had two principal, competent sorts of mean-
ings; within the few weeks ahead, it could, suddenly, have no meaning at
all. Unless some factor supervenes, such as the impeachment of British
puppet and nominal U.S. President Barack Obama, such that he is dumped
in the immediate future, as by resignation, or impeachment-proceedings,
there might be no, or, almost no human beings on this planet, left to live to
be there, quite soon. The countdown for global thermonuclear war is virtu-
ally inevitable within no more than weeks, unless the removal of the
shadow-President were to be accomplished very, very soon (as of this
date).!

Let us, therefore, measure human reality in terms of the word “strat-
egy,” not the silliness of mere tactics, when that term, “strategic,” were
employed scientifically, rather than the commonplace (actually very
stupid), chronically silly voice of what remains today, for most people, as a

1. “Strategy” designates two, complementary meanings. The commonplace, but actually only
secondary connotation, is the, relatively inferior sense, of military strategy. The primary connota-
tion is relative universality: the social-evolutionary process (hopefully upward) of the develop-
ment of the human species as a social process of mankind. The types of “whole-ness,” are princi-
pally, two: Promethean-versus-Zeus-ian. The contrasted meanings are, primarily, upward, as
against stagnant, or even backwards and downwards modes of human cultures. After the rela-
tively satanic culture of Zeus, the Promethean culture denotes an upward direction of the develop-
ment of the human mind.
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U.S. Air Force
A Minuteman I1I missile test launch. Let us measure human reality in
terms of the word “strategy,” LaRouche writes.

matter of highly popular, stinking opinion.

That much just said, let us describe the global stra-
tegic reality of this present threat of immediate thermo-
nuclear warfare, globally.

Today’s popular (Zeusian) opinion? is what might,
even probably, be the disease, which wipes the exis-
tence of people from the planet’s map. Even if an armi-
stice were secured, to prevent actually thermonuclear-
warfare-fighting, an immediate general
breakdown-crisis of the trans-Atlantic region, in par-
ticular, can not be stopped—as long as present Anglo-
trans-Atlantic policy were continued. Wall Street, for
example, is about to be finished-off, either way.

2. The Roman Imperial regime, presented a Zeusian policy of geno-
cide; of which the present (Anglo-Dutch) Empire is a virtual “carbon
copy” of such a practice of warfare as presently intended. The historical
difference is that, this time, the war is thermonuclear.
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However, even given an urgently needed pull-
ing-back of the presently escalating plunge into
the arms of global thermonuclear war, still the
threat continues inevitably to grow, if the British
imperial-led thermonuclear warfare is not can-
celled virtually immediately.

In all major warfare on this planet, since the
ouster of Germany’s Chancellor Bismarck, the
entire planet has been locked in a globally-strate-
gic commitment to general, globally-spread war-
fare, since the moment Bismarck was ousted by
the intervention of the British empire. Since that
time, a state of world-warfare has been in prog-
ress (despite brief intervals of recess from war-
fare) since the assassination of the President of
France [Sadi Carnot], came on the heels of Bis-
marck’s ouster. Since that warfare, globally impe-
rialist warfare, centered in the British empire, has
been underway (between breaks in sportsman-
like “innings”) until the present instant, with
global thermonuclear warfare lurching to the
brink of globally launched thermonuclear human
extinction. That is presently, the future leering at
all of you, everywhere, until the current plunge
into global thermonuclear warfare, wipes you out,
perhaps to the last on this planet.

Unless we impeach Obama now, the British
control over their puppet, President Barack
Obama, insures that thermonuclear war is an im-
mediate prospect. Think now, what I am about to
tell, immediately, here and now.

“Popular opinion (Zeusian)” today, says, “No!” “If
do not wish to believe it: ‘it’ does not exist.” That is
what would, most probably, be, what killed you—if
there were any “you” still existing, to be killed. That is
the future; now, re-examine your present.

That means: “Global thermonuclear warfare,” for
example; Adolf Hitler’s ‘SS’ killers have now invaded
Kiev, with strong backing from London, and, from
many among our own jabbering Washington circles’
own populist (i.e., lying) opinion. Granted: Hitler is
long dead; but, he might just be waiting, somewhere,
for you to join him there, wherever that is; or, perhaps
you have been reading The Washington Post, too
often—which might be one of those habits that had
been sucking the moisture out of your brain?

History might not stop with a jerk; but, rather with
all too many jerks: Barack-Obama believers, for exam-
ple. Or, too many of the wrong kinds of Republicans,
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for that matter. Maybe “Wall Street,” is today’s mean-
ing of the forthcoming “Towers of Bubble”? Which
means professional masturbators zealously driven by
the hot-handed pursuit of intrinsically worthless Wall-
Street money: not for investing, but for President
Obama’s sucking the common folk, dead and desic-
cated, alike, too many people: that in ever-increasing
rations (per capita), for diminishing numbers of once-
living people.

I have said certain things (all wholly truthful), but,
perhaps too simply said, as common-folk (“populists,”
for example) tend to do. Therefore, let me forewarn
you, one (perhaps) last time: this time in retrospect.
How, really, did the famous Joe Jerk get so many among
you, so damned drunk, so many times, and that on the
drug of puke-ably populist, mere opinions?

Numbers, for Example!

Yesterday, for example, just prior to the noonday
lunch-time, a trio from among us were gathered at a
conference table, to treat the subject of necessary im-
provements in physical science. “Yahoos” do not like
serious scientific conversation; it upsets the “populists”
on the premises. (I had a big dose of that lying, populist
crap this past Sunday: too many people gather, ritually,
to be virtually drugged into gatherings assembled for
the kissing of the butt of yet another yo-yo’s, a would-
be “Andrew Jackson’s” butt. (Sort of a bunch of would-
be “hill-billy” actors gathered for seeking bit-parts
around one of the late Burt Lancaster’s screening-sea-
son performances.)

Among us in the United States, for example, the
most notable butt-kissers, as a collection, are a combi-
nation of cross-breeding of Republican varieties of
high-falutin’ Yahoos (as in the Senate, for example),
and Democratic, professional butt-kissers of the per-
ceived opportunity. Scarcely a sane-person-in-an-elec-
tion carload, with Jacksonian types of both political
sexes, galore. No “F-types” among them; nearly all, es-
sentially, D-generates.?

This does not mean that they are actually as stupid
as most of them seem to be on the surface of the public
performances. It means that they are very, very cor-

3. I really hated Marvin Meyers’ Jacksonian Persuasion; but, I con-
cede that he did have certain clinical insights into the Horatio Alger
varieties of still-contemporary populist cretinism (in short, he had been
essentially an opportunist in the spirit of that time, but he was never a
dumb opportunist: he was much like any other Zeusian: wicked, but not
dumb, a true travelling salesman, as all Wall Street types, also, are).
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rupted, and greatly inclined to faking almost anything,
ranging from sex, to Wall Street investments. Yet, all
that considered, those are nonetheless incompetent,
and, implicitly, fraudulent (morally and cognitively) on
that account. Faking in any form, is not to be tolerated.
Horatio Alger was, after all, not as dumb as his charac-
ters were seemingly perfected to be, or to have been:
after, all, Horatio Alger, himself, was a Wall Street
swindler at heart.

For such types, the name-of-the-game is “money.”
At top (forget the bottom!), they are all fakers-at-heart:
As in the essential plot of The Death of a Salesman.

That much said, up to this point in my writing here:
granted, D-generates are D-generates: which makes
them “tick.” What do they do when they are acting like
Junior Boy Scouts for Satan? In other words, “whore-
masters”—or, “mistresses.” What is the actually avail-
able alternative to that particular populist (and essen-
tially wicked specimen’s) variety?

What is the antidote to shysters (e.g. “Con men,”
like those who might be attempting to suck-the-intel-
lectual-juices out of my true friends)? Whoa! That must
now, be quickly brought to an end!

Con-Men Can Be Dangerous

How is it possible, that fraudsters are often mightily
rich, when the honest are so damnably poor? The
answer, in brief, is that successful businessmen are
often mere swindlers at heart. This includes prominent
Republican leaders, wealthy bankers, hustlers of all
sorts of varieties, and even one or two, or so, among the
secondary and tertiary leaders of my own organization.
Given the circumstances, the clean-up must begin with
matters close-to-home. With the example which we
must set, to deal with the con-men among our own
ranks, and within the upper-political-economic ranks,
as well. There, are the “hustlers,” the “sharpies,” and
the like, or, a significant ration of the ostensibly “top-
ranking political bosses,” and some judges, alike, all of
whom prey upon the desperate modesty of the popula-
tion more widely.

I recall, from such places as Seventeenth-century
London, a great and sudden clean-up of a corruption-
sodden English regime, which came, then, upon their
very unpleasant times: times, when the murderous
Dutch of the later years of that century, collected on the
useless debts of the swindlers of the incumbent English
regime: and, the similar decline of a corrupted Louis
XIV’s France: all, to create a merely nominally British
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regime which was, in point of fact, a Dutch concoction
named, with astonishing irony, the so-called “British
Empire”! A true Roman Empire was, thus, resurrected,
like a stinking Zeusian corpse, under the appropriately
stinking name, of the British Empire.

Wall Street, was a Dutch habitation on, or near Man-
hattan, from the start. It was the Dutch pestilence, now
wearing English clothes (of a certain loutish sort),
which murdered Alexander Hamilton (done by the Brit-
ish spy-assassin Aaron Burr) who was operating within
the just-born United States: that, already, as a leading
agent of the nominally British empire at that time; and,
a Burr who was also the creator of the loutish buffoon
Andrew Jackson and his Manhattan-Dutch supervisor,
and professional thief, President Martin Van Buren.

Most of our own Presidents, from that time, to the
present one, had been agents, or stooges of agents,
dominating the greatest percentile of the office of the
President of the United States: Bushes, for example,
from Prescott (the Hitler-maker) to his notably, but also
viciously silly son and grandson. There should be, on
that account, insight into the moral frailties of certain,
notable Republican and Democratic political leaders,
and, certainly, certain bankers, and kindred swindlers,
up through the present date.

Hence, the management of many public and private
organizations of our United States, at the highest Fed-
eral level, and the lowest morals, down to both the petty,
broad-waisted, fat slob of New Jersey, and the Wall
Street swindler-class of alleged banking, centered in
London: from which Wall Street secures its influence
over the suckers in the government and parties of our
United States. In our United States, gangsters come still
in sundry disguises, not excluding those of Republican
and Democratic leaderships: that on the highest, and,
above all else, the morally lowest estates (and smelliest
political, economic, and, otherwise, moral, estates).

That said, there remains a certain, specific question,
to be addressed by me, and also by you. Here and now.

That question is to be well-stated, for our purposes
here. It is the political and related moral muck which
greatly pollutes all phases of current private and public
life, alike.

What, then, must we do? Clean up the muck, itself?
Or be rid of it entirely? It should be suspected, at the
very least, that popular opinion has moral defects: de-
fects, which, in the main, are not the fruit of immoral-
ity; but, are, not only the fruit of a lack of morality
within the ranks, or not, of great swindlers and brutish
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power; but, at bottom, of the vacuum (the great suck-
ing-sound) created by the slaves of popular opinion.

Take: for Example

Take, for example, the matter of what is called Clas-
sical artistic composition. That is the greatest source of
corruption of the morality of our own republic, and, of
its so-called “popular opinion.”

That subject is, in one view of the matter as a whole:
a monstrously complicated problem. Complications
will arise from what I have been presenting here: no
doubt, no needed dispute on that specific point of refer-
ence. To that point, I suggest a moment of focus on a
particular work of my friend (although deceased, my
publicly avowed friend) William Shakespeare. The
point, however complicated it might appear, mistak-
enly, to be, has an effectively poignant expression in
what has persisted as his palpably most famous compo-
sition and its performance: Hamlet.

But, that dread of something after death—
The undiscovered country, from whose bourn
No traveler returns—puzzles the will,

And makes us rather bear those ills we have
Than fly to others, that we know not of?
Thus, conscience does make cowards of us all;
And, thus, the native hue of resolution

Is sickli’ed o’er with the pale cast of thought;
And enterprises of great pith and moment,
With this regard, their currents turn awry,
And, lose the name of action—

What Shakespeare brings here, in a particularly ef-
fective fashion, is the same principle made, most ex-
plicitly, in the role which Shakespeare had assigned to
the function of Chorus, in King Henry V.

Shakespeare was no mere dramatist. He has been a
scientist in the truest sense of that term. Ah, but, as
Shakespeare’s mind understood such matters, still, cen-
turies later, for me, today. Therefore, you, standing, or
sitting before me, at this moment in world history, must
comprehend the actually intrinsic meaning of human
immortality. Without that, there is no true comprehen-
sion of anything of serious importance now, as for him,
then. As Shakespeare emphasizes in the passage which
I have cited, above: it is the sense, or lack of the sense
of human immortality, which is the great, dividing,
moral principle upon which all that is good in mankind,
and of the individual, depends.
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The excerpt from the passage in Hamlet, to which
I have made significant reference above, goes directly
to that point. There is no plot in that drama, excepting
that which I have emphasized in my citation from that
address. That, and nothing different from that, is the
essential meaning of mankind’s existence within our
universe. The lack of that, as the case of Hamlet’s Act
III soliloquy, encompasses, in a meaningful manner
and degree, the essential meaning, in practice, of the
moral apprehension of that which arises above (or,
falls below) the essential standard required for the
human individual, and for the human society. That
which fails to measure-up to the standard which I just
identified, once again, here, is a walk along the path-
way to which is Hell, for both the life and the mortal
death of the human individual, and the human species,
therefore.

The principle is, by name: the intrinsic immortality
of the individual human soul. All else, were merely dirt,
or worse: like Wall Street’s ugly rabble.

Now, Having Said That Much

What, then, is the manifestation of that sacred
human soul!

For that form of the question, I have a readied re-
sponse: an excellent response, in fact.

There are two, tightly integrated notions of science
which do, in fact, bring us to an intellectual (and, also,
practical) true insight into the remedy for the affliction
I have just referenced, immediately above. These are,
by example, rather than limitation, two conceptions
which go most efficiently to opening any discussion of
this matter presently at hand, here.

These two, are Classical artistic composition and
physical science. Treating these two, as being separate
in their function, is the symptom of the systemic idiocy
of present-day custom, an idiocy running throughout,
in particular, Europe and the United States. Those two,
rival considerations, will be most sufficient for the tasks
which I am evoking, here. The essential requirement
for any competent notion of science, forbids the cus-
tomary dichotomy of education in so-called “modern
art” and (actually) physical science.

To call attention to the core of the error which [ have
(immediately) presented for study, here: it is best ap-
proached by exposing the inherent, scientific fraud per-
petrated by the suggestion that physical science must be
predicated in an elementary way, upon the kind of
mathematicians’ delusion, as typified in a truly most
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disgusting way, by the case of the moral degenerate of
his own times, Euclid!

Saying that, and insisting on the clear authority of
what I have just spoken, in this immediate location,
presents us with direct access to understanding the sys-
temic fraud of all Euclidean dogma: a fanatical form of
radical perversions, which represents a fanatical pas-
sion for the corruption, even the destruction of the
human individual soul. That doctrine, in particular, re-
flects, directly, an intrinsically atheist’s denial of the
actual existence of that human soul whose very exis-
tence defies the principle of the merely animal king-
dom: it is a prescription for the murder of the individual
human soul. A virtual Wall Street perversion, a virtual
imperial Roman, or, a British-Dutch, imperialist abom-
ination.

Shocked? I have committed not even the slightest
margin of error here, on this account!

Permit me to leap from that launching-pad, to a
modern scientific proof of the principle which I have
just identified, here, above.

Classical Music & Actual Physical Science

Compare the work of Johann Sebastian Bach, as il-
lustrating the actually, physically-efficient backdrop
for any actually competent notion of physical science.
That case is readily illustrated by the relationship of the
work of Max Planck and Albert Einstein, as contrasted
to the explicitly Satanic characteristics of the very dirty
mind of Bertrand Russell. The followers of Russell, in
their practice, had joined the camp of the actual Satan.

The basis in evidence for my foregoing remark, is
beyond rational objection in physical science, or pretty-
much everything. One excellent choice, among others,
for clarifying my warning on this account, has a crucial
importance for physical science, and, for a Classical
musical composition derived, most perfectly, by Johann
Sebastian Bach.

In particular, on exactly that specific point, is most
useful for the introduction of the broader and fuller il-
lustrations of this subject-matter, as I choose to do so,
here.

The notion that physical science could be premised
on mere mathematics as such, is a foolish, even evil
misconception of man’s existence in the universe.
Bach’s development of the empirical demonstration of
the principle of counterpoint, defies all reductionist el-
ementarism in the treatment of physical science. The
evidence is now clear to able scientific minds: mathe-
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“True artistic composition and valid physical composition, are two, complementary phases of a universal process...,” LaRouche
writes. Shown is the Schiller Institute-sponsored performance of Mozart’s “Requiem” in Boston, in honor of President John F.

Kennedy, Jan. 19, 2014.

matics per se is not a competent practice of actually
physical science. Johannes Kepler, the greatest student
of Nicholas of Cusa on this account, made the point
which I emphasize, here and now, clearly.

First, now, I shall presently divide the continuation
of this argument into what appear to be two distinct ap-
proaches to the intrinsically problematic use of mere
mathematics for the actual application of a truly modern
physical science.

Bach was right, and Bertrand Russell was a person to
be rightfully shunned by even any self-respecting swine.
He was, and remains so, in whatever immortality might
still linger as tattered elements of his access to the cate-
gory of an actually human soul. Pragmatic people, are
generally inclined toward shameful characteristics of
that sort; Russell, differs little from others, like Friedrich
Nietzsche and the modern fascists, such as those Hitler
followers now rampaging in strategically crucial re-
gions of Ukraine—in the common extremity of deprav-
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ity shared with an Adolf Hitler or a Bertrand Russell, or
lackeys of Russell, such as Prescott Bush.

What Bach accomplished, with assistance from his
leading followers in his own genius, was to demonstrate
the inherent incompetence of a reductionist’s miscon-
ception of the role of mathematics-per se. Bach’s sys-
temic view, was, and is, intrinsically scientific. The nu-
merological reductionism of swine such as Bertrand
Russell (and of his present-day followers), is systemi-
cally anti-scientific. The microcosm of the actually
modern physical experimental achievements, has no tol-
eration for an actually physical reality: truth is expressed,
in effect, in the micro-relations of physical science, not
in mathematical reductionism of such as Russell’s or
comparable intellectual types (whether in, or out of the
“physics” manuals.) Microphysics settles that argument
conclusively. So, in fact, does stellar evidence.

True artistic composition and valid physical compo-
sition, are two, complementary phases of a universal

Feature 9



process: a process which, ultimately, makes no sense in
practice, unless the mated union of the micro- and cos-
mic-dimensions of practice are conjoined as in a single-
experienced universality.

Why Mathematicians Are Often Immoral

The case of the related work of science by Nicholas
of Cusa, is a properly identified keystone-of-reference
for all actually competently practiced physical science,
presently. All competent physicists recognize that,
some explicitly, others, only implicitly. The two choices
implicitly tend to converge. Those swine, the so-called
“greenies,” do not; they are, in the effect of their prac-
ticed existence, the herds of swine cultivated by the
British monarchy’s Zeusian fanaticism. Let them
peacefully roll among the excrement of their intentions,
and, let us hope that that fertilizer may descend into its
peace, all the while to some usefully fertilizing effect
for honest mankind.

That much said, this far. Turn our attention to the
purpose of the existence of mankind: the realization of
the intention of human personal immortality.

The human mind and human brain, must not be con-
fused with one another.

