
December 4, 2015  EIR Deeper into the Sea of Blood  33

Below is an edited transcript of Lyndon LaRouche’s 
Nov. 28 dialog with the Manhattan Project

Dennis Speed: My name is Dennis Speed and on 
behalf of the LaRouche Political Action Committee, I’d 
like to welcome you here today. I’m going to start today 
with a statement that’s just been released by Mr. La-
Rouche. It’s entitled “Put Obama Under Lock and Key 
To Avert Immediate Danger of Nuclear War.” The re-
lease begins:

“Lyndon H. LaRouche today reiterated, with added 
urgency, his previous warning that U.S. President 
Barack Obama is on a determined path toward nuclear 
war and must be removed from office immediately. The 
warning comes in response 
to the escalation of Obama’s 
ongoing nuclear confronta-
tion policy towards Russia as 
exemplified by the shooting 
down of a Russian jet over 
Syria by NATO member and 
U.S. ally Turkey. The Turk-
ish action could only have 
occurred with the blessing of 
Obama. LaRouche’s warn-
ings are underscored by as-
sessments of security experts 
in the U.S. Yet, there is a 
foolish reluctance among 
these experts to demand the 
one remedy that can pull the 
world back from the threat of 
nuclear war—removing 
Obama from control of the 
U.S. nuclear forces, by im-
peachment or the activation 
of the 25th Amendment to 
the U.S. Constitution.

“The latest warning about possible imminent nu-
clear war was just published in Politico Magazine by a 
former nuclear-missile launch officer, Bruce G. Blair, 
titled, “Could U.S.-Russia Tensions Go Nuclear?”  
Blair points to the Obama Administration’s launch-on-
warning policy and the shortening of the response time 
for making a decision about launching nuclear forces. 
He states that this puts the world on a nuclear hair-
trigger more dangerous than during the Cold War.

“Blair warns:

That’s especially true since the public doesn’t re-
alize just how little time exists for our leaders to 
make a decision to use nuclear weapons, even 
today—and if anything, the atmosphere has 
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become even more hair trigger with the threat of 
cyberwarfare. A launch order is the length of a 
tweet. Missile crews in turn transmit a short 
stream of computer signals that immediately 
ignite the rocket engines of many hundreds of 
land-based missiles. For the United States, this 
takes 1 minute. As a former nuclear-missile 
launch officer, I personally practiced it hundreds 
of times. We were called Minutemen. U.S. sub-
marine crews take a little longer; they can fire 
their missiles in 12 minutes.

Enter the Manhattan Project
Blair further elaborates and goes on—I’m not going 

to read all of it—

Given the 11- to 30-minute flight times of attack-
ing missiles (11 for submarines lurking off the 
other side’s coasts, and 30 for rockets flying over 
the poles to the other side of the planet), nuclear 
decision-making under launch on warning—the 
process from warning to decision to action—is 
extremely rushed, emotionally charged, and pro 
forma, driven by checklists. I describe it as the 
rote enactment of a prepared script. In some sce-
narios, after only a 3-minute assessment of early 
warning data, the U.S. President receives a 30-
second briefing on his nuclear response options 
and their consequences. He then has a few min-
utes—12 at most, more likely 3 to 6—to choose 
one.

“In that context, Obama’s deployment of U.S. and 
allied forces against Russia can only be seen as an esca-
lation towards nuclear conflict. For example, Blair cites 
the deployment of U.S. Aegis destroyers in the Black 
Sea armed with cruise missiles that could strike Moscow 
in minutes. Or the deployment of U.S. strategic bomb-
ers flying toward Russia. This, in turn, forces Russia 
into an escalatory response.

“Blair asks:

Do U.S. leaders understand that the Russians 
may fear a decapitation threat is emerging, and 
that this threat may be the underlying driver rais-
ing the stakes for Russia to the level of an exis-
tential threat warranting preparations for the use 
of nuclear weapons? I doubt they do.

“The frightening conclusion that Blair does not 
draw, however, is that U.S. President Barack Obama 
does know, and intends to create an existential crisis for 
Russia, and thus, bring the world to the brink of thermo-
nuclear war. Since the beginning of Barack Obama’s 
Presidency, LaRouche has warned that Obama is a nar-
cissistic killer. Everything that Obama has done since 
has proven LaRouche right. One need only look at 
Obama’s assumption of the role of global executioner, 
presiding over the regular Tuesday sessions where he 
personally decides the kill lists for U.S. drone attacks. 
Or, his confrontational behavior towards Russia in the 
wake of the Turkish downing of the Russian fighter jet.

“There is no time or room for a long debate on this 
matter. Obama’s nuclear war provocation poses a threat 
to the existence of the human race. He must be removed 
now. A single Congressman can initiate impeachment 
proceedings. Responsible officials within the Presi-
dency can initiate the 25th Amendment on the basis that 
a President intending to provoke nuclear war is no 
longer fit for office. The American people must now 
heed LaRouche’s warning. Remove Obama Now!”

And that is the conclusion of the statement.
So, Lyn, I’d like to ask, do you wish to make any 

further remarks before we begin?
Lyndon LaRouche: No, I think what we said so far 

on the record, when people assimilate what has been 
just presented to them, is enough warning for them to 
pay attention.

Speed: Yes. And I’d just like to say on my own part, 
when you come to the microphone, come and ask ques-
tions—we had a bit of an incident last week of someone 
filibustering New-Left-style; and we would not only 
appreciate it, we’re going to demand that we stay on 
topic. We realize that this confrontation with reality 
might be a bit much for some of the people, some of you 
who are here for the first time in particular, but let’s go 
and let’s confront reality.

