
     

EIR
Executive Intelligence Review
November 9, 2012 Vol. 39 No. 44 	  www.larouchepub.com $10.00

Will the Empire’s Genocide Policy Now Be Overthrown?
Superstorm Sandy: Reality Shock for the Nation
British-Saudi Maneuvers Are Leading Toward Global War

LaRouche Press Conference:
Stop the Empire’s War Drive



EI R
From the Managing Editor

TThe day before the U.S. election, a large asteroid approached our 
planet, coming within 17 times the Earth-Moon distance (4 million 
miles). Discovery News, commenting on the unusual timing of this 
“near-Earth” passage, wrote, “As the world eagerly awaits the results 
of the 2012 U.S. presidential election, it’s worth remembering our 
solar system is buzzing with massive chunks of rock that, if their 
orbits start to drift too close to Earth, political rhetoric will quickly 
become irrelevant” (emphasis in the original).

While the asteroid’s whiz-by posed no danger to the Earth and to 
civilization (this time), the same cannot be said of the political rhetoric 
that swamped this election campaign, nor of the policies of both Pres-
idential candidates. Now that Obama has been re-elected, the ques-
tions discussed in this week’s issue are as urgent as ever before, and 
the dangers just as great.

Our Feature is introduced by Editor Nancy Spannaus, so I will 
only mention here that it consists of the transcript of a press confer-
ence given by Lyndon LaRouche and Jeffrey Steinberg at the National 
Press Club on Nov. 2. The focus was the threat of thermonuclear war, 
and the specific case of the terrorist attack on the U.S. consulate in 
Benghazi, Libya. Steinberg’s documentation, which comes from offi-
cial transcripts assembled by the House of Representatives, is re-
printed here in full. Updates on the war threat, and the fight to stop it, 
are in International.

In Economics, Marcia Merry Baker presents an initial report of the 
horrific damage from Superstorm Sandy, which resulted not from an 
act of God, but from the negligence and cost-cutting of the human 
beings who were tasked with protecting America’s most populous 
region from natural disasters—and failed to do so. Decades of decline 
of the physical economy mean that the cleanup and restoration efforts 
will be monumental, and can only be accomplished with a top-down 
change in economic policy.

And in National, we report the implications for the U.S. health-
care policy of Britain’s Liverpool Care Pathway for murder of the ill 
and elderly—and the fact that some Britons are finally speaking out 
against it.

These are the issues upon which the political battles of the coming 
months will hang.
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Nov. 7—On the eve of the U.S. Presidential elections, 
Lyndon LaRouche took the podium at the National 
Press Club in the nation’s capital, to define the actual 
issues at stake from his own unique standpoint—the 
standpoint of the future. For that reason, the contents of 
LaRouche’s address, along with that of EIR’s Jeffrey 
Steinberg, represent the crucial orientation for the po-
litical battles that must be fought and won after election 
day. Upon LaRouche’s instruction, we have shaped this 
entire issue of EIR with that in mind, selecting only a 
very few additional elements of the strategic picture 
which directly expand upon LaRouche’s major mes-
sage: The United States must free itself from control by 
the British Empire, which, with its Saudi accomplices, 
is leading us, and the world, into extinction by nuclear 
war, or other means.

With Barack Obama’s declared victory in the elec-
tions, the contents of LaRouche’s address become even 
more urgent.

First, the United States remains in the power of a 
known British puppet who is carrying out a policy of 
provocation, along with the Saudi monarchy, that is 
leading directly to a thermonuclear confrontation with 
Russia and China. If that confrontation is not stopped, 
there is little doubt that it will lead to the virtual oblit-
eration of civilization on this planet.

Second, the proven complicity of Barack Obama in 
the British-Saudi operation which carried out the 9/11 
attacks of 2001 and 2012, provides the basis for his im-

mediate impeachment, and removal from office, as the 
most reliable pathway to avoiding the horror of general 
war. The evidence put on the table in documentary form 
by EIR editor Steinberg—and there is much more be-
sides—must provide the grist for the Congressional in-
vestigations into the Benghazi atrocity which are al-
ready scheduled for this month. The impeachment of 
Obama for his offenses against the Constitution, which 
should have been initiated years ago, must finally begin.

It can be truly said that if a more significant minority 
of the American population had been exposed to, and 
assimilated, the presentation and documentation which 
LaRouche and Steinberg offered at the Nov. 2 press 
conference, the outcome of the election could have 
been different. The damning evidence of the Obama 
Administration’s collusion with the British-Saudi or-
chestration of mass-murderous attacks on the United 
States is overwhelming, and conclusive. Would a ma-
jority still have voted for a mass murderer for President 
if they had understood the real story of 9/11 One and 
Two?

The most crucial task of patriots, then, at this point, 
is to assimilate the message of that press conference 
and spread it far and wide. Don’t get distracted by indi-
vidual “issues” which will erupt. Whether this nation 
and the planet have a future or not, depends upon facing 
the reality of the British-Saudi collusion which is driv-
ing the world toward war. Electoral games are over—
it’s time for the real fight.

Stop the Empire’s War
by Nancy Spannaus, Editor

EIR Feature
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Nov. 2—Lyndon LaRouche today returned to the Na-
tional Press Club in Washington, D.C., for the first time 
since 1986, to deliver a powerful repudiation of both of 
the two major party Presidential candidates, and warn 
that the world is facing the gravest crisis in modern 
times, centered on the immediate danger of thermonu-
clear war and a trans-Atlantic hyperinflationary break-
down. LaRouche was joined in the press conference by 
EIR Counterintelligence Editor Jeffrey Steinberg.

The conference was attended by diplomats from 
Western Europe and Africa and by media from the 
United States, Eastern Europe, the Middle East, and 
South America. The entire event was recorded by three 
TV networks, including LPAC-TV, which has posted the 
full video of the press conference, including an extended 
question-and-answer session (www.larouchepac.com).

Lyndon LaRouche: Well, I am Lyndon LaRouche, 
opening this event, and probably the major part of the 
presentation and discussion today will be devoted to a 
report from Jeff Steinberg, who is outside in the corri-
dor right now, but will be here in due course. He knows 
already pretty much what I’m about to say.

My subject here is going to be the question of the 
election and its implications, and Mr. Steinberg will be 
going on some of the complications which will become 
crucial once the election has occurred—if it ever has 
been actually settled.

So, from my standpoint: We are in the worst crisis 
that the United States and other nations related to it, 
have ever experienced. And the election itself, or the re-
sults of the nominal election, if it can actually be settled, 
is really of secondary importance. The real news, apart 
from what Mr. Steinberg will present today, which is 
some real news of relevance, the real news otherwise, is 
going to be evident after the election proceedings have 
nominally closed. That’s when the fun will occur. Not 
now, before the election, but once the election day has 
been completed, all hell will bust loose internationally.

Exactly what the form of hell will be, we don’t nec-

essarily know. I’ve been forecasting for many years, for 
many decades, actually, and I’ve never made a mistake, 
but I’ve made few definite forecasts. Because a few 
forecasts do map out pretty much what the history of 
mankind has been, in any case.

Now, the question that would be posed normally, by, 
I think, most citizens and other observers today, would 
be, “Well, how is the election going to work out?” Well, 
the election is a mess, because we have two candidates 
who are the chosen leading candidates, both of whom 
are utterly incompetent to become President of the 
United States. One has been the incompetent President 
of the United States for some time. So the question is 
not, what is going to happen as a result of a choice of the 
election candidate, even if we can get a clear choice. 
And because of the massive amount of vote fraud, 
which is almost incalculable, as in the case of Ohio, that 
we cannot determine, even on Election Day, who actu-
ally won. It would be miracle if we could say who actu-
ally won this election.

So, that’s part of the situation.
But the other part is that the world is going through 

a global crisis, especially in the trans-Atlantic region, 
where we’re most aware of it—i.e., in Europe, espe-
cially in western and central Europe, and in the United 
States—that is the crucial point, which everything is 
determining.

The crucial issue, the most crucial issue, is the threat 
of thermonuclear war. That is the pregnant issue going 
on here.

Now, the incumbent President is for a military con-
frontation, which, in fact, if it’s executed, will be ther-
monuclear war. And as most of you who are experi-
enced know, thermonuclear war would begin, perhaps, 
launched by Mr. Obama, on behalf of the United States, 
and within minutes after Mr. Obama had launched 
World War III, or V, or VI, or whatever it’s going to be, 
you would have then a reaction from certain European 
nations, which would be called into play under their 
agreements. You will have Russia, China, and probably 

LAROUCHE AT NATIONAL PRESS CLUB

Benghazi 9/11: Obama’s 
Impeachable Crimes
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India as the principal leaders of the opposite side.
If thermonuclear war were to occur, under expected 

terms today, it would be completed, essentially, within 
the range of an hour and a half. Because that’s thermo-
nuclear war. And when you measure thermonuclear war 
against the capacity of the submarine fleet of the United 
States, in launching these kinds of weapons, after an 
hour and a half of warfare among these contenders, and 
those associated with these contenders, there won’t be 
much left on the planet.

You can go back to the time that Khrushchov ex-
ploded a big bomb in Asia, as a demonstration. It was a 
demonstration bomb; it had elements of thermonuclear 
war in it. It was essentially a nuclear bomb, but with 
these complications. Since that time, the capacity for 
conducting thermonuclear warfare has been perfected 
to the point that you can fight the war, but you can’t out-
live it. Or nearly so.

And this is the big issue, if you take what the work 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the United States is, what 
they’re concerned about, what they’re fighting to try to 
avoid, is a thermonuclear war. There are attempts at ne-
gotiation: the Russian policy, Russian relationships 
with the Joint Chiefs’ attitudes; what India’s concerned 
about, and China’s involvement, and others: All of 
these things are there. If we do not prevent the launch-
ing of a war, by, in this case, the United States—be-

cause only the United States has the capability 
and weapons systems to present a confrontation 
of a type that will trigger a grand thermonuclear 
war, where everybody has to respond, simply be-
cause it’s the last thing they will be able to do.

And therefore, the key issue here is not the 
election. The key issue here is: Will this crisis, this 
economic crisis—which is worldwide, with hy-
perinflation accelerating every hour in Europe; 
with hyperinflation coming in the United States. 
Look at the situation in the Manhattan/New York 
area, New Jersey, and so forth. And look at the 
budgets coming up. You’re already seeing—in 
Staten Island and elsewhere, and in the Manhattan 
region, the New Jersey region—you’re already 
seeing a horror show.

Because neither of the leading candidates in 
contention now, will actually create a budget 
which allows for the recovery of that area of the 
United States. The funds will not exist under 
Obama, or under his opponent, to meet the needs 
of people who are dying in the island of Manhat-

tan, and Staten Island, and elsewhere in that vicinity. 
They are starving. They have no means of sustenance. 
Nothing is provided for them. They’re dying. They’re 
dying in places that used to be the housing of the citi-
zens of the United States in that area.

And nothing will be done. The budgetary provisions 
which have been made, don’t exist for the needs of the 
people.

And this is only the beginning of it.
So, we have the two issues: You have the threat of 

thermonuclear war, and you have also this crisis which 
has hit the New York City area, around there. These are 
exemplars and warnings of what’s in store for us now, 
after the election date is finished.

So the real history of what’s happening now, will 
become manifest to people more generally, and glob-
ally, after Election Day, not before. There are limita-
tions on what you can precisely forecast, because it de-
pends on how people react to these conditions.

Neither of these candidates for President, the leading 
candidates, is fit to become President of the United 
States. You see what happened with the Florida debate 
between the two candidates: It was a piece of junk. There 
was nothing serious in that debate, absolutely nothing of 
any importance in it. They were acting out something.

