you had a fascist—I don’t know whether he is a Nazi Party

Dialogue With LaRouche card-carrying member or not; his father was. But he thinks
like a Nazi; he acts like a Nazi; he smells like a Nazi: Schwa-
Here are excer pts fromthe discussion period. rzenegger. Whose qualifications for Governor, are those he

displays in the movie as the “Terminator”! And, California
The Campaign HasTo Addressthe Real Issues  is a predominantly Democratic state. Registered Democrats

Q:...Mr.LaRouche,wouldyoubekind enoughtorepeat  outnumber any other species in California. Now, they may
what you told me earlier, when | commented to you, abouttome in different colors and varieties, but they're all the same
speaking with Mark Brewer, on the 15th; we were at a caucus Democratic Party species.
session. And at that session, he clearly informed us, that Mr. How could they lose a Recall election, to an unqualified,
LaRouche isiot a Democrat. And, that only those candidates menacing, thug? As a matter of fact, the thug, who happened
that would be on the caucus list, would actually be countedto be among those, who help&abt the state of California,
Anyone else who was written in, would be lumped in with  through Enron-style operations! Now, how could the Demo-
Mickey Mouse and Donald Duck. cratic Party lose that?

LaRouche: Well, let’s take a couple of facts about this, Well, Gray Davis is not a bad guy. But, the Democratic
justto getthe idea of how ridiculous this is. Currently, amongNational Committee came down on Gray Davis, and each of
nine nominal candidates for the Democratic nomination—  the other Presidential candidates who came in—including
officially registered candidates, with the FEC—I representalso Bill Clinton—came in, to tell Gray Davis to cool it. Now,
second in popularity; that is, among number of people who  Gray Davis is an experienced politician, and a well-known
have made financial contributions to my campaign. Secondstreet fighter, when it comes to politics. He didn’t street-fight.

The first, of course, is Dean, and Dean has affiliates that | He could have taken on and beaten Schwarzenegger. But, he
don't have, but that’s all right. The others have bucks, but‘took a fall’—as if the mafia had told him, “It's time to take

they don’t have support. They others have bucks, but they  the fall.”

don’t campaign. They campaign, on these things they call Not all of his people took the fall.

campaign debates. And every one I've seen so far, is disgust- All right. We, with the youth movement, in California—
ing. The one in Detroit, sponsored by Fox-TV, whichésdly =~ we had forces which were adequate to deploy into Los

a good symbol for the Democratic Party! As a matter of fact, =~ Angeles County. We had the cooperation of the leadership in
| understand that in most areas, Fox is considered a raci&ios Angeles County for our operation. We also deployed in
right-wing organization, and | don’t know why the Demo-  the Bay Area. Atthe time the campaign started, the polls were
cratic Party would want to be hosted by a fascist, or fascisticshowing Schwarzenegger running 60-40 against Gray Davis.
right-wing, racist organization like Murdoch’s Fox-TV. By the time we ended up, in Los Angeles County, we carried

But, actually, the performance of the candidates on thait 51-49 against Schwarzenegger. In the Bay Area, we did
particular event, were about as bad, as Fox-TV itself. It was better. In the other parts of Califorrsetehgas lost,
disgusting. All these campaign appearances, and these deecause the Democratic National Committee, and all of the
bates, have been disgusting. There’s no independent voice. Presidential candidates, except me, who intervened in that
That doesn’t mean that Kerry’s incapable of carrying an ideahing, had gone the other way, and forced Gray Davis to throw
across the room. He is. That doesn’t mean that Kucinich is  the election.
stupid. I think he’s a little bit weak, in some respects, buthe’s  We then went with our youth movement, into Philadel-
an intelligent person, and he’s actually intelligent on many  phia, invited by Mayor Street, and [former Michigan State
issues, and does a fairly decent function in the Congress.Rep.] LaMar [Lemmons] was there, when this action was
don’t think anything of Howard Dean. He's a guy who never  conducted. And [State Rep.] Harold James set it up, and said,
practiced medicine, but he does practice HMO, which killsam | on board? | said, “Of course I'm on board. That's a done
more people than doctors could save. deal. We're doing it.” So we did it. And, we turned a marginal

So, this is the reality! situation in Philadelphia, into a landslide victory. Because the

Now, what we have is, we have a President of the United participation of the various forces, which were associated
States, George W. Bush, who is losing the next election. He'svith us—that Harold James brought together, that we brought
losing it on the issue of the war, which is becoming increas-  in—transformed the Democratic election campaign, from an
ingly unpopular. He’s losing it on the issues of the economy election campaigrinto a movement. We had a movement of
Buthe mightbe elected! Why? Because, the DemocraticParty  citizens, inthat city, and they carried the election, even against
is much better at losing, than the Republicans are! They worla very well-oiled Republican machine, which came in pre-
atit, as they did in California. pared to win.

Just to give an example of this, because this question is Now, under these circumstances, since we win, and they
probably in the mind of a lot of people, apart from being lose, why was the Democratic Party convinced to do what it
asked, appropriately, by one of our people here: In Californiadid, in 2000? To elect two bums, Gore and Lieberman—and
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by now, you should see what abum heis; you may not have
known it beforehand, but now it' seasy. [Lieberman] isaguy,
aright-winger, whowasbrought into high politicsby William
F. Buckley—thegreat Democrat—and fascist; with agenera-
tion of fascists. The whole family’ sabunch of fascists! And,
also brought into power, by money from the so-called gu-
sanos, the Batista Cubans, in southern Florida. That's his
constituency. Hewas picked for Vice Presidential candidate!
He robs Indians! And since he doesn’t have many Indians
in the state of Connecticut, they invented Indians, and they
robbed them: gambling casinos.

And Gore, who “couldn’t lose” on paper, with Clinton
backing Gore, he couldn’t lose—but he did. And, he actually
lost Florida. Sure, there was acertain African-American vote
turned out in Florida, but they didn’t get it counted. Because
the Republicanshad donetheir homework, and made surethat
their absenteeball otswere processed, whereasthe Democrats
didn't doit, and therefore, their absentee ballotsweren’t pro-
cessed. And thus, a lot of African-Americans voted for
George Bushin Florida. They regret it today.

But, [Gore] could have won in Tennessee. If he'd won
Tennesseg, if he' d won Arkansas, which would have been an
easy win, Gorewould bePresident of theUnited States, today!
But, the bum wouldn’t do what he should do. He wouldn’t
even cooperate with Clinton, at certain points. He went into
thisdive, in Florida, which was asureloser—an unnecessary
battle! He wasted his effort and money in Florida; gave up
Arkansas and Tennessee; and lost the national election with
the plurality of national votes!

And the Democratic Party has apparently—and Clinton,
himself—have apparently learned nothing, from that exper-
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As LaRouche spoke of hisyouth
movement in &. Louisand
Detroit, some of its California
activists were hitting the
capital in Sacramento on Nov.
18 to demand that the
legislature fight the new budget
cuts, layoffs, and debt
demanded by “ beast-man”
Governor Schwarzenegger.
These youth are becoming the
effective leader ship of the
California Democrats.

ience.

So, the question is, not who' s going to win the next elec-
tion, but which party isgoing to loseit, the biggest?!

So that’ sthe situation. What isobvious, iswhat | referred
to earlier: We're in what | referred to as a reverse cultura
paradigm-shift. The things that I’m proposing, the course of
action which I’'m proposing: Take politics back to the strest!
Take palitics back to the street, to the real people. Takeit to
thelower 80% of family-incomebrackets. Don’ t depend upon
the upper 20% of family-income brackets. Get the people
back into politics: the lower 80% of family-income brackets.
The poor, the young. Get them back in!

And, do it, not as getting one vote at a time. Create a
movement!