Unsurvivable

A dark, gruesome, but wholly true depiction of the
threat of thermonuclear war, its consequences, and
Obama’s deployment of a major portion of the U.S.
thermonuclear capabilities in multiple theaters
threatening both Russia and China.

http://larouchepac.com/unsurvivable
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No animal species has ever demonstrated (as a spe-
cies) the unique difference of man from beast: of faith-
ful from fauna. The distinction falls under the category
of the noétic principle which is unique to the human
species. This lies not in the brain as such; it uses the
human brain, on which it depends for the nourishment
of the animal soil into which the seeds of noétic abilities
(unique to the human species as such [on Earth]) have
been inserted. The remarkable feature of that relation-
ship, the cohabitation of mind with brain, is such, that
the mind, which is the product of that relationship, sur-
vives as a product of the relationship, even long after
the demise of both the brain and its embodiment were
long-deceased. This is, the convenient view of the
origin and existence of the individual soul.

For convenience, let us consider the cases of Max
Planck and Albert Einstein, as useful choices of models
for reference. The key to interpreting such bio-mental re-
lationships, is lodged, in its conceptualizable notion, as
what are aptly identified in practice, as universal physical
principles, which, despite the mortality of the discoverer
of a universal physical principle, persist as a noétic force
in society, still: even when the brain of the deceased had
been long extinguished. Such discoveries distinguish the
human species from all other species presently known.

Those, who lack that comprehension of the soul
within them, had settled the question: they are as if, al-
ready, morally dead, and, are merely dead heirlooms, as
such: by adopted profession!

The history of physical science’s practice, has been
always a Promethean affair.

Man’s power to improve, voluntarily, expressions
of the infectious qualities of the souls of those whose
bodily expression lives on, like haunting shadows in the
dusks of memory, as the fruit of human noétic process:
a means, by which young minds, harvest the promise
made by minds from the past: the accessible aspects
within our Solar System, as shown by the experimental
evidence, on the Moon, of the Sun’s characteristic prod-
uct, Helium-3.

It is human noétic potency, so expressed which is
the concomitant of the human soul, a soul, departed
from the body out of which it had begun, to move on, in
a community of such souls. It is to capture the implica-
tions, which the underlying moral principle distin-
guishes as the human soul, rather than from the beasts,
and the human souls are to be enabled to reach toward
the heights of realization of a divine intention within
the existence of the once-living human species.
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LAROUCHE WEBCAST

Financial Collapse Drives
British Push for WWIII

Lyndon LaRouche’s Feb. 7 LaRouchePAC webcast
opened with a question from Washington, D.C., read by
moderator Matthew Ogden:

“Mr. LaRouche, recent events underscore that we
are in the midst of a continuing financial crisis and that
the latest manifestation, following the tapering of the
Fed’s quantitative easing policy, is currency collapses
in some emerging-market
countries. These recent
events have once again en-
couraged a debate regarding
the actual health of global
financial markets and the
global financial system.
What are your thoughts on
this situation?”

Lyndon LaRouche:
Well, the economic situa-
tion is dire, but this comes in
the context of the danger of
a thermonuclear war which,
on the present schedule,
could come within the re-
mainder of this month. What
is happening in the mean-
time—and this leads to why
it happened this way—is
that the fact that the British
monarchy, which controls
our President, Barack human being.”
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Lyndon LaRouche: “Once you have a developed mind, and
the ability to create noétically with that mind, you become a

Obama—essentially, he was brought into the Presi-
dency through British circles and a hell of a lot of drug
money passed in order to get him elected. And it came
from London; it came from those quarters.

So what happened is, now, a countdown has been
rigged; it’s in process now. And the countdown is a
showcase in the area around Russia, and areas adjacent
to it. What has happened is,
the whole world in this pro-
cess has been divided into
two major dominant regions.
One is the trans-Atlantic
region—that part of the world
is going bankrupt. It’s on the
verge of an absolute chain-
reaction collapse right now.
It’s just a question of what
day it will be, or what week;
it’s that close. The U.S.
system and the continental
Europe system are hope-
lessly bankrupt, and they’re
about to have the biggest
crash in world history. And
this has driven the situation
to the point of world war,
thermonuclear world war.

The danger here is, that
the economic issues and the
military issues are coinci-

LPAC-TV
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dent, they’re interlocked: You cannot separate the eco-
nomic problems, the economic crisis, from the threat of
a thermonuclear crisis. In the meantime, you’ve got to
think always in the background: What is happening
now is, you have two parts of the planet, which domi-
nate the entire planet, as a global system. Other people
who are not in the mainstream, shall we say, of this pro-
cess in a crisis, are drawn into it inevitably; they can’t
escape from it. We’re all in the grip of the same crisis;
some more directly, some more actively, others will be
victims anyway. So that’s our economic situation. It’s
actually a military situation; it’s a strategic one.

A British Stooge as President

So we have these two forces: the force of the bank-
ruptcy of the United States—and it is ready to go bank-
rupt; the British Empire is also ready to go bankrupt.
Now at the same time, we have a stooge for the British
monarchy who is the President. He’s now in the process
of his second term of office. But he was never really a
President of the United States; he was a stooge put in
there in order to give him the power of the Presidency as
it is now misdefined, and to use that power through his
mouth to impose things on the United States that would
not otherwise have occurred unless he, as the mouth of
the Queen of England, controlled the situation.

Now to understand the economic crisis, you have to
understand the Queen of England. You may recall that
you had a Copenhagen conference some years ago, and
the Queen came out of that conference, and since then,
her object has been expressed publicly: the intention to
reduce the human population from 7 billion people,
which it had been about that time of the Copenhagen
conference, and now she’s headed toward 1.

And you see the President’s policies toward the un-
employed since Jan. 1: the plan is for an accelerated
death rate for the citizens of the United States through
the elderly and through the unemployed or the unem-
ployable.

And we have a great amount of the population of the
United States among the younger generation, the under
25-year-old generation essentially, who have no eco-
nomic future as a group. There may be individual ex-
ceptions, or a few dozens here and there and so forth,
but there is no hope. This is the policy of the Queen of
England, and he—the President—was a stooge brought
in with British drug money, and their track is known,
and by this manipulation, they got this fellow into the
Presidency.

12 Economics

hite House/Pete Souza
Obama plays basketball while the British Empire, through Wall
Street and the White House, destroys the United States.

Now he does not think. He spends much of his time
each day, when he is not dragged into something else—
there is a little area between the family side of the White
House and the public side of the White House. Now
there is an office there, a small office which is between
the two branches. In other words, you go through this
small office, which is his personal office, where he plays
basketball. So now what’s been happening all this time
is, the policy of the British Empire, which had been con-
duited into the United States through two agencies: the
British monarchy and Wall Street. So therefore, we have
now a depletion of the means of existence.

Now this has had a penalty. When you start to shut
down economies, you’re not going to get prosperity;
you’re going to get bankruptcy. So you’ve got this great
build-up through the British Empire’s part, of Wall
Street. And they’ve shut down everything that’s real,
and they’ve got a hyperinflationary program. They have
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never spent much money, Wall Street has never really
spent money for something. They’ve accumulated a
hyper-growth of storage of nominal money. And the
quantitative easing process has been the key mecha-
nism.

And it’s all been done in this way under Obama,
who is now going into about five years of his terms of
office. He never was a thinking person; he never sought
the Presidency as such. A lady who is an American, who
had been a British agent, came into the United States,
went to areas like Chicago and hauled him into becom-
ing a political figure in the United States. A lot of this
was done around Boston, at Harvard University. He
was stuck in there by a big drug funding, coming across
the Mexican border, for example. And we see his whole
administration in that character. So he has not actually
been the thinking President of the United States.

We had the little joker who was in there before—
two terms of office—Bush. Bush could never think, he
was probably drugged up fairly well, and that’s a whole
story in itself. But you had a nominal President who
was not really a functional President George W. Bush,
Jr.

Now we have another guy who’s a clown, who is not
really a President. He occupies the office of President in
name, and the people who hold him like a marionette
with strings, and they move his mouth, and tell him
when to shut up, too.

So you’re dealing with the British Empire, not the
British kingdom: The British Empire has been control-
ling the United States since the ouster of Bill Clinton.
And that’s over three terms of a President in office, and
a lot of bad things have happened. It wasn’t really good
before, since Bill Clinton was framed up; but since that
time, the hope of a recovery of the U.S. economy is
gone. In other words, the frame-up that was set up
around Clinton—and I was involved directly with Clin-
ton and involved in the Russian side of the thing at that
time. I was playing a keystone role between those two
points of reference at that point. And I saw personally
exactly how Bill Clinton was set up. He was framed; he
panicked and was framed, but it was all a set-up; it was
nothing he invented. He walked into it, and didn’t
handle it properly. But it was all set up, it was set up by
people in the United States and by the British monar-
chy. The whole business was set up by the British mon-
archy and by a high-ranking institution of British intel-
ligence. They ran it, and they ran the leadership of the
Republican Party at the same time.
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White House

“The British Empire has been controlling the United States
since the ouster of Bill Clinton,” LaRouche stated. Clinton is
shown here during his 1997 State of the Union address.

The Clinton Frame-Up and the End of Glass-
Steagall

So, that’s where we are. It didn’t happen yesterday.
It happened when there was a crisis in the Russian fi-
nances. The place was about to break down. I was in
Russia at that time, and I was invited to a meeting held
by leading figures of Russia at that time. We had it in
Moscow, and the question was, my advice—as expert
advice—on how would they deal with the crisis they
went through. And at the conclusion, they were all en-
thusiastic in adopting it. And the point was, they wanted
to know what I would do with the United States. They
knew I was on very friendly terms with Bill Clinton.
That was in August.

So, Bill then, looking at what I had reported, recog-
nized that there was a solution to this mess for both the
United States and for Russia. This would not only be an
economic thing as such, it would be a new force of
growth in the world economy, by taking a sector from
the Eurasian part of the world to the European, or trans-
European part, into the United States. It would have
worked. And what was done, that operation on Bill
Clinton, against him, was set up by primarily British
intelligence, at the highest level of intelligence ser-
vices. Secondly, the Republican Party leadership was
sucked right into it. I should say, willingly sucked into
it, and in more ways than one.
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So from that point on, the crippling of Bill Clinton
prevented a solution to the crisis which was then exist-
ing already. So that’s the way the thing has worked.

Now what happened is, as a result of Bill Clinton
being framed in that way—and he was framed, and I
know the details. I personally know the details. I was
firsthand in both sides of the question. So that’s what
happened. So, since Bill Clinton left office, and he left
like a limp frog. And he passed, and supported as Presi-
dent, signed on to the cancellation of Glass-Steagall.
The cancellation of Glass-Steagall, through his last
term—that operation is what caused the great collapse
in the U.S. economy. It was already collapsing, it was
rotting away, there were many things wrong with it.
George H.W. Bush had made a real mess of things.

So that’s where we were. That’s where the strategic
situation lies today. The British intention was another
problem. The British Empire was following a Green
policy. Now a Green policy means that your economy is
going to collapse. It means that industry is going to dis-
appear. It means that all the high-tech things that people
make income from are going to disappear. And they
have disappeared in the collapse.

This so-called President, saying that there’s growth
in the United States: There’s a cancer; that’s the kind of
growth it is, and he’s the cancer.

On the Verge of Formal Bankruptcy

Now what this means is, the British Empire, which
dominates the trans-Atlantic region of the world and
extends its paws into parts of things, is now bankrupt.
It’s on the verge of a formal bankruptcy. It is hysterical,
because it knows the bankruptcy is already here. What
they’re trying to prevent is the accounting for the bank-
ruptcy. They don’t want it to come out and be known.

Now therefore, the policy of the British Empire—
and the British Empire is really the Dutch Empire—is a
problem which has been a disease over Europe, and
now the Americas as well. So this is history; this is not
something that happened yesterday, this is a process
that has extended from the beginning of the 17th Cen-
tury, when the change came. When James I came in,
that was when the Dutch took over, and created a joke
called the British Empire, but the Dutch always con-
trolled it. The Dutch still control it.

For example, in the United States, what happened?
How were some people assassinated? Alexander Ham-
ilton, for example. He was assassinated by a British
agent—Aaron Burr. And Aaron Burr was a professional
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assassin and a British agent. He worked personally for
the Queen. He assassinated Alexander Hamilton, but
how did he do that? Well, the Dutch had colonized
Manbhattan at the same time that we were doing things
in Massachusetts. So what happened is, the process was
that the banks, banks in Manhattan Island, were banks
of these operations, of the Dutch banks. It was the
Dutch banks, operating inside the United States, be-
cause they’d been planted there in the 17th Century.
These Dutch banks became the vehicles of penetration
of North America from Europe. And this process con-
verged on an invasion, the Dutch invasion into the Brit-
ish Isles, and the mass assassination of the Irish, and
other kinds of atrocities.

What we call the British Empire today was really a
continuation of the Dutch Empire. And the Dutch
Empire became an empire as a successor to the Roman
Empire, by defeating the Spanish monarchy, and de-
feating the Spanish in South America, for example. The
degeneration of the original colonization of Central and
South America was a result of this. The Dutch defeat of
the Spanish meant that the whole Spanish-speaking
area, Portuguese as well, were brutalized by this pro-
cess. The destruction of South America and its econo-
mies, as well as North America, has created, under the
British rule, a trans-Atlantic empire, which has ex-
tended its power into other parts of the world.

Now this empire, under the British policy, is the typ-
ical Zeusian policy: Remember the original Zeus policy
was to eliminate unnecessary people, to kill all the poor
people. And that’s what’s being done to us in the United
States and Europe now.

On the other hand, the other part, the Eurasian part—
which is very large, which includes very populous na-
tions; Russia is still a very populous nation. China is
even more impressive, much more impressive in that
respect. China is a burgeoning economys; it’s one of the
great economic powers of the world today. Russia has
all the characteristics of being able to emerge as a great
power, again. India is a great power. It has difficulties
within it, but essentially, at the same time, it’s a great
power. So, the Eurasian part of the world is now not only
very wealthy overall, in total wealth, but it’s also grow-
ing. The trans-Atlantic part of the world is now collaps-
ing. It’s now reaching a point of breakdown collapse.

At this point, what happens? An intention to have
thermonuclear war. The trans-Atlantic region has been
mobilized, it’s bankrupt, it’s about to collapse totally,
but it’s trying to make war, to save the British Empire,
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and to defend the British Empire—as really the Dutch
Empire—which is really a reflection of the Roman
Empire, in terms of the history of culture. So, we’ve
come to that point.

Now, the Eurasian part—apart from all the terrorist
operations that have been run in Eurasia to try to weaken
Eurasia—that’s what’s been done against Russia right
now, and various parts of Asia; that’s what’s been done
in the whole Arab-speaking Islamic area, has been very
heavily punched by this thing, and been used as a device
to try to weaken the Eurasian section.

So, that’s the situation. When you want to discuss
what has been raised by this question, that’s what you’re
talking about. And nothing less than that actually an-
swers that question, which is posed here.

The Intention: Thermonuclear War

What’s the answer? Well, you say we’re at war. We
are in fact. The British intention is to have a thermonu-
clear war. The British intention to have a thermonuclear
war, is governed by the fact that the entire trans-Atlan-
tic region is about to go in the biggest bust that history
has ever seen! There is no wealth, net wealth; there is no
growth, no prospect of growth in the trans-Atlantic
region. There may be a little bit in Germany, a little bit
of that here and there, but no. Spain, Iberia? Destroyed!
Most of Italy? Destroyed! Southern Italy? Destroyed!
Greece? Largely destroyed! And so forth and so on.
And the whole southern part of Europe is being de-
stroyed. That was done earlier.

In this period, the British Empire was concentrating
on trying to establish the Green policy, as it’s called
today, over what had been the strongest part of the
world economically, the trans-Atlantic region, espe-
cially the north trans-Atlantic region—the United
States and what the British got control over in Europe.

So now, Eurasia is an opponent. They let them alone
for a while. They went after Russia big, the Soviet
Union, and so forth. But, overall, the forces in Asia are
still growing, because despite the cultural warfare, de-
spite what was done against the Islamic community,
that is still there.

So, we’ve come to the point, that the British Empire
is desperate. The British Empire is prepared with the
last ounce of money it has left in it, real money that is,
they’re prepared to conduct a thermonuclear war. Now,
a thermonuclear war is not like any war that anyone has
ever heard of. We came closest to it when Jack Kennedy
saved us from a war of that type. Actually, real, serious,
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(;r:;tive Commons/Keith Ewing
There is no prospect of growth in the trans-Atlantic region
under the British Empire’s Green policy. The entirety of
southern Europe is being destroyed. Shown: a homeless man in
Venice, Italy, April 2012.

nuclear war; not yet a thermonuclear war in the true
sense; there were thermonuclear aspects to what the
Soviet capabilities were, but it was not really this kind
of war.

Now we’ve come to a point where you don’t know
whether your kitchen sink may contain a missile. The
whole world is riddled by secret deposits of weaponry
which could be set off, which would mean that any war
that would occur between Eurasia—which means
Russia, in particular—and the trans-Atlantic region,
means that you’re running up against, on both sides, a
tremendous mass, that you don’t know what’s in your
kitchen sink; you don’t know what’s under the bathtub.
They’ve got weapons all over the place.

So, what you do, is you set up all kinds of weapon
systems, and bury them in all kinds of places, and that’s
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been going on for a long time. So now you have all
these kinds of equipment. They’re waiting to be set off
in some degree of coordination, aimed at predetermined
targets. And, this is the system. And the only way you
can fight a war between the two sections, the trans-At-
lantic region and the Eurasian region, is that. Any idea
of trying to win this war—and what’s going on now, is
that the British Empire, using stooge Obama, that is
what the danger is.

And the operations in Ukraine, are intended fo start
World War II1, thermonuclear World War III! Anybody
in Western Europe or the United States, who is propos-
ing a war against Russia, or takeover in Ukraine, is
going to ensure, ensure, a global thermonuclear war,
from which the probability that within about a day and
a half of such a war, there may be almost no one left
living on this planet.

But the British don’t care! It’s a Zeusian tradition, as
you get from Aeschylus, in the account of Zeus, and as
you got in the whole history of the oligarchical system
throughout the world. Now, the oligarchical system is
such, that they are going to extermination warfare.
Therefore, there is no kind of war-fighting that any sane
nation can engage in, in terms of this kind of warfare,
thermonuclear warfare. The engagement of the trans-
Atlantic region on the one side, and the Eurasian region
on the other side, means that any war that breaks out
between those two forces, means the general extermi-
nation of the human species.

What’s Your Peace Policy?

So therefore, what’s your peace policy? Peace
policy is to take the capability of launching such a war,
out of the hands of the British Empire. Because China
does not want such a war. They have no motive for it.
Russia has no motive for such a war. India has no motive
for such a war. Why would they want to fight a war?
They don’t.

Well, why does the United States want to fight this
war? Because there are traitors to the United States.
There’s no reason for the United States to go roaming
around in Ukraine, trying to start a world war in
Ukraine. There’s no motive for that, that makes any
sense. But you have a bunch of clowns who don’t care
about reality; they have their own narrow, stupid ideas.
They’re brainless idiots, in effect.

And therefore, What we need is a “preemptive
peace.” And my view is this: We in the United States, if
we had our own President, rather than this stooge, this
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British stooge, that’s stuck in there as a substitute;
60-80% of the American people want no part of Obama.
They want no part of his policies; therefore, they want
no part of Obama. But we have a broken-down people,
a discouraged people. In World War II times, my gener-
ation—I’"m of the World War II time—they would never
tolerate this crap! Never!