They didn’t even discuss the key issue. The key 
issue on the election plate has been, what? It’s been the 

LPAC-TV

Lyndon LaRouche addresses the press conference. Neither Presidential 
candidate has addressed the two main issues, he said: the threat of 
thermonuclear war, and the economic policy crisis exemplified by 
Hurricane Sandy’s destruction of the New York City area and New 
Jersey.
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fraud, the fraud of Benghazi, and you will hear more 
about that from Jeff Steinberg, who will give you the 
details on it.

But we have the evidence, and it’s the evidence from 
U.S. official sources at the highest rank, the evidence of 
the exact chain of circumstances which led into the kill-
ing on 9/11—that is, on Sept. 11 of this year. The conclu-
sive evidence is provided by the relevant voices, docu-
ments, of leading people in the U.S. government service. 
But the official voice has put a lid on the discussion of 
this issue. And so that’s what we face today.

Now, the other aspect is background. What’s wrong 
with these two candidates? Well, Obama—there’s noth-
ing right about him. That’s a fact, that’s not an opinion. 
There’s nothing good there. The other candidate, the 
Republican, if he had any competence at all, lost it, in a 
debate between himself and Obama in Florida. He cov-
ered up the main story, which is what you will now hear 
from Mr. Jeff Steinberg.

What Did the President Know?
Jeffrey Steinberg: We are now in the eighth week 

since the attack on the consulate in Benghazi on Sept. 
11 of this year, and in that eight-week period, we are yet 
to get any kind of a coherent accounting from the Presi-
dent of the United States with respect to what he knew 
beforehand, what his activities were on the day that the 
attack occurred, and how he responded after the fact. 
And these are absolutely pivotal issues, when you con-
sider that, just a few days from now, he’s standing for 
re-election as President of the United States, and he al-
ready swore an oath to not only uphold the Constitu-
tion, but to protect and defend the lives of American 
diplomats and others around the world.

And I can say with reasonable confidence, that the 
President will do everything in his power, to remain ab-
solutely dead silent on this issue, until after the election 
next Tuesday, and however long it takes afterwards, to 
determine what the actual outcome of the election is.

So, what I want to go through here today, is certain 
things that have come out as the result of pressure from 
Congressional committees, as the result of a certain 
limited amount of disclosure that has come out of the 
State Department, and I want to restrict my remarks ex-
clusively to those things that have been placed in the 
public record, by way of government documents. I’m 
not going to comment on any speculation, or rumors, or 
theories that have been put out in the press. I just want 
to stick simply with those things that are absolutely in-

disputable, so that there’s a frame of reference to judge 
the behavior of the President and other leading figures 
in his administration.

Now, the first question that has come up, and is a 
perfectly legitimate question, is: Why, on the 11th an-
niversary of Sept. 11, 2001—when there were clearly 
threats being made from Ayman al-Zawahiri, the nomi-
nal head of al-Qaeda—why is it that in the period lead-
ing up to Sept. 11, there was no effort in advance to beef 
up security in Benghazi and in Tripoli?

Now, after the fact, the New York Times reported 
that there is a capability that has been established, under 
the Marine Corps, called the Fleet Anti-Terrorism Se-
curity Teams (FAST). Those teams are prepositioned in 
places like Rota, in Spain; in Bahrain; and they’ve also 
got a team in Japan. The idea is that these teams exist to 
be sent into situations prior to potential attacks, so that 
there is beefed-up security available in advance. None 
of those things were done, and we are yet to hear at 
what level the President was briefed and informed on 
any of this.

Here’s some things that we do know:
The year date is mistaken on this document (Figure 

1), it’s actually March 1, 2012. This is a State Depart-

LPAC-TV

Jeffrey Steinberg: “I want to restrict my remarks exclusively to 
those things that have been placed in the public record, by way 
of government documents. I’m not going to comment on any 
speculation, or rumors, or theories that have been put out in 
the press.”
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ment document, that was made available through the 
House Government Reform Committee. I’ve selected 
a few documents from a total of 122 pages of material, 
that are declassified, or unclassified, documents that 
were presented to the Committee by the State Depart-
ment, and are available publicly on the Committee’s 
website. So anybody who wants to go in and read 
through all 122 pages, I can tell you that the docu-
ments that I’ve selected here are representative of the 
file as a whole, and are not cherry-picked to make a 
political point.

So, here we have a report that was issued in early 
March of 2012, and it’s clear. They say, “more than a 
year has passed since the uprising,” “five months since 
Qaddafi was killed,” and the government was removed. 
And here at the bottom, one of the first things that they 
say under the section “radical Islamists”: “In late De-
cember 2011, reports indicated that the al-Qaeda lead-
ership in Pakistan had sent experienced jihadists to 
Libya, to build a new base of operations in the country. 
Between May and December 2011, one of these jihad-
ists had recruited 200 fighters in the eastern part of the 
country. Documents seized in Iraq indicate that many 
foreign fighters who participated in the Iraq insurgency, 

hailed from eastern Libya. This small batch of fighters 
would have been dealt with quickly by a central author-
ity, were it in place. Until a stronger national army or 
guard force is developed, rural Libya will remain fertile 
territory for terrorist groups such as al-Qaeda in the Is-
lamic Maghreb.”

So, this is March of 2012.

U.S. Mission Targeted
Now, we go to some of the other material. Again, 

most of this is State Department.
I’m just selecting out two pages from a 49-page grid 

of security incidents that occurred in Libya, from the 
time of the overthrow of Qaddafi, up until the end of the 
Summer—in other words, events leading right into 
Sept. 11, and the second 9/11 attack in 11 years.

Much of this has also been noted in the press, but 
just to summarize it: There were a series of attacks that 
were directed against Western government and relief 
agency targets, during the Spring. and into the early 
Summer of 2012, in Benghazi. And just a few exam-
ples. Again, this is an official government document 
grid:

“June 6, 2012, Benghazi. U.S. mission target of 

FIGURE 1b
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IED” (Figure 2a,b). And it goes through the fact that at 
a certain time of day, the U.S. mission in Benghazi was 
the target of an IED attack—that’s an Improvised Ex-
plosive Device, notoriously used, very widespread in 
Iraq. Many of the American casualties were through 
IEDs that were planted on roadsides, and so, those same 

devices were being used here 
in eastern Libya, in Beng-
hazi.

I won’t read through all 
of it, but it’s a detailed attack.

Then, the same day: 
“Grenade attack on a U.K. 
vehicle at approximately 
23:45. Two handgrenades 
used by an unknown person, 
to target a marked U.K. dip-
lomatic vehicles parked out-
side of a hotel.”

Then we go to the next 
page, and here: “RPG attack 
on U.K. ambassador’s 
convoy. Two security offi-
cers injured.” Again, in 
Benghazi, the result of this 
incident was that the British 
consulate in Benghazi was 
shut down. All diplomats 
were removed from Beng-
hazi, and to this day, the 
British have not reopened 
that facility. Here: “IED ex-
plosion at ICRC compound 
in Misurata.” This is the In-
ternational Committee of the 
Red Cross.

There was a bombing 
attack in June on the Red 
Cross headquarters in Beng-
hazi, as the result of which 
the Red Cross, which is 
famous for operating in the 
most difficult frontline 
combat situations around the 
world, they were forced to 
shut down their entire opera-
tion in Benghazi for security 
reasons.

So, as of Sept. 11 of this 
year, the only Western flag that was flying in Benghazi, 
the only active diplomatic presence in the city of any 
Western country, was the U.S. consulate. Everybody 
else had pulled out, because clearly the security situa-
tion had become completely untenable.

And again, in June, there was a direct attack on the 

FIGURE 2a
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U.S. consular facility that was then targeted for a much 
bigger attack on Sept. 11.

Now, there are many communiqués that were passed 
back and forth between the embassy in Tripoli, Libya, 
and various government offices back in Washington, 
D.C., including the State Department, the Office of the 

Director of National Intelli-
gence, the FBI, the CIA; and 
what we have here, and what 
was posted by the Commit-
tee, and made available by 
the State Department, are 
only those documents that 
were considered to be sensi-
tive, but unclassified. So, I 
think it’s a fair assumption 
that at some point, we’re 
going to see the release, or 
partial declassification, of 
much, much more material. 
But even just on the basis of 
the unclassified documents 
that are available to the gen-
eral public as a whole, here 
we have a report, dated June 
25, 2012, under the signa-
ture of Ambassador Stevens 
(Figure 3a,b,c).

The reference is: “Lib-
ya’s fragile security deterio-
rates as tribal rivalries, 
power plays, and extremism 
intensify.” And this is a 
three-page memo that goes 
through exactly what some 
of the details are, of the dete-
riorating security situation 
in Benghazi, and in other 
parts of the country. But pre-
dominantly, they’re talking 
about Benghazi, and they 
come to the conclusion, in 
these memos, that the Libyan 
government has been unsuc-
cessful in standing up any 
kind of reliable security. 
Normally the host govern-
ment would be responsible 
for providing security to for-

eign diplomatic postings, but clearly, no such capability 
existed, and so, these are documents that were coming 
back to Washington.

Here is one headline: “Foreigners also are increas-
ingly targeted. From April to June Libya also wit-
nessed an increase of attacks targeting international 
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organizations, and foreign interests. The first inci-
dent occurred in April when unknown attackers 
rolled a grenade under a United Nations vehicle 
during a visit to Benghazi. In May, the International 
Committee of the Red Cross buildings in both Bengh
azi and Misurata were attacked with rockets. And a 
grenade was thrown at the U.K. embassy vehicle in 
Seva. Finally, during June, there were three attacks in 
Benghazi, including an IED at the U.S. mission, an 
RPG fired at the U.K. ambassador’s car, and an attack 
on the Tunisian consulate. An Islamic extremist group, 
the imprisoned Sheikh Omar Abdel Rahman Bri-
gade”—remember, he was found guilty of being in-
volved in the original attacks on the World Trade 
Center back in the early 1990s—“claimed responsibil-
ity for the attacks on both the International Committee 
of the Red Cross buildings, and the U.S. compound.” 
They noted that basically, these attacks are under in-
vestigation, but they’ve been unable to reach any con-
clusions.

“The government of Libya national security official 
shared his private opinion that the attacks were the 
work of extremists, who were opposed to Western in-
fluence in Libya.” And it goes on from there.

Again, if you want to read all of these documents, I 
would actually urge you to do that, because they are 
extremely informative, and paint a very unambiguous 
picture.

‘The Guns of August’
And finally, we have an Aug. 8 document (Figure 

4a,b), again sent under the signature of Amb. Chris Ste-
vens. And this document is actually headlined, “The 
Guns of August, Security in Eastern Libya.” Now, 
anyone who knows their history, knows that the “Guns 
of August” is a reference to a famous book by Barbara 
Tuchman, which was an account of how a series of cha-
otic regional conflicts ultimately erupted in what came 
later to be known as World War I. So obviously, there’s 
great concern on the part of Ambassador Stevens, and 
people in the embassy and in the consulate in Benghazi, 
about the deteriorating situation.

I’ll just read a few sentences: “Since the eve of the 
elections, Benghazi has moved from trepidation to eu-
phoria and back, as a series of violent incidents has 
dominated the political landscape during the Rama-
dan holiday. These incidents have varied widely in 
motivation and severity. There have been abductions 
and assassinations, but there have also been false 

alarms and outright fabrications.”
But then he goes on to say: “The absence of signifi-

cant deterrence has contributed to a security vacuum 
that is being exploited by independent actors.” And he 
goes through everything from criminals to Islamic ex-
tremists.