Now I’ ve designed the catalyst for a movement. And the
catalyst for amovement, is ayouth movement, which we've
pioneered in creating, of a specia type: of young people,
largely between 18 and 25 years of age, that is, of university-
eligible age; and we're running a “university on wheels,”
among people who are living on virtually nothing, next to
nothing. They get their meals, and they get to find aplace to
sleep and do things like that. And, they’re out organizing in
teams. And they can out-organize per capita anybody elsein
the United States. They’' re the most effective palitical organ-
izing forcein this country!

Now they number in the hundreds. We' regoing to have a
thousand of them deployed, probably by about February. We
expect, by the Summer, before the Summer runs around:
10,000, of thistype. With 10,000 such youth, we can turn the
country around, we can change it. We can win any election,
that is not done by a police-state method.
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So therefore, here we are. These guys are losers. They're
losers by every standard. The party itself, the party machine,
the national chairmanship, isaloser, by any standard. Now,
how can anyone say they’ re serious about politics, in exclud-
ing the real potential winner, in favor of a bunch of losers?
And why should they try to bore the citizensto dezath, to have
these nine clownsgo on TV, for racist Fox-TV as a sponsor,
rather than having a serious discussion of the real issues,
such asthe economy and war, and such similar things, before
the public?

The American people want to hear about the war. That's
why Bush is going down! The Iragq War. That’s the trigger:
Get this thing out! Quit! Get out of there! People are dying.
They're sending people, who are normally family people,
such as National Guardsmen and reservists—they’ re sending
them into battle, for prolonged duty. That has a tremendous
impact upon communities—because these arefamily people,
with established families. To lose amember of thefamily, to
have a member of the family go through trauma, and come
back severely injured—the life-support of the family—and
then, to deny these people the kind of medical care they re-
quire, asaresult of thesewar injuries, and turn them back into
the communities: That’s not going to be popular!

And, we have a ratio of about—what?—out of eight
trauma cases, seven now survive. So, it's a high rate of sur-
vival, relative to battle trauma, relative to previous kinds of
wars. Which means, we have alot of injured people, who are
not being treated properly in most cases, coming back. And
the families are screaming about it.

The economic question: Look around you. Look at the
conditions of life of the lower 80%. Look at the 47 statesin
the United States that are bankrupt. That is, you could not
raise enough money through tax revenue, to balance the es-
sential cost of running that state. At least 47 states, if not all
50. And it’ s getting worse!

We have a trillion-dollar trade balance deficit. We're
shooting toward trillion-dollar annual deficits.

TheHousing Crisis

The thing is falling apart! The world is collapsing. We
could have it, any time. A housing crisis. Just to give you
another example—this may be long-winded, but | think it's
probably valuabletoyou. L ook, what happened?L ook around
youinthiscity: Has Detroit been depopul ated within the past
15 years? All right. Has Michigan largely been depopul ated,
during this period. Why? Because the jobs are gone. Thisis
al around the country.

Now, what happened? The people who moved away, in
large degree—not all of them—would move in, as younger
people, into jobsin areasin California, in Washington, D.C.,
other areas, where you have ahousing boom. Now, thishous-
ing boom is rather disgusting: Because, they take a cow pas-
ture; they put abulldozer through it once or twice; they put a
foundationonit, thisarea. They takeapieceof tarpaper shack,
virtually; they shrink-wrapit, withinsulation; they pastesome
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plastic ontheexterior, to makeit look like brick, or something
else. They put acouple of faucetsinit. They cal it ahouse.

Now, peoplewho want ajobinthisarea, gointothisarea
to take the job—because the job isn't herein Michigan; it's
not in Detroit. They’ll go down, to say, someplace outside of
Washington. They’ll move into this shack, and they find the
mortgageis$400,000to $600,000—for atar paper shackwith
shrink-wrap features. And, it's not even good for you, be-
cause if it's sealed, certain kinds of gases will get into the
house, and they’ renot good for your health—ontop of every-
thing else.

Now, what happens is, these people are now losing
money, becausethereisterribleinflation. Maybe some of you
know something about this terrible inflation. Y ou may have
experienced it someplace. So therefore, people have trouble
getting by, even families where you have two people with
fairly skilled jobs, working two jobsin ahousehold: They're
not bringing enough home to pay the rent and the mortgage.
Remember in the old days, you would consider, you spent
20% or 25%, at most, of your family income for housing.
Now, what kind of salary do you require, by that standard, to
mai ntai n ahouse, which hasa$400,000to $600,000 mortgage
value? What kind of asalary?Y ou’ re talking about $100,000
income ayear! How many of you get $100,000 a year? How
many people do you know who haveit?

So therefore, we have people who are on the margin of
poverty, living in these tarpaper shacks, at a half-million or
so, plus or minus, mortgage valuation.

How do they get by? A swindlewas pulled, by aswindler
called Alan Greenspan. He' sthe head of the Federal Reserve
System. What he did is, he pumped money, through Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac. He did it in concert with real-estate
swindlers, who sell real estate. The real-estate swindlersin
thisarea, say the areaaround Northern Virginia, would meet.
And they would tell the bankers that the value of real estate
inthisarea, hasgoneup! Therefore, thesehousesareall worth
more. Now the banks are willing to give a 90% credit, on the
value of the mortgage, to the nominal houseowner. So, they
go down to the bank, and they get cash, by refinancing the
mortgage based ontheincrease, thepurely syntheticincrease,
in the value of the house. What do they with the cash? They
spenditfor groceries! And“foolish” thingslikethat, to get by.

What happens then, if a 1% or 2% increase in interest
rates occurs? Boom. The real-estate bubble goes. Housing
shacks go down to half the value. And so forth.

And that’ s the condition we' ve created, asaresult of this
change in the U.S. economy. Instead of taking the area of
Michigan, which isanatural areafor certain kinds of produc-
tion—and northern Ohio, the state of Ohio in general; you
takethisarea, which used to be an areawhich was designated
geographically, asaplacefor agriculture and industry, which
has a natural potential because of the Great Lakes, among
other things, for this, because of the transportation system
that used to exist here. Y ou move the people out of the area,
theland area, whichisperfectly habitable, economically func-
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Detroit, the former “ automobile capital” of the United States, has been depopul ated
in the past 15 years, as manufacturers went overseasin search of cheap labor. On
theright: The telephone poles show where streets used to be, in an area of the city
that was completely torn down.

tional land-area. Y ou chaseapart of the population into abso-
lute poverty. Y ou chase the other part, to seek jobs in these
areas of these housing-boom speculations, and then you bring
down the shebang.

Thisisthekind of situationwe' reintoday. And therefore,
the economic issue, the health-care issue, and other things—
all other things that are crashing down on the people—. So
therefore, suppose we, al of us, discuss in a Presidential
candidacy, discuss before the American people, discuss the
issueof thewar: How did weget into thisstinking mess? How
did Cheney get usinto it? How are we going to get out? Are
we going to go into more wars? Can't we avoid more wars?
Why have we got more enemies in the world, than we ever
had before? Practically the entire world is against the United
States today, just because of what happened since January
2002.

Isn't that worth discussing? Isn’t that the issue? What
about the economy?What about the condition of our people?
What about thethingsthat are threatening our people, includ-
ing the health issue? Why aren’t those being discussed, apart
fromsome* master plan” ?Why don’ t we say what waswrong,
and say how we're going to fix it! But first, admit that it
waswrong!

That’ s not done.

So, somebody says, | shouldn’t be a candidate. What're
you doing? Committing suicide? . . .

TheFinancial Crisis. Perception and Reality

Q: ... In October, economist Paul Krugman wrote an
articleinthe New York Times, and he described animpending
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economic crisisinthe U.S. And helikened the situation of the
American publictothat of WileE. Coyoteand theRoadrunner
cartoon: where Wile E. Coyote would run off the edge of a
cliff and he'd run a short distance before he’ d realize he was
walking on thin air. And, only after he looked down, and
realizedwherehewasat, thenhewouldfall. And, hedescribed
the situation of the American public, asat the point whereit's
walking on thin air, economically speaking, and only has
to realize what the lack of economic foundation is for its
economy, and then it will start to fall—meaning there will
either be a sell-off or—in any case, ensuing chaos would be
the situation.