But you have a bunch of young generations who
haven’t been fed properly, they have not been educated
competently, they have no clear sense of identity, they
have a surrogate game-playing sense. They’re playing
games all day! This “Thumb Game” that you get among
young people out in California—these people are men-
tally disturbed! It’s not their fault. It’s the education
system they’re subjected to. And the education system
in the United States, has degenerated at an accelerating
rate. How can you blame these young guys, these young
people, for their bad behavior? Nobody’s raised them
up. They’re largely fed, encouraged on drugs, on all
kinds of habits, they’re not capable of taking care of
themselves, not in any real sense. So therefore, that’s
what our issue is.

So therefore, if we can, shall we say, clear things up,
let the people of the United States know that they’re
hopelessly bankrupt, but that we intend to do something
about it. And we say, “We’re not going to have this
war.” What we’re going to do, is we’re going to send a
message over to Putin, to the Chinese, and to others:
“Okay, let’s cut the crap out now!”

Shut Down Wall Street!

Now, in the process of that, it will be necessary to
shut down Wall Street. That’s not a problem: We have a
law waiting to be reenacted, called Glass-Steagall. If
we implement Glass-Steagall afresh, and shut down
Wall Street, we can create Federal credit, just as Alex-
ander Hamilton prescribed the method. His three cardi-
nal principles of government, and economic govern-
ment, as Treasury Secretary of the United States, and
others after him who had the same idea, we’ll do that.
That’s our deal. That’s what we’re going to do; will you
agree with it?

We have to get Obama out of there. That’s easy:
60-80% of the people want no part of him. The sentient
members of our adult population want no part of this
clown! They know they don’t want any more of what he
represents. They’re starving to death, they’ve been cut
off from all support. They’re actually being murdered,
by Obama! They have no recourse to means of existence!
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AL L.
Presidential Press and Information Office

President Putin, speaking to the Council for Culture and Art Presidium,
Feb. 3, 2014, said: “Culture is an immense integral phenomenon that

transforms individuals into a people and nation.”

I suggest very simply, the solution is elementary:
Excommunicate Obama, and do that as a part of his ex-
pulsion from office. Because he’s some kind of a hea-
then, whatever it is, we don’t want it!

But that’s what the solution is. If we recognize that
we have no reason to tolerate what our government is
doing, by kissing the rear end of the British Queen,
which is not a very tasteful move, then we can tell the
people out there, who are desperate, that we do have a
means in our tradition as a nation, as a republic, in our
Constitution, we have the means to start regrowth of this
economy: Eliminate the payments of these parasites,
these suckers, who are sucking the blood of the nation!

Wall Street: Shut 'em down! We don’t need ’em!
They’re thieves! We’ll go in there like—you know, pick
‘em over; what’s there, we’ll take it back. The rest of it,
we’ll say, “It ain’t yours any more. You didn’t earn it.”

The fact that you have a system, which is a money
system: What about reality? What about value, real
value? Paper values? Forget it! Paper values? Hey, guy,
these are fake! There’s nothing in there, there’s nothing
physical in there! There’s no health care, etc., etc.

So all we have to do is shut down Wall Street, which
is a Dutch trick, a dirty Dutch trick. And just say: Okay,
we’ll go back to Franklin Roosevelt’s method. Last shot,
Franklin Roosevelt, and do the same thing he did. The
first thing is, shut down Wall Street. And if we decide
we’re going to shut down Wall Street, don’t play any of
this fake constitutional stuff; it’s not constitutional. Wall
Street is very bad for your constitution.
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But that’s where we stand. That’s what the
issue is now, that’s the reality. The only solution,
for victory, is peace!

Science and Art

The final question of the webcast was read by
co-moderator Megan Beets:

“This year, 2014, marks the official Year of
Culture in Russia, and in a recent speech at the
Presidential Council for Culture and Art Presidium
in Pskov, President Vladimir Putin made the fol-
lowing comments: ‘We need to educate a new gen-
eration, cultivate in them good artistic taste and the
ability to understand and appreciate theater, drama,
and music. If we went about this the right way,
probably we would be able to avoid tragedies like
today’s tragedy in Moscow. [He’s referring to a
school shooting.] We need high-quality, serious theatrical
performances for children and teenagers that will intro-
duce them to Russian and world classics, and teach them
to think, empathize, and believe in the power of good. ...

“*“Culture is an immense integral phenomenon that
transforms individuals into a people and nation. We all
realize the tremendous part that culture plays in devel-
oping our country, strengthening its influence and repu-
tation in the world, and preserving its integrity and na-
tional sovereignty. After all, without culture, what
sovereignty can we speak of, and what would there be
to fight for? Culture and education are the elements that
form our country’s human capital and are part of our
historical code and national character. This is why state
cultural policy must cover all areas of life, help to pre-
serve traditional values, deepen our spiritual ties with
our native land, raise trust among people and increase
their responsibility and participation as citizens in de-
veloping our country.’

“This past Wednesday in the discussion posted on
this website [http://larouchepac.com/node/29738], you
commented that it’s the separation of a scientific educa-
tion from its true source, Classical art, which has done
the greatest damage to our people’s ability to think and
to understand what the human mind is. It’s damaged
our ability to make new discoveries, and has replaced it
with what you’ve referred to as an ‘animal training pro-
gram of repeat after me.’

“In contrast to this, you have put forward the exam-
ple of someone who didn’t have this issue, and that
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someone was the great strategic thinker and the great
scientist William Shakespeare. So, I’d like to give you a
chance to respond to President Putin’s remarks, and also
to elaborate on why you’re telling us that Shakespeare is
one of the greatest strategic thinkers among us today.”

Creativity vs. Euclidean Geometry

LaRouche: Well, all these questions come under
one great issue, that mankind is not an animal, but,
mankind is being educated as if he were an animal.
Mankind is being treated socially as if he were an
animal. And mankind is not an animal.

The difference is what’s called creativity. Now, for
most people in the educational system today, as a result
of that educational system, very few people understand
the principle of science. For example, all modern sci-
ence of any competence, depended upon two great fig-
ures of the Renaissance period, Cusa and Brunelleschi,
the older figure, who invented physics! He built a great
cathedral; it was the first miracle of this type ever cre-
ated. I’ve been there, I know it, I’ve seen it again, and
again, and I’ve admired it, and studied it! I’ve worked
with scientists in understanding what the accomplish-
ment was. He was the greatest genius. He changed all
kinds of conceptions of physics and so forth, all the bad
ones, the ones I used to hate. Like Euclidean geometry,
the crazy geometry that’s taught in the schools. It’s for
idiots, it’s not for human beings! It’s not scientific, it’s
junk. Euclidean geometry, it’s garbage! It always was.
It never had any scientific merit whatsoever.

For example, I was about the age of 14, and I used to
visit with my family, we’d go over to the Charlestown
Navy Yard, on the outskirts of Boston, and I went there
anumber of times. And I’d seen the USS Constitution at
bay, again and again. I was 13, 14 years of age at that
time, so I enjoyed the Constitution, 1 thought it was
great, but we were unable to take it out; we’re not able
to go out with it; you’re not able to experience anything
with it. So I looked at other things.

And now, I happened to be, not so coincidentally, in
a period in which there was the transition from iron and
brick construction in cities. We had come to a new
phase. We were now in the age of skyscraping struc-
tural steel. So I would go over and study this structural
steel and compare it with the iron and brick construc-
tion. And I would made a number of visits, three or four
visits there. And I realized what I was looking at.

Now, I didn’t know anything about Euclidean ge-
ometry as such, I didn’t know that the name Euclidean
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geometry existed. So, the first day of this class, the
teacher, who happened to be a friend of my mother’s,
asked, “Who knows what geometry is? Any of you got
an idea what geometry is?” I said, yeah, sure. She said,
“Okay.” So I had to explain this process about the struc-
tural steel, in which you have to compensate for the part
of the steel that is actually useful in supporting the
structure, as opposed to iron rod, and you have to real-
ize that you must not have all that weight; you must
discover how much of an area of steel you actually re-
quire to do the supporting the job, and what part is just
weight that is going to increase the burden.

So I saw this in the form of the punched hole steel
structure; I saw it in terms of the cross wires which ap-
proximated, and so, I said, that’s it. This, to me, is the
principle of geometry. It has to be, because it’s the prin-
ciple of construction.

And, boy, did I get really beaten up on that. “No!!!
That’s not what Euclid says!” I said, “well, Euclid’s an
idiot!” Which he was.

And this was my experience in terms of finding ex-
actly how I resolved what was going on. Because the
problem we have in society, is that people in the educa-
tion process, even in my age, and it’s much worse now;
education in public school systems in decent parts
where the economy is stable, it’s worse than ever. Chil-
dren, teenagers and so forth, university students are
worse educated in this time, than they were in mine.
People of my generation were geniuses compared to
what you get as college graduates today! That is a fair
statement. No exaggeration whatsoever.

You look at the educational program, the basic prob-
lem here, which is common to both then and now, is that
what people think they know is based on the presump-
tion that they’re given tests on various subjects; they’re
preconditioned to receive these tests. And if the teacher
says something wrong, well then the teacher will mark
you down, for supporting a position they don’t agree
with. And this is not done on the teacher’s volition, it’s
done by the system of education. So the system of edu-
cation prescribes these methods of “right” question and
answers. And you’re supposed to guess what the right
question is. And you’re graded then, and rated, on the
basis of whether you agree with what you’re taught or
not.

This was bad then. It’s much worse now.

Public opinion now is much more ignorant, it almost
makes monkeys look smart the way the education
system works. So that essentially is the key part.
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What Does Science Mean?

So the problem is, what does science mean? Then
you get into the real meat: When you start from this
kind of exploration, realizing why you’re right, you
know you can prove it physically, experimentally, but
the teachers tell you it’s wrong! And they insist they’ll
grade you and they’ll teach you, and they’ll try to drum
it into your head! Well, I was a very stubborn character,
I didn’t like that kind of stuff. I would drum back!

But what the demonstration is, you say, “Wait a
minute—they’re saying mathematics is science? I’ve
just seen the mathematics in this classroom; I’ve seen
mathematics. It ain’t true! It’s not true. [Science is] not
based on numbers!”

Well, the short of it, as you were referring to, is the
fact that mathematics is not science! Mathematics is a
cheap imitation of science, it’s not science! And other
considerations are involved.

What you see is, when you look at the mind of
man—and that’s what I look at, and I’'m a great lover of
Classical musical composition. I’ve lived on it; I’ve
dwelled on it; I devoured it! I pursued it! I sought it out
where I could get it! And I know something about sci-
ence. And then, when I compare that with Shakespeare?
Shakespeare was a scientist, he was not a playwright!
Yes, he was also a playwright, but he knew how to put
some stuff into the play! Which is something which
most playwrights don’t know how to do. That’s why
you get the crap in music, and the crap in drama and so
forth that you have in the public area now.

Because we don’t realize, you can not separate the
passion of man from what you want to call the knowl-
edge of man. And Shakespeare demonstrates that, he
demonstrates that in his insight into history! Why can’t
monkeys invent? They may invent sometimes, but you
don’t want to be around at the time, if you know any-
thing about monkeys. Now, the gorilla, that’s a different
case; the gorilla is very polite; he doesn’t ask for sex
until his wife beats him up. Very gentle guyy—amazing,
this big brutish guy, is a very gentle kind of animal, the
big mountain gorilla especially.

But the issue is, what is humanity? Well, humanity
is not an animal. The mental process is divided into dif-
ferent parts. You have the function of the brain. Now all
kinds of things have various approximations of brains.
Plants almost even try to develop an approximation of
that, the way they function, but it’s mostly tension, bio-
logical tension.

But in mankind, it’s different. In mankind, take
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people like Max Planck and Albert Einstein, outstand-
ing, well-known names. What’s different about them
and a piece of crap like Bertrand Russell? And the stu-
dents of Bertrand Russell, who are all a pain in the neck,
or other parts of the anatomy, if you prefer? You realize
there is no separation between man’s particular kind of
creative passion—and I’'m speaking creative—and
what makes man different than an animal. It’s some-
thing which we call, in many ways, spiritual. But the
spiritual is something vaporous, something which is
“not real,” it’s vaporous, it’s mysterious.

Well, it’s not mysterious. It’s only mysterious to the
ignorant. And our job is to develop a society in which
ignorance is cured. It doesn’t mean a perfect cure, be-
cause you always have to progress: But that’s the point!
What do we mean by progress in knowledge? We mean
the discovery of principle. What did Max Planck dis-
cover? What did Einstein discover? They didn’t dis-
cover how to deduce something. They discovered a
principle which was previously unknown, and they
were able to test whether or not it was a known quantity.

Mankind is not an animal. Mankind as we know him,
first as mankind, as we can prove archeologically other-
wise—mankind was cooking his lunch. Animals don’t
cook their lunch, they don’t use fire as an instrument.
Mankind are Prometheans, not Zeusians. Zeusians don’t
allow fire to be used by people. Only Prometheans
permit fire to be used, as an instrument of man.

Fire, Chemistry, and Human Imagination

Now what is it we mean by fire? Well, we mean
chemistry! And chemistry is not a fixed system. The
universe is changing all the time, it’s evolving to higher
states. But the animal can’t do that. The animal has no
knowledge of that, but the human being does.

So you have people like Cusa and Brunelleschi.
They were exemplary of a new generation, a new cul-
ture, coming out of a very dark period of man’s past.
They created modern science! And they didn’t believe
in deduction. And that’s the difference.

Because when we educate people properly, we real-
ize that mathematics does not have anything to do with
passion or with principles of science. What they believe
in is a dead man; they are like the victims, the pupils of
the schools, where the teachers set down the rules, and
you’re graded on the basis of whether you happen to be
the lucky one who thought what the teacher wanted to
hear! Then you got a good grade; if they didn’t like that,
you got a bad grade. And that’s the way this thing works.
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So the system of society is ac-
tually, we’re treating people like
animals, when actually creativity
is located within the ability of the
individual to make a discovery of
a principle of nature, and that’s
chemistry! Mankind operates on
the basis of chemistry. It’s called
fire! It’s the Promethean force of
fire! And by fire, you rise to higher
and higher powers of chemistry.
And many chemists get confused
on this, because they get so
trapped up with what they can do,
they forget about discovery. But
everything that was done in chem-
istry came about as a discovery! A
creation of the human mind, of
the human imagination. And the
ability to criticize your imagina-
tion and to determine by testing
whether this thing you call a prin-
ciple is true or not, you test it.

Now many chemists don’t do
it properly, but the intention in
the system of chemistry is there.
Mankind is the fire-bringer! He’s
the Promethean, the fire bringer!
And what he’s doing is discover-
ing new, higher forms of fire, like
the application of helium-3 to the
process of creating a superpower
of power for mankind per capita
on Earth.

And as long as you believe that mathematics will
teach you that stuff, you’re an idiot. You may not intend
to be an idiot, but you’re educated to be an idiot, be-
cause you didn’t do the one thing that’s the difference
between man and the beast. The essential difference:
What is the spirit, the creative spirit? No animal has
ever been able to actually discover a principle. What-
ever principle they have is built into them biologically.

But the human body has two crucial points. One is
the human brain; the other is the human mind. The
human mind is the product of the noétic process operat-
ing on the brain. So therefore, when you die, if you’re a
scientist, you’re dead. You’re silenced, your body no
longer functions, it goes away, disappears. But then,
when you look at the case of Max Planck, or Albert Ein-

Florence.
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“All modern science of any competence,
depended upon two great figures of the
Renaissance period, Cusa and Brunelleschi, the
older figure, who invented physics! He built a
great cathedral; it was the first miracle of this
type ever created.” This statue shows Filippo
Brunellschi (1377-1446) looking upward at his
beautiful creation, the dome on the Cathedral of

stein, or Nicholas of Cusa, or
Brunelleschi, or Kepler, or Leib-
niz, you see a process of discov-
ery, and no animal ever made a
discovery, a discovery of princi-
ple.

What happens is, once you
die, if you’re a creative person,
you achieve what is called im-
mortality, because what you have
done, you have given others
around you the experience of
making discoveries. So instead of
trying to learn how to respond to
predetermined behavior, which is
what the stupid student does in
the school to get an A grade, you
then become fascinated by the
process of discovery, which is lo-
cated only in the human body
otherwise. The human body bio-
logically is necessary to support
the function of the human mind,
even to give birth to it. But what
remains, is immortal, and it’s true
immortality, as many people have
understood it.

Immortality is the immortal-
ity of what we call the soul. It’s
something which is associated
with the mind; it’s associated
with the body in the sense that
you don’t develop the mind with-
out the nourishment of the body.
But once you have a developed mind, and the ability to
create noétically with that mind, you become a human
being. The problem is that we bestialize people, we bes-
tialize them by—you know, talk, talk! By saying fact,
fact, fact! But no “fact” is true!

No fact ever existed that was true. Because always,
in every case, in every generation, every part of man-
kind, something is changing, and what was true yester-
day is no longer true, because something new has come
into being. And it’s the process of coming into being, at
a higher organization, as opposed to the deadliness, the
Satanic quality of deadliness of the Green policy: That’s
the difference! It’s creativity! And you can never reduce
creativity to mathematics. As a matter of fact the reli-
ance on mathematics in physics, is bad.

PRI Y S BENSELLES W Fnav w

EIR Februaryl4,2014



1ZixkInternational

LaRouche Warns: Remove Obama
To Stop War of Extinction

by Jeffrey Steinberg

Feb. 9—Lyndon LaRouche has reiterated his warning
that the world is on the edge of possible thermonuclear
extinction, and the only guaranteed war avoidance
policy at this late date is for the U.S. Congress to begin
immediate impeachment proceedings against Presi-
dent Barack Obama. Obama has committed a series of
impeachable crimes, including illegal wars, violations
of Constitutional rights of American citizens, and
trampling on Congressional authority in violation of
the separation of powers. However, the main reason
that Congress should be compelled to oust the Presi-
dent by Constitutional means is that Obama is a tool of
the London-Wall Street financial oligarchy, and as
long as he remains in office, these Anglo-Dutch
forces maintain their finger on the American nuclear
trigger.

It is precisely this Anglo-Dutch apparatus that is
driving the world to confrontation in Ukraine, in the
Persian Gulf, and in North Asia. Any one of these crisis
spots could provide the trigger for a general war, lead-
ing to thermonuclear extinction. The entire Anglo-
Dutch financial and monetary system, as LaRouche has
repeatedly warned, is bankrupt beyond repair. That pro-
cess of disintegration has now entered a breakdown
phase, with the U.S. Federal Reserve’s attempts to scale
back the hyperinflationary policies adopted back in
2007, and continued unabated under a series of “quan-
titative easing” binges.

Even as the Fed has cautiously begun to “taper” the
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$85 billion a month in bailouts to the biggest and most
vulnerable Wall Street and European banks, a backlash
of capital flight out of emerging markets has already
begun. Last week, a Bank for International Settlements
(BIS) staff report warned of the dangerous conse-
quences of this reverse-leverage capital flight to pre-
sumed safety in the U.S. dollar. An earlier IMF report
warned that the burden of indebtedness in the advanced
sector is the greatest in 200 years. All of this spells near-
term doom for the entire global financial system, a
blowout collapse that will hit with the most devastating
impact in the trans-Atlantic region.

It is this imminent breakdown crisis that is the pri-
mary driver for general war. The Anglo-Dutch circles in
London, on Wall Street, and in the upper echelons of the
British royal establishment are hell-bent on preserving
their power amidst this collapse, and they see war as the
best option.