So, in other words, there is no doubt whatsoever that 
there were extensive warnings that were provided in 
advance, by the American government officials on the 
scene in Libya, as to the fact that the situation was one 
of grave danger. There were requests for additional se-
curity. One of the documents I did not have blown up to 
bring here today, was one of several memos that were 
sent by the ambassador in Libya, requesting that exist-
ing security teams that were on the ground, that were 
supplemental to the diplomatic security service, be al-
lowed to remain on the ground in Libya, at least through 
the end of September. In other words, these are all teams 
that should have been, but were not any longer, de-
ployed in Benghazi and Tripoli at the time that the 
attack occurred.

So, I think that it goes without saying that the Pres-
ident of the United States owes us a certain number of 
answers to some very obvious questions: What did he 
know? Was he briefed in advance? Is it actually con-
ceivable that, as we go into the 11th anniversary of the 
9/11 attacks, there were no briefings provided to him in 
his Presidential Daily Briefing, or that there was no 
special briefing provided him by John Brennan, the 
White House counterterrorism advisor, as to the fact 
that there was a heightened risk, and there ought to be 
a beef-up of security in many places, but certainly 
Libya was one of the obvious ones. and in Benghazi in 
particular? There was this mountain of reports piling 
up over a period of six months or more, indicating that 
the security situation was out of control, and the 
Libyan government had no capacity whatsoever to 
deal with it.

So, that’s one area—and I think simply these docu-
ments, which, as I say, are a select, but representative 
indication of just how much was known about how bad 
that situation was—that needs to be answered by the 
President.

Yesterday afternoon, there was a background brief-
ing for a select group of journalists at the CIA, and 
you’ll be reading a lot in the papers today about what 
the CIA tried to do, did or didn’t do; but still, there’s 
absolute silence from the White House, and particularly 
from the President.
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Urgent Cables to Washington . . .
Now, the other thing is, the day of the attack itself.
There were three e-mails that were made public. Ini-

tially, they were leaked to Reuters, and then released to 
the general public. And there’s been no effort whatso-
ever by anybody in the Administration, to disclaim the 
legitimacy of these e-mails. So, the first of them (Figure 
5) arrived in Washington at 4:05 p.m. Washington time, 
and you can you see that the names are blacked out of 
the people who received the e-mails, but you can see 
the indication that quite a few of them went to obvi-

ously different locations at State; this one, NSS.eop.
gov, is the National Security Staff at the Executive 
Office of the President, in other words, the White House 
Situation Room. And then, you have the FBI, the direc-
tor of National Intelligence, several locations at the 
Pentagon.

In other words, there was a burst transmission from 
the embassy in Tripoli, that was received in Washing-
ton in various official locations at 4:05 in the after-
noon, Washington time, and the content of it was 
“Subject: U.S. diplomatic mission in Benghazi under 
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attack. The regional security officer reports the diplo-
matic mission is under attack. Embassy Tripoli reports 
approximately 20 armed people fired shots. Explo-
sives have been heard as well. Ambassador Stevens, 
who is currently in Benghazi and four COM personnel 
[Chief of Mission] are in the compound safe haven. 
The 17th of February militia is providing security sup-
port. The operations center will provide updates as 
available.”

Now, unless I have trouble understanding English, I 
don’t see anything in this initial report that talks about a 
demonstration, or talks about large crowds of people 
showing up at the consulate to protest a video. There 
were clearly incidents like that going on in other places, 
including in Cairo, but this initial report, which was the 
basis on which the CIA, according to their account yes-
terday afternoon, went into action, and actually mar-
shalled up a team of people who were at a separate 
building, a mile away in Benghazi, deployed over to the 
consulate to try to basically rescue the people who were 
there.

About 50 minutes later, a second cable e-mail 
came in to the same list (Figure 6): “Update No. 1: 
U.S. diplomatic mission in Benghazi. Embassy 
Tripoli reports the firing at the U.S. diplomatic in 

Benghazi has stopped, and the compound has been 
cleared. A response team is on site attempting to 
locate COM personnel.”

Then, the last of the documents made public (Figure 
7), that came from Tripoli to Washington, on the after-
noon as events were unfolding, simply says: “Update: 
Ansar al-Sharia claims responsibility for Benghazi 
attack. Embassy Tripoli reports that group claimed re-
sponsibility on Facebook and Twitter and has called for 
an attack on the embassy in Tripoli.”

So, this, to my mind, raises another very significant 
question that is very disturbing. How is it possible that 
on Sept. 16, five days after the attack, that the President 
deployed UN Ambassador Susan Rice to appear on five 
different “talking heads” Sunday morning interview 
shows, to say that this was not a terrorist incident, that 
this was a spontaneous mob upsurge in angry reaction 
to a video. A video that probably very few people in 
Libya even knew existed, given the chaotic conditions 
in the country. The idea that everybody was walking 
around with access to the Internet, and closely monitor-
ing an obscure video that was never even made public 
really—a few excerpts were released—the idea that 
somehow or other, there was a spontaneous mass out-
pouring of people at the consulate to protest this, is pre-
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posterous. They knew, they knew on Sept. 11, what was 
actually happening.

. . . and a Surveillance Drone
I haven’t even mentioned the fact that there are 

confirmed reports, as of yesterday, as of the CIA brief-
ing, that there was an unarmed surveillance drone 
that was in the air over the compound, over the con-
sulate, and also nearby, a mile away at the CIA annex. 
And there was live-stream video—fine, it was grainy, 
but there was live-stream video coming back to 
Washington. We don’t know whether anybody in the 
White House Situation Room was monitoring it. A 
Presidential spokesman yesterday claimed that nobody 
was watching it, and to my mind, that goes to the ques-
tion of competence, and why was there no concern, at 
the very highest level of our national command au-
thority, to deal with a crisis that was ongoing. There 
was no way to know whether this thing was over or 
not.

And so, five days later, Ambassador Rice went on 
five national TV shows and lied to the American people. 
Two days after that, President Obama himself appeared 
on the “David Letterman Show”; and several days after 
that, was interviewed on “The View,” and after that, ap-
peared before the world community in his address 
before the UN General Assembly, and repeated the 
same lie; he tried to change the subject, and divert at-
tention away from the fact that the U.S. consulate had 
been targeted for a terrorist attack, and that a U.S. am-

bassador and three other officials were killed. And it 
had nothing to do whatsoever with a video, with a mass 
protest demonstration.

From the very moment that Washington was alerted 
to what was going on, it was clear that it was an armed 
attack by a group of 20 or so people, and there was a 
follow-on attack that occurred at the CIA annex later in 
the day.

So, there are many, many things that we don’t know, 
but there are certain things that we absolutely do know. 
Number one, we know that there was ample evidence in 
advance that this was a bad security situation, a danger-
ous situation on the ground in Benghazi. There was lots 
of reporting in advance, and yet nothing was done to 
provide advance security, which would have been prob-
ably a life-saving factor. If you had several of these 
Fleet Marine Security Teams dispatched on the ground 
there, we would probably be having a different discus-
sion about Benghazi today.

Secondly, we know certain things from the official 
White House calendar about the President’s activities 
as these events were unfolding. He was at the White 
House in the afternoon when that cable came in at 4:05. 
In fact, at 5:00 that afternoon, he met with Defense Sec-
retary Panetta and Vice President Biden. We don’t know 
anything about the content of that meeting; we just 
know that it did occur. We also know that later in the 
evening, President Obama spent an hour on the phone 
with Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu, trying to work 
out differences and come up with kind of a common 
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story about what they would be doing, whether or not 
there would be a meeting when they were both in New 
York for the General Assembly.

The next day, the President spoke in the Rose Garden, 
and if you carefully read the transcript, which is obvi-
ously something Candy Crowley failed to do before the 
[second] debate, you’ll see that he made no reference to 
the Benghazi incident as an act of terrorism, even though 
he had plenty of time to be briefed up on this. And later 
that same day, after a stop-over at the State Department, 
he flew off to Las Vegas for a fundraiser, which is where 
he was much of the day on Sept. 12.

Al-Qaeda Not Destroyed
Now, the only other thing I’ll say, and then I think we 

can open up for questions to Mr. LaRouche and to 
myself, is that throughout the campaign, and continuing 
for weeks after the Sept. 11 attack, one of the standard 
stump speeches that the President and the Vice President 
gave, was that his greatest foreign policy achievement 
was killing Osama bin Laden, and destroying al-Qaeda. 
You can check again: Go to any of the news feeds that 
have covered a lot of the President’s speeches. You can 
find probably 20 of them on CSPAN, archived there, and 
this was one of his big statements of accomplishment. 
Not just that bin Laden was dead, but that al-Qaeda was 
finished, and had been routed, and that he had succeeded 
in effectively winning the war on terrorism.

The events in Benghazi really sort of shattered that 
claim.

And so, I think it makes sense to leave it at that, and 
turn things over for questions to Mr. LaRouche on the 
subjects that he raised, or, if there are further questions 
on this Benghazi business, I’m also available.

Dialogue with LaRouche

Q: This is a question for Jeffrey. After going through 
all the documents that the House Committee has pro-
vided, have you seen any hard evidence that there was 
a call from the President to actually remove the com-
manding general of Africom? Because he has been re-
moved—. No, no, he has been removed; the process to 
remove him is already underway. It has been alleged 
that his intelligence operations have been caught pro-
viding information to Fox News and the House, and 
Congressman [Darrell] Issa’s [House Oversight and 
Government Reform] committee. I was wondering, 
have you seen anything that would be cause for him to 
be removed?

Steinberg: If there were people in Africom who had 
information that was basically disturbing, unpleasant 
facts about what happened preceding the Sept. 11 at-
tacks, on the day of Sept. 11, and orders that may have 
followed afterwards, I would say that they would have 
an obligation to make sure that that information was 
available to the relevant Congressional committees. 
Certainly, there has been nothing that has come from 
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the White House by way of 
any real clarification. We 
have a statement from De-
fense Secretary Panetta that 
makes it clear that there were 
options that were being con-
sidered about sending a mili-
tary force into Benghazi to 
deal with the crisis, once the 
initial word came out. Afri-
com has assets that could 
have been deployed to Beng-
hazi in probably an hour and 
45 minutes after the 4:05 
[p.m.] information arrived at 
the Pentagon, among other 
places.

Again, I am not going to 
make any speculation, but I 
think that these are all among 
the most crucial and fair 
questions that have to be 
asked and answered, starting 
with the President himself.

We are not privy to all of the back-and-forth discus-
sions that went on. I can just add one other thing, 
though. This is by way of just a personal account. On 
the morning of Sept. 12, I had a phone conversation 
with a contact, a government official, who was pretty 
much up all night dealing with the Benghazi events, 
and basically he indicated to me that among the things 
he was doing, was reaching out to some Libyan govern-
ment officials whom he personally knew, one of whom 
was a Libyan ambassador somewhere in Europe. So 
there was a direct feed from Libyan sources on the 
ground in Benghazi, through the office of the Libyan 
President, and into certain people in the Libyan diplo-
matic community. And I’ve got my contemporaneous 
handwritten notes from the morning of Sept. 12 on that 
briefing, and I can tell you, that that briefing stands the 
test of time.

It was an armed, premeditated attack. Security had 
been basically taken down, prior to the attack. I was 
told that there were approximately 20 heavily armed 
people involved in the initial attack on the consulate, 
and that the operation was conducted by Ansar al-
Sharia, an organization that was founded in the area 
near Benghazi, in the port of Derna, by somebody who 
had spent five years in Guantanamo; who had been a 

member of the Libyan Islamic Fighting Group, had 
been captured in Afghanistan, jailed in Guantanamo, 
and after five years had been sent back to Libya, where 
he was released by Qaddafi under an amnesty deal. So, 
there were people on the ground who were providing 
real-time, accurate intelligence, and it was not just 
simply these documents, but direct source reports that 
we were receiving pretty much in real time confirming 
that.