Q: Good afternoon, Mr. LaRouche. This is Jessica 
from Brooklyn. What I want to say has to do with your 
latest writing, where you said that we must, when we go 
to interventions or when we go to these events,—I’m 
particularly concerned about that, when we go to events 
where we are intervening into a situation where there’s 
an audience; and sometimes the audience is pretty intel-
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ligent, sometimes they’re not. But we’re intervening 
into the situation where the panel is talking nonsense; 
and you’re saying to humiliate and degrade those people 
who refuse to say the truth and get the audience to think 
about educating themselves. I think I got that right.

I want to talk about an incident that happened, and 
then I’d like you to talk a little more about how we are, 
or give us ideas about how to actually do that. What we 
should do as activists in those situations.

You have to Terrify Them
I went to a meeting called “The Important East-

West Committee” this past week, and they had a panel 
of people who were talking about Russia being our ally 
in the past, the things that need to be done to bring us 
into cooperation with Russia now. They talked all 
about how—they knew that Obama had done certain 
things that were not quite right. Putin had introduced a 
process of fighting ISIS; Obama really did not sit down 
with him and go through the things that needed to be 
done.

This is what they’re saying. They knew that there 
were Nazis in Ukraine; they knew that regime change 
had taken place. They also knew that a peace process 
must take place, cooperation must happen. So they said 
a lot of things that are absolutely true; they also talked 
about the 50 or troops that were sent into Syria, and that 
Obama maybe should not have done that.

And the last thing that they said, that really kind of 
pissed me off (excuse the expression), they said that the 
strategic intent of Putin was in question.

So when I got a chance to speak, I said, “The strate-
gic intent of Obama is what is in question. And Obama 
has done these things which you have said, and yet, you 
still haven’t seen that you are supposed to impeach him. 
You’re still dancing around, talking about how you’re 
going to ’persuade’ him: Well, what’re you going to do? 
You’re going to ’persuade’ to do better? We’re going to 
talk to him about coming into cooperation with Putin?”

And I said, “Well, the thing that I see as the Presi-
dent, you act like he’s just a man, he’s just Obama. He 
may be cute, he may play basketball, you know, all 
these things. But we’re talking about the Presidency, 
the leader of the United States of America. So what we 
really should do, when we’re talking about our Presi-
dent, and not ‘some guy’ who you’d like to persuade to 
do something, is impeach him!”

So I challenge the panel to impeach Obama, and I 
tell the audience, “we must impeach him.”

So I hadn’t even realized at the time that I talked 
about his little basketball thing, that Bill Bradley was 
on the panel! I found out later, and I had a good laugh. 
But you know, I have been told that that type of thing, 
where you strike them and humiliate them and degrade 
them, and make them think about their lives, and also 
reach the audience. So if you could talk about how we 
could do more of that, what is the strategy for that? 
How we as activists have to make that happen, and 
change people’s minds through humor, or if you can get 
that in, and challenge them to really think, on both the 
panel and the audience.

LaRouche: It will not work unless you can strike a 
blow which terrifies them: not in the sense of terroriz-
ing them, but prompting them to realize that they have 
no option to live, if they don’t act on it. And that’s the 
only way it works.

Of course, the people who are going to make the 
argument have to present a competent case for the argu-
ment. They have to point out the initial facts which have 
to be considered. They have to make a conclusive argu-
ment which people have to recognize as being a conclu-
sive argument; otherwise it doesn’t work. And there-
fore, people who are saying “maybe, maybe, maybe. . .,” 

A dark, gruesome, but wholly true depiction of the 
threat of thermonuclear war, its consequences, and 
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maybe these people do not have much of a long period 
of life-span. And it’s people who really can come 
frankly to the point of decision who’re the only ones 
who are likely survivors in a struggle like this.

Q: [follow-up] OK. So we still have to hit them with 
the truth of the matter, and at this point, because it’s so 
crucial, we have to reach the terror inside them, to make 
them think that something has to be done right now.

LaRouche: Yes. And I can deliver any number of 
accurate messages which will go right directly to that 
point. My list of indictments of Obama may not be 
completed, but believe me, it’s immense.

Q: Elliot Greenspan: Hi Lyn! I want to pick up 
where Jessica left off; we were together at this meeting 
on Monday night at NYU. And I appreciate what she’s 
getting at, and I raise this in part for the assembled here, 
because what she’s done is exemplary in terms of what 
we need our growing pool of the LaRouche party, of 
LaRouche activists in New York to do.

Suzanne put together a roster for this week, of about 
30 or 40 more possible interventions, and I take your 
emphasis of a few days ago, when you said we have to 
move to humiliate Obama, and to denounce everyone 
who protects Obama within the Congress or within the 
institutions, or within the population,— and this has to 
be done now; not two weeks from now. Because the 
dynamic strategically is in flux.

Obama’s Weapon is Fear
What struck me in this meeting, and what I’m get-

ting at in this regard, is that our army here, our activists, 
have to take immediately greater and greater responsi-
bility. What struck me is the authority which we’ve got 
when we come before these poobahs, these great au-
thorities. I made a mistake, when—I went right up to 
the microphone first, as soon as they made their presen-
tations, but I gave them too much credit.

I was working off of their appearance in the Con-
gressional forum a couple of weeks earlier, before John 
Conyers, Walter Jones, and others, where we were ex-
tremely happy that these guys—two former Ambassa-
dors; former Senator Bradley; Stephen Cohen, the Rus-
sian expert; and so on—they appeared before the 
Congress, and they said to the Congress, “Look, we’re 
facing war with Russia, a new Cold War. This can 
become nuclear war.” And they invoked the Cuban 
Missile Crisis.

So I began and said, “This is very important what 
you’ve done; however, the implication of a new Cold 
War, Cold Wars can become hot wars. A hot war with 
Russia is nuclear war, nuclear World War III. Is it not 
time to invoke the Constitutional remedy to remove 
Obama before that occurs? Is it not time for the United 
States to join with the BRICS countries and get rid of 
British imperial geopolitics, so as to avoid war?”