Do you see an “Argentina’ -type economic crisis here in
the U.S., as inconceivable as that may be to someone of my
generation?

LaRouche: It's not inconceivable. What you have to
understand is this, about this question of myth and reality:
That what people believe—you see, human beingsare volun-
tary. Animals are committed to certain types of behavior, as
aspeciesor avariety of their species; it’salmost abiological
commitment. They have a very slight range of adjustment.
Whereas human beings can choose—. Let me take one
step back.

Now, think of thishuman mind, or the mind of an animal,
as like a typical utopian geometry, in which you start with
certain definitions, axioms, and postulates, and you assume
that any valid theorem that you reach, any decision you make,
must be consistent with those definitions, axioms, and postu-
lates. In an animal, the range of definitions and axioms, is
very narrow. The animal is capable of certain postulational
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changes; for example, when you make a pet of an animal,
successfully, from childhood of the animal, you may induce
this animal to behave, not like an animal, but like an animal
who now is adapted to human beings. When you adopt a
puppy, or adopt a kitten, for example, the thing will now
respond to you. It does not become human, but it will seem
almost human, because it knows how to react to you, as a
puppy or a cat knows how to react to you, according to its
axioms, and it has certain postulates which you induce. And,
it becomes very attached to you. Sometimesyou think it runs
you; but, most of thetime, it’ll think that you are its mother,
or father, or whatever. Or with a dog, you are the boss of the
brood, of the pack.

But, with human beings, it’ sdifferent. Wehavetheability
to choose our definitions, axioms, and postulates. Now, we
can choose two types: We can choose definitions that are
accurate, or false. We can choose axioms and postul ates simi-
larly, true or false. Or, we can omit some knowledge of some
essential axioms and so forth.

So, what happens is, that in mass behavior, people will
tell you, and you can recognizethisin variousways, “ Thisis
what | believe. Thisis what | have to do.” Sometimes they
aren’t conscious of what these things are, but you can detect
that by observing them. What happensinacultural paradigm-
shift, the set of definitions, axioms, and postulates, as a set,
of apopulation is conditioned, in away which iseither rela-
tively true or relatively false.

For exampl e, the existence of the United States, asaCon-
stitutional republic, had agreat effect onthe American people.
And to this day, we benefit from that tradition, though most
of us are not fully conscious of how that works. In Europe,
they're different: In Europe, they’ve been living under, at
least, intherel atively lessun-freecountriesin Europe, they’ ve
beenliving under what’ scalled an* Anglo-Dutch Liberal par-
liamentary system,” in which independent central banking
systems have the ultimate power. And every time there's a
crisis, the parliament’ s overthrown and anew government is
put in.

Inour system, wehavenever had achangein our Constitu-
tional form of government, since our birth! There' s no other
nation on this planet, which has achieved that success. So
therefore, we have a relatively superior Constitutional sys-
tem—when we useit properly.

All right, now what happens then, isthat we, then, ashas
happened to us over the past period, by conditioning—"we
haveto accept nuclear weapons” ; “we haveto accept the Cold
War”; “we haveto accept McCarthyism”; “we haveto accept
this’; “we have to accept the lessons of the Missile Crisis’;
“we have to accept the assassination of Kennedy, without a
dueinvestigation”; “we haveto accept the Vietnam War; it'd
be unpatriotic not to.” Hmm? And so forth and so on. “We
have to accept the free-trade system”; “we have to accept
deregulation.” So, wehavealot of thesethingswe have come
toaccept, asif they were axioms of our economic system, and

28 Feature

FIGURE 1
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LaRouche's* Triple Curve” schematic diagram, first presentedin
1995, shows how the cancerous rise of financial and monetary
aggregates destroys the physical economy at an increasing rate.

our political system. “Y ou have to accept the leadership of
the Democratic Party.” Hahal | don't “accept” that axiom.
Therefore, I'm not aslave to that axiom. I’ m not going to be
adummy onsomebody’ sstring, likeapuppet. | cut that string,
and express my freedom.

The problem therefore, in economics, what haskilled us,
is, if youlook at thethree curves| often use, asapedagogical
[Figure1]: What has happened since 1966, when the change
occurred—under the conditions of the Vietnam War, certain
changesin economic policy beganto beintroduced, asaprod-
uct of financing the Vietnam War, in the 1966-67 period. We
beganto shut down the space program for example. Webegan
to shut down high-tech. We began to cut down infrastructure
development. All to finance this, to balance the budget for
this Vietnam War, the Indo-ChinaWar.

Since that point, since about ' 66, the amount of financial
aggregate—that is the amount of monetary aggregate and
financial aggregate, per capita and per square kilometer, of
the United States, has zoomed, at an accelerating rate. The
rateof inflationinthe United States, ishorrendous. Somebody
tellsyouthere snoinflation, they’ relying: They usethe Qual-
ity Adjustment Index, theso-called“ hedonicindex.” It’ sfake.
We have the highest rate of inflation in our history—right
now. There is no zero inflation. We have negative growth!
Which is concealed, by pretending that there is no inflation.
So, they use fake numbers, inflated numbers, and deny
we're shrinking.

All right. What people say is, “No. You have to go by
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monetary policy. Y ou have to go by free trade. You haveto
assume ‘thepriceisright.””

In the same period, in order to maintain this financial
growth, we' ve been printing money. We make the Japanese
print money, overnight, tofinancetheU.S. markets! Thestock
market isabubble! There' sno valuein the stock market: It's
abubble! There'sno solid, physical valuethere. It'slessand
less, dl thetime. But, we assume, according to the axiom, the
puppet strings, “No-0-0! Y ou have to respect that! Monetary
authorities tell us. ...” “ John Snow, the idiot, tellsus. . . ."
Treasury Secretary. That perennial liar, who will never come
clean, no matter how long he sitsin his bathtub: Alan Green-
span. Never, never tellsthetruth.

But, in the meantime, if you look at the physical values,
per capita, per square kilometer, in the country: Look at in-
come; look at pensions; |ook at power generationand distribu-
tion; look at health care; | ook at education; look at the physical
standard of living—and look at whether or not we're using
up infrastructure we invested in a long time ago: highways,
bridges, power stations, educationa systems, al kinds of
things. Are we using things up? Y es. We have been precipi-
toudly declining.

So, monetary valuesare up; financial valuesareup. Physi-
cal valuesaredown. (Except for afew people, who areblood-
suckers, who seem to enjoy aricher standard of living.)

Sotherefore, theproblemis, isthat when peopletalk about
Wile E. Coyote, Wile E. Coyote is the financial aggregate:
He' s soaring wildly. He thinks he' s crossing the chasm, with
nothing underneath. And then, oneday, theworld looksdown
underneathWileE. Coyote, and says, “ There’ snothingunder-
neath there. The jobs have gone. The production’s gone.
We'renolonger aproducer nation.” What happens, when the
world no longer givesthe United States credit? And the U.S.
dollar could drop to about 30%—it’s already dropped about
10-15%intherecent period, under Bush. It’ salready dropped.
It'sgoing to drop alot more. The drop isalready occurring—
but Wile E. Coyote says, “It's not occurring.” [growling out
of one side of his mouth] “The U.S. economy is sound. Our
policies are sound. We're not going to change our policy.
WEe' regoing back to morederegulation! Wedidn’'t do enough
deregulation. Wealready destroyed California. We' renot sat-
isfied, there's still something left to California. We're going
to put Schwarzenegger in, to really destroy it!”