As far as the issue with General [Carter F.] Ham 
[commander of Africom], it is again one of these ques-
tions. If this was a revenge firing, because he refused to 
be silent in the face of a potential cover-up by the Ad-
ministration, this is something that we need to know 
about. Right now I wouldn’t want to speculate, but the 
question is clearly out there, since it was announced 
that he will be relieved of his command early next year; 
they have already announced a replacement. For a mili-
tary commander, when your replacement has already 
been announced, it is the kiss of death. You have no 
authority anymore, so whether he formally stays on the 
job or not, he has no authority. And I hope this is one of 
the things that will come up in the House or Senate 
Armed Services Committee as we plunge into this 
thing.

As Mr. LaRouche said, this is not going to be over 

A militiaman at the burning U.S. consulate in Benghazi, Sept. 11, 2012. “It was an armed, 
premeditated attack,” said Steinberg. “Security had been basically taken down, prior to the 
attack.”
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on Nov. 6. One way or the other, this story cannot be 
buried, and the truth is going to have to come out, and I 
think there is enough commitment among some people 
in Congress to make sure that this doesn’t just simply 
go away, which is exactly what the White House would 
like to have happen.

We Can Not Have Thermonuclear War
LaRouche: I think as one supplement on that, as a 

general consideration, that we have been covering up 
this kind of story for a long time in the United States. 
For example, let’s take the case of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff. The Joint Chiefs of Staff have been running an 
operation which has prevented the President from 
moving ahead towards, actually, a thermonuclear war. 
Obviously this is all over the place, if you are looking 
for it; that this has been recognized as a key issue. Be-
cause the Joint Chiefs of Staff have recognized, as all 
competent military circles know, you can not fight a 
thermonuclear war with a major power. And therefore, 
this effort of the Joint Chiefs has been, explicitly, to 
prevent that from happening; to try to find a medium of 
negotiation to avert anybody going to general thermo-
nuclear war.

And if you take the implications of what general 
thermonuclear war are, you understand what the Joint 
Chiefs are doing. And when somebody tries to flank the 

Joint Chiefs by picking out a general, to 
victimize him, with no explanation of what 
the basis is, this means that Obama, whom 
we know, wants a war!

And what has been happening is that 
our Joint Chiefs, together with the Russian 
representatives, with people in China, in 
India, and other places, are determined to 
prevent that from happening. Because 
there wouldn’t be much of a population left 
on this planet, if what Obama wants to un-
leash, were allowed.

This President deserves to be removed 
from office on grounds of insanity, or some 
other charge.

But this cannot be allowed. The fact of 
the matter is, if the submarine fleet, in par-
ticular, of the U.S. military, were to be en-
gaged with other instruments of the U.S., 
and the U.S. were committed to attack 
Russia and China, which is what the issue 
is, then in that case, you wouldn’t have 

many people left on this planet after an hour and a half 
of that warfare.

So the President is the enemy of this policy: The 
policy is that we have reached the point, that general 
warfare among major powers can not be fought as ther-
monuclear warfare. Now if you are going to have war-
fare, you don’t compromise, and say we’re going to 
have this kind of warfare. We’ve had a lot of experience, 
especially since Bismarck was kicked out of office back 
in the 1890s. That since that time, we’ve had a general 
case of general warfare! And during this time, the capac-
ity for warfare, for kill power, for destructive power, has 
been more or less consistently increased.

The objective has been, knowing that at this point, if 
the United States is engaged in a thermonuclear war, 
and this would be a thermonuclear war, then you are not 
going to have, after an hour and a half, many living 
people left on this planet. They will either be dead, or 
the effects of the aftermath of a thermonuclear war of 
that nature would kill them. You could cause the extinc-
tion of the human species, as a consequence of such 
conditions brought about on this planet.

And therefore, every sane person in this area, espe-
cially the military who understand the matter, and un-
derstand what they would have to do—anyone who is 
on the Joint Chiefs, or in some similar capacity, knows 
that when you are talking about war, you are talking 
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Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Gen. Martin Dempsey, Oct. 10, 2012. 
“The Joint Chiefs of Staff have been running an operation,” LaRouche said, 
“which has prevented the President from moving ahead towards, actually, a 
thermonuclear war.”
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about what they are going to be told to do. And what the 
opposition is going to do. And therefore, the strategic 
objective here, is to not allow thermonuclear war, or 
warfare which leads to thermonuclear war, such as is 
going on in Syria right now. The Syria issue right now 
is the key trigger, which could have set off thermonu-
clear war, and except for negotiations between the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and the Russian military, you would 
have had it.

And that is the issue behind this. And what he [Stein-
berg] is talking about, the facts he is reporting—he is 
restricting himself to the facts that bear on this, without 
prejudice or interpretation.

But I can go further and say that the issue here, is, 
that we need a policy which we don’t have presently in 
the world; we need a policy to prevent full-scale war-
fare, major warfare.

And at this point, no one is going to go, I think, to 
launching a thermonuclear war, except the United 
States, because the United States is the only nation 
which, given what has happened economically, and so 
forth, and means of warfare—unless you have some 
wild nut. But, again, if a major nation is going to a war, 
to general warfare, thermonuclear warfare, this is a 
threat of extinction of the human species. We are going 
to have to define—in between what we call military 
policy now, and what we develop—we are going to 
have to define a policy in this and other leading nations, 
in particular, a policy which says we can resolve the 
problems, the threats of warfare, by finding efficient 
other means which are going to solve the problem. We 
still need the military force in order to prevent some 
interloper from coming up with some wild stunt, and 
therefore, the military is actually a pacifist military in 
that sense; it is not pacifist in the way it can act, and 
what the training requires, but it does mean it’s a com-
pletely different approach.

We have to create an order on this planet, among 
particularly the major nations, and insure that we can 
solve these problems without getting into thermonu-
clear war.

A Viciousness within Human Civilization
Q: It seems pretty obvious that the assassination in 

Benghazi was allowed to happen, deliberately, and you 
mentioned one possible motivation being simply some-
thing personal against the ambassador. But I’m won-
dering if there’s a way that it also plays into the pushing 
for general warfare.

LaRouche: Yes, precisely. Exactly that. You have 
an effort on this planet—.

You have to go back into history a bit more, which 
is my department. You look back at the history of 
empire, or look at what has been validated, at least in its 
major principles, as the Trojan War. And you had a war 
that was fought—it was extermination warfare, where 
the horse was suddenly introduced into the center of 
Troy, and the victors over the Trojans destroyed Troy, 
salted the earth on which Troy had sat—and this was all 
proven by that archaeology business. And killed all but 
a few women and children. Killed all the rest.

Against that background, which was often disputed, 
but then was clarified in the course of the 20th Century, 
that was the history. And since that time, we had the 
Roman Empire, and other empires like Byzantium. We 
had the first Venetian Empire. We had what developed 
as the second Venetian Empire which is what launched 
the British Empire, actually. And so, this kind of situa-
tion has persisted.

What happened essentially: You have approaches to 
that with the establishment of the British Empire which 
occurred, essentially, in India and other countries, and 
was then brought in as an imperial force in a revision of 
the British economy, British society.

So, this has been the case. General warfare has been 
a trend since the long period of religious war, and into 
what emerged with the British victory in the later war. 
And the key issue in this has always been, that the tra-
ditions of European civilization have been long cor-
rupted by the influence of imperial systems. And the 
imperial systems changed the way people behaved. 
Normal, healthy human society is trying to progress, is 
trying to find ways of creating a better universe for 
mankind.

And we’re now looking at the universe. We’re now 
seriously looking at Mars! Warfare for us, is how are we 
going to stop these satellites from hitting Earth in a way 
which kills any number of people on Earth, or extin-
guishes the human civilization, human life on Earth. 
These are the kinds of issues we have to face. And 
therefore, we should be getting around to that kind of 
thing. But the problem is that the long vestiges of impe-
rialism, of various wars, and what we know, especially 
in the trans-Atlantic region, but also in other places: 
There has been a vicious sickness in human civiliza-
tion, and it is that sickness which has been the most 
important, the most significant forces which have led to 
general warfare.
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Why do we want to kill each other? Why not solve 
the problem? And you would think, after 2,000 years or 
so, that people had learned their lesson on what to do. 
And so there’s a problem, there’s a viciousness within 
human civilization, which compels and impels people 
into warfare, has so far. But sooner or later, mankind 
has to overcome the influence of killing, as a system of 
life, the leftover of imperial systems, such as what was 
done to Troy, or was done in Tunis, for example, at a 
later stage. Salt the whole territory. Kill as many people 
as possible. Cause extinction. Like the Roman legions, 
same thing.

That is at the root of the thing. We have to under-
stand that we have to look at the sickness inside our 
civilizations, inside our cultures. The sicknesses that 
allow us to fall prey to this kind of tendency in life. And 
we still need policemen to try to enforce some sense of 
order, including our military. The time has come that 
the option of military weapons of general warfare are 
thermonuclear weapons. At that point, we have to 
change.

Libya: An Impeachable Crime
Steinberg: With respect to the Libya situation, I 

think you really have to go back to the circumstances 
around which the Qaddafi government was overthrown. 
And basically, what we’re dealing with, is an action on 
the part of the President that was a clear violation of the 
Constitution. It was an impeachable crime to have gone 
into Libya, without having even gone to the U.S. Con-
gress to solicit support and endorsement for it. That’s a 
cut and dried issue. And the President made it a point of 
explicitly refusing to go to Congress in order to further 
the idea of the imperial Presidency, that was really 
pushed aggressively during the Bush-Cheney period, 
and has been advanced even further under President 
Obama.

Now, the other thing: I think that the Libya action 
also was the beginning of exactly this potential thermo-
nuclear confrontation with Russia and China that Mr. 
LaRouche has been focussing on here. The normal 
functioning of the United Nations Security Council, is 
that there’s a collegial arrangement among the five am-
bassadors of the five permanent Security Council 
member countries: the United States, Britain, France, 
Russia, and China. They meet in private, usually over 
dinners, and get-togethers at various of their residences, 
to work out the big issues, so that when they have a 
formal convening of the Security Council, everybody 

knows what’s going to happen, at least among the Five. 
And Susan Rice, the U.S. ambassador, in league with 
the British and French ambassadors, lied to the Rus-
sians and Chinese.

If you remember, Russia and China abstained from 
the vote authorizing the no-fly zone, and humanitarian 
intervention in Libya. And they agreed to abstain be-
cause they were specifically told that the objective was 
not the removal of Qaddafi and regime change; that the 
objective was simply to intervene in a humanitarian 
fashion to save the people of Benghazi.

Defense Secretary Gates was scheduled to leave the 
administration in August of 2011—he left four months 
early. And the reason he left early is because he wanted 
no part of the Libya operation, because he said that a 
no-fly zone is an act of war, and there is no turning back. 
There is no avoiding, once you go in, that you’re going 
in full force.

You start out a no-fly zone by wiping out the air de-

Press coverage of Qaddafi’s murder on Oct. 20, 2011. Steinberg 
said that his execution, “after he was already in custody, was a 
premeditated act of murder, that was discussed the night before 
among various heads of state.”
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fenses and bombing the air force of the country that 
you’re targeting. So, Russia and China were lied to in 
the case of Libya, and that has poisoned the functioning 
of the UN Security Council ever since. The Russians 
and Chinese have made statements at the highest levels 
of government, both civilian and military, that they will 
never, ever again trust the U.S., Britain, and France, 
when they talk about a humanitarian intervention.