And the response from these guys—one of them, 
Ambassador vanden Heuvel, said “Look, what you’re 
raising on impeachment is important; we do have to 
contain the Executive Branch.” But Cohen proceeds to 
say, as Jessica mentioned, Cohen says, “We’re not 
going to impeach; we’ll try to persuade Obama.” And 
Bradley said, “Why are you attacking Obama? He’s 
much better with the Russians than Clinton and Bush.” 
And so on, and so forth.

We approached Cohen at the end and said, “Wait a 
second, you’re talking about a new Cold War, you know 
where that’s going.” And we said, “If it’s a hot war with 
Russia, that’s nuclear war!” We said, “What does that 
mean?” He said, “Nuclear war.” And yet he would not 
touch the question of going after Obama in the way that 
you’ve done over these years. So, I’m saying, it’s cru-
cial for people here to recognize the quality of author-
ity, the unique authority, which we have earned over 
these years, and which we bring into this Manhattan 
Project.

But, otherwise, my real question to you is, insofar as 
these guys, who might be among the best people—
Cohen says, “I’m an American patriot for national secu-
rity”; I mean, they’re serious people, from the Roos-
evelt outlook and so on. And yet, they would not “go 
there” on the Obama question, or the BRICS question. 
So, my question is, any elaboration you can give to all 
of us, in terms of really escalating against them over 
these days ahead?

LaRouche: Obama’s weapon is terror of the vic-
tims. The victims include the people who are prominent 
officials of the U.S. government, and associated with 
similarly qualified credentials. They are deadly afraid 
that they are the next one to be killed.

Now, all you have to do to understand about why 
people are afraid of what Obama’s rage might be. It’s 
already shown in the way he has killed people, en 
masse, from week to week throughout his career. He’s a 
mass murderer of Representatives of Congress, or any-
body else who gets in his way. You have newspapers 
which are afraid of Obama. The New York Times is ter-



December 4, 2015  EIR Deeper into the Sea of Blood  37

rified by the very voice of Obama! Leading members of 
the New York Times are terrified of doing something 
which really strongly offends Obama.

Therefore, you’ve got two things: You’ve got the 
choice of giving into Obama in order to be killed; or, to 
be killed by Obama in any case. So, therefore, when 
you’re in a war like that, you don’t worry about whether 
you get in danger or not. What you have to do, is put the 
cause of the problem into effective danger, which 
means Obama has to be removed forcibly from office. 
That is the only thing that will impress the members of 
Congress to stand up against Obama: that they decided 
they are going to terrify Obama.

That’s where we are. You cannot win this fight 
unless you are willing to play with the right marbles. 
And most people are not prepared to understand the 
problem of the right marbles. We can do it! Obama 
hates me, probably more than any other person on this 
planet. And my advice is, I think, the best advice avail-
able. He’s going to try to kill us, but we’re going to get 
him first, if he tries to make an action. We’ll remove 
him from office. We’ll put him in a comfortable place, 
where he can be tortured by just looking at the walls. 
[applause]

Why did They Lay Down Their Lives?
Q: Hi, Lyn! It’s Alvin, here in New York. On the 

Thursday call, time wouldn’t allow me, after my report 
on an intervention, to raise what I want to talk with you 
about now. And it’s something that occurred to me on 
Wednesday.

You know, you get reports, you have a sense of 
what’s being done here in Manhattan, as something that 
should echo throughout the country as one organiza-
tion. And I’ve been fairly involved in that. But it’s 
funny how you think you know something, and you 
think you’re doing something, and then something hap-
pens to tell you that you’re actually not. And that to me 
is what the unprovoked attack of Turkey against the 
Russian jet did. Because I realized that, while we’re 

doing some good things, I personally have been danc-
ing around the attack that Obama has always deserved, 
has deserved for years, and merely referenced, and not 
led with it. And that doesn’t work.

You’ve been calling this all along, but it’s not until I 
really felt those missiles on my butt, that I started to re-
alize that. And I don’t think I’m special; I think this is 
going on in other places with other people who are oth-
erwise doing good things, but are not confronting this.

My entire tone, in conversation with any contacts 
that I have since then, is being directed at that, in no 
uncertain terms. As far as interventions go, I haven’t 
had too much problem being sarcastic and humiliating; 
I kind of like that. But when it comes to talking to 
people, I’ve been dancing; I’ve been soft on this. And 
this was before I read your last brief statement in that 
leaflet, which really helped to tie it into how people 
think. That I’m not just beating them up, but I’m trying 
to provoke them to actually think about something seri-
ously.

So, that’s something that occurred to me, and I 
wanted to hear what you have to say about that.

LaRouche: Well, I can say something which may 
scare some people. Not by intimidation, but simply by 
telling the facts of the situation that we have. And this 
has always been the case of mankind.

See, the problem is,—and I’ve stated this on a 
number of occasions, and I will state it more emphati-
cally on this occasion, because we’re at a very crucial 
point,—Obama has brought the issue of war, of thermo-
nuclear war, to occur simultaneously within a matter of 
seconds under his program. And it will be a global war, 
and it will be a matter of seconds; it will be a matter of 
extermination on a global scale.

Now, what are you going to do? You’re afraid of 
being attacked when the guy you’re up against has 
those kinds of policies, those kinds of commitments? 
What happens?

See, the point is, mankind is often,—in military af-
fairs, members of the United States have been killed in 
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great numbers in the First World War, the Second World 
War, and some other conditions which came up more 
locally. And these people have laid down their lives. 
Why did they lay down their lives? It was because they 
had a sense of commitment, of personal commitment, 
not to be a coward, not to be a traitor, not to be an ab-
stainer from the defense of humanity.