So, that’ s what the problemis. I’ s not just a question of
perception: There' sareality here. Theredlity is, one day, the
motor doesn't start. And, that’ sthe time you know, that Wile
E. Coyoteisgoing to go down.

Now Krugman is not entirely unintelligent. He's pro-
Democratic Party, and he has some Wall Street interests,
which are not exactly stupid. But | think the analogy is
tricky, in the sense that this is not something that’s purely
psychological. Economicsisnot psychological: It hasareal-
ity to it, a physical reality. Can you eat? That's a physical
redity. . . .
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Memory and Knowledgevs. Rote L earning

Q: Should schools teach memory improvement tech-
niques? | think there isn't a subject that could help more,
different peopleindifferent ways, if it were startedin elemen-
tary school and incorporated with every other classthey take.

L aRouche: People think that memory is like acomputer
memory. Human memory doesn’'t work that way. Actualy,
if youthink about, you often find you can regenerate memory.
You may cal it recalling something, but it's actually not re-
caling; it’ sthat you' re regenerating.

Now, the way that you develop the mind, is to practice
regeneration. How do you do that? You do it, effectively,
from an early age; not by teaching people multiple-choice
guestionnaire passing; that’'s the worst thing you can do for
the human mind. Never subject a child to a multiple-choice
questionnaire. It’ s the cruelest, stupidest thing you can do to
a child’s mind. The thing you want to develop in a child—
and in any person of any age, but it startsin childhood, obvi-
ously—thequality of being abletoremember efficiently starts
in childhood. How doesit begin?

Well, do you “do asyou’retold,” or do you have parents
and teachers and friends who put you through the process of
experiencing the act of discovery of truth? First of al, you
have to believe in truth, don’t you? And | don’t think that
many peoplein society today really believeintruth. “1t' sonly
amatter of opinion, youknow. Soall | haveto doisremember
your opinion; | don’t have to know what the truth is.”

The truth is typified by the discovery of gravitation by
Kepler, for example. It'sauniversal truth. It can not be seen,
smelled, or touched by other senses. You can't see it; you
can't smell it; you can’ttasteit; but it’ sthere! It' sgravitation.
It's an effect you can not deny. Every time you see Mars
appearing to loop in its orbit, annually, you realize that there
isaprinciple out there which is not what your sensestell you
isthere. Thereisaprinciple called gravitation.

Thereareother principles, whichincludegeneral physical
principles, universal principlesof physics. We' ve discovered
it. Y ou can not detect any of these principlesdirectly with the
senses. Andyet they arean efficient object. And yet, by man’s
controlling these principles, and using them, we're able to
increase the human species’ potential tolive!

For example: If we were baboons—which many of our
Democratic Party leaders are striving to become—then the
human race would never have exceeded, in the past 2 million
years—under conditions of the past 2 million years—would
never have exceeded several millionindividualsliving at any
onetime. Y ou havenow reported onthisplanet, over 6million
human beings. How’ d that happen? No monkey could do it.
(And we have a couple of monkeys running for President,
don’'t we? But they couldn’t doit.)

How'’ dthat happen?Mankind madediscoveries, by think-
ing. The mind discovered a principle which was an existent
in the universe before man existed. But when we discover a
principle, and we apply it efficiently by our will, we change
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the universe. We haven't added any new principles, as such,
totheuniverseby doing so; but we havechanged the universe,
because we have included another means by which the uni-
verse changes itself. And that is by the intervention of the
human will.

Sotherefore, wedevelop life. Y ou devel op the conditions
of human life. You develop the technologies by which we
prolong life, by which we increase the productive powers of
labor. Andthat’ sthe basis onwhich weknow. Thingswehave
discovered in that way, we know.

We also know, that what we discover with our senses, we
don’t necessarily know. Things that we thought we saw—
eyewitness reports are the most unreliable sources (outside
of—not like lying) of disinformation today. “1 know what |
can taste and see,” and so forth. That’s not truth. That's an
impression. How do you know when what you’'ve seen, is
true? Well, you have to be able to demonstrate it. How? Y ou
haveto show that your knowledge of some principle, applied
in the universe, will actually make an improvement which
otherwisecouldnot exist. Thenyouknow it’ strue. If it doesn’t
work, either theprincipleisnot true, or you’ ve misunderstood
how to useit.

So therefore, if this kind of development in the child, of
the ability to discover universal principles—and achild starts
with many kinds of discoveries which they have to make in
infancy; they’ rediscovering all thetime; babies arediscover-
ing at avery rapid rate under normal conditions. Y ou may not
seeit, but you'll seethe effect, of how a child, from one day
to the other, may change in character. How in afew weeks, a
child may change in his whole development and character.
Those of you who have been parents know this. How in the
early years, achild changes rapidly. And very slight changes
in conditions, will accelerate that ability of the child to
change. Favorable conditions will encourage the child to
make breakthroughs; and you recognize them as break-
throughs.

Now therefore: Memory should be the ability to redis-
cover what you do not have in mind. Not a memory of an
experience—yes, that too—but to beabl eto rediscover some-
thing you had forgotten, when you need to remember it.

So memory has a characteristic of not being digital, but
more holographic. Look, your brain cells are dying all the
time. And when you begin to get in bad condition, your brain
cells degenerate more rapidly than you replace them. So you
are constantly regenerating and replacing brain cells. So
whereisthe memory stored? The memory existsin the form
of akind of holographic design, which is a process. And as
you develop that ability, as you concentrate on discovering
principles rather than trying to memorize experience, your
ability to retain your powers of memory increases.

So if you want to teach memory in school, you have to
start that way. And people, when they get older, can actually
fight against the tendency to lose memory, by the same
method. So what we should teach people, is that. Because
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when people start to lose memory, it becomes a problem for
them. So why do we teach it? A lot of them teach it by one,
two, and three. But the key thing here, is always start with
universal principles. Alwaysstart with thedifferencebetween
a human being and an animal. | like animals, but 1 know
they’reanimals. | know the animals like me; they participate
in me; they make demands up me. They feel that they have a
right to control me. The dog that scratches the door, or the
puppy who whines, or the cat who meows or does something
elsetolet you know they want youto do something. But we're
human beings, we're not animals. And that’'s the way the
thing works.

Brainwashing and the Drug Culture

Q: My question isvery related to that same question. It's
more related to brainwashing. What isbrainwashing? Why is
it soprevaent?It’ svery important for our [young] generation
to develop means to combat this. And you brought up this
idea of athought-object, and how we can haveideasin mind,
with clarity, which you can recall and can use. How do you
create an ideain your mind that you can refer to in a sense
that is continually developing?

LaRouche: That's why | did what | did with the youth
movement which we started developing severa years ago,
with alimited number of peoplein California. And the ques-
tionis: Y ouhavetobuild anucleuswhichisself-regenerating.
So we did develop a self-regenerating nucleus of youth, and
they spread their influence, without my intervention, them-
selves.

They key thing here, wasto tap what | think isimportant.
We're coming to a generation, part of a youth generation—
and peoplewho are older should think about this, think about
it very seriously—the Baby-Boomer generation, in general,
reject their own children. And the children know it. Now, the
children have become young adults. They live in aterrible
society, which the Baby-Boomer generation has largely cre-
ated for them; asociety of drugs.

Now, people will be shocked about drug problems. But
they’ re often, as Baby Boomers, not shocked like young peo-
pletoday. Because young peopletoday areliving in aculture
whichisshaped by poverty and by adrug culture. The charac-
teristic of the drug culture is the teacher in the schoal, that
forcesthechildtotakeRitalin, or worse, Prozac. Several years
worth of Prozac will destroy apersonality, biologically. I’ve
seenit.