So, you’ve had a sequence of vetoes of all the efforts 
to do a replay of Libya in Syria. So, in effect, the actions 
that were taking place around the overthrow of Qad-
dafi—and his execution, by the way, after he was al-
ready in custody, that was a premeditated act of murder, 
that was discussed the night before among various 
heads of state.

So, that was a turning point, and it was the kickoff of 
an immediate drive towards a direct confrontation with 
Russia and China.

Now, in the case of Syria, what happens if the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff don’t succeed in preventing a no-fly 
zone there? You’re going to have a no-fly zone that will 
be 90% American, as was the case with the military op-
erations in Libya. And you’re going to probably have 
the Russians providing their most advanced air defense 
systems to the Syrians to defeat the no-fly zone, with 
backing from China.

So, you can spin these things out, and see just how 
precarious things are, and how close we are, as the 
result of an operation that was launched in Libya, and 
was intended to go immediately into Syria and Iran, as 
a succession of regime-change operations that were di-
rected fundamentally at forcing Russia and China to ca-
pitulate, back down, and agree to let this happen. So, 
this is how close we are to a hair trigger, in Syria—and 
we haven’t even talked about the Iran situation—that 
could bring us into a strategic confrontation, with the 
United States and a few virtually self-disarmed NATO 
allies on the one side, and Russia and China on the 
other.

The British-Saudi Role
Q: I’m not sure I got a complete answer to what I 

asked before, and I’m seeing a piece of it here. Was the 
getting rid of the ambassador in Benghazi then part of 
the silencing of any revelations of the games that went 
on prior in Libya? In other words, I’m looking for, is 
there really a motive, aside from personal, for getting 
rid of him?

LaRouche: It gets to a much broader subject than 

we can take up here. Yes, the answer is available. The 
point was, the intention behind this was an intention to 
go to a general world war situation. That was the inten-
tion. But the key to this is found in a very specific aspect 
of this: that the intention was to—it was essentially 
that. The intention goes to the Obama principle.

You had in 2001, you had something which I had, 
unfortunately, sort of forecast. I knew as of early Janu-
ary 2001, and publicized that at the time, that we were 
headed for a threatened terrorist event, which would 
strike within the United States. Now, what I was investi-
gating at the point, on this information that I had—I had 
a keen impulse that we were headed for a terrorist attack 
internally in the United States. I was looking, correctly, 
in a sense, at the area around Washington, D.C., north or 
south of Washington, D.C. There was activity, heavy ac-
tivity, that justified my concern at that point.

But what happened, in September of that year, was 
an operation which, to my knowledge, was instigated 
by Great Britain and the Saudi Kingdom. That was 
what 9/11 was.

Now, step up now to the present time. Why did the 
event [in Benghazi] occur on Sept. 11, precisely the 
same day, when the attackers involved were [in effect] 
part of the Obama campaign, Obama’s supporting cam-
paign? And therefore, that’s where the problem lies. It 
lies in the fact that 9/11, which had been suppressed 
under the Bush Administration, and suppressed under 
the Obama Administration—remember Obama, when 
he was elected, promised that he would reveal all these 
conspiracies. He would open up the box, explain what 
the proof was, the evidence.

Now the evidence was being collected by a couple of 
Senators and others, a team headed by two Senators. 
They had documentation which was frozen by the Bush 
Administration at that time. Obama, when he was 
elected, promised he’d reveal the evidence, which had 
been collected by the Senators and other people. Obama 
then suppressed that: that the operation of 9/11, back 
then in 2001, was done by the British, the Saudi King-
dom, and by forces working with them. That’s how it 
was done. And what is happening now is the same thing.

The purpose of this was to create a global change in 
policy, a new kind of empire, and policies of that nature. 
The intention was—and it’s still a problem, even though 
the information is known, and I have, and Jeff has, and 
other people have, on this, we know a lot about this. We 
know the details. We know that the Saudi ambassador 
to the United States at that time [Prince Bandar bin 
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Sultan], was a key element in this. We know that the 
family of bin Laden was there in Texas being received 
as a family; were given special permission to leave the 
United States, when no one else was allowed to fly out 
of the United States at that time.

So the Obama operation has always been of that 
character. So what happens, 9/11? Why did they sched-
ule a terrorist attack, on a part of the U.S. system, for 
9/11? This is 9/11. What is the purpose of that? What 
effect is that? The effect is, they have increased, since 
that time, the commitment of certain parties in the Is-
lamic world, to egg them on, in an idea of a triumph 
over the United States and other nations. And this was 
done by the British monarchy itself, through the BAE, 
which is a British-Saudi operation. The armaments, the 
equipment was done through the BAE. And it was a 
British-Saudi operation that did the original 9/11. It is 
the same concern—including the present Saudi figure—
the same thing, all over again. This is not an isolated 
incident. It is a part of a pattern, a process, and it goes 

back to what happened in 2001.
And then you know why this thing is so 

secret: the evidence of the Saudi-British con-
spiracy in organizing the initial 9/11; the same 
forces involved in creating a new 9/11 in Libya. 
It’s a part of a process. It is not an isolated inci-
dent. It is not something that somebody made 
up on their own. It is part of an orchestration. It 
is strategic warfare.

And that’s why you have so much of the 
press shuts up about Obama and his operations 
now.

The Suppressed 28 Pages
Q: You mentioned two Senators. You prob-

ably have good reasons that you mentioned 
them. I think I know one, probably from Flor-
ida. He’s been very focused, including talks 
here at the Press Club about the Saudis. Is he 
interested, to your knowledge, in the British 
aspect?

LaRouche: What I know of the personali-
ties, since I know second-hand, but it’s pretty 
reliable, what they’ve said to others, what they 
have done; what they have accomplished. Jeff 
Steinberg has more on that.

Steinberg: We’re talking about Sen. [Bob] 
Graham and his co-chair on the Joint House-
Senate investigation into the original 9/11, who 

was Sen. [Richard] Shelby, who is still in the Senate.
Just to fill in some of the picture here: As part of the 

House-Senate investigation, which was carried out by 
people largely from the counter-intelligence section of 
the FBI who were loaned to the joint House-Senate 
committee, they established a detailed flow of funds 
from the office of Saudi Ambassador Prince Bandar bin 
Sultan, to two of the leading hijackers who were the 
first to arrive directly from the planning meeting in Ma-
laysia, and they arrived on the West Coast, and were 
operating out of the San Diego area for most of the year, 
almost a year before the 9/11 attacks. Through Prince 
Bandar’s personal accounts, somewhere in the vicinity 
of $55-75,000 went to these two hijackers alone, to fi-
nance their operation. The funds were passed through 
two Saudi intelligence officers who were the people 
who greeted these two future terrorists when they first 
arrived in the United States, around Christmas/New 
Year’s of the previous year.

That material was assembled in the 28-page chapter 

DoD photo/R.D.Ward

Saudi Arabian Ambassador to the United States Prince Bandar bin Sultan 
with then-U.S. Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, at the Pentagon on 
Feb. 5, 2001. Bandar played a key role in 9/11/01, even financing two of 
the hijackers from his personal accounts.
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on the financing of the original 
9/11 attack that was part of the 
joint House-Senate committee 
report, and the White House clas-
sified that 28-page chapter. Subse-
quent to that, further details have 
come out, indicating that there 
were similar relationships be-
tween prominent Saudis with offi-
cial ties to the Saudi government, 
in Florida, as well; and Moham-
mad Atta and two of the other hi-
jackers were frequently meeting 
with somebody who was a big 
funder of various Saudi causes in 
the United States. That man and 
his whole family abruptly left the 
United States and have never re-
turned. They left about a week 
before the 9/11 attacks.

So there’s a lot of detail out 
there on the Saudi side, and that’s 
the area of focus of Senator 
Graham.

We took the investigation one 
step further, because people may 
remember, back in 2007, there were extensive exposés 
in the British press about the al-Yamamah project, 
which was a deal between the British government and 
the Saudi Defense Ministry, that involved a barter deal, 
and British BAE provided $40 or $50 billion in weap-
ons and support to the Saudi Air Force; and in return, 
the Saudis paid in oil, 600,000 barrels a day, for the 
period from 1985 to 2007. And so the gap between the 
money that was generated by those spot market oil 
sales, and the costs of the equipment and support staff 
and lucrative bribes to many Saudi officials, was still in 
the range of about several hundred million dollars, that 
was created as an offshore covert fund for financing 
clandestine operations, including the bankrolling of the 
original al-Qaeda during the Afghanistan War [against 
the Soviet Union].

There was a biography of Prince Bandar that went 
through a great deal of the detail. And as the British 
press documented, Prince Bandar received $2 billion as 
his kickback for the al-Yamamah deal, which he origi-
nally brokered, first with Maggie Thatcher, and then re-
peated it with Tony Blair. That $2 billion was going into 
the very account that financed the 9/11 hijackers on the 

West Coast for all of their activity 
while they were in the United 
States.

And this was covered up by 
Bush; and in his 2008 campaign, 
as Mr. LaRouche said, Obama 
pledged to the 9/11 families, that 
he would make that 28-page chap-
ter publicly available and would 
investigate it further. He met with 
the families at the White House in 
February of 2009, right after he 
was inaugurated as President, and 
promptly after that, shut the lid, re-
fused to declassify those docu-
ments, and then, had the Solicitor 
General go to court to make sure 
that no lawsuits against the Saudi 
government could be carried out 
in a U.S. court, under a sovereign 
immunity deal. And it specifically 
shut down all of the civil actions 
that were probing at the Saudi, and 
by extension, British involvement 
through al-Yamamah, in 9/11.

There was a biography com-
missioned by Prince Bandar, back around 2009, in 
which he openly said: We created a joint covert opera-
tions fund between the British government and the 
Saudi government, to finance black operations around 
the world, coups d’état, operations like the 9/11 attack.

And so, all of these things are out there. We have 
footprints, we know the nature of the beast, we know 
the nature of the Anglo-Saudi arrangements, in the spe-
cific al-Yamamah case, and so far, consecutively, the 
Bush, and now Obama administrations have moved 
heaven and earth to cover up the evidence that exists 
that would open the door, to getting to the bottom of it. 
I think it’s the biggest coverup since the Kennedy assas-
sination.

The Siegelman Case
Q: This gets a little deep in the weeds, but it’s an un-

usual opportunity to ask for your knowledge: About two 
weeks ago, someone who worked with Karl Rove on all 
kinds of things, including the frame-up of Don Siegel-
man in Alabama; he had a press conference here, talking 
about voting fraud. But my question is, those who have 
followed that, realize that partly gets into military con-

The offical report of the 9/11 Commission. 
The Commission was forced to omit 28 pages 
on the financing of 9/11 through prominent 
Saudi officials. President Obama promised to 
release the classified pages, but never did, 
perpetuating the Bush Administration’s 
coverup.
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tracts. Wayne Madsen, a Press Club member, has re-
ported that Mohammad Atta received a small part of his 
training at Maxwell Air Force Base—it was mostly in 
Florida—but through a company that was owned pri-
marily by the judge in the Siegelman case. And this 
sounds so bizarre, that unless you’ve studied it, it almost 
seems crazy, but all of the links are there.

And I guess my question is: Don Siegelman’s 
frameup is a notorious political prosecution that Presi-
dent Obama hasn’t done anything about, but send him 
back to jail. Do you know anything about this Atta 
being trained by professional aviation at—

LaRouche: This is not knowledge that’s specific to 
me on this thing. I do know the kind of thing that hap-
pens in this direction. You know, we often run, in the 
United States, the honest among us, shall we say—we 
often run counter-operations against investigations of 
known problems, in order to find out what the facts are. 
We sometimes send people, under cover, to conduct 
these investigations.