Russia, Putin Targeted

The most dangerous flashpoint is the targeting of
Russia and its President Vladimir Putin. Western
powers are overtly backing a neo-Nazi insurrection
against the legitimately elected President of Ukraine,
Victor Yanukovych, after he rejected the European
Union’s Association Agreement in November 2013.
Ever since that time, hardcore neo-Nazi gangs have run
rampant, staging violent takeovers of government
buildings and threatening a civil war. These networks

International 21



trace their roots back to the ultra-nationalist Bandera
movement of the World War Il era, which allied directly
with Nazi Germany and carried out mass murders of
Jews, Poles, and others.

One need only look at the strategic map of the Black
Sea region to see why Putin and his top generals see the
Ukraine revolt as a casus belli. Under a long-term
treaty, the Russian Navy maintains its critical Black Sea
base at Sevastopol in Ukraine. The Black Sea is Rus-
sia’s access to the Aegean and Mediterranean seas, and
with the ongoing events in Syria, Russia has, for the
first time since the collapse of the Soviet Union, re-es-
tablished a Mediterranean Sea fleet. That fleet is now
participating in the chemical weapons evacuation and
destruction negotiated with Syria; and China and Russia
have just staged joint naval manuevers for the first time
in the Mediterranean.

Any attempt to overthrow Yanukovych and install a
European Union-puppet regime committed to severing
all economic and security ties to Russia, as is now going
on, is a “red line” that Russia cannot and will not allow
to be crossed. That is one of the primary reasons that
LaRouche is warning that we could be only days or
weeks away from thermonuclear extinction. A fact
sheet prepared by EIR (and published in last week’s
issue) was widely circulated in U.S. government cir-
cles, including Congress and the Pentagon, and in Eu-
ropean capitals.

Secretary of State John Kerry clearly had the threat
of nuclear war on his mind, during the start of his speech
at the annual Munich Security Conference Feb. 1. Kerry
recalled that, as a child of the Cold War, he still has
vivid memories as a school boy of air-raid drills for
possible nuclear war. Despite that, Kerry has toed the
Obama line in pushing for Ukraine to be dragged into
the alliance with the European Union, even though such
an agreement would wreck the Ukrainian economy.
Late last week, an audio tape of a conversation between
Assistant Secretary of State Victoria Nuland and U.S.
Ambassador to Ukraine Geoffrey Pyatt made clear that
Washington is plotting to overthrow Yanukovych and
install a hand-picked group of opposition leaders in
power. Just before the tape was leaked, Nuland was in
Kiev, meeting openly with opposition leaders—includ-
ing the head of the avowed Banderist Svoboda Party—
just before meeting with President Yanukovych. Nuland
is the wife of a noted neoconservative Robert Kagan,
and she has her own credentials as a leading “humani-
tarian interventionist.”
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The Ukraine events have reached a point of explo-
sion at precisely the moment that President Putin is
distracted by the opening of the Winter Olympic
Games in Sochi, Russia—on the eastern shore of the
Black Sea, in the Caucasus region where Anglo-Saudi-
backed Chechen and other terrorists are threatening to
launch asymmetric warfare attacks. A number of U.S.
Navy warships are present in the Black Sea, ostensibly
to respond to any attacks on American participants in
the Olympics. While U.S. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff Gen. Martin Dempsey has maintained con-
tinuous communication with Russian counterparts to
coordinate security assistance, the presence of the
American Navy in the context of the Obama Adminis-
tration behavior in Ukraine adds further fuel to the
fire.

Hot Spots: Ukraine, Syria, North Korea

Ukraine is the hottest of the hotspots, but it is not the
only one. While a second round of Geneva II talks will
resume on Feb. 10, conditions on the ground in Syria
grow worse by the day. The evidence of Saudi support
for the jihadists of the ISIS and the al-Nusra Front has
become so manifest, that on Feb. 3, King Abdullah
issued a Royal Decree making it a crime for any Saudi
to go abroad to fight or engage in terrorism. President
Obama is now scheduled to visit the King in Riyadh in
March.

The Syria crisis, now in its third year, will also
impact heavily on the P5+1 talks with Iran, which are
aimed at averting an otherwise certain military con-
frontation between the West and the Islamic Republic,
which will also directly affect the strategic interests of
Russia and China.

And in North Asia, following the execution in North
Korea of the uncle of Supreme Leader Kim Jung-un,
and the purging of factions that were closely tied to
China, the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff are on alert for a
provocation coming from the unpredictable DPRK
regime. According to one senior U.S. intelligence
source, Washington is bracing for North Korea to offi-
cially announce that it is a nuclear weapons state, an
announcement that would trigger both South Korea and
Japan to consider “going nuclear.”

Later this month, the U.S. and South Korean mili-
taries are scheduled to begin more than a month of joint
manuevers. North Korea has made threats against those
manuevers, and this has added to regional tensions.
While the United States and China share a common in-
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terest in a de-nuclearized Korean peninsula, the uncer-
tainty of the situation has been described by Adm.
Harry Harris, the head of the U.S. Pacific Fleet, as the
single greatest security threat in the region. A recent
visit to Seoul, Tokyo, and Beijing by Deputy Secretary
of State William Burns and Assistant Secretary of State
Daniel Russel was focused on pressing all three coun-
tries to back down from any potential conflict. At a
press briefing following the trip, Russel linked the secu-
rity crisis in the region to the global financial danger,
warning that any escalation of tensions in the Pacific
would have immediate and dangerous global repercus-
sions.

LaRouche has made the point that, unless there is a
fundamental change in direction, the prospects of gen-
eral war—even thermonuclear war—are high. In effect,
the world is already in a state of war, with the same pat-
tern of simultaneous regional conflicts and crises as
was the case between 1890-1914, on the eve of the
formal outbreak of World War 1. But today, the three
major world powers—the United States, Russia, and
China—are armed with overkill arsenals of thermonu-
clear weapons, many forward-based on submarines. A
single launch or appearance of a launch of a nuclear

weapon, in this hyper-charged climate, could lead to a
massive retaliatory strike, leading to mass extinction in
a matter of hours and days.

Only Viable Option: Obama Out

It is because of this crisis that the removal of Presi-
dent Obama is the only viable option to assure that no
such war breaks out in the immediate days ahead.
Obama is a tool of the British Empire forces, and as
such, is a menace to the survival of mankind. As La-
Rouche described it, “Obama is the glove concealing
the British finger” on the American nuclear trigger. By
removing Obama and immediately reinstating the
Glass-Steagall Act, ending the bailout of Wall Street
and London’s unpayable gambling debts, the power of
the Anglo-Dutch oligarchy to start a world war can be
instantly ended. That, in LaRouche’s words, is strate-
gic war-avoidance. The best efforts from the Joint
Chiefs of Staff and other patriotic factions to push
back against the war party in the Obama Administra-
tion and Congress, while successful to date, are not
sufficient to stop the imminent threat of thermonuclear
extinction. Only Obama’s Constitutional removal
stops the clock.

EIR Special Report

In the face of a potential thermonuclear World War I1I, a
confrontation being engineered from London by a desperate
British-centered financial oligarchy operating through the

the drive for war, and the war-avoidance efforts of patriotic
military/intelligence circles in the U.S., and the Russian and

and the concrete economic and strategic programs which can
defuse the threat, are elaborated in depth. These include the
Russian proposal for collaboration on the Strategic Defense of
Earth (SDE), based on Lyndon LaRouche’s original Strategic
Defense Initiative (SDI).

The Global Showdown report is available in hard copy for 250,
and in pdf form for $150, from the EIR store.

Call 1-800-278-3135 for more information.

The British Empire’s Global Showdown,
And How To Overcome It

vast—yet often underestimated—powers of the British monarchy,
EIR has produced a 104-page Special Report, documenting both

Chinese leaderships. The British hand behind the warmongers,
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Will Plot Against Ukraine Lead to
Coup, Civil War—or World War III?

by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Feb. 7—If our sleepwalking and disinterested contem-
poraries would only wake up, they would have the
unique opportunity to experience “live” how World
War 1 is taking place before our very eyes. They would
be able to follow—more exciting than any crime
thriller—how the official version of events is served up
to the credulous public by politicians and the media,
and how, under the tip of the iceberg, there lies the
much larger story, which involves intelligence agents,
diplomats, and gangsters of all kinds.

Insight into this dirty underside of politics was pro-
vided by a YouTube posting of a four-minute recording
of a telephone conversation between U.S. Assistant
Secretary of State Victoria Nuland and the U.S. Ambas-
sador in Kiev, Geoffrey Pyatt. Nuland can be heard
giving instructions about how Ukrainian opposition
politician Arseniy Yatsenyuk should quickly be made
the new head of the government, and Vitaly Klitschko,
who is favored by the EU and German Chancellor
Merkel, should be booted out, and how the whole thing
should be “glued together” by the UN. With the words
“Fuck the EU,” Nuland underscored her determination
to impose her plans on the European Union. Someone,
perhaps the Russian intelligence ser-

at culminating in a coup by the whole spectrum of Nazi
organizations. The support for up to 10,000 violence-
prone Nazis, hooligans, and terrorist elements, and
their activities beyond Kiev, throughout the country,
has led to a split and the beginning of a civil war, whose
pre-programmed escalation is intended to provoke an
imminent intervention by Russia and thus to provide
the pretext for a showdown with Russia itself. If things
continue on this road to Hell, we could be just days or
weeks from the third world war, a thermonuclear war,
which probably no one would survive.

Will Russia Sit Back and Watch?

Can and will Russia sit back and watch until this
civil war spreads to its borders and spills over into
Russia, as the Financial Times on Feb. 2 said it would?
Will it watch as the script for toppling all recalcitrant
governments with “regime change”—the policy of a
British empire based on the Anglo-American special
relationship—is finally applied to Russia as well? With
a probability bordering on certainty, it will not.

Sergei Glazyev commented on the coup attempt
newly proven by the Nuland audio, that this is a flagrant

vice, or perhaps a new whistleblower at
the NSA, released the recording of the
conversation.

FIGURE 1
Ukraine

If any further evidence were needed,
here itis: that the Obama Administration POLANE
is in direct control of the attempted coup
against the legitimately elected Presi- [ "%,
dent Victor Yanukovych. Several U.S. h
administrations have spent $20-30 bil- o TWAE
lion over about the past 23 years to break sy o~ e
relations between Ukraine and Russia. f
And currently, according to economist
Sergei Glazyev, who is an advisor to .
President Putin on Ukraine, about $20 s
million is now being spent per week, in- |
cluding to arm the street fighters, aimed
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violation of the Budapest Memoran-
dum of 1994, which was signed on
the occasion of Ukraine’s giving up
its part of the Soviet nuclear arsenal,
and in which the United States and
Russia jointly committed themselves
to responsibility for the security and
sovereignty of Ukraine. Under this
agreement, he said, Russia would
even be obliged to intervene in a situ-
ation like this. The U.S. interference,
on the other hand, is a clear violation
of this accord.

The Azeri news agency ABC re-
ported that the Verkhovna Rada (par-
liament) of the Autonomous Repub-
lic of Crimea on Feb. 19 may adopt
laws that would allow the Republic to
secede from Ukraine and join Russia.
Parliamentarian Vladimir Klych-
nikov has already prepared an appeal
to the Russian President and the Rus-
sian State Duma to be a guarantor of the inviolability of
the status of Crimea and the rights and freedom of its
citizens. Klychnikov based this appeal on the danger
posed by the growing power of extreme nationalists in
Kiev. Another initiator of the appeal, Serhiy Zekov,
stressed the Russian nationality, culture, and language
of the autonomous republic, in which many ethnic
groups live together peacefully, but which could only
be protected by the Russian Federation.

Given the binding nature of the Budapest Memoran-
dum and the imminent appeal by the Parliament of
Crimea, a Russian intervention in Ukraine would defi-
nitely have a legal foundation. It is part of the scenario,
that this would be used in any case as a pretext for a
thermonuclear showdown or worse, by the same forces
who are launching the coup in Ukraine.

Continuity of Policy

The policies of systematic encirclement of Russia,
by the eastward expansion of NATO and the EU, as
well as of regime change, represents a continuity of
policy since the dissolution of the Soviet Union. Mar-
garet Thatcher and the senior George Bush agreed at
that time to the neoconservative doctrine that the world
should be ruled as an empire based on the Anglo-
American special relationship. With the exception of
the eight years of the Clinton Administration, the U.S.
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Voice of America
Victoria Nuland’s marching orders to the U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine, Geoffrey
Pyatt, make it clear—if it wasn’t already—that the Obama Administration is in direct
control of the ongoing coup attempt against the elected Ukrainian President.

has been governed since then by puppet administra-
tions of this British Empire: first Bush senior, then
eight years of George W. Bush, and finally, five years
of Obama.

Victoria Nuland is an example of the continuity of
this policy. She is married to Robert Kagan, a co-
founder of the Project for the New American Century
think-tank, and thus of the imperial ideology of the neo-
cons. He was one of the propagandists for the Iraq War.
Nuland herself was deputy foreign policy advisor to
Vice President Dick Cheney, U.S. Ambassador to
NATO (2005-08), and State Department spokeswoman
in the Obama Administration. Her role in the cover-up
of the Benghazi scandal, which includes arms ship-
ments to al-Qaeda in Syria, among other things, is cur-
rently under investigation.

It is high time for our sleepwalking and disinter-
ested contemporaries to take advantage of the unex-
pected insight into the reality of imperial politics, which
the conversation between Nuland and Ambassador
Pyatt affords us, and to wake up and realize what really
lies behind the propaganda. At a recent event organized
by the World Affairs Council in Washington on the
theme of “Where Is Ukraine Going?”, former U.S. Am-
bassadors John Herbst and William Courtney, as well as
the Vice President of the National Endowment for De-
mocracy (NED), Nadia Diuk, told such incredible lies
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that one would have to
assume that they habitu-
ally travel around on
Baron = Miinchausen’s
cannonball!

The NED has an
annual budget of $100
million and is one of the
main funder of the 2,200
NGOs (!) that have built
up a russophobic net-
work in Ukraine over the
past two decades. Diuk
praised the Maidan,
Kiev’s  Independence
Square where opposition
demonstrations are being held, as a “physical space”
over which the authoritarian President Yanukovych has
no control and which dominates the “civil sector,” a
space where you can breathe the “spirit of the Maidan,”
and where people persevered despite the cold weather.
Not a single word about Svoboda and the other neo-
Nazi organizations, about the barricades put up by the
demonstrators, the masked stormtroopers, the occupa-
tions of ministries and houses, and the armed attacks on
police.

In reply to an intervention from the audience, Diuk
said that she was completely “uninformed” about any
possibility of encirclement of Russia. But Russia is a
big country, she said, one-sixth of the land mass of the
Earth, so one could not possibly encircle it. She said
she had never heard an anti-Semitic word from Svo-
boda leader Oleh Tyahnybok, and the only thing the
protesters want is a better life for their children, in
Europe. These people lie with such skill and audacity
that it can only be understood as pre-war black propa-
ganda.

The attempted takeover of Ukraine must be viewed
in the context of the U.S. missile defense system being
deployed in Eastern and Central Europe and the doc-
trine of “Prompt Global Strike,” which, all protesta-
tions to the contrary, includes the utopian belief that the
nuclear capabilities of the other side could be neutral-
ized by a nuclear first strike. Regarding the U.S. doc-
trine of “Air-Sea Battle,” Russia and also China have
made unmistakably clear that if necessary, they will
deploy their nuclear arsenals. If Germany and other Eu-
ropean nations do not want to be drawn into a thermo-
nuclear conflict within days or weeks, a war which no

——

https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=V0e5g13QB5U

The Baron of Miinchhausen
was known for his tall tales.
Here is one filmmaker's take.
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one on this planet will survive, then they have to iden-
tify by name, the fascist character of the coup attempt in
Ukraine.

Above all, we must stop behaving like subjects and
vassals of the British Empire and its American puppet
government. A current example: Clemens Wergin
writes in Die Welt, regarding the Nuland-Pyatt record-
ing—for which he of course holds Russia responsi-
ble—that “in Europe and NATO they are slow to deal
with some of the worst-case scenarios.” Worst case?
How about the extinction of the human species?

And he concludes: “Like the Wikileaks postings,
this short recording actually casts a good light on Amer-
ican diplomacy. It shows how America unifies both
pragmatic and goal-oriented strands, brings the UN into
play, and seeks to unite the Ukrainian opposition.”

Or as Victoria Nuland said, “Fuck the EU!” Obvi-
ously some people are happy with that.

Translated from German by Susan Welsh

Voice of Russia

Zepp-LaRouche Warns
Of Fascist Ukraine

The following interview was conducted Feb. 6 in
English, and aired on Voice of Russia, the Russian
government’s international radio broadcast, the fol-
lowing morning. The text was posted on top of the
World section of voiceofrussia.com, under the title
“‘Fascist coup’ in Ukraine escalating into civil war—
expert.”

The text begins with the first paragraph of Zepp-
LaRouche’s response to the interviewer’s first question,
in large, bold type:

“If you look at the facts of who are the people in
the Maidan and in the other upheavals, mainly the
violence is committed by fascists, not only the Svo-
boda Party but a whole variety of groupings who are
followers of Stepan Bandera, who was the Nazi col-
laborator helping the Nazis to prepare the invasion
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in Ukraine,” Helga Zepp-LaRouche, Founder and
President of the Schiller Institute, an international
political and economic think-tank, told The Voice of
Russia.

Voice of Russia: It seems that the talks aimed at
solving the Ukrainian crisis have reached deadlock as
the government and opposition stay as divided as ever.
So, do you think that
these two sides still have
a chance for a peaceful
solution or not?

Zepp-LaRouche: 1
think it depends on the
question of what is actu-
ally going on, because
there is no question that if
you look at the facts of
who are the people in the
Maidan and in the other
upheavals, mainly the vi-
olence is committed by
fascists—not only the
Svoboda Party, but a
whole variety of group-
ings who are followers of
Stepan Bandera, who
was the Nazi collaborator
helping the Nazis to pre-
pare the invasion in
Ukraine.

So, these are the
people, together with some outside terrorists, who had
been fighting as Ukrainians on the side of the rebels in
Syria. And 350 of those have returned recently, and
they are together with Svoboda and hooligans who are
committing the violence. So, there are probably some-
where between 3,000 to 10,000 absolutely violent
criminal Nazi elements who are committing these
crimes.

And [complete lies are being spread by] most of
the Western media but also Western politicians, West-
ern foundations, and also such organizations as the
Washington Affairs Council or the National Endow-
ment of Democracy. What is really going on is a fas-
cist coup, and already now there is a big danger that if
this is not stopped by people in the West, people in the
U.S. and people in the EU, this indeed is escalating
into a civil war. I mean, there may be an argument

war - expert

Russia.
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'Fascist coup' in Ukraine escalating into civil

"If you look at the facts of who the
the other upheavals, mainly the vio
not anly the Svolxda Party but a whole variety of groupings who
are followers of Stepan Bandera who was the Nazr collaborator
helping the Nazis to prepare the invazion in Ukraine,” Helga Tepp-
LaRouche, Founder and President of the Schiller Institute, an
international political and economic think tank, told The Vaice of

ﬁlpk' arein the Moidan and in

Helga Zepp-LaRouche's interview
with Voice of Russia was given
prominent billing on Feb. 7.

about whether that civil war
has already started or not. And
the whole aim of it is to pro-
voke the reaction from Russia,
which then would be used as a
pretext for a showdown.

I think it is very important
that the developments in
Ukraine cannot be seen in iso-
lation from other develop-
ments in the region, like the
U.S. ballistic missile system
in Poland and Czechia, and also the deployment of the
Aegis destroyer to the Rota base in Spain. Now, then
you have to see also the different utopian military con-
ceptions, like the Prompt Global Strike doctrine in the
Pacific, because all of these doctrines proceed from
the utopian conception that a first strike by NATO
against Russia and China could proceed without these
countries being able to develop or deploy a second
strike.