Sowe'relivinginadrug culture. Peoplesay, “ Y ou’ vegot
aproblem? Take a psychotropic drug of some kind. Manage
yourself with drugs.” The children who' ve grown up now are
imprisoned in amassdrug culture, whichisprobably rotating
around some Rave dance scene, some gigantic Rave dance.
These young people, if they’re not themselves victimized by
drug usage, have friendsthat are on the verge of destruction,
and often suicide, asaresult of thedrug culture. Thisisaggra-
vated by the fact that thisis a“no-future” society, now; and
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therefore, suicide tends to be an “out” from a society which
is painful, and which gives you no purpose for living as a
human being.

So therefore, given this case, we have the young people
looking at parents who have accepted this way of doing
things—the post-industrial pleasure society, the consumer
society, as opposed to productive society—they’re not of-
fended when factories close down. They say, “I can get it
cheaper from China, | don't care if the factory closes down.”
They go to Wal-Mart's, and they say, “I buy at Wal-Mart's,
becauseit’ scheaper.” Well, don’t you know that Wal-Mart’s
depends largely on slave labor from poor people, who are
movedintothis, just likecattle?Don’t you know that the Wal -
Mart cheap prices are based on American companies closing
up, and shutting down their employment, to buy their goods
from other countries, where cheap labor produces them, as
in China—not the United Sates? Do you know that when
Wal-Mart movesinto acounty, there’ sadisaster for much of
the county, in terms of business and employment?

Thisisthekind of society, the kind of culture—and when
you have ageneration, which says, “No, it’ sbetter, because |
get morefor my money.” And you get young people who are
faced with a society which is degenerating in this way, with
aspecial kind of drug-culture envelope, which gripsit. With
the stink of suicideincreasing among people, juvenilesuicide
or adolescent suicidetrends, spilling over into peoplein their
twentiesasaresult of thissituation. And the older generation
doesn’'t seemto care. It says, “Learnto get along. Learnto go
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The " no-future” society: Youth
turn to video point-and-shoot
games, drugs, and even
suicide, asaresult of the
cultural and economic
breakdown that surrounds
them.

aong to get along.”

So these young people say, they don’t trust the older gen-
eration. Some of them trust me. Why? Because | understand
the problem. And because | propose an answer. The answer
istheir own self-education. And the education hasto be based
onaprincipleof truth. And therefore, | introduced this Gauss
1799 paper [“ The Fundamenta Theorem of Algebra’], asan
exemplary paper, because it shows not only a truth about
mathematical thinking, about how the mind works, but also
it givesusaconnectiontoancient Classical Greeks, thePytha-
gorean period. So, it's valuable. So you have a sense; Here
areyoung peoplewho seethere’ sagap, abreak, intheculture,
from one generation to the next. The Baby-Boomer genera-
tion is like something that came in between my generation
and the younger generation. And the younger peoplefeel that
they’ recut off from history, cut off fromameaningful connec-
tiontothepast. Looking for aredlity in the present, and there-
fore they have to have not only a sense of what truth is, but
they haveto locateit historically. They have to have a sense
of history, thekind of thing I tried to summarizetoday, in my
remarks today. Y ou must give young people a true sense of
history. Not history learned from the textbook, but history
relived, re-experienced. You must relive the experience of
generations before you. Y ou must understand, and feel, what
that mind. . .was. Thenyou havetolocateyourself, in respect
to those past generations, and locate yourself in respect to the
future, in that way.

So, the only way this can work, isby young people work-
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ing it out among themselves. Because their parents' genera-
tion doesnot havetheability to understand thisproblem emo-
tionally. Andwhat provesit, istheway they vote! If the Baby-
Boomer generation had any sense, they wouldn't votetheway
they vote! Andtheonly reasonthey’ regoing to change, inthe
way | want them to change, is because the conditions of life,
on the one hand, show them that their way of life doesn’t
work. They have to change the way they think, the way they
behave. And because they're given an aternative, and the
alternative comesto them in the form of seeing young people
around them, who are moving ahead. And the people of the
Baby Boomer generation will feel better, because they know
there’ s a generation coming after them, and they know that
the meaning of their lives can be safely entrusted to the work
of the younger generation, and the grandchildren who come
from them.

How Do WeFind Personal Security?

Q: I'm. .. from the Washington D.C. youth movement.
My question stems from discussions with people in various
strata of society, from people of the so-called wealthy, to
those of the poor, to students, to politicians, everything from
Congressmen to state representatives, laborers, union work-
ers—and it seems you find that there’saways afeeling, or a
sense of security within the domain that they’ re functioning
in, at that given point in their life, wherever it is. That if |
maintain thispresent courseof action, I’ [l besecure. Theother
guy might suffer, but my own boat isintact, my own room on
the ship is sealed of f from the rest of the ship.

So, in the light that obviously that pragmatism and that
way of thinking is not security, and that security obviously
stemsfrom something that isthe difference between man and
beast, can you elaborate on what that is, to give peopleabetter
sense of what security really is?

LaRouche: Security lies in yourself, and the way it is
done—that's why this youth movement, why this 18-25
working group of self-mutual educationissoimportant. Y ou
see, thecrucial thingisnot really what you can know yourself.
Y ou pose the question: Can you cause what you know to be
replicated in the mind of another person?

Now, so therefore, the second aspect of being human, is
not really the individual mind’s ability to see the laws of
the universe, as an individual observer, intervening in the
universe. But how dowe, associety, interact with oneanother,
to cooperate, in bringing about the application of these princi-
ples that we require for our benefits. Therefore, if you can
cause another person, asin dialogue, asin, say, you've got a
bunch of young people who are batting it around—Ilike the
Gaussquestion, whichisstill troublesomefor many people—
and as one getstheidea, and triesto communicate theideato
another, there' san interchange. And then there’ saprocess of
affirmation where they’ re able to affirm for one another, and
demonstrate, that they actually do understand the same idea
or principle, and are able to give examples of application,
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which shows they really know what they’re talking about,
and they mean the same thing.

So, whenyou get to that point, and you’ re ableto commu-
nicateideas, and to affirm them, asbeing valid, by replicating
them in relations with others, and think of practical applica-
tions which show that you both have understood a principle
which is right, and which works, then you have a sense of
identity, of personal identity, as a human being, because you
know that what you believe about yourself, istrue. About the
powersof your mind, you believeit’ strue. Andthat givesyou
the kind of confidence on which lifeis built.

If you takethe same questions, and you takethem out into
social practice generally, in society, and you see people on
the streets, who don’t know this, who don’t have a secure
sense of what truth is, who don’t have a secure sense of per-
sonal identity, who depend, like a so-called other-directed
type, on borrowing their identity, in the favorable opinion of
them by others, and therefore, they’ recontrolled by what they
think other people think about them. And the first thing isto
be free of being dependent upon what you think other people
think about you.

It's what you’re able to think about yourself, and know
i’ strue, that’simportant.

But this occurs only through a social process, in which
you' re able to collaborate with people, and discover that you
really do discover the same things. They are practical. You
understand one another, and now you understand yourself,
because you now can see the inside of yourself, through the
eyes of other people, inthiskind of social relationship.

And that’ swhy | insisted upon this particular form of the
youth movement. It has to be 18 to 25 people, involved in
these kinds of groups. The same kind of thing that’s recom-
mended for a high school classroom, or for a college class-
room. Not mass classes. They stink. A lecture hall isfine—
they have afunction. But the actual learning work of educa-
tion, occursin the small classroom, with not more than 18 to
25 people, more or less than that. Because it’s large enough
to provoke interaction, and it's small enough that everybody
has a chance to participate.

And that’ s what we're trying to do. It’ s this method; and
if you understand it as amethod—which should be what hap-
pensin schoolsfrom primary grades; good teacherswould do
exactly that. A school should do that. Y ou should never—as
| tell people, you should never test anybody with a multiple-
choice question. Y ou should throw the teacher out, flunk the
teacher, if they giveit. And flunk the school if they order it.