And so therefore, in this kind of situation, you have 
to take the text as it is. That if you’re going to fight this 
enemy, you’re going to go fight against him all the 
way. You’re going to fight against him all the way, and 
count on the number of survivors, to maintain the 
cause for which you have fought. This was the kind of 
thing that happened in World War I and World War II. 
The idea was, the nation would survive, even if some 
of the people gave their lives to make that possible. 
You’re in such a situation now. It’s a different tune. It’s 
a different note. But it’s the same issue. It’s the same 
principle.

And, the best chance is, if you have the guts to force 
the members of Congress and other officials to exert 
their guts in dumping Obama, it’s the best defense you 
could possibly ever enjoy.

Q: Good afternoon, Mr. LaRouche. This 
is S— from New York. Recently, I just went 
and watched the movie “Drone.” And I have a 
few comments and questions. First, an over-
view of the movie. It was appalling. They re-
cruit teenagers from a young age to join the 
drone program from video-game internet 
cafes. The designer of the drones themselves 
is very apathetic. He says he hopes his drones 
are used more to stop war, apparently. The in-
ternational laws that are broken are immense 
and many.

They go in with a drone without any au-
thorization; specifically this was about Paki-
stan. The Pakistani government’s been sued 
twice now by an organization who’s trying to 
get rid of the drones altogether.

I’m sorry, I’m trying to put it all together; 
the movie was just,—it was too much, really.

The Secret of Progress: The Dead!
Basically, it seems like nobody really 

cares what America is doing. Everybody’s 
afraid. No one wants to stand up and fight. 
The people fighting in Pakistan have no sup-
port. When they want to go protest, and drive 

from a smaller country that’s in between Pakistan and 
another country, they’re actually met by the Pakistani 
Army and tanks.

So, what can be done? I mean, how can we stop 
this? How can we decisively—I know impeaching 
Obama is one of the answers, but 87 other countries 
have picked up the drone programs themselves. And in 
the movie they said that, eventually, seeing foreign 
drones over our own country will be commonplace.

LaRouche: Yes. The problem is simply one of cour-
age. But it’s not a matter of formal courage; it’s a matter 
of understanding what the issues of life for mankind 
and in nations represent. And, therefore, if you know 
what the facts are, and you have knowledge of the evi-
dence—and I have a certain amount of knowledge of 
these matters—you simply say, “We’re going to win 
that war.”

Now, that’s not just a simple declaration, that we are 
going to go out there and wave our arms, and so forth, 
and win this war. We’re going to understand exactly 
what this war means, and what the results would be if 
we caved in to the enemy. And therefore, if you cannot 
eliminate the enemy, defeat him, then, you’re not going 

creative commons/David
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to have anything. So therefore you have to mobilize 
yourselves, in order to motivate a larger population to 
recognize that what you’re doing is right and essential. 
There’s never been much of anything else in known his-
tory, the history of warfare, and history of struggle in 
general. That’s been the truth.

Now we have hoped, we have hoped and hoped 
almost futilely that we could bring about what we call 
peace. Now peace is not quiet. It’s not quietness. Peace 
is the progress of mankind. And let me emphasize one 
thing that I emphasize repeatedly, which most people 
tend not to attach themselves to. Mankind’s greatest 
prospect lies in people who have died. It lies there be-
cause they were better at science and society than 
anyone else. And what they did is, their very existence 
gave mankind the means to bring mankind into a higher 
level.

Now, for example, one of the greatest sources of 
corruption is the belief in being personally practical. 
People who think that life is based on being practical 
are cowards, and because they are cowards, they are 
also idiots. The purpose of mankind has always been, as 
the case of Kepler, for example, or as the case of Nicho-
las of Cusa,—models of this case,—that if you stand for 
that, and you can convey the meaning of that, which is 
the future of mankind, a future which mankind has not 
heretofore achieved. And that is the highest goal of 
human achievement.

Now, people are going to die. Human people, his-
torically, always die; except for a few people who made 
it so far, a handful of people. Everybody else dies. The 
question is under what conditions they die, and what 
conditions do their circles of life represent? Do you rep-
resent, in your society, a power of creativity for the 
future of mankind, which mankind has never achieved 
before? And it’s only when you get to the point that you 
understand that principle, that you find yourself 
equipped with the ability to make the argument, and 
sustain the argument which has to be done.

This is not a sacrifice, because you’re going to lose 
your life anyway. You don’t live, you don’t have a full 
life. Anybody who’s 100 years of age, or even my 

age,—that’s not really the issue. The issue is what the 
future of mankind represents. And the future of man-
kind, means what can you do, for example, in schools? 
What can you do in educational systems to make the 
population that you are supposedly educating, achieve 
a level of achievement in knowledge and effectiveness 
which mankind has never experienced before? Isn’t 
that the great achievement?

When we look at the history of mankind, we study 
the history of mankind, as I’ve studied the history of 
mankind at some length in the course of my life, it’s the 
people who create a new opportunity, a more advanced 
opportunity, a corrected opportunity,—and it’s those 
people who mean something.

People who work to get by and pass tests, and get 
rewards,—they are not very important. The only very 
important people are those whose actions by them-
selves are a contribution to the improvement of human-
ity in general. And that’s what we all have to concen-
trate on. That’s the only thing that’s really redeeming in 
terms of the history of mankind. Can you produce an 
achievement for mankind as a whole which has never 
been achieved on that level before? And if you have a 
devotion to that goal, and understand the goal, then you 
are very powerful. Because the history has shown that 
it’s human achievement of that type, which has been the 
motive force by which mankind has survived and 
achieved.