In a case like this, I would not be able to say from 
here, what I would think would probably be a cover op-
eration of that type, as opposed to really a sincere op-
eration. Because we do run a lot of counterintelligence 

operations, in precisely that kind of area.
Steinberg: I don’t know the specifics of that, but I 

can just tell you that, in the case of the West Coast hi-
jackers, the funds that went to their flight training, to the 
logistics of their housing and travel, one of the two ac-
tually—his name was al-Mihdhar—traveled around the 
world and recruited the muscle guys for the entire 9/11 
operation. So they weren’t just foot-soldiers, they were 
among the lead organizers. The Saudi intelligence offi-
cers who were financing all of their activities on the 
West Coast were basically dummy employees of [inau-
dible] companies, that were based on the West Coast; 
they were Saudi-owned, but they were based in the San 
Diego area, and had contracts with the Pentagon, with 
the U.S. government.

So, put it this way: I don’t know the specifics of the 
Siegelman business, but it certainly fits a pattern of 
other things that have been documented in terms of the 
training and protection of the 9/11 guys while they were 
here, before the attacks.

So, on that note, unless there’s a final question, I 
want to thank Mr. LaRouche, I want to thank all of you 
for being here today, and hope it was informative, and 
that we’ll crack some of the lies and coverups.
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Who Is Threatening 
To Destroy the U.S.?
The very existence of the United States is in jeopardy as 
the result of the actions of very specific political enti-
ties, entities that must be removed from political power 
if our nation, and others, are to survive. In their Nov. 2 
press conference, Lyndon LaRouche and Jeffrey Stein-
berg clearly identified the way in which these entities 
worked together around the 9/11 One and Two assaults 
on the United States. Much more background is avail-
able in EIR’s October 2012 Special Report,  “Obama’s 
War on America: 9/11 Take Two.”

But, if we are going to destroy these political ene-
mies’ power, the British Empire’s long-term campaign 
to destroy the United States, and the nation-state system 
as a whole, has to be understood in its much broader 
scope. Most Americans don’t even acknowledge that we 
live in a global system controlled by a financial oligar-
chy descended from the Roman Empire, which sets the 
financial and other rules by which we live our lives. The 
British Empire lives! And to protect mankind from its 
evils, we have to learn how to recognize it, and its 
agents.

Below we identify four of the major political enemy 
forces currently operating against our nation, and their 
modes of operation, with the intent of helping the reader 
better understand the war we must win.

The British Monarchy
Contrary to popular tabloids, the British monarchy 

is not a set of quaint relics, but the central player in a 
world empire, which operates largely through its con-
trol of the world financial system, to set the policies by 
which mankind lives and dies. There is no section of the 
world which operates outside this financial system, al-
though some nations, such as Russia and China, have 
more relative independence than others. As an imperial 
system, however, the British Empire (not the British 
people) is committed primarily to maintaining the 
power of its families, and financial elite—and suppress-
ing the advance of scientific progress and living stan-
dards for the mass of the human population, which 
would lead ultimately to its collapse.

While the British Empire would appear to be invis-

ible, compared to its heyday in the 19th Century, its 
controls over the life of the world’s population are very 
real indeed. London-based financial forces play the 
dominant role in the cartels that control the world’s 
food, energy, and mineral cartels—not to mention what 
is called “intellectual” property and culture. London 
was the origin of the global genocide movement called 
modern environmentalism (WWF, Greenpeace, etc.) as 
well, with the Queen’s consort Prince Philip taking the 
limelight with his 1988 statement to Deutsche Press 
Agentur that “In the event I am reborn, I would like to 
return as a deadly virus, in order to contribute some-
thing to solve overpopulation.”

The British Empire’s former physical dominance of 
huge parts of the globe, gives it the advantage of deep 
cultural knowledge of many, many nations—the better 
to manipulate them. British agents—perhaps T.E. Law-
rence of Arabia is the most well-known—are the trace-
able founders of hundreds of sects and terrorist groups 
worldwide, which can then be deployed against nation-
states which object to the Empire’s financial diktat, or 
are considered likely to do so. That this is well known 
to many political leaders internationally is obvious 
from the fact that London in the 1990s was dubbed 
“Londonistan,” because it was the home of so many of 
the world’s terrorist movements.

It’s only when you understand the Empire’s charac-
ter and mode of operation in this way, that you can com-
prehend how it serves, even today, as the chief enemy 
of the United States.

The Saudi Kingdom
The Saudi Kingdom came into being in the early 

20th Century, as a geopolitical tool of the British 
Empire, which picked Ibn Saud (1876-1953) of the 
Wahhabi sect to become keeper of the two holiest sites 
in Islam, Mecca and Medina. The House of Saud—after 
whom the kingdom is named—was then brought into 
the post-World War I negotiations to carve up the Otto-
man Empire, and to serve as a de facto British protec-
torate in the Persian Gulf. The Gulf’s importance as a 
transit route between the Mediterranean and India (the 
Empire’s “crown jewel”) was soon enhanced by the 
rapid development of oil, of which the kingdom has an 
abundance.

The House of Saud has served the British Empire in 
two crucial ways. First, it represents a major source of 
funds through its dominant role in the oil trade. British 
financial arrangements with the Saudis took a new turn 
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in 1981, with the deal struck by 
Saudi Prince Bandar bin Sultan 
and Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher around the British de-
fense giant called BAE, which 
yielded a massive slush fund to 
be jointly managed by British 
and Saudi intelligence for terror-
ist operations internationally.

Secondly, the Saudis have 
served as recruiters, as well as 
funders, of an extensive interna-
tional terrorist network, alleg-
edly based on a particularly fa-
natical form of Islam, which has 
threatened nations around the 
globe. Their sponsorship of rad-
ical jihadists can be found from 
Syria, to Afghanistan and Paki-
stan, to China and Russia. And, 
in the late 1990s, they did the job 
for their British imperial masters 
in the United States, in setting 
up the Sept. 11, 2001 attack.

George W. Bush/Dick Cheney
There have been U.S. presidencies under control of 

the British Empire long before the George W. Bush Ad-
ministration—in fact, going way back, most notably, to 
the Andrew Jackson Presidency of 1828. But it was 
only with the Bush/Cheney Administration that our 
nation had a Presidency that colluded with a major ter-
rorist act against our republic.

Much has been written about how the Bush/Cheney 
Administration was in the lap of “big oil,” including the 
Saudi Kingdom. But the fact is, that that Administration 
turned a blind eye to the Saudi bankrolling of a number 
of the hijackers (two are completely documented) 
through U.S. banks, over the months leading into the 
Sept. 11 attack. How else could then Saudi Ambassador 
to the U.S. Prince Bandar get away with using Saudi 
Embassy accounts at Riggs National Bank in Washing-
ton to transfer $50-72,000 to two Saudi intelligence of-
ficers who paid all the expenses of two of the hijackers?

When the terror act was done, of course, members 
of the bin Laden family were permitted to fly out of the 
country Sept. 13 at a time when all other flights were 
grounded. And when the Congressional commission 
tasked to investigate the 9/11 attacks released its report, 

28 pages dealing with financing 
of the terrorists and implicating 
Saudi Arabia, were blocked 
from the public by President 
Bush.

Barack Obama
During his first campaign for 

the Presidency, Obama pledged 
that he would release the 28 
pages on who financed the at-
tacks. Within weeks of his inau-
guration in 2009, Obama met 
with relatives of some of those 
who lost loved ones on 9/11. An-
thony Summers and Robbyn 
Swan, authors of The Eleventh 
Day, wrote in Vanity Fair of 
August 2011 that “The widow of 
one of those who died at the 
World Trade Center, Kristen 
Breitweiser, has said that she 
brought the new president’s at-
tention to the infamous censored 

section of the Joint Inquiry report. Obama told her, she 
said afterward, that he was willing to get the suppressed 
material released. Two years later, the chapter remains 
classified and the White House will not say why. ‘If the 
28 pages were to be made public, said one of the offi-
cials who was privy to them before President Bush or-
dered their removal, I have no question that the entire 
relationship with Saudi Arabia would change over-
night.’ ”

Not only did Obama break his promise: On the eve 
of a May 2009 visit to Saudi Arabia, he ordered his So-
licitor General to intervene in a Federal court case to 
argue for Saudi Arabia’s sovereign immunity from any 
lawsuits involving the 9/11 attack. To this day, Obama 
has perpetuated the Bush Administration’s coverup of 
the role of both the British and Saudi governments in 
the 9/11/01 attacks—the same networks that were ulti-
mately responsible for the Sept. 11, 2012 attack on the 
U.S. consulate in Benghazi.

This, of course, should not be surprising, because 
Barack Obama, too, is a tool of the British Empire, pro-
vided with evil policies by Her Majesty’s Tony Blair, 
and full beholden to British money and ideas for his rise 
to the Presidency. (See “The British Empire’s Global 
Showdown, and How To Overcome It.”

Former Saudi Ambassador Prince Bandar bin 
Sultan, now head of Saudi intelligence, was at the 
center of the plot to attack the United States on 
9/11/01.
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Nov. 6—Just days after Lyndon LaRouche took the 
stage at the National Press Club to warn of the British-
Saudi drive, along with Obama, toward World War III, 
two political bombshells dropped in Israel underscored 
the reality of the imminent danger of that outbreak.

The first was the revelation by the Israeli Institute 
for National Security Studies (INSS) that Israel had 
conducted a war game in September, premised on a uni-
lateral attack against Iranian nuclear sites on Nov. 9, 
2012—three days after the U.S. Presidential election! 
The second was the airing of an Israel Channel 2 TV 
show revealing that in 2010, institutional leaders in the 
Israeli military and intelligence services blocked an at-
tempt by Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and De-
fense Minister Ehud Barak to launch a war against Iran.

These war avoidance moves come at a point when 
the entire Middle East cockpit, for more than a century 
the playground of British imperial forces, is seething 
with unrest, centered on the besieged nation of Syria, 
and now spreading into Lebanon, Turkey, and other na-
tions. One of the prime actors in this violent destabili-
zation is London’s key partner in creating and support-
ing international “Islamic terrorists,” the Saudi 
Kingdom. As the violence escalates, tension is rapidly 
increasingly between the British-U.S.-NATO grouping 
on one side, and Russia and China on the other, with the 
latter determined to prevent new “regime change” mea-
sures, and the specter of a thermonuclear confrontation 
more and more evident.

While a possible defeat for President Obama in the 
Presidential election might throw the war drive into dis-
array, given his key role with the British-Saudi crowd in 
the Libya War and 9/11 Two, there is no guarantee that 
even that will take the threat of global confrontation off 
the British agenda—and it’s the lunatic monarchical 
grouping in the British Empire which is ultimately call-
ing the shots.

War on November 9?
The INSS war game scenario called for an attack on 

Iran’s nuclear facilities, which would be met by a se-
quence of limited escalations by Iran and some of its 
allies against Israel. But, the conclusion, as reported by 
Britons who filmed the game, and talked to the Nov. 5 
Daily Telegraph, was that the outcome would be a lim-
ited regional conflict, rather than leading to a broader 
war.

However, in the written conclusions that followed 
the war game, the INSS reported that some of the play-
ers concluded that the Israeli attack would “lead to 
World War III,” particularly because Russia and China 
took positions in stark contrast with those of both Israel 
and the United States.