Obviously, this is ridiculous, and both Russia and
China have made absolutely clear that they do have a
second strike capability. But if this offensive posture is
maintained, what we may end up with is that both sides
have no other possibility, or rather Russia and China
have no other possibility, than to also go into a first
strike posture, in which case you have the simultaneous
launching of the first strikes from both sides, and that

ce is commitved by fascists,
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would lead to the extinction of civilization, and that is
what is at stake in Ukraine.

Voice of Russia: What can you say about these re-
ports of the U.S. and EU that they are preparing a finan-
cial aid package for Ukraine? Why do you think Amer-
ica and Europe are so eager to help Ukraine and what is
actually behind this support?

Zepp-LaRouche: I don’t think they are eager to
help Ukraine at all, because I think that if Ukraine
would have signed the EU Association Agreement, it
would have suffered the same treatment like South-
ern Europe, and you can only look at what is the
effect of the Troika policy in Greece, Italy, Spain, and
Portugal, and then you can see that Ukraine would have
absolutely had no advantage by joining the EU agree-
ment, and it was a lifesaver for Ukraine not to sign
that.

Right now because the real situation is that the
transatlantic financial system is collapsing, we can have
a blowout of the financial system any moment. And on
the other side, the Pacific Asian countries are in a much
better condition; if you look at China, Korea, India,
Russia, they are going in a much better economic direc-
tion than the transatlantic association. And Yanukovych
was immediately travelling to China; he came back
with very extensive cooperation agreements, and Presi-
dent Xi Jinping was recently in Romania, offering to
build fast train systems in Eastern Europe, which the
EU had cancelled because they are in this total austerity
mode.

Therefore, when Yanukovych started talks with
China and Russia, the EU realized that they have only
demands, but not offers. So, now they are using a carrot
and stick, on the one side, offering financial help but
with very clear conditions. They call it structural re-
forms and these structural reforms would mean that
Ukraine would have to give up its state-owned proper-
ties, it will have to privatize, it would have to apply the
usual conditionalities, which always cut the social
aspect of the economy.

But they are combining it with the blackmail, what
they are calling sanctions, which are aimed to put pres-
sure on the oligarchs in Ukraine who have obviously
money accounts in offshore countries, and by threaten-
ing to freeze these accounts and to deny visas for travel-
ing abroad, they are trying to put pressure on these fi-
nancial forces of the oligarchic elements in Ukraine.
So, it is extremely dangerous and can only lead to a
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catastrophe, because I think that the argument of the
Russians, to say that the Eurasian Union is much less
integrated than the EU [is right], and the whole argu-
ment that Putin wants to reassemble the Soviet Union is
really absolutely wrong.

Glazyev Exposes
U.S. Hand in Ukraine

by Rachel Douglas

Feb. 6—Russian Presidential advisor Academician
Sergei Glazyev reported that the United States is fund-
ing and training the armed opposition in Ukraine, and
that a 1994 Russian-U.S. agreement gives Russia the
legal basis to take action in the situation, if necessary.
Glazyev made the statements in an interview with the
Ukrainian edition of the Russian paper Kommersant,
published today.

Glazyev’s remark about the 1994 treaty is being
hugely misreported in the British and American press
as a Russian threat. In fact, what Glazyev said in reply
to a question about possible “active intervention” by
Russia, is that Russia and the USA are obligated to take
action in situations like the present one: “We should
recall the 1994 Budapest Memorandum on Security As-
surances, adopted in connection with Ukraine’s adher-
ence to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. All par-
ties to it undertook to protect the territorial integrity and
security of Ukraine. Under this document, Russia and
the USA are guarantors of Ukraine’s sovereignty and
territorial integrity and, frankly speaking, are obligated
to intervene when this kind of conflict arises. But what
the Americans are up to now, unilaterally and crudely
interfering in Ukraine’s internal affairs, is a clear breach
of that treaty. The agreement is for collective guaran-
tees and collective action.”

This statement came after Glazyev had laid out the
enormous dimensions of unilateral U.S. interference
in Ukraine: “According to our information, American
sources are spending $20 million a week on financing
the opposition and the insurgents, including for weap-
ons. It has been reported that the guerrillas are briefed
on the grounds of the U.S. Embassy, that they are
being armed. Of course this is unacceptable, and it
needs to be investigated.” Glazyev said that U.S. Am-
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Dr. Sergei Glazyev, an economist and advisor to President Putin,
charged that the U.S. is funding and arming the opposition in
Ukraine.

bassador Geoffrey Pyatt’s published interview about
his “100 percent certainty” that Ukraine would ulti-
mately sign its Association Agreement with the EU
was suspicious, in that “here you have an Ambassa-
dor, who declares with certainty that Ukraine will
sign the agreement, as if he, rather than the Ukrainian
leadership, were to decide this question. But the
Ukrainian leadership decided not to sign this unnatu-
ral agreement, because that document is a pathway to
catastrophe.”

An Attempted Coup

Glazyev called the opposition movement “an at-
tempt at a coup d’état, at the violent overthrow of the
government,” in which public buildings have been oc-
cupied and an attempt has been made to storm the Pres-
ident’s offices. “This comes under the definition of a
coup according to Ukrainian law and international
law,” he said. “Everybody is afraid, for some reason, to
call things by their names. The West calls terrorists and
putschists ‘activists’ and tries to portray them as peace-
ful demonstrators.... The authorities, in turn, are not
fulfilling their duty to defend the state, negotiating with
putschists as if they were law-abiding citizens.” Asked
if President Yanukovych should now use force to clear
the protesters, Glazyev said: “As for starting to use
force, in a situation where the authorities face an at-
tempted coup d’état, they simply have no other course
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of action. Otherwise, the country will be plunged
into chaos.” He said Yanukovych had done all he
could to avoid violence, in contrast to the oppo-
sition, and accused leaders in western Ukraine of
being “separatists.”

Averting a Catastrophe

In reply to a question about what steps might
now avert catastrophe, Glazyev said that the fact
of a coup attempt by “professionally trained,
armed storm troopers” must be acknowledged.
“Secondly, the West should stop its blackmail
and intimidation, such as [U.S. Assistant Secre-
tary of State Victoria Nuland] has been engaged
in, during her meetings in Kiev with the oli-
garchs, as well as with representatives of the
President and the government. Our information
is that, at these meetings, she let people know
that they would land on blacklists, if President
Victor Yanukovych did not hand the governance
of the country over to the opposition. This is
blackmail, which has nothing in common with interna-
tional law. This is not merely interference in domestic
affairs. This is an attempt to control Ukraine.”

Thirdly, Glazyev urged, “The West should accept
Moscow’s proposal to establish a trilateral system of
consultations among the EU, Russia, and Ukraine, con-
cerning Kiev’s foreign trade and economic cooperation
in the future.” He pointed out that the vehement state-
ments against this by Polish Foreign Ministry Rado-
slaw Sikorski and others are not the only opinions
within the EU countries.

Glazyev said that Russia is concerned that Ukraine
should not split apart, but said that some form of fed-
eralism could be introduced to give significant powers
to the main regions of the country, including over bud-
gets and, to some limited extent, international rela-
tions. He cited the example of Greenland, which
enjoys substantial autonomy from Denmark and is not
part of the EU, unlike Denmark itself. Western and
eastern Ukraine could have different economic rela-
tions with the EU and Russia, Glazyev said. “Today,
economic, cultural and human ties between the re-
gions of eastern and western Ukraine are less than the
links between southeastern Ukraine and Russia and
between the western regions and the EU,” he said, and
suggested that the eastern regions might want to join
the customs union of Russia and other Eurasian na-
tions.
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Russia Says Good
Riddance to McFaul

by Rachel Douglas

Feb. 5—Many in Russia were glad to read in U.S. Am-
bassador Michael McFaul’s blog yesterday that he is
leaving Russia soon, after only a two-year stint at the
Embassy (the average term is around four years).
Commentator Dmitri Babich gave expression to these
feelings in a Voice of Russia commentary today,
saying that McFaul’s “tenure in Moscow was ex-
tremely unfortunate, extremely unsuccessful,” and
made a terrible contrast to the professionalism of his
predecessor, career diplomat John Beyrle. In particu-
lar, Babich said, people remember that McFaul as Am-
bassador tweeted that Russia was a “savage” place,
and that earlier, as a representative of the National
Democratic Institute and then the Carnegie Center, he
cultivated the Russian extra-parliamentary political
opposition.

The Associated Press reported on Feb. 4 that McFaul
said “his biggest frustration after two years as ambas-
sador is ‘our inability to dispel this myth that America
and the Obama administration and me personally are
seeking to foment revolution in Russia.””

British Controllers

Indeed. Part 2 of EIR’s 2012 dossier on the “White
Revolution™ attempt to destabilize Russian President
Vladimir Putin quoted McFaul’s 2011 interview with
Slon.ru: “Most Russia-watchers are diplomats, or spe-
cialists on security and arms control. Or Russian cul-
ture. I am neither. I can’t recite Pushkin by heart. I am a
specialist in democracy, anti-dictatorial movements,
and revolutions.” That Feb. 3, 2012 EIR article, “The
‘Democracy’ Agenda of Michael McFaul and His
Oxford Masters,” was republished in Russian on nearly
a hundred websites and linked to in scores of forums
and tweets.

In that dossier, we documented the Oxford train-
ing of McFaul and of current National Security Advi-
sor Susan Rice, as well as Oxford’s patronage of
Gene Sharp, author of the key handbook for the
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“color revolutions” of the past two decades. Several
of the dossier’s features are relevant to the current
crisis in Ukraine, which threatens to detonate world
war:

* Rice’s mentor Sir Alan Roberts and his younger
colleague Timothy Garton Ash led Oxford’s “Civil
Resistance and Power Politics: Domestic and Interna-
tional Dimensions” project. Ash is currently hyper-
active around Ukraine, last month signing an appeal
of so-called “world intellectuals” in support of the
Euromaidan protests. On Feb. 2, in his regular column
in the Guardian, Ash advised not getting overly
worked up about what he termed the neo-Nazi “fringe”
of the Ukraine street action. Most of the right-wing
activists, he reassured readers, “see themselves as na-
tional revolutionaries fighting for independence from
Russia.”

* Our exposé of McFaul’s Oxford trainers also
demonstrated that the violent neo-Nazi paramilitary
groups and the orchestrators of the supposedly peace-
ful “color revolutions” are not two separate species;
rather, each is a form of irregular warfare. The finan-
cial sponsor of Gene Sharp’s color revolution play-
book was Harvard Prof. Thomas Schelling (later to
become a Nobel laureate “for having enhanced our un-
derstanding of conflict and cooperation through game-
theory analysis”), using funds from the Defense De-
partment’s Advanced Research Projects Agency
(ARPA).

Wrote Schelling of Sharp’s The Politics of Nonvio-
lent Action: “The original idea was to subject the entire
theory of nonviolent political action, together with a
full history of its practice in all parts of the world since
the time of Christ, to the same cool, detailed scrutiny
that military strategy and tactics are supposed to invite.
Now that we have Gene Sharp’s book, what we lack is
an equally comprehensive, carefully study of the poli-
tics of violent action.... It is too bad that we haven’t
that other book, the one on violent action. It would be
good to compare the two in detail.”

Back in 1961, Schelling ran elaborate nuclear-war
simulation games at Camp David with Henry Kiss-
inger, National Security Advisor McGeorge Bundy, and
others. As researcher Esther-Mirjam Sent put it, the war
theory developed by Schelling—that is, by one of Mc-
Faul’s intellectual grand-daddies—*“consisted of nu-
clear deterrence, crisis management, limited war, arms
control, and coercion and compellence.”
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Book Review

Peace through Development: A Timely
Idea from and for South Sudan

by Lawrence K. Freeman

The Power of Creative Reasoning:
The Ideas and Vision of John Garang
by Lual A. Deng

Bloomington Ind., iUniverse, Inc., 2013

240 pages, hardcover or paperback

Given the level of violent conflict
that has engulfed South Sudan,
when fighting broke out on the eve-
ning of Dec. 15, 2013, bringing the
world’s newest nation to the brink
of civil war, why is a presentation
of Dr. Lual A. Deng’s idea of
“peace through development” for
South Sudan and its northern
neighbor Sudan, timely and neces-
sary?

His unique proposal of creat-
ing a new geometry of peaceful re-
lations between the two Sudans,
emanating from a zone of eco-
nomic development among the ten
states along their common border,
is exactly the kind “out-of-the-
box,” non-practical thinking re-
quired. This initiative for Greater
Sudan, as Dr. Deng refers to the two countries, is an
idea that is not new to the readers of EIR. Lyndon La-
Rouche has had, as a core strategic concept for de-
cades, overcoming prejudice and hostilities among
nations by uniting them around a common mission
that links the future self-interest of each nation with
one another. It is precisely these innovative concepts,
presented by Dr. Deng in this book, but dismissed by
those obsessed with the practicality of the here and the
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The Power of

CREATIVE
REASONING

The Ideas and
John Garang

LUAL A.

now, that are required to find a creative solution to the
crisis in South Sudan.

Dr. Deng was a devout follower of the late Dr. John
Garang de Mabior, known affectionately as Dr. John, or
Uncle John, the founder of Sudan’s People Liberation
Movement/Army (SPLM/A), who was the intellectual
and political guiding force that led to the creation of
South Sudan on July 9, 2011. Dr.
Deng,' who has been criticized by
members of his own party, the
SPLM, for speaking out, publicly
and in his book, against decisions
made by the government of South
Sudan, has survived as a maverick
within his party. His relationship
with Dr. Garang, which goes back
to their first meeting in March 1974
in the city of Wau, now the capital
of the state of Western Bahr el
Ghazal, lasted more than 30 years,
until Garang’s mysterious and un-
timely death on July 30, 2005.
fision of ‘The Tamazuj Zone’: A
Common Mission for Greater
Sudan

As one might expect, this book
contains a great deal of insider his-
tory of the struggle of the SPLM, which might be of
interest to the non-specialist. However, the piéce de ré-
sistance is the concept of the “Tamazuj Zone,” which is
vitally relevant, not only to understanding the underly-

DENG

1. Member of the South Sudan Legislative Assembly; Managing Direc-
tor, Ebony Center for Strategic studies, Juba, South Sudan; Minister of
Petroleum 2010-11, and State Ministry of Finance 2005-10, Khartoum,
Sudan.
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ing causes for the crisis that is engulfing South Sudan
today, but more importantly, it provides a pathway to a
stable sovereign South Sudan in the future. Tamazyj is
an Arabic word whose literal meaning is melting point
(of African and Arab cultures), which Dr. Garang used
in a press conference in Khartoum in July 2005, two
weeks after he assumed the office of First Vice Presi-
dent of Sudan, at that time a single country, to describe
his vision for the future: joint economic development
along the border states of today’s Sudan and South
Sudan.

Dr. Deng writes that the conception of the Tamazuj
zone was, for Dr. Garang, during the interim period of
2005-11,% “the backbone of a viable Sudanese state at
peace with itself in case of unity or two viable Sudanese
states at peace with each other and within themselves in
the case of secession of Southern Sudan.”

This innovative idea flowed from a booklet com-
missioned by Dr. Garang and published in February
2000, “Peace through Development: Perspectives and
Prospects in the Sudan.” Explaining Dr. Garang’s per-
spective for SPLM, Dr. Deng writes: “The rationale
behind peace through development is that all people of
New Sudan would have stakeholds in defending proj-
ects and programs of the peace through development
projects of the SPLM.”

In the concluding section of Chapter Two under the
subtitle, “The Tamazuj Zone” (pp. 60-69), the author
interpolates his own thoughts on Dr. Garang’s Tamazuj
zone.

“The idea of the Tamazuj zone is opportune as it
provides a solid foundation for the realization of the
two viable states at peace with each other through a
more effective process aimed at influencing Khartoum,
Juba and other major players. Such a process should be
grounded on four fundamental binding constraints for
the two Sudans to be at peace with each other. I should
prefer to call the two Sudans as Greater Sudan. The
binding constraints are geography, history, economics,
and social capital.

“I would think that the first step in the process of
influencing Juba and Khartoum to internalize the Tama-
zuj zone idea as the cornerstone of their peaceful exis-
tence is to urge them to agree on the vision, missions

2. This refers to the six-year interim period established by the Compre-
hensive Peace Agreement to allow the population of the South to decide
whether they wished to separate from Sudan and form their own coun-

try.
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and objectives of the conceptual framework for the two
viable Sudanese states at peace with each other and
with in themselves.”

I highlight two essential features of Dr. Deng’s
“roadmap” for the future of the two countries; that they
accept:

“Common Vision: The two Sudans become a center
of stability and economic might in the Greater Horn of
Africa. I would think that it is now absolutely clear to
any rational policy analyst/observer that neither Juba
nor Khartoum has the capacity to be the center of stabil-
ity and economic might alone.

“Common Objectives: The two Sudans enable
each state to formulate and implement a development
program that aims at sustained peace, economic growth
and poverty eradication in the long term.”

Examining the geography, which was one of the
constraints mentioned above, Dr. Deng provides an
analysis of the ten states on the 2,184 kilometer
common border of (southern) Sudan and (northern)
South Sudan. The states that comprise what Dr.
Garang called the Tamazuj zone are five from Sudan:
Blue Nile, Sennar, White Nile, Southern Kordofan,
and South Darfur; and five from South Sudan: Upper
Nile, Unity, Warrap, Northern Bahr el Ghazel, and
Western Bahr el Ghazel.

According to Dr. Deng’s statistics, these states com-
bined constitute 40% of the arable land of Greater
Sudan, 100% of its oil production, 37% of its popula-
tion, and approximately 40% of its livestock. Dr. Deng
makes the point that in addition to strong historical and
social relations among the people populating these
states that go back centuries, economically they are de-
pendent on each other. More than 80% of all goods and
services in the five states of South Sudan in the Tamazuj
zone come from Sudan, and more than 75% of Sudan’s
oil production comes from the five states of South
Sudan.

Dr. Deng lists several prerequisites to promote eco-
nomic integration between the two countries. Demon-
strating the quality of his thinking, he thoughtfully in-
cludes:

* Writing off the external debt of Sudan, and lifting
economic sanctions as soon as the border is 100% de-
marcated with full acceptance from Khartoum.

» Establishing a Tamazuj Development Bank
(TDB), to serve as a financing mechanism for joint pro-
grams and projects, as well as individual projects with
the ten states.
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Agriculture To Be the Engine of Growth

The Tamazuj zone is ideally suited, with the for-
ward-thinking proposals of Dr. Deng, to become a zone
of joint economic development that could serve as a
paradigm for an entirely new set of relations between
the two Sudans. Such a common mission initiated in
this border region, if properly nurtured, could spread
north and south to the rest of Greater Sudan, allowing
both countries to not only live as neighbors, but benefit
from each other’s existence, thus validating of the prin-
ciple of the 1648 Westphalia Treaty—a benefit to the
other is a benefit to oneself—which ended decades of
religious wars across Europe.

Dr. Deng recalls for the reader that Dr. Garang in-
tended to use the six-year interim period, from 2005 to
2011, to pursue: “A common economic policy to eradi-
cate poverty and a sense of marginalization all over the
country through efficient and effective utilization of our
natural resources, such as oil, water, and vast agricul-
tural land.” The book correctly focuses on the primacy
of developing Sudan’s huge untapped agricultural po-
tential as the key to eradicating poverty. Dr. Deng writes
that Dr. Garang intended “agriculture to be the engine
of growth of the Sudan economy and used new-found
oil to fuel this engine.”?