Wait a Minute, Obama!
Q: [follow-up] Thank you. I have one other thing on 

the matter. I was reading an article, and I found out that 
the four people in the movie, the four pilots, have had 
their bank accounts turned off, and they aren’t allowed 
to have their money any more. What do you think can 
be done about that?

LaRouche: I think what we have to do is the same 
thing. We have to change the laws to the real laws; back 
to the real laws of the United States. And that’s the only 
solution. Forget the gimmicks.

Q: Good afternoon, sir, my name is S—. I had been 
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with this organization a number of years ago and had to 
drop out, and now I’m back. And the funny thing is I 
was talking to Lynne, and I said “Oh, my goodness, I’ve 
resubscribed to the EIR alert, and I have to make room.” 
So I’m going through old binders, and naturally I asked, 
I have all these old EIR reports, and would you like to 
have them as part of your library?

So I’m trying to get to bed every night before mid-
night, but winding up getting to bed at 5 a.m., because 
what am I doing? I’m reading these old reports! And it’s 
kind of funny, because only the characters change! It’s 
the same thing! Only it’s a little worse now.

I go back to remembering the ’50s and ’60s, the 
Cold War, past McCarthyism. We grew up with Russia 
and America in this Cold War. And we were afraid that 
anyone,—in an insane moment, someone that might 
pick up that red phone, to initiate a nuclear holocaust. 
This was on your mind; you were afraid.

Well, now you have the same thing, only it’s worse. 
And I do have a little African expression: “Together the 
ants will eat the elephant.” [LaRouche laughs.] You 
liked that one?

I also saw in the ’70s there was a big push on for 
globalization, like this was a good thing. In the last EIR 
I read, earlier this week, it’s pointing to how Obama is 
pushing and pulling the President of France to bring 
him back into line, so to speak, and insisting, like the 

little bully in the playground, that we 
have to put Assad down!

“Wait a minute, just a minute. You 
are not President of the world, Mr. 
Obama! Where do you get off, where 
does any official get off, telling a sov-
ereign nation its business, and how to 
run its affairs? We’ll help, we’ll do—
hey, we weren’t invited into Syria! 
Get the Hell,—get those 50 people 
out of Syria! You have no business 
there; you’re breaking international 
law right there.” The lawyers should 
be on him like flies on a pie!

But we just hear about, read about 
these atrocities.

I feel like Obama and people like 
him, if we think about this globaliza-
tion thing, they’re like little Hitler-
like bullies running around, trying to 
say “I’m in charge, it’s all my deci-
sions. No, you don’t matter, you 

come on my side (and if you don’t I can always kill 
you).” And just all these things are running through my 
mind up till like 5 or 6 o’clock in the mornings, and I’m 
going through all those EIRs from 2002, 2004, 2005, 
and some of those sound just like the EIR I got Monday 
or Tuesday!

So, I don’t really have a question. I’m 72 years old, 
I’m 21 years your junior. I’ve been on this Earth a while, 
just like you have—and it’s like nothing changes, we 
just have these little boy bullies running the play yard, 
forcing everybody to see it their way, and “if you don’t 
agree with me, I’ll kill you anyway!”

  Well, I’d like you to make comments, because I 
don’t really have a question, I’m just sort of in a be-
fuddled state of mind right now. I feel nothing has 
changed!

Now, on this issue of getting rid of Obama, of 
course, I agree with you wholeheartedly. We, on an in-
dividual basis, what do we do to effect this? Do we start 
trying to be a bully and pull the arms of our Congress-
men, of our Senators? Do we send letters to them? Do 
we send emails? What do we do? Do we get on the 
White House phone, and say, “Look! I’d like to see to-
morrow! I’d like to see the sunrise! And do you have a 
special spaceship you’re going to escape to another 
planet? I’d like to know where you intend on going!” 
[laughter]

U.S. Army/Sgt. Zach Mott

Obama’s ‘leadership’ has led to scenes like this house in Iraq, obliterated by a U.S. 
missile strike, throughout Southwest Asia.
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You know, within seven days, a nuclear blast will 
send a poison wave in the air around the world. You 
going to hold your breath? I don’t think that’ll work. 
The Earth is—we’re gone. We’re gone.

So, please respond, sir, because I’m just. . .

LaRouche’s Worry
LaRouche: OK, OK. I can answer that.
Look, I’ve been running this organization since its 

birth; I created this organization. And I’ve stuck to it 
because,—even though many of the people who were 
in my organization at different times and so forth, they 
were not adequate. So, what do I do? I make myself ad-
equate. And I’m still fighting. I wouldn’t give up life, if 
I could avoid it. You know, I’m stubborn, stubbornly 
old. And people are looking, “What do you do, you’re 
running around still? Aren’t you supposed to be in the 
graveyard someplace?” Well, I’m not. And I’m still 
active. I sometimes was more frisky than I have been 
recently, but when you cross me in the right way, my 
friskiness becomes fulsome.

And that’s how it works. And I don’t worry about 
anybody except me. I’m responsible for me, and what I 
can contribute to any around me. That’s it! And I don’t 
have any other standard. I appreciate people who 
achieve things. I’m happy when I meet it. I’m happy 
when they are intelligent, and I’m miserable when they 
are not. But I try to get over that.

So the point is, on this point, every individual human 
being, in the final analysis, is totally responsible to 
themselves for the future of mankind. And when people 
understand that, as I do, that’s the best. You have to 
have a standard of your own life, which is defined for 
the benefit for all mankind. And you will not compro-
mise that for anything. And otherwise, if you don’t do 
that, you become a failure. And I don’t intend to be a 
failure. They may kill me, but I won’t be a failure.