According to a senior U.S. intelligence source 
deeply involved in war-avoidance efforts, the INSS 
publication of the war game findings was part of a re-
newed effort on the part of Israeli military and intelli-
gence circles to push back against the growing threat 

British-Saudi Maneuvers Are 
Leading Toward Global War
by Nancy Spannaus
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that Netanyahu will again 
push for a unilateral Israeli 
attack. The source also cited 
the recent Ha’aretz revela-
tions, further documented 
Nov. 5 on a British indepen-
dent Channel 4 TV documen-
tary, that in 2010, Netanyahu 
actually ordered an Israeli pre-
ventive air attack on Iran, but 
was blocked by top Israeli De-
fense Forces and Mossad offi-
cials, as part of the same effort.

According to the Ha’aretz 
account, Gen. Gabi Ashke-
nazi, then the Chief of Staff of 
the IDF, challenged the prime 
minister’s authority to launch 
an attack without the approval 
of either his security cabinet 
or the relevant committees of 
the Knesset. Ex-Mossad chief Meir Dagan was equally 
sharp, reportedly telling Netanyahu, “You might be 
making an illegal decision about going to war. . . . Only 
the cabinet is authorized to decide this.” Netanyahu was 
forced to back down, and soon afterwards, Dagan came 
out publicly with a sharp warning against any Israeli 
unilateral attack on Iran.

The source went on to warn that, while an attack in 
the immediate days ahead is not a certainty, if Netan-
yahu is reelected in January 2013, he will move imme-
diately to define a new “red line” for an Israeli attack, 
virtually guaranteeing an Israeli military strike early in 
2013. Netanyahu is betting that the P5+1 will not reach 
a negotiated settlement with Iran before that time, and 
that Israel will be in a better position to pressure the 
United States—no matter who wins the upcoming elec-
tions—to join Israel in attacking Iran.

Lunatic Assumptions
The London Daily Telegraph’s David Patrikarakos 

interviewed former Iranian nuclear negotiator Dr. Hos-
sein Mousavian on the realism of the game’s assump-
tions and outcome.

According to Patrikarakos, Mousavian says that “in 
reality Iran would respond by all means, employing the 
total power of its armed forces to draw Israel into a 
long-term war. . . .” And, there would be no doubt the 
Iran would see the U.S. as complicit.

Mousavian said that Iranians “see Israel as just a 
baby . . . one that would never act without US assis-
tance.”

He added that even groups like al-Qaeda that are 
“Iran’s enemies” will attack American targets, taking 
advantage of the Muslim reaction to an attack on a 
Muslim nation.

“The whole region would be engulfed” in violence 
and war, Mousavian said, and slammed the “mistake” 
of assuming that because Iraq and Syria did not react 
when Israel destroyed their nuclear facilities, that Iran 
would do the same.

Bandar and Syria
While the British imperial controllers of the war 

faction in Israel—backed by the British-puppet Obama 
Administration—drives recklessly toward launching 
war against Iran, their junior partners in the Saudi mon-
archy are doing their part to stoke the flames of war in 
the rest of the region. The Saudis are pouring money 
and weapons in massive amounts into the jihadi rebels 
in Syria, some of whom are explicitly al-Qaeda, and 
others not, in the attempt to smash not only the Assad 
regime, but, more important from the British imperial 
standpoint, to smash Russian resistance to their assault 
on national sovereignty.

Note, for example, that, according to the SITE Mon-
itoring intelligence website, citing two videos posted 

Creative Commons

An Israeli think tank has revealed that Israel conducted a war game in September, premised 
on an attack against Iranian nuclear sites to be held on Nov. 9—three days after the U.S. 
elections. Shown: an IDF war game in 2011.
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on Islamist websites, al-Qaeda’s nominal leader Ayman 
al-Zawahiri has called on Muslims to join the uprising 
against the Assad government, and accused Western 
powers of giving Assad a license to kill his opponents, 
by failing to use all military means to have overthrown 
him already.

At the center of the bloody enterprise is Prince 
Bandar bin Sultan, the former British-trained Saudi am-
bassador to the United States, who personally was in-
volved in funneling monies and providing protection 
for the 9/11/2001 hijackers (see p. 4). Bandar, who is 
Tony Blair’s partner in crime, was made the Saudi intel-
ligence chief on July 19, 2012, at the height of the 
Syrian crisis, not only to strengthen the arming of the 
terrorists against Syria’s Assad regime, but also to bring 
to the fore an anti-Assad, Saudi-run administration in 
Lebanon, which borders Syria. The objective is to push 
more arms and terrorists inside Syria.

Bandar’s position also puts him in the middle of the 
spreading of the jihadi violence into Lebanon, where he 
has played a prominent role in mobilizing the Sunni 
population into actions against the Assad and Lebanese 
governments, which have struggled to prevent the con-
flict in Syria from spreading. The recent assassination 
of top Lebanese intelligence official Wissam al-Hassan, 
by unknown assailants, led to a destabilization of Leba-
non, into which Bandar stepped as an alleged mediator 
among the religious factions. In truth, Bandar is bank-
rolling a new Sunni militia to challenge Hezbollah. The 
last time such an effort was made, during the George W. 
Bush Presidency, Saudi Arabia kicked in a reported $25 
million, but the militia disintegrated in the first moment 
of confrontation with Hezbollah fighters.

In Their Own Name
One additional new development in the enflamed 

region is the direct intervention of British Prime Minis-
ter David Cameron, who visited Saudi Arabia and the 
UAE this week, promoting the overthrow of the Assad 
government in Syria, denouncing Russia and China for 
blocking that regime-change drive, and peddling re-
newal of the Anglo-Saudi Al-Yamamah arms-for-oil 
deals. Cameron has been pressing the Saudis to commit 
to a major new purchase of BAE-made British fighter 
jets, and has been running into competition from French 
President François Hollande, who is peddling EADS 
competitor jets. According to one senior U.S. intelli-
gence official familiar with the Al-Yamamah dealings, 
Cameron is hoping that the new head of Saudi Intelli-

gence, British agent Prince Bandar, will have the final 
word on the jet sales contract, not King Abdullah.

On Nov. 5, Cameron spoke to university students in 
the UAE, asserting, contrary to U.S. intelligence esti-
mates, that Iran is pursuing a nuclear weapon and must 
be stopped. Cameron attacked Russia and China for 
blocking UN Security Council approval for another 
military regime-change effort, as was conducted in 
Libya, and blaming Russia and China for the bloodshed 
in Syria. Cameron also hinted that Britain might rede-
ploy some of the troops withdrawing from Afghanistan 
into the Persian Gulf, to add to the pressure on Iran.

The Russians Remain Firm
The Russian government has no illusions about 

what is happening, especially in terms of the arming of 
the violent terrorists who are carrying out atrocities in 
Syria—and who have also been deployed, whenever 
possible, into the Muslim regions of their own country. 
On Oct. 24, Russian Chief of Staff Gen. Nikolai Ma-
karov pointed out that the Syrian rebels are now wield-
ing U.S. Stinger missiles—although Makarov declined 
to commit himself on the conduits by which they would 
have received them.

Meanwhile, Russian Foreign Minister Sergei 
Lavrov is carrying out non-stop diplomacy to try to deal 
with the Syria crisis. Arriving in Cairo on Nov. 4, and 
following his meeting with international Syria envoy 
Lakhdar Brahimi and Arab League head Nabil El-
Araby, Lavrov said:

“The main thing is saving life. For this, however, the 
conflicting Syrian sides must be made to start talks and 
agree on how they carry out a transition to democracy 
in their country. This is the main point of the Geneva 
resolutions on Syria. Russia unconditionally supports 
these resolutions. It is the only participant of the Geneva 
conference that conducts talks with both the Syrian op-
position and the Syrian government. . . . Several West-
ern and other countries continue to push a UN resolu-
tion which would only make matters worse and create 
conditions for a regime change in Damascus. Attempts 
to bring about a forcible regime change would perpetu-
ate bloodshed in Syria. This is a reality which Russia 
cannot influence in any way.”

 Subsequently, Lavrov had a meeting with the Egyp-
tian President Mohamed Morsi and Foreign Minister 
Mohamed Kamel Amr, and traveled on to Jordan, for 
talks with King Abdullah II and Foreign Minister 
Nasser Judeh, on the Syria crisis in particular.
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Nov. 1—Greece is in the eye of the storm that threatens 
to drive the world into a new dark age. The threat of 
nuclear war, occupation by a fascist financial dictator-
ship, and the need for resistance are felt throughout the 
country. At this moment of crisis, we spent a full week, 
Oct. 21-28, in Greece as representatives of the La-
Rouche movement, holding meetings with leading pol-
iticians, economists, political functionaries, govern-
ment officials, journalists, and retired military officers. 
There was tremendous interest in what Lyndon La-
Rouche has to day about the danger of war, and the need 
to replace Obama as President of the United States; our 
interlocutors also paid close attention to LaRouche’s 
economic proposals: implementing an emergency fi-
nancial reform to include the separation banks into 
commercial and investment banking under the princi-
ples of the Glass-Steagall Act; and the economic devel-
opment of the Mediterranean region.

The policy of the European Union (EU) in its des-
perate attempt to save the bankrupt banking system and 
the euro has created a humanitarian catastrophe, in 
which an entire country, Greece, has been put under a 
virtual financial blockade, while its population is being 
forced into abject poverty. The deterioration of the situ-
ation since September 2011, when we last visited there, 
was manifest: There are more beggars on the street, in-
cluding children; people rummaging through garbage 
cans; and a general economic degradation of the popu-
lation. No fewer than 750,000 families, meaning any-
where from 2-3 million of Greece’s nearly 11 million 
people, are now living below the EU poverty line. 
While official unemployment is over 25%, and is ex-
pected to rise to 30% by the end of the year, real unem-
ployment is closer to 50%. Youth unemployment is of-
ficially over 55%, the highest in Europe.

Unlike the “shock therapy” inflicted on the former 
socialist states of Eastern Europe, whose currencies 
were rendered worthless overnight when the Soviet 

Union collapsed, because Greece has the euro, interna-
tional creditors are able to fleece the population through 
forcing the government to increase taxes, cut pensions, 
and simply not fund services, especially health care.

Under Hostile Occupation
Greeks see themselves under hostile occupation and 

their government as collaborators working under orders 
of the infamous Troika of the European Commission 
(EC), the European Central Bank (ECB), and the Inter-
national Monetary Fund (IMF). Thanks to the German 
government of Chancellor Angela Merkel, and the Ger-
many media’s “lazy Greeks” propaganda, Germany is 
seen as the big enforcer of this policy, and in some cases, 
even more so than the EU itself. This extends to German 
companies that are seen as partners to the rampant cor-
ruption among domestic politicians. Companies like 
Siemens and others have a huge stake in various proj-
ects, and are seen as profiting at Greece’s expense.

There is no doubt that it is EU policy to deny health 
care to the Greek population, especially through denial 
of medicines, as an instrument of terror and blackmail. 
Expensive life-saving drugs, such as those for cancer, 
diabetes, and other serious medical conditions, as well 
as life-saving surgeries are being denied the Greeks by 
the government’s failure to disburse funds from the 
public health system—which Greek citizens continue 
to pay into—so as to pay the foreign debt.

We learned from a Greek journalist who is often in 
Italy, that when he goes to a pharmacy in Italy, it is just 
like Greece, with customers lining up for their medi-
cines, and being told by the pharmacist that the govern-
ment has not been reimbursing him. This is also the 
case in Portugal; all of which demonstrates, that this is 
in fact an EU policy and will be applied to all countries.