Dr. Garang intended to use his dual official position
as the First Vice President of Sudan and the President of
South Sudan (holding both positions simultaneously
from July 9-July 30, 2005), “to make Sudan the re-
gional economic hub for the Greater Horn of Africa,
centered on three pillars: agricultural land, oil and stra-
tegic geographical location.” Sudan’s potential to
become a breadbasket of Africa, with implications for
the world’s food supply, has been known since the
1970s. If the necessary investments in developing this
agricultural sector, accompanied by large-scale water,
energy, and transportation infrastructure projects, had
been the driving policy of the international community
and of Sudan over the previous decades, hunger could
have been eliminated in the Horn of Africa, with sur-
pluses of food exported to other regions of the conti-
nent. This failure has contributed to genocide against
the African people.

South Sudan, was born a poor, vastly underdevel-

3. This writer independently had formulated a similar approach imme-
diately following the birth of South Sudan. See Lawrence Freeman, “A
Common Mission: Two Sudans Can Become a Breadbasket for Africa,”
EIR, July 22, 2011.
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oped, landlocked nation, with absolutely no infrastruc-
ture, whose main “value” was to be exploited as a new
oil spigot and new base for U.S. military operations.
This criminal stupidity has contributed to the violence
that erupted in South Sudan in December 2013. Instead
of fixating on turning South Sudan into a one huge tin-
can oil refinery to serve the predatory financial system,
there should have been an Army Corps of Engineers-
style mission to develop South Sudan’s agricultural
sector to alleviate the desperation of a hungry, poverty-
stricken population. This would have required a brute
force commitment to build the necessary infrastructure
to achieve this goal. Neither was done. The most chari-
table comment that can be made about the international
donors and USAID is that they are utterly incompetent
in understanding the science of physical economy), i.e.,
how to actually develop severely underdeveloped coun-
tries such as South Sudan.

Closer to the truth is that such economic incompe-
tence coincides with intention. Genocide through war,
starvation, and disease, has been the consistent policy
for centuries against Africa by the Anglo-Dutch mone-
tarist imperial system. This could not have been clearer
in the case of South Sudan, whose urgent requirement
was to meet the needs of its people from the first day of
independence, and even years earlier, with the com-
mencement of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement
(CPA). Was (is) this not obvious to all, but the mentally
blind?

‘It’s the Leadership, Stupid!’

From Dr. Deng’s book, we learn of Dr. Garang’s
awareness of the importance of utilizing Sudan’s agri-
cultural sector to spur economic growth, but like many
problems facing South Sudan today, we can only specu-
late what South Sudan could have become had he not
died, within weeks after joining the government, and
becoming arguably, the second-most powerful figure in
Sudan.

Dr. Deng does not hide his disagreements with some
of the decisions made by the leadership of the SPLM-
run government of South Sudan, and provocatively
questions in his book, whether South Sudan will con-
tinue to be haunted “until another visionary leader, like
Dr. John, emerges.”

At the end of Chapter Three, the author recalls the
“moral dilemma” that he and others faced with the
SPLM, when they considered policy decisions by its
leadership to be harmful to their “national interest,” but
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would not contradict them publicly. “We are now,” he
says, “an independent state, so we can afford to speak
out loudly.” And that he does.

Dr. Deng courageously criticizes two well-known
reckless and harmful actions by his party and govern-
ment: the shutdown of its own oil production of
350,000 barrels per day in January 2012, costing the
country billions of dollars in lost revenue; and the de-
ployment of the Army to capture (invade) northern
Sudan’s Heglig oil facitlity in April 2012, which
almost escalated into a resumption of war between the
two countries.

In a forum at the Woodrow Wilson International
Center on April 24, 2013, when his co-panelist Brian
D’Silva mendaciously and callously asserted, that the
self-imposed shut down of its own oil facilities “was a
blessing in disguise” to the people of South Sudan, Dr.
Deng sharply rebuked him, calling that action “a disas-
ter,” that cost South Sudan several billions of dollars.
D’Silva was part of a group of Washington political in-
telligence operatives that included Roger Winter, Ted
Dagne, Eric Reeves, John Prendergast, and Susan Rice,
who cynically campaigned for the U.S. to support the
creation of South Sudan, for the purpose of continuing
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their intent to overthrow the government of Sudan in
Khartoum.

While some in South Sudan may foolishly consider
participants of this anti-Khartoum cabal as supporters
of their country, one can see, from D’Silva’s disgusting
comments and the harmful consequences for the people
of South Sudan, due to the influence on the SPLM by
Winter and Dagne, who became advisors to the govern-
ment, the truth about these so-called friends.

The book also discloses that over the many years of
its struggle, the SPLM was unfortunately, but not un-
surprisingly, influenced by the British “free-trade” doc-
trine of Adam Smith, and advised by so-called experts
from the International Monetary Fund and World
Ban—the which, along with the lack of vision of Khar-
toum, contributed to the SPLM’s failure to build up
their country during the CPA interim period, and imme-
diately upon independence.

Of course, there are many factors involved in creat-
ing what was essentially a coalition government among
the various competing militias. However, once the new
government was established, its decision to allocate
50% or more of its budget for defense and security,
while assigning a much lower priority to improving the
per capita wealth of its people, demonstrates a glaring
flaw in the SPLM leadership’s thinking, the conse-
quence of which is contributing to the country’s dire
straits today.

This is why it was delightful to read Dr. Deng’s re-
freshing “peace through development” approach to
secure a future for his two and half year old country.
Now these ideas must become practice and become the
foundation of a new policy for the Greater Sudan.

Postscript
Since my review of Dr. Deng’s book last year, the
world has changed beyond the boundaries of Africa
and South Sudan. Civilization is now threatened strate-
gically with the outbreak of a war between the super-
powers, which would be a nuclear war of extinction.
From the beginning of this year, we have witnessed a
dangerous escalation of encirclement of Russia and
secondarily, China, by Europe and the United States, as
the collapse of the trans-Atlantic financial system ac-
celerates. All people who love mankind and are con-
cerned about the future of humanity cannot ignore this
strategic reality, no matter how pressing and urgent na-
tional and local concerns.
lkfreeman@prodigy.net
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State Legislators Press for
Glass-Steagall Revolution

by Nancy Spannaus and Alicia Cerretani

Feb. 8—Restoration of the Glass-Steagall Act is the
keystone for returning the United States to the princi-
ples of the U.S. Constitution, argued Lyndon LaRouche
in his Feb. 7 webcast. If the majority of Americans, who
are already desperately opposed to the policies, if not
the person, of Barack Obama, revolts in favor of that
policy—which will involve removing obstacle Obama
from ofice as well—then the pathway to saving the U.S.
and world economy can be taken.

Developments in state legislatures around the
United States this week give reason to hope that this
point of revolt might be being reached. Within one
week, new memorials demanding that Congress re-en-
act Glass-Steagall, as called for in two pieces of legisla-
tion already before the House and Senate, have been
introduced in Arizona and Maryland, and a discussion
on the necessity of FDR’s Glass-Steagall was held in
the Virginia State Senate around Senate Memorial 22,
which calls for its revival. This activity follows new
memorials having been introduced in four states—Ala-
bama, Washington, Rhode Island, and New Mexico—
within the first six weeks of the year.

LaRouchePAC organizers around the country report
that action is imminent in several more legislatures. In
some states, such as California and Pennsylvania, me-
morials from the last session are still live for action,
while in others, new measures must be initiated. Nota-
ble is the fact that two additional states beyond the 25
that had memorials introduced in 2013—New Mexico
and Arizona—have joined in the demand this year, and
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also that the number of co-sponsors in a number of
states which saw memorials introduced last year, has
radically increased.

Assuming that the drive toward world war can be by
stopped by eliminating the power of Barack Obama by
constitutional means in the immediate period ahead, the
prospects for putting the U.S. economy back on track
appear to be improving.

The Latest Action

Maryland HJR 8 was filed on Feb. 6, with a total of
50 sponsors, which is more than one-third of the House
Chamber of the General Assembly. Three of the spon-
sors are chairs of committees in the House, and the
number includes three Republicans. The resolution is
the same language of a resolution that was introduced in
Maryland in 2013. It is of note that three members of the
Maryland Congressional delegation—Barbara Mikul-
ski (D) in the Senate, and Donna Edwards (D) and Elijah
Cummings (D) in the House—are signers of current
Glass-Steagall legislation in their respective chambers.

In Arizona, HCM 2011, the state’s first resolution
supporting Glass-Steagall was also filed on Feb. 6, with
14 sponsors in the House, and 4 in the Senate. Three
Democratic Congressional members—Raul Grijalva,
Kyrsten Sinema, and Ann Kirkpatrick—have co-spon-
sored HR 129 for Glass-Steagall in the House, and Sen.
John McCain (R) is a co-sponsor of S. 1282, the Senate
Glass-Steagall bill, along with Sen. Elizabeth Warren
(D-Mass.).
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On Feb. 7 in Virginia, SJ 22, a resolution to support
Glass-Steagall restoration, entered into the Virginia
State Legislature, sponsored by Republican Sen. Rich-
ard Black, was taken up by the Senate Rules Commit-
tee. While the resolution was ultimately tabled (as is the
case with virtually all memorializing resolutions in Vir-
ginia), Senator Black requested and was granted a few
minutes to make a presentation. He was supported in
this request by Democrat John Edwards, the new chair-
man of the Rules Committee, who swept aside objec-
tions from other members of the Committee to discus-
sion of the resolution.

Edwards took the opportunity to announce that he
was in favor of the restoration of Glass-Steagall (al-
though he did not go on the record in favor of overriding
the legislature’s standing rule against resolutions). Black
used his time to describe the origins of Glass-Steagall in
the Franklin D. Roosevelt Administration, its role in
separating commercial and speculative banking, and the
urgent need for its restoration, particularly given the fact
that the Dodd-Frank Act is wholly ineffective and that
the speculative activity of the “too big to fail” banks is
run at the cost of the American taxpayer and with the
danger of creating financial chaos. Black emphasized
the growing support for Glass-Steagall in the Congress,
particularly noting the entry of S-1282 into the U.S.
Senate and reading out the list of co-sponsors.

And in Congress?

On Capitol Hill, the number of co-sponsors on the
two Glass-Steagall bills in the Senate remains the same
(11), while the numbers on the two House bills have
inched up. But numbers don’t tell the whole story.

The political and economic reality which has caused
an upshift in the activity around Glass-Steagall at the
state level is also reflected, qualitatively, at the Federal
level. Just prior to the Winter break on Dec. 11, the day
after Wall Street’s Volcker Rule was officially approved
by Federal regulatory agencies for implementation,
Reps. John Tierney (D-Mass.) and Walter Jones (R-
N.C.) introduced companion legislation to Sen. Eliza-
beth Warren’s S. 1282, the ‘“21st Century Glass-Stea-
gall Act,” which, in effect, speaks volumes to the lack
of confidence that members of Congress have in Presi-
dent Obama’s commitment to a U.S. recovery and to
reining in Wall Street.

That bill now has nine additional co-sponsors.

The other qualitative breakthrough on Capitol Hill
is the recognition by many Republicans that Glass-
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Steagall is above and beyond the usual partisan politics,
and in fact, goes to the heart of who, internationally, is
controlling the Obama Presidency. The addition of Ted
Yoho (R-Fla.) to H.R. 129, “The Return to Prudent
Banking Act,” and discussions with similar moderate
Republicans on the issue of an orderly bankruptcy reor-
ganization to revitalize the U.S. economy, reflect a
growing understanding by members of Congress of
what it is actually going to take to turn the U.S. econ-
omy around and create a real, productive recovery.

What Has Changed

The increased pace of activity for Glass-Steagall on
the state level stems from a number of significant po-
litical shifts, including the dramatic decline in the cred-
ibility of Obama and the Congress.

Heavily affecting the legislators is the murderous as-
sault on the living standards and livelihoods of their con-
stituencies since early 2014, represented by the cuts in
food stamps, cutoff of long-term unemployment insur-
ance, and cutbacks in health care through Obamacare.
Under these conditions, the terror tactics of the Wall
Street crowd, which beat back many a Glass-Steagall
resolution in 2013, are no longer having the same effect.

The broad acknowledgment that nothing done by
the Obama Administration (or George W. Bush before
him) has done anything to defuse the financial bomb,
and a crash of the system is nearer than ever, is also im-
pelling stronger support for the most significant mea-
sure which held off such crashes for 60 years after the
early 1930s, Glass-Steagall.

The following report, from a LaRouchePAC orga-
nizer involved in winning support for the Maryland res-
olution, provides useful insights into the changes in the
process.
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REVIVE, GLASS-STEAGALL NOW!

“The point is, we need Glass-Steagall immediately. We
need it because that’s our only insurance to save the
nation.... Get Glass-Steagall in, and we can work our
way to solve the other things that need to be cleaned
up. If we don't get Glass-Steagall in first, we're in a
mess!”

—Lyndon LaRouche, Feb. 11, 2013

LaRouchePAC is nov
leading a nationwidg
effort to push
Sathrough legislation
. or Glass-Steagall
=9 -(W‘Nw.larouchepac.corrﬁ.

WATCH the LaRouchePAC video:

' Eg . ‘Glass-Steagall: Signing a Revolution’

‘ SUBSCRIBE to EIR Online
= www.larouchepub.com/eiw
toll-free: 1-800-278-3135 e-mail: fulfullment@larouchepub.com
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The Development of the RFC and Credit Budgeting

Franklin Roosevelt’s Credit Principle

by Michael Kirsch

This is Part I of a lecture given on July 29, 2013. Part
1I, “Generalizing the Principle of Government Credit,”
is available at www.larouchepac.com/node/29272.

Introduction

Today I am going to be speaking to you about
Franklin Roosevelt’s credit principle, and how he
brought the United States out of the Depression
through re-establishing an approximation of the
Hamiltonian Bank of the United States Credit Sys-
tem.

Now there are two elements in what I want to go
through today. One, the correct understanding of debt
and credit. But chiefly, two, why the only way in which
a credit system can function is if the economy is guided
by a national lending institution, or in the case of Frank-
lin Roosevelt, a number of lending institutions. And,
how that system of lending institutions, or a national
one like the Bank of the United States, which the Re-
construction Finance Corporation (RFC) approxi-
mated, are successfully guided by the correct under-
standing of government, as government for the general
welfare.

In fact, the idea of credit was the essential fight con-
cerning all of Roosevelt’s institutions: the idea of the
existence of government credit, versus the Andrew
Jackson simple machine of government and laissez-
faire; whether there should be credit, or whether there
should only be money and cash, where things have to
go by the wayside if the money does not exist up front
at the time of transactions and potential investments.
Roosevelt established the idea of the credit principle
throughout the economy, and that was the key issue in
what he developed.

FDR Reviews the Crisis and Reforms of 1933
I want to start out on that question by looking at
FDR’s 1933 program from the standpoint of the “Papers
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of Franklin Roosevelt,” published in 1938, to which he
wrote the preface.!

He reviews the situation of people losing savings,
losing jobs, and where a continuing fear had devel-
oped under the deadening hand of the Depression, the
fear of eviction from homes and farms, and even star-
vation.

In the face of this crisis, FDR says there was no
remedy short of a permanent solution; that a temporary
revival was insufficient. But he says that that simple
truth was not recognized by some people. In fact, a
great many were incapable of thinking clearly because
they were thinking in monetary terms, in terms of “im-
mediate dollars.” He writes:

“In the face of this crisis in national morale, no
remedy which stopped short of correcting the immedi-
ate material illness of the moment could be a safe or
permanent cure.... That simple truth was not recog-
nized by some people. In fact, a great many who were
thinking of future national welfare in terms of immedi-
ate dollars began to protest within only a few weeks
after the banking crisis of March 4, 1933, against our
efforts to couple reform with recovery. In their selfish
shortsightedness they were deluded into the belief that
material recovery for the moment was all the Nation
needed for the long pull. These few did not realize how
childish and unrealistic it was to speak of recovery first
and reconstruction afterward.”

He had in mind, throughout the period of false pros-
perity after World War I, and the dark days of 1929, the
clear need for the re-establishment of government au-
thority, the re-establishment of the Constitution of the
United States, and all the powers that went into it.

But there were those who said, “No, no, no, let’s

1. The Public Papers and Addresses of Franklin D. Roosevelt, Vol. 2,
“The Year of Crisis, 1933”; with a special introduction and explanatory
notes by President Roosevelt.
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President Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal program to rapidly reverse the worst

aspects of the Depression was based in principle on Hamilton's notion of national
credit. Here, FDR announces the Bank Holiday, March 6, 1933, two days after his
Inauguration as President.

just correct things that can be fixed immediately. We’ll
bail out a few of the banks and the industrial corpora-
tions. Let’s just put the machine back in motion, and
laissez-faire and supply and demand will bring every-
thing back in order.” In contrast, Roosevelt saw the
need for a more permanent structure, what he describes
as real reform. He came up with the idea of the “New
Deal.” And as he describes in that location, “Deal,” as
in real action of the government: “that the Government
itself was going to use affirmative action to bring about
its avowed objectives”; not sitting back passively and
letting things happen. And “New,” as the new system
that would come to be, that “would replace the old
order of special privilege in a Nation which was com-
pletely and thoroughly disgusted with the existing dis-
pensation.”

He continues:

“The New Deal was fundamentally intended as a
modern expression of ideals set forth one hundred and
fifty years ago in the Preamble of the Constitution of
the United States—a more perfect union, justice, do-
mestic tranquility, the common defense, the general
welfare and the blessings of liberty to ourselves and
our posterity.

“But we were not to be content with merely hoping
for these ideals. We were to use the instrumentalities
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and powers of Government actively
to fight for them. There would be no
effort to circumscribe the scope of
private initiative so long as the rules
of fair play were observed. There
would be no obstacle to the incentive
of reasonable and legitimate private
profit.

“Because the American system
from its inception presupposed and
sought to maintain a society based on
personal liberty, on private owner-
ship of property and on reasonable
private profit from each man’s labor
or capital, the New Deal would insist
on all three factors. But because the
American system visualized protec-
tion of the individual against the
misuse of private economic power,
the New Deal would insist on curbing
such power.”

The Right To Be Productive

As I described in “The Bank of the United States
Draft Legislation,” written in February 2013, the gov-
ernment’s role is to create the means, through a lending
institution, to provide the right to the citizens to be pro-
ductive. It does not mean coming in and setting prices,
controlling everything that goes on, or deciding which
companies can exist, and so forth. There is a reasonable
profit to each man’s labor, private ownership, and per-
sonal liberty. But the issue is, that to make all three
work, you have to crush institutions like JP Morgan,
which he did.

Roosevelt says there were many people objecting to
his reforms throughout the Spring and Summer of 1933,
when the measures were being carried out: “A vocal
minority had already begun to cry out that reform
should be placed on a shelf and not taken down until
after recovery had progressed.”

Today we hear, “Let’s wait till after the recovery!
After the recovery, then we can reinstate Glass-Stea-
gall. After the recovery... We don’t want to hurt any-
thing right now.” This is what we have seen in the last
years from Congressmen who have believed the well-
paid lobbyists of Wall Street. What Roosevelt is de-
scribing is a mirror image of what is going on in the
United States today.

National 39


http://archive.larouchepac.com/restorethebank

But what was this concept really? What did it mean
for Roosevelt to come in and reinstate the American
System, and the Preamble of the Constitution?

What it was in fact, was the creation of the means of
the Powers of Congress. The Powers of Congress ex-
press a wide latitude for application. Depending on the
prevailing situation in history, and depending on the
crisis of the time, one must ask, “What are the means
that will effect the objects to be carried out?”