Q: Good afternoon, Mr. LaRouche. R— from 
Brooklyn. And I’ll just start right off. I have noticed that 
Chancellor Merkel of Germany has held fast to her 
policy of no nuclear energy after Fukushima, even 

though her green policy has failed completely. When 
we get Obama out of office, how do we deal with all the 
Congress, scientists, and other people screaming, 
“global warming,” et cetera. And when we talk to 
people, when I’ve talked to people, the reaction I get is 
that I’m a conspiracy theorist, and after all, “everybody 
knows global warming is happening,” and this is what 
I’ve been getting.

LaRouche: Well, I don’t think you have to worry 
about that at all. The point is we are an organization, 
and we have a certain ability if we want to conjure up 
that ability that we have; we can always do something 
better, a better contribution.

Now you’re dealing with the society, what have you 
got? A bunch of people, a whole bunch of people. Now 
the question is, can that bunch of people be on the posi-
tive side or the negative side, in terms of the next opera-
tion?

I have to worry about my responsibilities. And I 
wish that everybody else would do the same thing: 
devote themselves to what is an intelligent understand-
ing of what should be their obligations. I try to do that. 
I hope that other people try to do that. And that’s the 
only chance that mankind has.

Now we’ve got people who are scientific achievers, 
real scientific achievers. Now, naturally such people 
like that, or people of comparable abilities, are much 
more important for mankind than the other people. But 
what you have to do, you’ve got mankind as mankind is 
given. What you’re trying to do is to induce people, all 
kinds of strata of people, to induce them to bring the 
best of themselves into contributions for the missions to 
be held. That’s all it is; that’s the only answer. I try to be 
the best I can, and I understand that principle.

I also understand that what we depend upon, is the 
development of children who are smarter than any other 
persons ever born. They are the ones who are the cre-
ative force, like Einstein, a person of individual charac-
teristics, a superior force of ideas. And that’s what you 
want. You want more Einsteins, and you want more 
people like that, who can fill in that kind of operation.

And therefore we want to change the school systems 

So the point is, on this point, every individual human being, in the final analysis, is 
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of the United States, and get rid of the kind of 
school systems that have been dropped on the 
United States since the beginning of—well, I 
could name a number of Presidents, a good 
number of people, but Einstein is an example. 
Einstein’s quality of genius was unique in his-
tory of science, absolutely unique! And what 
we need is, we need more Einsteins; that is, the 
person who can create the ability to foresee the 
efficient element of the future! Which is what 
he did. His life was devoted to that intention.

Don’t Let Up on Them
And we don’t have enough Einsteins. And 

what we need is, we need a school system which 
is dedicated to the principle of education for 
Einstein; to eliminate the garbage, to eliminate 
the crap, the fakery, to discover the future of 
mankind. And very few people, even in the his-
tory of physical science, have had much capability in 
that respect.

So the problem is ours. We are alive. The problem is 
ours. The solution is, can we muster in ourselves those 
qualities of achievement, which will be a serious contri-
bution in the direction of the future of mankind, in the 
direction of Einstein? The model of Einstein can be a 
figure used to say, “Here’s what we mean by the prin-
ciple of genius.” When the whole rest of the planet was 
missing on that one. And look at the school systems that 
have no understanding of Einstein—none, absolutely 
none. Deadheads! Deadheads with a crayon, a piece of 
chalk on a board, or something. And that’s the point.

It is our responsibility to look inside ourselves to 
recognize those principles to the degree we understand 
them, and to encourage the people around us to share 
that view. And then mankind becomes a unit. When 
mankind can share with other human beings this kind of 
concern for mankind, then you have a society that 
works. And right now we have a very poor quality of 
performance. We have to change that.

And we can do it. We can do it right here, right in 
this place, this premise, tonight, today. We can take 
steps which will produce a better feature of mankind’s 
behavior than before. And that’s the best thing you can 
count on. You take the person of the poorest quality of 
development of achievement, or the best, and you just 
keep pushing it. Don’t let them up; don’t let them up. 
Make them go ahead to higher level of achievement.

Don’t be practical; practical people are stupid 

people. We don’t want practical people. We may have 
to use them, but we wish we really didn’t have to use 
them.

Q: [follow-up] I agree with you 100%. Thank 
you. . . .

Q: Good afternoon, Mr. LaRouche. I have a scien-
tific question. What is antimatter?

LaRouche: Oh! Well, I think that is something 
which is really obtuse. There is such a description of 
antimatter, but what is often meant by it, in general, 
doesn’t make much sense. There are some people who 
have a view of that matter which is relevant, but in gen-
eral the popular opinion is not relevant. And so, the 
question of antimatter as a principle,—yes, there what 
is such a notion of antimatter, but what is generally rep-
resented as the subject of antimatter is simply double-
talk.

Q: I just want to get your spin on this: You don’t 
have Einsteins because people have been trained to 
think in mathematics, and not in concepts. Whereas 
Einstein, his ideas are his concepts. E=mc2, energy is 
equal to speed of light squared and mass, which is a 
concept. Time is not a definite thing, it depends upon 
the observer. What is your spin on that?

LaRouche: Well, I think the question of Einstein’s 
work is—just take his principal works. He had certain 
benchmarks in terms of the stages of his development. 
And it led up to the end of his life. So, Einstein is a 

The genius Albert Einstein
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unique figure, and almost, except for some very excep-
tional cases, Einstein is the only complete scientist that 
I would consider a true scientist.

The problem was, is, that with the beginning of Ber-
trand Russell’s entry into the name of science, since 
that time, science in the Twentieth Century went 
through a process of practiced degeneration. That’s 
what has to be said about it all. These were all practical 
people, they were mathematicians, and the worst thing 
you can get in science is a devoted mathematician. It’s 
the worst thing that can be done to you.

And therefore, if you don’t have what Einstein un-
derstood,—which is his approach by steps to make an 
ever deeper insight into what man’s role is in the uni-
verse,—and that’s what his theme is all the way through. 
What is man’s role in the universe? If you want to take 
all the Einstein works that I know of, it all boils down to 
that issue.