What | would do, onanadvanced level, asl’ vetold people
many times, and I’ ve done it—at the end of a semester, you
give a questionnaire, with three hours to work it out. Five
guestions, of which you can sel ect three of your choice. These
questions will require you to consider things you have not
considered up till now, but what you have learned, should
have prepared you to attack and see a sol ution to the problem.

Andthat isthe best way totest theteacher. Hastheteacher
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of the class been able to communicate to the students a basis
of knowledge, by which you can give them five questions,
which they’ ve never faced before, in aclassroom setting? L et
them choose three. And work them out within that three-hour
period. If they can succeed in approximating agood answer,
then the teacher of the course, has succeeded.

And it’' sthe same kind of principle which should prevail,
the same approach, the same concept, should prevail, in all
education. And should prevail in every form of education,
including social communicationin general. . . .

Restoring Quality Health Care

Q: Very proud, and glad to see you, Mr. LaRouche. As
you know, | wastherein Indiawhile you were there, in 1943
and 44, and people were making less than 10 cents a day
pickingtea. | wastherewhen MahatmaGandhi buried himself
for seven days, trying to get his peopleto come together, and
not to fight British people with rocks and sticks. They had to
fight non-violent.

And | have a couple of questions, and two comments. |
want to know the difference between democracy, and theway
thisworld isgoing today, which is, what you call it when the
rich get rich, and the poor get poorer—all right, I'll think of
it in aminute. But jobs and health. My son was born in Eng-
land, and | did not haveto buy any milk, juices, and little baby
things, for seven months, eight months or more, in England.
Most of the world has free medicare, even in Poland, and
other places |’ m sureyou know of. And here, it’ sso hard, and
sorough, to get health care, for el der people and the most sick
people. My neighbor | taketothehospital, and different places
every week, who has been operated on, and it costs so much
money. Most peopl ethat are poor, can’t even get in the hospi-
tals, unlessthey’ ve got insurance.

What is it going to take for us to get Medicare in this
country? And the difference between democracy, and. . . no,
not fascism, capitalism? All right.

LaRouche: First of al, you'reaveteran. Okay, therefore
you should be able to get through the V eterans Hospital sys-
tem, the care that’ s coming to you, as aveteran. Y ou should,
should be ableto.

Q: Shouldisright.

LaRouche: Now, let’slook at what reform I’m going to
make, as I've declared before, in the first hour I’'m in the
White House.

Number one, D.C. General Hospital isreopened asapub-
lic hospital, full-service public hospital. And this of course
affects all portions of D.C., but affects especially the poor
around Washington, D.C. Peoplearebeingkilled, by the shut-
ting down of D.C. General Hospital.

Fine, Y ou have the same kind of problem in other parts
of the country. Now, what isareasonable health-care policy?

First of al, aHill-Burton policy, whichwehad until 1973,
in the post-war period. We also had functioning veterans
hospitals, until we began to cut them down, in the 1970s. So
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that you had veterans hospital extension services, and so
forth, around the country. Also you had the veterans' care
through the public health service, which would acknowledge
thefact that you were aveteran, and therefore, if therewasn’t
aveterans' hospital there, you could get the service through
the public health service.

Now, what we're going to do is this: We're going to go
back to Hill-Burton. It's going to be a job, because we've
destroyed many of the health facilitieswe had. They’ ve been
destroyed by the HM O system. It’ s going to be put back.

It's very simple. You take a few pages of legidation,
which | could submit to the Congress, and if we had won
the election, which means we will have won the House of
Representatives, if the President will carry the mgjority of the
House of Representatives on his coattails. He will also carry
agreat number of the people of the third of the Senate being
re-elected at that same time. He also, if he acts quickly, will
have an authority inthefirst daysin office—and it hasto start
right from the first hour of the first day—which establishes
his relationship to the American people, as a President. My
particular act is that: the health-care question. Because the
people of Americado not trust their government, largely be-
cause of health-care questions. Y ou can't trust your govern-
ment, if you can’t trust it with your life.

So, therefore, . . . we go back to a system where we're
committed to provide full health care, as Hill-Burton did.
What we' ve got to do, iswe’ ve got to put the doctors back to
work. A lot of them have been put out of work, by malpractice
insurance charges. That hasto be controlled. Wecan't put the
doctorsout of business! We' ve put many out of business, with
mal practice insurance—they couldn’t afford to practice. Or
they quit areasof practicewhich areessential, becausethey’re
considered high risk, and they couldn’t afford the insurance
rates.

All right, so we have to put them back to work. But we're
going to have to have a system under which a person fals
down in the street, or needs care—and it used to be that in
New York City, they would say, “Call acop!” And then the
police would, quick, call the ambulance, the guy would be
taken to the nearest emergency center, trauma center | guess
they call them today, and the person would be treated, in an
emergency center, or what we call atraumacenter. Then the
person, once they’ve been treated, will require post-emerg-
ency care, or at least after-trauma observation. So, you put
them into a bed someplace, a hospital bed. You may then
transfer them to ahospital, from thistemporary place.

Now, about that time, somebody would have walked in,
and said, “Who' sgoing to pay for all this?’ If the person had
the means, didn’t have insurance, they would pay for it, up to
a certain point, where it became one of these catastrophe
cases. Or, they might have Blue Crossor Blue Shield, or some
other kind of insurance, that would cover it. Then, you might
get down to the bottom of the line, this person has no means,
topay for much of anything of thecare, or providethemedica-
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tion, for the person in need. What do you do? Y ou provide
it, anyway.

Therefore, you don't need an elaborate health-care
scheme. Tell Hillary Clinton to get out of the way, we know
how to provide health care. We don’t need a dictionary, to
define a law on health care. The point is, those who need
treatment, shall be cared for. The public health shall be de-
fended. Those who can afford to pay, should pay part, if they
can afford to pay. We'll build up our hospitals, our public
hospitals, our private hospitals, voluntary hospitals. We'll
build up our clinics. We'll build up our medical practice. We
will allow the physician to decide, and nobody else, what care
the patient requires.

If the patient does not like what one doctor recommends,
the patient will have aright to go to another physician, to get
acomparative second opinion. Or even athird. Thispersonis
going to betreated, and treated properly.

Now, instead of trying to figure out who is going to pay
how much, on what fee, and such, let’s cut it out. Let's say
that thereare contributory and other kindsof health-careplans
which may work. Okay, fine. But in the caseit doesn’t work,
they’re still going to be cared for. And it’s cheaper to do it
that way, by eliminating all of that needless paperwork, and
computerwork, by a bunch of idiots, where accountants are
practicing medicine, rather than physicians.

It's cheaper! It was cheaper before.

Democracy and Capitalism

Now, on the question of democracy, and the question of
capitalism. Wdll, it's very simple. Y ou have two aspects of
the national economy. Most people don't know either one.
But I’'ll explain the two of them.

Number one, iswe have all of the territory, and all of the
people. That is, there’'sno “private” involved in that—all of
the territory, and all of the people, regardless. So, therefore,
thefirst thing we haveto be concerned with, istheinfrastruc-
ture. Theinfrastructureof transportation, masstransportation,
water management, power generation and distribution, edu-
cation, general health care, and so forth. These are thingsthat
are required, which no particular private interest is responsi-
blefor. Who' sresponsible? The government. Who' sthe gov-
ernment? The government is the national government; the
government is the state government; the government is the
municipal government, or the equivalent, or the county gov-
ernment.

So, each, in a division of labor, which is traditional for
our system of government, will take its traditional area of
responsibility, for thesekindsof things. Basiceconomicinfra-
structure. Such as education, local health care, sanitation,
things of that sort, which traditionally belong to the local
community; which are supported, the local communities are
supported and assisted by the states.

The states are supported and assisted by the Federal gov-
ernment, which is the only agency which has area power,
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legally, to create credit. So, if we need to create credit, we
will create it with the Federal government, under Federa
control. We will supply the credit through private banks, or
through thelocal state governments, or thelocal government,
to where it’s needed. Therefore, you will develop a national
infrastructure, which determines the structure within which
production and other things occur.