Alexander Hamilton lays this out in various loca-
tions, such as his “Report on Manufactures” (1791),
when also discussing this very concept of the powers
of the Congress. In Roosevelt’s case, he creates a
series of credit institutions, which were all within the
latitude of Article I, Section 8. Before getting into
those institutions and the principle involved, I want to
briefly review the precedent of Hamilton’s discussion
of the same.

Hamilton on the General Welfare and the
Authority of National Government

In Hamilton’s “Report on Manufactures,” he writes:

“The National Legislature has express authority ‘to
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to
pay the debts, and provide for the common defense and
general welfare,” with no other qualifications than that
‘all duties, imposts and excises, shall be uniform
throughout the United States.” These three qualifica-
tions excepted, the power to raise money is plenary and
indefinite, and the objects to which it may be appropri-
ated, are no less comprehensive than the payment of the
public debts, and the providing for the common defense
and general welfare.”

So one might ask, since that is pretty broad, “What
do you mean general welfare?” Hamilton continues:
“The term ‘general welfare’ were doubtless intended to
signify more than was expressed or imported in those
which preceded; otherwise, numerous exigencies inci-
dent to the affairs of a nation would have been left with-
out a provision. The phrase is as comprehensive as any
that could have been used; because it was not fit that the
constitutional authority of the Union to appropriate its
revenues should have been restricted within narrower
limits than the ‘general welfare’; and because this nec-
essarily embraces a vast variety of particulars, which are
susceptible neither of specification nor of definition.”

These are questions of appropriating money. Ear-
lier, in his paper on the “Constitutionality of the Na-
tional Bank,” in 1791, he wrote, “Can we appropriate
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money in the establishment of the Bank of the United
States?” And he presents a similar argument here,
where he says:

“There is an observation of the Secretary of State to
this effect which may require notice in this place:—
Congress, says he, are not to lay taxes ad libitum, for
any purpose they please, but only to pay the debts or
provide for the welfare of the Union. Certainly no infer-
ence can be drawn from this against the power of ap-
plying their money for the institution of a bank. It is true
that they cannot without breach of trust lay taxes for
any other purpose than the general welfare; but so nei-
ther can any other government. The welfare of the com-
munity is the only legitimate end for which money can
be raised on the community. The constitutional test of a
right application must always be, whether it be for a
purpose of general or local nature. A bank, then, whose
bills are to circulate in all the revenues of the country, is
evidently a general object, and, for that very reason, a
constitutional one, as far as regards the appropriation of
money to it.”

Also, in the end of the “Report on Manufactures,”
Hamilton is looking at the authority of the national gov-
ernment to provide for infrastructure, what Franklin
Roosevelt does later, which had been halted during
Hamilton’s time.

“There can certainly be no object more worthy of
the cares of the local administrations; and it were to be
wished that there was no doubt of the power of the Na-
tional Government to lend its direct aid on a compre-
hensive plan. This is one of those improvements which
could be prosecuted with more efficacy by the whole,
than by any part or parts of the Union.”

And he said the same about the encouragement of
inventions and discoveries:

“As in some other cases, there is cause to regret, that
the competency of the authority of the National Gov-
ernment to the good which might be done, is not with-
out a question. Many aids might be given to industry,
many internal improvements of primary magnitude
might be promoted, by an authority operating through-
out the Union, which cannot be effected as well, if at
all, by an authority confirmed within the limits of a
single State.”

This meaning of the “general welfare” and the “au-
thority of government,” which was defined clearly by
our first Treasury Secretary and those working with
him, was the basis for much of Roosevelt’s actions and
those of Congress.
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The Gifts of Prometheus:
Fusion & Physical Chemistry

This program by the LaRouchePAC Scientific Team was webcast on
Feb. 1, and hosted by Creighton Jones. The video, including the
questions and answers, can be viewed online.!

Creighton Jones: What will be presented today was
spurred by certain comments by Lyndon LaRouche in
the wake of the decision on the part of the Ukrainian
government to reject the economic offers from the Eu-
ropean Union, and to instead adopt and accept a pro-
posal from the Russians. What this represented was a
decision between two types of systems: On the one
hand, what the European Union was offering, and what
the monetarist system in general continues to offer,
which is extended debt, some monetary guarantees,
maybe the opportunity for the stationing of anti-ballis-
tic-missile systems in your country, and everything that
goes along with that. Or, on the other hand, what
Ukraine in fact accepted, was an offer for agreements
from Russia, around things like energy, physical pro-
ductivity, and the like.

The kind of decision that Ukraine has faced, be-
cause of what this represents globally—we’ve seen that
it has created a real crisis on an international level. It
epitomizes the kind of decision that all nations are
going to have to make—whether it be nations in Europe,
whether it be the United States, whether it be China, all
nations.

What Is Value?
Now, it really poses the question, as Mr. LaRouche
put it, of what is value, what is survival for a nation? Is

1. http://larouchepac.com/GiftsOfPrometheus-Webcast
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value simply a question of money, something which is
determined by “market forces”? Or, is value something
which is physical? Is there something deeper to the idea
of value than simply what the stock market says is valu-
able, or what consumer interests say is valuable? And
that’s exactly what we’re going to get into today: What,
in fact, is value?

This comes up in another way, when we look at, say,
the recent achievements on the part of the Chinese, who
landed a rover on the Moon, and have made it very clear
that their long-arching intention on the Moon is to in-
dustrialize it, to mine it for such things as helium-3.
What’s the value of helium-3? Why would you ever
want to bring helium-3 from the Moon, back to Earth?
I haven’t heard Warren Buffett say anything about the
value of helium-3. It’s not something which is often re-
ferred to on the commodities markets.

So what is the value of helium-3?

Well, in the current market context, it doesn’t have a
whole lot of value; it’s got minimal use. It’s not some-
thing which is commonly thought of as a “valuable
commodity,” the way people discuss gold or diamonds.
But what’s the value of helium-3, in the context of, say,
the development of fusion technology, of fusion reac-
tors, capable of using helium-3 to produce energy,
where it’s been estimated that a single shuttle-load of
helium-3 brought from the Moon to Earth, would pro-
duce enough energy to power the United States for an
entire year?
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There, value has a very
different kind of idea, a
physical idea, an idea which
is steeped in an intention for
the future. It has a value
which is defined not by mar-
kets, but by the human
mind, and by an intention to
advance humanity as a
whole.

And so, the fight around
the question of what is
value, is a fight which is as
old as the hills, so to speak—
or in our case, as old as
Mount Olympus. And so,
with that, I’ll turn it over to
our speakers.

I'm joined today by
Jason Ross, a member of the
LaRouchePAC Science
Team and editor-in-chief of
21st Century Science &
Technology magazine, and
also Liona Fan-Chiang, who
recently presented on our
weekly science show, “A
New Paradigm for Man-
kind.” a history of the de-
velopment of chemistry, and counterposed the two dif-
fering epistemological approaches to atomic physics.
And she’ll also be available to answer questions in re-
ferring to these topics.

So, with that, I’'ll turn it over to Jason Ross.

The ‘Arts’ of Prometheus

Jason Ross: As the theme of this webcast indicates,
“The Continuing Gifts of Prometheus: Fusion and
Physical Chemistry,” we’re going to be using the theme
of Prometheus to guide our approach to what the value
is of our increasing mastery over the physical universe,
our creation of new materials, and new powers.

Many of you have probably heard the story of Pro-
metheus. He was a Titan, who, according to Aeschylus,
helped overthrow Chronos and put in place Zeus, as the
new chief god of Olympus. However, you may not
know that this is not a myth. This is not a made-up story,
this is not fantasy; this is reality.

As Aeschylus explains this to us, in his play Pro-
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“Prometheus Brings Fire to Mankind,” painting by Heinrich
Fiiger, 1817

metheus Bound, part of a
trilogy (of which we’ve
lost the other two plays), as
the play opens, Prometheus
is being chained to a rock
by some other gods, who
explain how Zeus is pun-
ishing Prometheus for
what he’s done.

Prometheus expresses
how the goal of Zeus had
been to destroy the human
race. That as he was pass-
ing out gifts to the gods,
when it came to humanity,
he gave them nothing, and
in fact, planned to destroy
the human race and send it
down to Hades. Pro-
metheus says that he was
the only one to object to
this; that he was the one
who saved mankind from
what would have been its
fate. He explains this is
why he’s being punished.

The Chorus responds to
Prometheus, that anybody
who doesn’t understand his
plight is made of stone; that anybody who would not
feel pity for what he is going through would really not
be seeing things right. And that actually, most of the
gods do pity him:

Chorus: Iron-hearted and made of stone,
Prometheus, is he who feels no compassion at
your miseries. For myself, I would not have de-
sired to see them; and now that I see them, I am
pained in my heart.

Prometheus: Yes, to my friends indeed I am
a spectacle of pity.

Chorus: Did you perhaps transgress even
somewhat beyond this offense?

Even beyond saving mankind from destruction
when Zeus planned to eliminate the human race?

Prometheus: Yes, I caused mortals to cease
foreseeing their doom.
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Chorus: Of what sort was the cure that you
found for this affliction?

Prometheus: I caused unseen hopes to dwell
within their breasts.

Now, what does this mean, “I caused mortals to
cease foreseeing their doom™?

You may have heard the story of Pandora. After
Zeus chained up Prometheus, he sent Pandora as a pun-
ishment—Pandora was the first woman—and she
brought with her a bottle, which she was not supposed
to open, but she did. And all matter of calamity came
out of it, except for one thing. You may have heard that
this was “hope.” That’s not true. If we didn’t have hope,
then we wouldn’t have hope. Hope is an expectation of
good things in the future; what was left in that jar, was
the lack of free will, a foreknowledge of what your life
would lead to. That’s what we did not have.

Prometheus says that he prevented this from afflict-
ing mankind by giving us unseen hopes, by having no
fixed future. This separated us completely, from the ani-
mals, in thought already.

Since Chorus asked him, is there anything else that
you have done, he responds, yes, I also gave mankind
fire.

Chorus says: “Really? Do creatures of a day—mor-
tals—do they now have flame-eyed fire?”

And Prometheus says: “Yes, and from it they shall
learn many arts.”

And that’s what we’re going to be getting into today.

Let’s look at what some of these arts were. Among
the arts that Prometheus has given to mankind, and that
he enumerates, are basically everything that we use
today. He says that although “they had eyes to see, they
saw to no avail; they had ears, but they did not under-
stand; but, just as shapes in dreams, throughout their
length of days, without purpose they wrought all things
in confusion. They had neither knowledge of houses
built of bricks and turned to face the sun nor yet of work
in wood; but dwelt beneath the ground like swarming
ants, in sunless caves. They had no sign either of Winter
or of flowery Spring or of fruitful Summer, on which
they could depend, but managed everything without
judgment, until I taught them to discern the risings of
the stars and their settings, which are difficult to distin-
guish.”

So he said, we’ve got construction, we’ve got the
calendar, using astronomy, to know what time of the
year it is.
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Prometheus: Numbers, too, chiefest of sci-
ences, | invented for them, and the combining of
letters, creative mother of the Muses’ arts, with
which to hold all things in memory. I, too, first
brought brute beasts beneath the yoke to be sub-
ject to the collar and the pack-saddle, so that
they might bear in the man’s stead their heaviest
burdens; and to the chariot I harnessed horses
and made them obedient to the rein, to be an
image of wealth and luxury. It was I and no one
else who invented the mariner’s flaxen-winged
car’ (the sailing ship) “that roams the sea.
Wretched that I am—such are the arts I devised
for mankind, yet have myself no cunning means
to rid me of my present suffering.

Chorus: You have suffered sorrow and hu-
miliation. You have lost your wits and gone
astray; and, like an unskilled doctor, fallen ill,
you lose heart and cannot discover by which
remedies to cure your own disease.

Prometheus: Hear the rest and you shall
wonder the more at the arts and resources I de-
vised. This first and foremost: if ever man fell ill,
there was no defense—not healing food, no oint-
ment, nor any drink—but for lack of medicine
they wasted away, until I showed them how to
mix soothing remedies with which they now
ward off their disorders.... Now as to the bene-
fits to men that lay concealed beneath the
Earth—bronze, iron, silver, and gold—who
would claim to have discovered them before
me? No one, I know full well, unless he likes to
babble idly. Hear the sum of the whole matter in
the compass of one brief word—every art pos-
sessed by man comes from Prometheus.

“Every art possessed by man comes from Pro-
metheus.”

In the story that continues as told by Aeschylus, Pro-
metheus is visited by a number of different people.
Some of them give him support, some of them tell him
that he’s really screwed up, that he’s made a terrible
mistake for his life; that he could have left mankind
alone, he could have avoided displeasing Zeus, he could
have kept the powers of the gods to be their powers
alone, but he didn’t. The question that comes up is: Did
Prometheus err? Did he make a mistake? There are
those who try to convince him that he has, but he knows
better.
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Solet’s get into what these gifts are and what kind of
eras created them. An analysis, looking through history,
shows us that the natural state of the human species is to
develop, is to grow, is to be creative. And that it is only
during the times of empire’s control that man is held
back.

So let’s go through what these types of fire are: First,
let’s actually discuss fire.

Here you see (Figure 1) a chart of the uses of fire
throughout the history of the United States, the amount
of energy used per capita in the United States; you can
see that the green is wood. We weren’t using coal in the
beginnings of the United States. You can see how, as the
development of coal became more important, with the
steam engine and things like this throughout the middle
of the 19th Century, coal eclipsed the use of wood, and
became the dominant energy source. Coal has much
more energy per unit than does wood. It’s also much
more compact, and you do a lot of things with wood
that you can’t do with coal—you can build a house out
of wood. And you can do things with coal that you can’t
do with wood. More on that coming up.

We then see the next type of energy source: petro-
leum and natural gas. Petroleum has a higher energy
density than coal; you can use it in engines, we use it for
transportation. You can see how it is taking over as an
increasing energy source.

Then you see fission energy, our nuclear plants. You
can see how that could have become our next energy,
but it simply didn’t. The petroleum and natural gas are
decreasing slightly per capita, nuclear did not grow, and
if you look at the history of the growth of these forms of
fire, the amount of energy per capita that we have in the
United States now, should be two to three times what it
currently is!

44  Science

Let’s talk about why that is, why
this hasn’t continued, and let’s look
at what these uses of fire have meant
for us over time.

Materials for Mankind’s Use

The history of mankind is some-
times broken up into ages, named
after materials: the Stone Age, the
Bronze Age, the Iron Age, the Steel
Age. The Stone Age should probably
be called the Fire Age, however, be-
cause man’s history begins with our
use of fire. During the Stone Age, we
had art, we had sculpture, we had the development of
tools, wooden tools of course, and stone tools. We had
the use of fire to harden those stone tools. We had baking,
we had cooking, we had woodworking, we had sculpt-
ing, we had fabrics and weaving, so to insult this society
and say this is a “stone age” society, that we’re much
more advanced right now—well, you have to look in the
context of where mankind is. Is it progressing?

But the beginnings of human history, of our written
records, go to about the time of what we call the Bronze
Age. This happened around 5,000 years ago, and it
began with the creation of materials.

Figure 2 is an image of copper as found in its native
state. Just like you find various gems and minerals in
the ground or on the ground, copper was actually found
in nature. It’s a metal that exists in its natural state:
10,000 years ago, human beings were turning copper
into tools, beating it, shaping it, using heat to soften it,
to change its shape even more, hardening it by hammer-
ing—10,000 years ago.
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The other examples in this early time
were gold, which was mined over 5,000
years ago; silver could also be found. So
metals were known. But the real break-
through came with the development of
materials—it seems almost like a miracle!

Here I have a piece of malachite. As
you can see, it’s a green rock. It looks like
a rock; there’s nothing particularly special
about this, that would make you think you
could do anything with it besides maybe
use it to beat something, or that sort of
thing. However, you might be surprised
that this is what you can make from it: a
piece of copper wire.

FIGURE 3

The copper that we use in our homes,
the copper wiring and everything else
comes from ores, like malachite. The orig-
inal development of this discovery—5,000
years ago—was the beginning of what
came to be called “the Bronze Age” be-
cause of something that was added to the
copper.

You could make tools out of copper,
but they weren’t actually better than stone
tools. You had new techniques for shaping
them and for forming them, and that was
very good; but the actual physical qualities
of copper, once you make the tool, are not
superior to, say, a sharp piece of flint for
cutting. The real development came from
creating bronze. To do this, not only did human beings
have to transform a green rock into a shiny copper
metal; they also had to know that if you added tin to this
copper, that you would create a new metal, bronze,
which is superior to copper, and it’s superior to tin. It’s
a material that never existed on Earth, except maybe in
very small amounts, in tiny pockets; that never existed
on Earth before human beings created it.

Now, what made it possible to make this transfor-
mation? Here I have a charcoal briquette, nothing too
special about it. Do you know where charcoal comes
from? You might say the grocery store, that’s probably
where your charcoal comes from—but it’s made from
wood.

Figure 3 is a 100-year-old picture of charcoal pro-
duction. Looks like a pleasant pastime for these people!
You take a large amount of wood, you put it in a pile,
and then in Figure 4, you see what we do to it: You

February 14,2014 EIR

cover the whole pile with soil, and you burn it. Here the
wood is baking, burning with very little oxygen, for two
to three days under all of that dirt. After that time, when
you uncover the dirt, you find that the wood is actually
transformed into charcoal.

What’s so good about charcoal? Well, it burns hotter
than wood does; it’s much cleaner than wood. When
you burn wood, there are a lot of things in wood that
come out of it, a lot of different chemicals, a lot of dif-
ferent elements. Charcoal is almost 100% pure carbon.

The Bronze Age

So, with the charcoal and the malachite, you would
get beds of charcoal; you would powder the malachite
by banging it up, you would burn them together for a
few hours, probably blowing in air to help the tempera-
ture get hotter and help the process, and what occurs is
that—people obviously didn’t know this 5,000 years
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ago, in this way—but the carbon from the
charcoal combines with the oxygen in the
malachite—this is basically rusted copper—
and it pulls the oxygen out of it, leaving
behind the metal. This is an astonishing thing
to do 5,000 years ago! It’s an astonishing
thing to do today. I think if you do it yourself,
it’s pretty amazing.

The development of bronze meant that we
had created something totally new, totally
more useful. The next big thing you could do
with bronze, is that you could produce cast
objects with it (Figure 5). Casting something
such as a cast iron pan, means that you have
melted the bronze; you have poured it into a
mold, it then hardens—here you can see the
bronze being poured in—it hardens and
makes whatever shape you want. This was a
new thing that you were able to do with
bronze that was much more difficult with
copper.

Okay. Let’s look at the next breakthrough.
Around 1200 B.C. a shift was made, where
bronze sort of disappeared from use. The dif-
ficulty in obtaining the tin for bronze meant
that its use declined; you often don’t find
copper and tin near each other, so with the
breakdown of trade routes which stretched as
far as the British Isles, maybe even the New
World, tin wasn’t available; no more bronze.

Iron Technologies

The next material that was introduced
was iron. Now, iron is much more plentiful
than copper. Iron ore looks like copper ore—
it’s not a green rock, but it looks like a rock.
You wouldn’t expect anything metallic to
come out of it. But if you do the same process
we did with the malachite, you’ll wind up
with what we see in Figure 6. This is called
an “iron bloom.” It’s not pure iron, it’s not
melted, it still has impurities in it. After you
heat it, you basically bang it—this guy is
using a sledge hammer—you have to beat the

FIGURE 5

FIGURE 6

FIGURE 7

impurities out of it. It takes a lot of work, and all that  source for us, than copper is. (That’s “shingling,” the
work produces wrought iron, which is very pure iron. process of banging the bloom.)