What the differences were between Einstein and his 
opponents, were exactly of that nature. And what we 
need to do is we need to really emphasize Einstein, and 
start over again, with people who are a little bit better 
educated than the majority we’ve had so far.

But Einstein’s method, his approach to life, is abso-
lutely unique. And other scientists, some of them had 
approaches to him; some people borrowed from him 
aspects of what he’s done. But no man that I know of 
has had a fulsome realization of the quality of action 
which Einstein and his living characteristics had repre-
sented. He’s just the genius, the leading genius on the 
records of books.

Cooperate with Each Other
Q: Good afternoon, Mr. LaRouche, this is I__M__, 

how are you today? I’ve been reading the EIR and I 
must say, they have been really informative, and I just 
want to thank you for your job that you have been doing 
for a very long time, and I think there should have been 
more people like you. Because—

LaRouche: My enemies don’t agree with that!

Q: [follow-up] You look out for humanity, which is 
very good. But I have to think about my region, the Ca-
ribbean, and we have been shafted by the isms and 
schisms of all the different nationalities. But I think, 
coming here and being here most every Saturday has 
been good for me, because I’m able to talk to other 
people who are Caribbean and let them know there is 
someone who is not a fear-minded person, and I hope 

one day I will get them to come to a meeting.
But getting back to the Syrian situation now, I think 

it was a situation just waiting to happen. Because there 
are so many people involved, and most people don’t 
know about the core of the problem, so I think what you 
have been saying all the time surely made sense, and 
I’m looking forward to a response from you, as to what 
you think can deviate World War III.

LaRouche: Well, I think one thing, you’re talking 
about Central and South America, that area in particu-
lar: One of my first heroes, was José López Portillo of 
Mexico. And he was the head of Mexico at that point, 
and I collaborated with him, and we had a meeting in 
his office, and we loosed things out! We really went at 
it! And we did an excellent job: We changed the whole 
Mexico system, improved it; he was a genius. And then 
he was crushed. Mexico was crushed.

And in terms of South America and in the Caribbean 
area, I’ve seen similar cases, with some exceptions, 
with similar nations which have been crushed: Colom-
bia has been crushed; other parts of South America 
have been crushed again, repeatedly. And we have a 
few that sort of got by with it once in a while. But most 
of South and Central America have been crushed.

Now, part of the problem comes from Wall Street 
and the British,—that’s generally the problem. Wall 
Street and the British are the enemies of Central and 
South America; if there’s anything wrong with Central 
and South America in general, it’s to be blamed on the 
British and Wall Street. Get rid of those two sins, you 
might have a better chance.

Q: [follow-up] OK. Most of the English-speaking 
islands were once former British colonies, and they 
occupy the Lesser Antilles. But you know, despite the 
British, other people tried to intimidate and use racism 
against the Black people there.

LaRouche: Ah. This is stuff which disgusts me. 
Let’s forget it, let’s get rid of it! We’ve got—

Q: [follow-up] You can’t! But you can’t, because so 
many people are not conscious. The level of conscious-
ness there, they’re selling out.

LaRouche: All we have to do, is we have to cooper-
ate with each other. That’s all. That’s the only chance 
we have. It’s what we can do to cooperate with each 
other and to get an influence on the process of society 
which will enable us to be free from some of the things 
that have been disgusting.
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Q: Good afternoon, Mr. LaRouche. Thank you for 
taking my question. My name is M__B__. I’m a local in 
New York. So, I’ve seen on the news lately and it’s very 
disturbing about this organization in Turkey, the Grey 
Wolves. And this is a Gladio B operation that’s been set 
up. And they’re ready to move, and do things; they had 
a truckload recently in Italy was intercepted with a 
bunch of shotguns in it; and they have bike gangs in 
Germany. They’re all around. It seems to be something 
of concern. Do you know anything about it?

Not That Simple
LaRouche: I know some things about some parts of 

these kinds of things in general; naturally, at my age and 
experience, there are a lot of things I know! But there 
are also, in the process of bypassing, a lot of things that 
I’ve skipped or have not been brought in on, on other 
things. I’m not a universal person as applied to all sub-
jects, but I do have a pretty good idea of what’s going 
on in the world. I think that’s what you can say.

And you know, the world is now—what I’m wor-
ried about all the time, what I’ve been concerned about, 
is the things I think I can do something about. And I 
pick out those things which I find that I have the stron-
gest objections to; and what I think I can do something 
about. And so I concentrate on that.

And the problem is there’s a 
shortage of people, who—but 
sometimes, they come across for 
you. Sometimes. You know, 
people in Germany, for example, 
sometimes are a disappointment to 
me; people in France who are a 
disappointment, a recent case. The 
French case.

Now France has been a dis-
gusting nation for a long period of 
time. But suddenly, when it got 
into this crisis, of terror rage, and 
when they got into connection 
with the issue of the relationship 
between France and the Mediter-
ranean region, France came out 
and did something good. Some-
thing better than they’ve done for 
a long period of time; and I appre-
ciate that. I’m not satisfied with it, 
but it’s much better than what I’ve 
seen before.

And so my views on these kinds of things take those 
colors. There are a lot of things I have no access to, or 
almost no access to. Some things that I’ve had great 
access to, in certain periods, like my experience with 
Russia for a long period of time; and that was nice. But 
I have limitations, and I have to operate on the basis of 
limitations of a broad background of experience.

Q: My name is J__. My question is, why everybody 
is so scared to try to impeach Obama, is because, I be-
lieve, we’re scared to do that because of his complex-
ion. If we try to get him out, everybody’s going to think 
why we’re doing that because of what color he is. Not 
because of what’s going on. So that’s what this country 
has become, that we’re too scared to really say what’s 
wrong with him, and go after him for the crimes he’s 
committing. But we won’t do that, because others might 
think, society might think we’re going after him be-
cause he’s African American. And that’s what I think.