Then we will make laws which encourage useful forms
of investment. Now, investment means, not money, though it
does involve money; but it does not mean money as such.
Investment isphysical, For example, Chinaisbuilding alarge
water system, including the Three Gorges Dam, and other
things. These are investments, physical investments, which
have a physical capital life-cycle of 25 to 50 years. In other
words, you're investing for something that you will use up,
or haveto replace, over the course of 25to 50 years. National
rail systemsare of the same character. Power systems, power
generation and distribution systems, are systems of agenera-
tion, or two generations. So, therefore, you invest for one or
two generations.

Now, you can divide some of this between government
investment, and privateinvestment. If it’ sprivateinvestment,
you either have Federal laws; if it involves states, then you
have a cooperation between the Federal government and the
state governments. We used to create public utilities, under
Roosevelt. Y ou have public utilities, say, a power station. A
public utility was created for that area; it was regul ated. Peo-
ple could invest their savings in these public utilities, with
relative impunity. People who could not afford to take big
risk, could invest at alow yield, but secure savings for their
old age, or contingencies, or whatever, they could invest in
thesethings. We created thesefacilities. Werecycled savings,
encouraged people to save, and so forth. Thank regulation.
Wewant low interest rates, we want abasic interest rate of 1
to 2%, throughout the nation. That way peoplecaninvest. We
want investment tax credits, for peoplewhoinvestin creating
useful industries, we want them to get a benefit of investing
inmaking that business, rather than taking it out and spending
it al at once, on things like drugs, or whatnot—fast women,
or whatever.

So, that sort of thing. Y ou have two aspects. Y ou havethe
relationship between the Federal, state, and local govern-
ments, as one integral unit, that are responsible for the total
territory of the land. And then you have the private sector.

Now, why do you want the private sector?

The private sector is characteristic of human beings, as
opposed to monkeys. See, in monkeys, you don’t want a pri-
vate sector. That's where the Soviet system made a big mis-
take. Y ou want the individual entrepreneur, who uses his or
her mind, to makeinnovationswhich are useful for humanity.
Like the machine-tool engineer, or tradesman, who goesinto
a machine-tool shop, and develops a machine-tool business
of usefulness, using hisingenuity, and that of his associates,
in that firm. Y ou want people working in those firms, who
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are contributing their ingenuity, their personal ingenuity, to
making things better, designing things better.

So, therefore, we encourage the private sector, of individ-
ual entrepreneurial type, and similar activity, asmuch as pos-
sible. That's where the creativity will tend to come from.
From universities, and from this part of the private sector.

So, we have adivision of labor between the public sector,
which involves about 50% of the total economy of any well-
managed economy, the state sector—. If youwant to privatize
the entire economy, you' re an idiot, as George Bush does.

What youwantisaprivatesector which, unlikethepresent
incumbent President of the United States, isabletothink. . . .

Policy for Iraq

Q: ... I"'m precinct delegate for the 14th Congressional
District. | have really acouple questions|'d like to ask, Of a
positive nature.

Asthenext elected President, of the people, by thepeople,
and for the people, what would you do to stop the situation
currently in Irag, fromturning into another Vietnam? | myself
amaVietnamveteran, 91st AirborneDivision. And how soon
wouldit be, beforeyou would actually send our troopshome?
That’ sthefirst question.

The second questionis: As President, what would you do
to stop the flow of our jobs currently being subcontracted to
other countries, such as in the area of telecommunications,
and other industries, thereby creating massive unemployment
in our cities right here? What would you do to curb that?
Those are my two questions.

L aRouche: Onthequestion of Irag, of course, I'mfor the
immediate withdrawal of theU.S. forcesfrom Irag. Thereare
several reasonsfor this.

First of al, U.S. troopsin Iraq are now absolutely useless,
because of the crimes that have been committed by our gov-
ernment; that we have lost all credibility in the situation. So |
wouldn’'t want asingle American in that area, at thistime.

Therefore, wehaveto do something about replacing them.
Now, before Paul Bremer went in there, you had this crowd
of neo-cons around Cheney. At that time, the previous occu-
pying force, the general who was in charge of it earlier, had
proposed to employ the Iragi army as an engineering force
for the self-reconstruction of Irag’s economy. That was, to
hire them and pay them to function as an engineering force.
Thisis about a couple million people—who would then do
the work of rebuilding the Iragi economy, or the principal
amount of work. They got rid of them, dumped them. We
could have come out clean; they dumped them. And when
they dumped them, and put Bremer in with the other mandate,
abunch of corrupt swine, who took that thing over—wanted
to steal, that’s all they wanted to do—we created a situation
which has now led to asymmetric warfarein Iraq.

Y ou have over 2 million peoplein Irag, who are trained
as experienced, trained soldiers. They know how to fight all
kinds of wars, of so-called conventional war, includingirreg-
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ular warfare. What you’ re seeing in Irag now, is asymmetric
warfare, precisely analogous to what happened in Vietnam.
It's aform of warfare which will increase, with each step of
folly by the United States government.

So, nothing being proposed now is going to work. Okay,
if I'm President, first of al, | could get by with it because |
would be trusted by the Arab world. I'm the only American
political figure running for President, who would be trusted
by the Arab world, who would respect my word as trustwor-
thy, one way or the other. No other political figure of the
United States, as a candidate, would be trusted. Period.

So, | could do things. Now, what | would do, and what |
wouldhavedonenow, | gotoour friendsin Europe, in particu-
lar, and our friendsinthe Arab world, around Irag, especialy
Egypt, Syria, and so forth, and | would propose that, through
the United Nations Security Council, we establish the ar-
rangements under which Iraq wasrestored asanation, rebuilt
as anation. Chiefly with Iragi labor, and whatever facilities
arerequiredto assist that. Thiswould betaken over by people
who arenot the United States, because | don'’t think weshould
bethere. Our very presence there, is going to incite reaction,
from the hatred we have incurred by the way we’ ve handled
the situation since 1991.

My job is to get us out of there. Now, how do you get
them out of there?

My withdrawal plan is very simple: Can we get them all
out overnight? Physically?No. Y ou haveto move them. How
do you move them? What you do is, your policy saysyou're
going to withdraw your troopsinto certain areas of concentra-
tion for withdrawal. So you pick these territories, and your
little hedgehogs, and you begin to fly the troops out. And
the other forces or whoever comein to assist the Iragis, will
replace them. So, effectively, on the day the ordersare given,
they will be effectively on the way out. The order will be
believed, and it will beasrapidly aspossible. They will with-
draw to positions which are predetermined, as places of con-
centration. And they will be removed, asunits. And the other
nations will take over responsibility.

By getting clear of this situation, getting out of the mess
we created, we will then free us to deal with other problems,
in other parts of the world. If | do it, it will simply increase
the confidence of the other parts of the world in my Presi-
dency. And the benefitswe will get from that, will be tremen-
dous. We're going back to be respected and loved again as
anation.

End the Export of Jobs

[On the job question], no, thisis not going to happen in
this country. We're not going to export jobs. What we're
goingtodo, iswe' regoingtogoback toaprotectionist system,
of the type we had before deregulation, before 1971. We are
going to protect our jobs. That does not mean we're going to
fight trade wars with other countries. It means that if some-
body isgoingtoinvestinthe United States, inamanufacturing
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facility we need, or something else we need, and this person
hasto makeacapital investment, or employ peopleat acertain
wage level to get that job done properly, that job is going to
be protected, by trade policy. It's going to be protected by
U.S. financial policy, by credit policy, bearing onthe banking
system. The United States government will obviously have
to create afund. The fund will be loaned through a bank, or
the banking system. Thiswill be earmarked funds of thetype
that Kennedy was talking about, in terms of this investment
tax credit. In other words, amanufacturer who’ scredible, the
banker thinks is credible, . . . we think is credible, wants to
invest in a certain kind of development, we will encourage
that. We will put up some of the funds, through U.S. credit,
that thisman can borrow, to have them get started in thisnew
venture. Wewill surround that with protection on wage rates.
We will raise the minimum wage rate in the United States.
Because we have to have a minimum wage rate at which
people canlive!