It’s a tradeoff. Iron is much more plentiful, but it’s Now, if we look at Figure 7, we can see the produc-
much more work to produce it. However, since it’s so tion of a kind of steel. Steel is iron with carbon in it; the
readily available, fundamentally it’s a far superior  blade you’re seeing here is called “damascus steel.” We

46 Science

EIR February 14, 2014



actually don’t know how this was made; we can’t pro-
duce it any more. We produce metals that look like it,
but they’re not actually the same. What you do is you
take the iron, you lay it on top of charcoal, and you bang
the iron into the charcoal: It actually picks up carbon
from that charcoal, and the outer layer becomes steel. It
would then be heated, folded, again and again, maybe
12 or 15 times, to produce the metal that you see in this
dagger here.

The next big breakthrough, to move ahead through
metallurgy, was the use of pig iron, around 1200 A.D. It
took this long, two millennia in Europe; it was used much
earlier in China, but we’ll focus on Europe; it took two
millennia for the development of pig iron, which is when
iron is heated so much that it melts. When iron melts, it
picks up a lot of carbon from the charcoal around it, and
it becomes hard, but very brittle. So if you have a cast
iron pan, which is made from melted pig iron, those pans
can crack very easily. If you bang it with a hammer, it’s
not going to slowly bend into a new shape, it’ll just break!
If you change its temperature too rapidly, it’ll break. Not
the most useful substance.

What made pig iron so useful that it completely re-
placed the earlier, very labor-intensive process of bang-
ing iron blooms to get all the impurities out (to create
wrought iron). This involved the Bessemer steel pro-
cess. This was around the time of the U.S. Civil War.
What Bessemer did was to blow air into melted pig
iron. The oxygen from the air would combine with the
excess carbon, and gas out as carbon dioxide, leaving
behind pure iron again, which you would then have to
add carbon to, by beating it into carbon—it was a lot of
work to make steel at this time!

The next big breakthroughs were the use of alloys.
In the 1910s, stainless steel was developed. Stainless
steel, unlike regular steel, won’t corrode, won’t rust, as
long as you take care of it, and don’t let it sit in saltwater
all the time. And other things like this. We now have a
huge number of different kinds of alloys, very small,
trace amounts of other elements, like molybdenum,
nickel, titanium: These are added to the steel to give it
unique properties.

So we’ve really come a long way. However, in all of
this, the basic understanding of the materials has always
been, what is their physical nature? Is it hard? Can I make
it sharp? How much can I pull on it before it snaps? How
much can I push on it before it compresses? How much
can I twist it before breaks? Physical characteristics.
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Science of Transformations

The next application of fire to look at is the develop-
ment of chemistry. Now chemistry really helped us
both make sense of things that we were already doing,
and it totally transformed the potential of what we were
able to do, because we now understood not only the
physical properties of things that we had made as
wholes, but also how the very elements of nature would
interact.

Let’s take a look at Dmitri Mendeleyev’s table
(Figure 8), the Periodic Table, on the left. It does not
look identical with the one on the right, which you’re
probably more familiar with. But what Mendeleyev had
done was to decode matter, to understand two very im-
portant things. One was that elements are not materials.
For example: Charcoal is made out of carbon; diamonds
are made out of carbon. Charcoal and diamonds are
very different materials. Mendeleyev said that there’s a
difference between the form that an element takes and
the transformations that it is capable of undergoing. He
said, the composition of a compound is the expression
of those transformations of which it is capable.

So his idea of the elements wasn’t the properties of
material, like how dense it is or anything like that. His
understanding of the elements, was what kinds of trans-
formations was it capable of participating in? What
could it do? So, oxygen is not a gas. Oxygen by itself
does form a gas, but oxygen in that green malachite
rock—that’s not a gas. Malachite is not copper plus a
gas; it is copper and oxygen.

So from this understanding of what was really going
on in the very small, we had a whole new dimension of
materials: the chemical dimension. We’re not only
looking at the physical properties, but now we’re get-
ting into the chemical properties. This meant that we
could do new things, such as by the use of electricity,
which is the next thing to talk about.

A New Dimension: Electricity

Electricity is an entirely new dimension of knowl-
edge. Electricity began as sort of an amusement, and it
existed that way for actually thousands of years! The
word “electricity” comes from the word “electron.” It’s
a Greek word and it means—you’d probably never
guess this—it means “amber.” What does electricity
have to do with amber? What do we do with amber? We
collect bugs in it or make jewelry out of it or something.
Well, if you rub amber, just like if you rub a balloon on

Science 47



FIGURE 8
The Periodic Table of Elements
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a sweater, you get what we call “static electricity.” The
Greeks referred to the material that did it “amber,”
“electron.” So that if you rubbed amber, it would pick
up little bits of feathers and things like this, and that was
about all you could do with it.

Around the time of Benjamin Franklin, electricity
had really come a long way. Generators were made that
operated by rubbing. The first electrical generators were
based on rubbing, spinning a wheel and rubbing, and
they would collect this “electric fluid,” and could do ex-
periments with it. Some famous experiments involving
frogs’ legs that twitched under an electric current and
other things, started to increase appreciation for what this
substance was. And before 1800, the first source of flow-
ing electricity was introduced: the battery. A chemical
process created a flowing of the electric fluid. Before
that, all electricity was what we would call static electric-
ity, a buildup of a certain kind of electricity which might
flow out through a spark, or something like that, but it
wasn’t a flow; with batteries, we had a flow.

This meant a total transformation. What it meant
was the connection between electricity and magne-
tism—magnetism was also known to the Greeks—only
with flowing electricity could it be discovered that these
were actually two facets of the same process. So with
an electric battery, an electric cell, a moving current—
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Dmitri Mendeleyev (1834-1907)

current means running, like in a stream, that has a cur-
rent—Qersted discovered around 1800 that magnetism
was actually like a flowing of electricity.

That completely transformed its use! People did try
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to make telegraphs before the connection between elec-
tricity and magnetism, but they were very bad, and they
weren’t very useful. Once you had the connection be-
tween electricity and magnetism, then you could make
things move: You could have the telegraphs that we’re
familiar with, where one person creating a current,
makes a tap-tap-tap noise somewhere else.

Then, the really big breakthrough, that made electric-
ity more useful than for doing some chemical experi-
ments, where it could be used to pull apart different ele-
ments, was with the ability to create electricity by motion.
We went from rubbing, to chemistry, to moving electric
and magnetic fields. The generators of today operate by
moving a magnetic field past wires, which induces a cur-
rent in those wires. Once this was discovered, and once
effective generators were made, once effective dynamos
were made, electricity really became something that was
useful. Many of its first applications were for lighting;
even before the filament bulbs that we’re familiar with, it
was used to make a spark between two pieces of carbon,
an arc light, which was very bright.

But then the tremendous breakthrough, that funda-
mentally transformed how we act, was the development
of the electric motor. In the late 1800s, electricity made
the breakthrough of being able to be created by me-
chanical motion, meaning that we could use the steam
engines that already existed, and now, instead of pow-
ering mechanical motion by it, we could use that steam
to create a flowing electric current, which is much more
easily moved than mechanical motion. You may have
seen pictures or videos of old factories, where one
steam engine with a bunch of leather belts that were just
waiting to rip your arm off—there was definitely no
OSHA back then—was a very difficult way of moving
motion. With a wire that goes to a motor, you can now
have control of individual machines that are able to be
distant from the source of power. You could make a
very large power plant, that would serve many different
customers. And that’s exactly what happened.

And then, with the development of the AC motor, in,
I believe, 1888, now we could have long-distance trans-
mission of electricity, because, you can use a transformer
with alternating current; we can use it to create motion,
and now, we’ve got a fundamentally different relation-
ship to all the forms of fire than we had before then. You
could use wood to power a boiler and make motion; you
could use coal, to power an engine, to make motion; you
could use petroleum to power a motor to make motion
like in your car. But, by adding the new dimension of
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knowledge of electricity, those motions can now be
transformed, transmitted as electric current and used for
all sorts of things: lighting, heating, air conditioning,
which are based on motion, motors, etc.

So we’ve got a new dimension: charge. Remember,
we had physical properties of metals; we had chemical
properties of substances, and now, we’ve got specifically
electrical properties of materials; we’re adding new di-
mensions to our knowledge, literally new dimensions.

Nuclear Power and Beyond

The last domain to take up in opening here, is nu-
clear. Now, everyone has heard of nuclear power. Many
people don’t really know how it works at all. Briefly on
this, nuclear is yet another new dimension. It’s a whole
ability to look at the nucleus of materials which have
characteristics that are different than the chemical prop-
erties of elements. For example, before nuclear science,
you might say “well, what does this element like to
combine with? Can we burn it, what materials does it
make, what compounds does it form?” But now with
nuclear science, we start asking totally different ques-
tions. We ask, “Does this element emit radiation? Is this
element susceptible of being cracked in half, the pro-
cess called fission? Is this element susceptible of being
fissioned to create a large amount of power?”

So the discoveries that led into that, I’m not going to
go through right now, but based on our knowledge
today, we have a new domain of consideration, a new
dimension. Figure 9 shows a new periodic table—well,
it doesn’t emphasize the periodicity of it, but this is a
table of the nuclides. On this chart, moving up is more
protons; moving to the right is more neutrons; the black
elements are stable elements, they’re not radioactive.
The different colors that you see there indicate what
kind of radiation these nuclides emit.

What kind of processes are they capable of? Ura-
nium, for example, which as a chemical element isn’t
really all that exciting, uranium oxides fluoresce, mean-
ing that shining light on them makes them emit a differ-
ent color light. That’s kind of interesting. It was used to
tint stained glass. That’s something. It’s very heavy, it’s
very dense, that’s somewhat interesting, but none of its
chemical properties are what makes it important to us
now.

What’s important is its nuclear property, the fact
that we can set up uranium in such a way that we can
cause a cascading action of fissions, where one fission
causes another to occur, and use the incredible amount
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FIGURE 9

of energy that comes out of that. This is an energy over
a thousand times more powerful than chemical energy.
We can now use that as a new dimension of our action.

So, what this means for us, is that we’ve gone
through a whole series of different transformations, dif-
ferent dimensions of our knowledge. The application of
them, that’s the next thing to look at. Because, why
have these powers not been implemented? When we

saw the chart originally of the different
forms of fire, it changed what we were
o able to do, from wood, which makes you
b warm and cooks things; to charcoal,
which is hot enough to use for metal-
lurgy; to coal, which is much more con-
venient than destroying your forests—
some of the first laws about the
environment were passed about 700
years ago, when regulations were made
to reduce the destruction of forests for
the production of charcoal! So using
coal is much more environmentally
friendly than using wood.

And then, the use of fission: Why
didn’t fission go up? Why have we
stopped increasing our power?

The Oligarchical Mindset

Figure 10 shows the population growth of the
human species, and it goes up to 2000. Now, there’s
something very characteristic about this, as you know:
It increases. It increases very dramatically around the
time of the formation of the colonies of the United
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States. We also see times of major set-
backs, what you might call a dark age.
We’ve seen times where plagues de-

FIGURE 11

World Population Growth Rates: 1950-2050

stroyed a third of the population in
Europe, in times of economic collapse
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caused by empire.
Figure 11 shows the rate of popula-
tion growth: Now, some people say that
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the world’s overpopulated. They don’t
usually offer to help that themselves—
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1 billion people on this planet. Like
Zeus, like earlier societies,—you can
go back 4,000 years and hear the gods
complaining about overpopulation. To-
day’s environmentalists—really, anti-
humanists—who use “environmental-
ism” as another word, they say we’ve
got to cut the world’s population.

And if you look at this chart, it’s happening. The rate
of growth of the world’s population has been decreas-
ing since the early ’60s: Since President Kennedy’s as-
sassination, the growth of the world population, the di-
rection of change of the people on this planet, has been
going down.

So, this isn’t an accident. This is being done inten-
tionally. The main way that’s being done is through a
new word for oligarchy, or Zeus, which is “green,”
which says that the best goal for the human species, is
not to exist! According to a Greenie, according to the
green ideology, our goal is to have no impact on the
world around us, that somehow “nature” is good the
way that it is, and it’s bad if we change it.

Now, you wouldn’t apply that to anything else,
unless you just don’t like to change anything. I mean, if
you’ve got something that’s set up very well, that’s
good. If it’s badly set up, change it!

For example, the water flow on the North American
continent is horribly designed: A ton of water gets
caught by the mountains along the western part of our
continent, the rain falls, and it flows right into the ocean.
Useless, wasted water! Terrible design! If you had an
engineering firm that designed this, you’d fire them!

But that’s the way our continent is designed; there’s
nothing good about it. We need to improve that, bring
the water inland, make it more useful, increase the pro-
ductivity of this water cycle: That’s natural. That is op-
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Source: U5, Census Bureau, International Data Base, June 2011 Update,

posed by the oligarchical forces which say that it is eas-
iest to control a population, treated as animals, when
they are kept stupid and when they are kept poor.

I’m going to read two quotes about this. The first,
this is a quote from 4,000 years ago, from a Mesopota-
mian epic, the Atra-Hasis. Here, the gods are complain-
ing. They say about people:

The load is excessive, it is killing us,

Our work is too hard, the trouble is too much,

So every single one of us gods has agreed to
complain to Enlil [Zeus at that time]

The country was as noisy as a bellowing bull

The god grew restless at their racket,

Enlil had to listen to their noise.

He addressed the great gods:

“The noise of mankind has become too much,

I am losing sleep over their racket.

Give the order that the surrupu-disease shall
break out!”

“Overpopulation” is not new.

I couldn’t help but notice that this sounds exactly
like Zero Population Growth founder and fellow of the
British Royal Society Paul Ehrlich, who evidently has
some social problems, in addition to his other difficul-
ties. In the prologue to his stupid book, The Population
Bomb (1968), which is completely wrong and should
prove to anybody that he’s an idiot, he wrote:
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I have understood the population explosion in-
tellectually for a long time. I came to understand
it emotionally one stinking hot night in Delhi a
few years ago. My wife and daughter and I were
returning to our hotel in an ancient taxi. The
seats were hopping with fleas.... As we crawled
through the city, we entered a crowded slum
area. The temperature was well over 100, and
the air was a haze of dust and smoke. The streets
seemed alive with people. People eating, people
washing, people sleeping. People visiting, argu-
ing, and screaming. People thrusting their dirty
hands through the taxi window, begging. People
defecating and urinating. People clinging to
buses. People herding animals. People, people,
people, people! As we moved slowly through
the mob, hand horns squawking, the dust, the
noise, heat and cooking fires gave the scene a
hellish aspect. Would we ever get to our hotel?

Now, I don’t see a big emotional difference between
the outlook of Paul Ehrlich and the god Enlil, in the 19th
Century B.C., of a hatred of having too many people
around, disturbing the peace of a few who should be
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ruling over the rest of the mankind, ideally capriciously—
that’s the ideal type of ruler. And the techniques used to
implement that today, best fit under the category of
Greenism, which says: no development, no nuclear. You
know, every plant is a Fukushima. Fukushima! There
was an earthquake and a tsunami! This wasn’t a nuclear
plant that had a problem: ask all the people who died
there. They weren’t killed by that nuclear plant.

Defeat ‘Greenism’!

It’s something we have to completely eliminate as
an outlook. We can’t compromise with Greenism. It has
to be swept away, and we have to replace it with a fight
for the development of the human species, to the level
where all human beings—this is the goal—will have
the opportunity to contribute something of truly lasting
value.

Five thousand years ago, the creation of bronze was
developed. We don’t know by whom, we don’t know
their names, we don’t know what their family was like.
Well, what those people did, whoever it was who devel-
oped this, if it was one person, or maybe many people
independently, what we do know is that action had an
effect which continues today, which fundamentally
transformed the human species.

Not many people in history have had lives that con-
tributed to making that happen. And the times when it’s
most possible have been the times when empire was the
weakest. The creation of the United States was the op-
portunity to rid humanity of control by oligarchism, as
expressed in Europe at the time by those who founded
the United States, to create a society that was able to
resist oligarchism, to develop for the well-being of
people, and where the pursuit of happiness, the increas-
ing perfection of others, could become the goal of its
citizens.

That’s the goal that the United States has to take up
again, which will only be possible by ousting Obama,
making a complete 180 on our economic policy, the re-
implementation of Glass-Steagall, the creation of a
credit system, and the adoption of long-term projects
for future wealth creation, for the future creation of
value, which, as we’ve discussed today, comes in phys-
ical transformations in our ability to live.

So that’s the mission that we have to have, and 1
think that this very short overview, considering how
many years of history this involves, gives a better idea
of what is really valuable, and on what economic wealth
exists.
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Editorial

Take the Queen’s Finger Off the Button!

Those who doubt that the current crisis in Ukraine
is guided “from the top,” by assets of a British
Empire determined to crush Russian resistance to
its New Feudal globalization plan, need look no
further than a London Economist scenario pub-
lished on March 17, 2007. The scenario outlined in
that article, which was written on the occasion of
the 50th anniversary of the EU, has such an eerie
resemblance to current events, that it should pro-
voke the reader to acknowledge the truth: The cur-
rent conflict is being manipulated by the intentions
of an evil British Empire—and the destruction of
the power of that Empire over the United States is
the only way to end the danger.

The leading methods for destroying the Empire,
as outlined by Lyndon LaRouche, are: 1) impeach
British puppet Obama; and 2) reinstate Glass-Stea-
gall.

The following quote comes from a March 7,
2008 EIR article by Rachel Douglas, “British Im-
perial Strategists Push EU To Confront Russia,”
which reviewed the March 2007 article (see www.
larouchepub.com).

The Economist package, dedicated to the Euro-
pean Union at 100, and written from the standpoint
of 2057, begins with the following scenario:

“The EU is celebrating its 100th birthday with
quiet satisfaction. Predictions when it turns 50 that
it was doomed to irrelevance in a world dominated
by America, China and India proved wide of the
mark. A turning point was the bursting of Ameri-
ca’s housing bubble and the collapse of the dollar
early in the presidency of Barack Obama in
2010.... The other cause for quiet satisfaction has
been the EU’s foreign policy. In the dangerous
second decade of the century, when Vladimir Putin
returned for a third term as Russian president and

stood poised to invade Ukraine, it was the EU that
pushed the Obama administration to threaten mas-
sive nuclear retaliation...” (emphasis added).

Did the message sink in? Here we have a
mouthpiece for the British Empire admitting that
its instrument, the EU, is going to get its puppet,
Barack Obama, to threaten nuclear war against
Russia over Ukraine! This was public in 2007!

Even worse, we find that this very scenario is
active today—and the American Congress, and
American people, are apparently prepared to let it
happen, on the assumption that “it can’t be that
bad,” and “everything will turn out all right.”
Indeed, the Economist scenario assumed the
same—predicting that Russia would capitulate and
submit.

This is pure fantasy. Russian leaders have made
it abundantly clear that they know their enemies’
intention, and they are prepared to fight back. That
pathway leads nowhere but to nuclear extinction.

Lyndon LaRouche—from the opposite stand-
point—also forecast the current scenario of con-
frontation, but he provided a totally different ap-
proach. The crux of war avoidance, he has stressed,
is to eliminate the power of the British Empire.
This is done, first, by removing that Empire’s
power over the United States, by removing the
British puppet in the White House. Without a Brit-
ish stooge having his finger on the nuclear button,
the danger is greatly lessened.

Second, the Empire’s control over the United
States as a nation must be broken, by crushing its
financial power (including that of its appendage
Wall Street) with Glass-Steagall.

The time has come when patriots have no other
choices. We are staring at catastrophe unless we act
now.
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