LaRouche: Well, things are not that simple. I have 
a responsibility and I have probably much more knowl-
edge, because of my age, than a lot of people in various 
parts of the world. But I have limitations too. And there-
fore, I don’t think we can make simplistic characteriza-
tions of what the situation is.

I think what we have to do is try to find the aperture 

JFK Library/Abbie Rowe

The promise of cooperation: President John Kennedy with Peruvian President Manuel 
Prado at the White House in September 1961.
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in which we can create an influence 
to build something positive within 
society. A lot of things don’t lend 
themselves to becoming characteris-
tic; but whatever we can do that’s 
good, do it! And in terms of 
generalities,—I don’t really have 
much confidence in generalities,—
but I do have the intention to im-
prove: Yes, that I like.

Speed: By way of partially re-
sponding, Lyn, myself, to what was 
just raised, this is a report we got 
from Sean Stone. He wanted this 
raised to you, because everybody’s 
on their way to Paris now for the cli-
mate change conference. There’s 
going to be 191 heads of state.

So he wanted to make sure you 
are aware of this: There was a contro-
versy this past February because a movie was released 
in England which portrayed—it was only a portion of 
the movie, but it portrayed Barack Obama as a member 
of a plot to kill 99% of the world population. And so, it 
was sort of a comic thing: What it is, there’s a megalo-
maniac who sits down, and he’s shown speaking to 
Obama about global warming, and the megalomaniac is 
saying, “Look, I’ve checked. There’s no way, the sci-
ence all comes out, as long as you have people on the 
planet, you’re going to have global warming, so all we 
can do is,—I’ve got an idea and it’s to wipe everybody 
out.”

So the President agrees, OK? Everybody’s got to be 
eliminated: he becomes part of the plot. So then, the 
director and writer of the film have insisted it isn’t 
Obama, but the problem is, you can tell by the ears, that 
back of the head, and the vision of the White House in 
the background! It’s definitely Obama.

Obama Must be Removed!
So what happens is: he can’t be trusted, though, so 

they put an implant in his head, to make sure he can be 
kept under control. So then, Sean sent me—this is an 
excerpt from an actual review of this movie; it says, I’m 
quoting now:

Barack Obama’s head explodes, because he’s in 
on the supervillain’s dastardly plot. Seriously, 

this is the thing that happens in this movie, and 
it’s sort of surprising that nobody’s made a big 
deal out of it. Because it’s pretty rare for movies 
to kill off a sitting President by suggesting he’s 
in on an evil plot. Granted the President is never 
named, but he’s got the recognizable profile, and 
the brief impression of him is clearly meant to 
sound Obama-esque. And the sequence where 
his head and the heads of his Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, explode, is cartoonishly fun. But it’s still 
weird to have the President,—like a clear signi-
fier of the actual President,—involved in a plot 
to kill something like 99% of the world’s popu-
lation.

And then it goes on to say, “No other people, all 
others are fictionalized; the only other one that you can 
identify, is the Queen of England.” [laughter]

So I thought I’d put that in as a form of an intelli-
gence report and a bit of a response to the question that 
you just got.

LaRouche: OK! I think it’s quite relevant. Have fun 
with it! It’s all your own.

Q: Hi, Lyn. I’m relaying a question from R__ from 
Bergen County, who’s tied up tutoring today. His ques-
tion is the following: “I have a sense that Obama is be-
coming increasingly hated within the population. That 

White House video

President Obama addreses the ‘Conference of Depopulation’ in Paris on Nov. 30.
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the perception is that ISIS is being supported by Obama 
because he is doing nothing. My question is, what posi-
tion will Congress be in, if ISIS attacks the United 
States, with Congress increasingly aligned with Obama, 
by its failure to act on this?”

LaRouche: Well, I think it’s a moot point. Because 
there’s another approach that you have to take on this 
thing. Obama and what he represents has to be shut 
down. In other words, there are no intervening steps. 
Shut this guy down, because the defense of the human 
species depends upon accomplishing that effect. That’s 
exactly what has to happen.

Look at the history of Obama: Obama’s stepfather 
was famous for mass murder: He was a colonel in an 
operation of mass murder in southern waters. And 
Obama himself was trained by the stepfather. He has 
the same characteristics, known to us, as the stepfa-
ther,—and the mother of Obama was also of the same 
quality: So what do you expect with such working ma-
terial?

Therefore, Obama must be removed from all con-
trol, political control of all governments on the planet, 
all governments of the planet. He is a disease which 
must be closed off on now. We must never see anything 

like Obama appearing in political life ever again. Be-
cause you can’t trust him. He’s intrinsically Satanic. 
The only name you can give, in history, is that his qual-
ity is entirely Satanic, literally Satanic. And you don’t 
want to cook him, because it’s also poisonous.

Speed: OK, I guess we’re now at our conclusion, 
Lyn. So, I don’t know if there’s anything else—Oh! I’d 
like to ask you this. So of course, we’re going to go into 
a new phase now in Manhattan, because of the focus 
that we’ve now been given from you, on the Obama 
matter. We’ll be doing a lot of things on the music, and 
matter of fact, we have a major rehearsal tonight that 
Diane is going to be running, and John is here as well. 
So we’re about to go into that.

And I don’t know if there’s anything that you have 
specific that you’d like to say, or are we. . .?

LaRouche: No, it’s an ongoing process. And let the 
process unfold as it wishes to.

Speed: All right. Very good. So that’s it for us today. 
So I’d like everybody to join me to say to you once 
again: Thanks a lot! [applause]

LaRouche: Have fun!
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