It' sthat simple. Wewill makethat possible by protection-
ist policies, which protect thelevel of wagespaidintheUnited
States. It will be areverse of what Wal-Mart has done. We're
also goingto haveto say: L ook at our requirements, for exam-
ple, ininfrastructure, whichwill be our big driver inthisarea.
We need an energy investment, a so-called energy invest-
ment, we need, over the next 25 years, we need trillions of
dollarsinvested in production and distribution of power. We
need acomparableamount, inlarge-scale water management.
We have the western United States, which has never been
developed, in terms of water management. We have North
Dakota, which used to be able to grow a crop oncein seven
years, not onelean year, but six lean years, and when therain
came, the farmers could make a profit. The rest of the time
they would tend to go bankrupt.

So we would develop this part of the country, which is
particularly beyond the 20 inch rainfall line, toward the
coastal range, and the so-called Great American Desert and
its boundaries, and develop it as an area for new cities, new
development, donein cooperationwith Canada, if they would
agree, and with Mexico. We' Il develop the United Statesin
thisway. And we develop our school system, our hospitals,
our health care systems. We develop the essential infrastruc-
ture of the United States. Transportation.

High-Speed Transport

Oh, for example, let’ stake Detroit. Detroit’ sinteresting.

| wasjust in St. Louis. Now, St. Louis has had a Detroit-
style catastrophe, probably worse than that. They’ve lost the
aircraft industry, which used to be centered around there:
McDonnell Douglas, and so forth. It used to be a hub center,
for air transport, It’sdying.

Now, it hasinthat area, the potential of that kind of manu-
facturing. Well, the United States has lost its rail system. |
intendto giveit back itsgeneral trunk rail system. Now, when
we built the transcontinental system, which unified this na-
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tion, as one nation from the Atlantic to the Pecific, we started
from St. Louis, and we built arail system, or a complex of
rail systems, out of the St. Louis hub, which used to be ahub
for the wagon trains, before then. So we built that.

Now, we' re going to have to build a high-speed transport
system, for freight and passengers, from a hub located in St.
Louis, to the West Coast. It'll go through the North, middle,
and South, as we aways did before. But this time, it'll be
magnetic levitation—not necessarily the one that’'s used in
Germany, but the best magnetic levitation system we can
devise, based on the experience of other countries. We de-
velop the United States.

We would use St. Louis as an assembly point for the
development of this system.

Now, let’ sgo to Detroit—what do you do here? We have
an automobile industry which has outlived its usefulness in
its present form. So, therefore, now we have to take the pro-
duction capability of Michigan, Ohio, and Indiana, and use
that productive potential before we lose it al together, in
devising a new variety of product required. Well, what can
Detroit do? Detroit, the area, used to have engineering facili-
ties, machine-tool capabilities. It wasnot theautomobileman-
ufacturers that were essential to the industry; it was the ma-
chine-tool vendors who supplied the components of the
system. Thisisthe areawherealot of thejobs have gone out.
We now get imported assemblies from poor countries, for
automobiles, rather than making the components ourselves.

You used to be able to go to a store, and buy a part, a
replacement part, for an automobile. You can't do that any
more. Y ou have to buy the whole blasted assembly. Because
themanufacturer doesn’'t know what’ sinsideit. All heknows
iswhat the assembly does, intermsof setting up the standards.
Maybe three companies overseas, have some idea of what’s
inside that assembly. We don’t haveit. Or at least it snot re-
liable.

So, therefore, we have to rebuild that, and we have to
orient our production capacity to national priorities, the way
wewent for theaircraftindustry before, theautomobileindus-
try before then, and therailroads. So, now we need anational
transport system, which will do all kinds of things. We have
too many people using superhighways as parking lots, every
day. Family lifeisbeing wasted on parking | ots called super-
highways. We have all these crazy toll systems. More toll
systems all the time—it’ staking the toll of our population.

So, what we need is, we need rapid transit system, as a
way of reintegrating or reconstructing, our economy. Weneed
away that people can walk out the front door, walk a short
distance, get to somekind of light rail, or some other system,
and get to their destination without having to go through a
traffic jam. So, thereforewe have agreat need in this country,
for devel oping anew national transportation grid, whichinte-
grates high-speed freight, and passenger traffic, which inte-
grates it in terms of local communities, high-speed transit
systems, to get people off the parking lots, highways, in order
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to make it possible for people to live in a community, and
have efficient access to their schools, to the place they work,
and so forth. We need that.

So, therefore, this area must be rebuilt. 1t must be rebuilt
based on its existing capabilities, redesigned and applied to a
new mission. And the mission is a national transportation
system.

Automobiles were a transportation system; we also have
other kinds of transportation systems. We're going to do it.
And by thiskind of method, we can address the problem.

ThePassion for Discovery

Q: ... I"'mbeen actually wrestling with thisidea of love,
asaconceptual object, and expressingit asarational emotion,
and how this can be developed in Classical composition. |
waswondering if you can comment.

LaRouche: Well, it' saquestion of passion, as|’ve dealt
this in this article I’ ve written, which should be published
fairly soon. People think of passion as animal passion. And
Romanticism, intermsof art, isbased onthat: A fellow trying
to beat hisbrains out, with adrum, for example, with adrum-
beat, is an example of passion. It's not art; it's something
else—it'sadrug. As amatter of fact, it does have drug-like
effects on the brain. So, it's not good for your mind, among
other things. This constant drumbeat.

But great art, as great science, evokes a special kind of
passion, the passion of discovery. A child who is elated by
making avalid discovery of aproblem. A littlechild, suddenly
elated by making a discovery. Repeating it over and over
again, because this act of discovery was such a pleasure to
that child. That isan act of love!
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“We're going to have to build
a high-speed transport system,
for freight and passengers,
fromahub located in &. Louis,
to the West Coast. . . . But this
time, it’ll be magnetic
levitation—not necessarily the
onethat’s used in Germany,
but the best magnetic levitation
system we can devise, based on
the experience of other
countries. We develop the
United States.” Here, an
artist’s rendering of a maglev
systemin Pittsburgh.

Now, when your relationship with other people has that
same characteristic, it's a characteristic of love. When you
have a sense of possessing somebody else, that’s a relation-
ship between abull and acow. And that’ s not love. Contrary
to what some people believe in Washington.

So, in any case, the cultivation of the art of loving, lies
in the development of the personality, and never losing the
beauty of seeing ayoung child make adiscovery. And where
the discovery bringstears of joy to the parents, in witnessing
that child making that discovery. And what happens in our
society, is that quality islost along the way. And therefore,
people don’t have it any more. The people who have been
married for along time, who have not become Baby Boomers
yet, and therefore tend to stay married—you know marriage
isthe anteroom of boredom for the Baby Boomer; you don’t
change the baby, you change your spouse. But, in actua
loving with older people, older couples, comes with this
sense of joys that they share, and the joys are the same
quality of passion that you have where parents have tears
of joy in seeing a child make an actua discovery, as a
child.

But what we miss in society, is we often lose a sense
of what passion is, good passion is, healthy passion is. And
passion is a sense of lovingness, toward mankind, toward
solving problems, toward seeing children develop, seeing the
poor get out of poverty, seeing abeautiful community emerge
from a slum—these are acts of love. And thisiswhat isim-
portant.

And peopl e should not search for some other kind of love.
They should concentrate on searching for that kind of love,
and if you haveto wait to find it, it’ swell worth the wait.
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