The cuts in salaries, increases in taxation, etc., are 
never-ending. Those who work, whether in the private 
or public sector, have had deep cuts in their salaries, 

LaRouche’s Ideas Brought to Greece’s 
Struggle vs. the Financial Oligarchy
by Andrea and Dean Andromidas
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from 25 to 50%, with many not having received salaries 
for up to 20 months. And even when they are not paid, 
people must pay taxes, and contribute to their pension 
and health funds, or be denied benefits.

One journalist offered a dramatic description of the 
depression, fear, helplessness, and rage the population 
is experiencing. He said that impoverishment is driving 
even honest people to commit illegal acts. For instance, 
subway, bus, and train fares are to increase by 25% by 
the end of the year; people will just not pay. This is al-
ready happening, and in solidarity, many passengers 
pass their tickets to others, as they leave the subway.

Greek salaries, always among the lowest in the EU, 
have decreased even further, averaging EU750-1,500 
(about $965-1925) a month. A middle-level govern-
ment employee, whose qualifications would entitle him 
to over EU2,000 a month in Germany, makes less than 
EU1,000 in Greece. Rents and mortgage payments are 
not much less than in Germany, and food is more ex-
pensive in Greece than in Germany. Prices for dairy 
products, bread, meat, and beverages such as beer and 
wine, are higher, in many cases, by as much as 30%. 
Now the government has announced an increase of 
40% in fuel and electricity prices. This is a life-threat-
ening increase. Heating fuel will go up to EU1.60 per 
liter, almost twice as high as in Germany, and equiva-

lent to the price of super-diesel, used 
in luxury turbo-charged diesel-
engine cars.

The Bailout Policy Has Failed
The so-called 50% haircut given 

to bondholders earlier this year had 
virtually no effect on Greece’s for-
eign creditors, but did bankrupt the 
Greek banks, which held the largest 
portion of that debt. This led the 
French bank Crédit Agricole to sell 
off its Greek subsidiary, Emporiki 
bank. The freezing up of credit inside 
Greece has led major companies to 
transfer their headquarters and stock 
market listings, and hence potential 
tax revenue, to locations outside 
Greece.

Coca-Cola Hellenic Bottling 
Company SA, the second-largest 
Coca-Cola affiliate in the world, and 
the largest company in Greece, 

which also serviced 28 other countries, transferred its 
headquarters to Switzerland, and its stock market list-
ing to London, thus cutting the total value of equity 
listed in Athens to about $31 billion from $39.2 billion, 
according to Bloomberg.com.

One of Greece’s largest dairy companies, FAGE, 
moved its headquarters to Luxembourg, because it was 
unable to access credit lines in Greece.

These are only the largest of the companies to have 
fled; over the past three years, dozens of companies 
have moved their production facilities, for example, to 
Bulgaria, to escape the dramatic increase in taxation.

Clearly, the bailout policy has proven to be a total 
failure, even in the insane terms defined by the Troika. 
While Greece had a debt to gross domestic product ratio 
of 115% when it signed for the bailout in March, it is 
now expected to reach 189% next year. With the col-
lapse of government revenues because of the collapse of 
the economy, the budget deficit will be 5.2%, and the 
economy, which has already shrunk by more than 20% 
since the bailout started, will collapse another 4.5% next 
year. According to the Troika’s original plan, Greece 
was, by now, supposed to be in in a growth cycle.

Greece has not even been receiving the bailout cred-
its it was promised. It was scheduled to receive EU31 
billion after the elections last June. Yet, although 

The EU-dictated denial of health care, especially medicines, including life-saving 
drugs such as those for cancer, is killing untold numbers of people in Greece. Here, a 
protest against health-care cuts, earlier this year.
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Greece’s creditors got the govern-
ment they wanted, they have still not 
released the money. It really doesn’t 
matter to the Greek people, since the 
funds will be going directly to the 
banks.

Aware of the Danger of War
For many Greeks, the danger of a 

new Middle East war is seen as very 
much a part of the oppressive Euro-
pean policy being forced on them. 
They are well aware of their geostra-
tegic location in the eastern Mediter-
ranean, especially given the fact that 
the U.S. uses Greek bases as part its 
NATO deployment, while Great Brit-
ain has its most important overseas 
military bases on Cyprus.  Already, many of the illegal 
refugees who flee to Greece over Turkish border are 
coming from the Afghan and Iraqi war zones; there are 
fears that a flood of Syrian and Iranian refugees will 
soon follow. This fear is played upon by the EU to keep 
Greece from bringing down the whole house of cards, 
by declaring a debt moratorium and exiting the euro.

Turkey is seen now as following an aggressive Otto-
man-style imperial policy under Foreign Minister 
Ahmed Davutoglu, and many fear that the weakening 
of Greece’s ties with NATO and the EU could open 
Greece to threats from Turkey. Moreover many realize 
that behind the war danger is an aggressive policy by 
the Obama Administration and the European Union 
against Russia and China.

Russia, which traditionally shares Greece’s Ortho-
dox Christian faith, has expressed keen interest in in-
vesting in Greece, and is its primary source for oil and 
gas, while Russian tourists are among the top visitors to 
Greece. Leasing one of the two container terminals in 
Greece’s main port of Piraeus, China has made Greece 
its major entry point for its exports to Europe. Yet 
Greece has been under pressure from both the EU and 
the U.S. not to enhance these ties. Greece is even being 
told it they cannot borrow money from Russia or China, 
on penalty of violating the terms of the EU bailout 
agreement.

The threat of thermonuclear war is less well under-
stood. We met with Gen. Kostas Konstandinidis (ret.), a 
founding member of NATO Generals Against Nuclear 
War, who understood the danger of war, but was skepti-

cal that it would be a thermonuclear war prior to the 
meeting; he was soon convinced. Although well into his 
80s, he committed himself mobilizing his networks 
against the war danger.

Implement Glass-Steagall; Bury the Euro
If Greece is to survive, the United States will have to 

implement a Glass-Steagall reform, and Europe will 
have to follow. Then a new credit system would have to 
be created. This can only be accomplished if the nations 
of Europe take back their sovereignty, bury the euro, 
and return to national currencies backed by appropriate 
credit institutions to fund the LaRouche movement’s 
“Program for an Economic Miracle in Southern Europe, 
the Mediterranean Region, and Africa,” including the 
“Marshal Plan for Greece.”1 This was the message La-
Rouche representatives brought to our Greek partners.

There was tremendous interest in our program of re-
construction and development, but it provoked the 
question, “How will this be financed?” And this was the 
point at which real discussions and debates began. 
While there was widespread support for separation of 
banks along Glass-Steagall lines, there continues to be 
a great deal of blindness to the need to dump the euro, 
even among those opposing the hated Troika. It is clear 
that there is an active attempt to drag the opposition 
behind various dubious “European” schemes, such as 
enhancing federalism, joint budgets, having the ECB 
finance governments, and various schemes to “recycle” 

1.  See EIR, June 8, 2012. 

Some 2-3 million Greeks are now living below the EU poverty line. Official 
unemployment is over 25%; youth unemployment is officially over 55%, the highest in 
Europe. Shown: Digging through the trash for food, Thessaloniki, January 2012.

http://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2012/2012_20-29/2012-23/index.html
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so-called “surpluses” of the North into the South. Thus, 
the issue of what LaRouche has defined as a real “credit 
system” is, was at the center of every discussion. None-
theless, outside of parliament, there is a growing anti-
euro movement, led by people who enjoy considerable 
credibility.

We had the opportunity to meet the leader of the 
“Gang of the Drachma,” economist and former parlia-
mentarian Theodore Katsanevas, who is one of the 
most outspoken advocates for Greece to win back its 
sovereignty by dumping the euro and returning to the 
drachma.

“This is the worst period in Greece; it’s like the 
German occupation all over again,” he said (referring to 
the years 1941-45). He added that to be against the euro 
is to open oneself to massive attacks by the media and 
political class. One is either called a lunatic, based on 
the claim that if Greece were to return to the drachma, 
the country would fall into the abyss; or part of a mafia 
of rich Greeks who have huge Swiss bank accounts and 
will buy up everything, once Greece returns to the 
drachma. Katsanevas’s new book on exiting the euro, 
released the week of our meeting, had already sold 
5,000 copies. Katsanevas’s plan, in addition to return-

ing to the drachma, calls for bilateral negotiations to 
reduce the value of the debt to 30% with a two-year 
moratorium on debt payments, government controls 
over speculation, etc.—steps which any sovereign state 
would implement within the rights of its national con-
stitution, but which are expressly forbidden by Eu-
rope’s imperial euro system.

The widespread belief is that after the U.S elections, 
a major financial crisis will explode, starting with 
Greece, and that the current government, led by the 
conservative New Democracy, and including the Pasok 
and Democratic Left parties, will collapse by the end of 
the year. This will bring to power some combination of 
parties, including the anti-bailout parties, the left-wing 
Syriza, and the nationalist Independent Greeks.

On the other hand, many Greeks see the need to go 
outside the party system, hoping for a leader who can 
unite the right and the left into a national salvation gov-
ernment. While Greek composer and resistance leader 
Mikis Theodorakis has demonstrated that he can in-
spire millions of Greeks to resist, and has an idea of a 
national policy of salvation, his advanced age and poor 
health prevent him from playing that role. Other leaders 
will have to come forward.

There Is Life After the Euro!
Program for an Economic Miracle in  
Southern Europe, the Mediterranean  
Region, and Africa
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Here is a substantial excerpt, edited for EIR:

The Greek Great Depression

2012 was the beginning of the Greek Great Depres-
sion and Greek Yeltsin-like era. There is a lot of data 
describing the present situation in Greece; the most 
characteristic information is presented below:

The Greek unemployment rate again hit a record 
high of 25.1% in July, according to data released by the 
Hellenic Statistical Authority (ELSTAT). 1.26 million 
Greeks were unemployed, with more than 1,000 jobs 
lost every day over the past year. In the worst-affected 
15-24 age group, unemployment was 54.2%. In July 

2008, a year before Greece’s acute financial crisis 
broke, there were only about 364,000 registered unem-
ployed.

The important data is again the labor force partici-
pation rate, which is getting continuously smaller. The 
number of employed during December 2011 was esti-
mated at 3,899,319 people. The inactive workforce was 
4,424,562 people. July’s data show the number of em-
ployed at 3,763,142 people and the inactive workforce 
at 3,356,276 people. One million disappeared from the 
“inactive workforce” during the last seven months. 
Moreover, according to the rules of unemployment 
measurement, the self-employed and owners of small 
businesses can never be counted as unemployed. As a 
result, in fact, nearly 2 million people in Greece are 
without work now, including those whose year-long 
benefits have run out.1

Furthermore, taking into account that employees 
paid by the public sector, one way or another, are 1.0-
1.1 million people, the percentage of unemployment in 
the private sector is already 50%. In August, there were 
thousands of businesses that did not pay salaries; hun-
dreds of thousands of Greek households had no income 
that month. There are also companies that do not pay 
their employees’ salaries for months. The special secre-
tary of the Labor Inspectorate said that data show that 
120,000 businesses have not paid their salaries on time. 
So, more than 400,000 workers were not paid in August, 
and over 400,000 families are without a wage earner. 
That also means that one in two Greeks who is being 
paid a salary nowadays belongs, one way or another, to 
the public sector.

It is obvious that the Troika still supports the public 
sector in order to be able to pay especially the guardians 
of the tyrannical regime—the Greek government—so 
as to proceed to the final stage of the rescue plan, as 
soon as possible (fast track): to buy Greece’s public 
wealth at 10% or less of its real value. Everything is 
going to be privatized. That will be the end of the Troi-
ka’s plan orchestrated by Germany, transforming 
Greece into a German protectorate, with a standard of 
living similar to that of the Third World countries. As an 
exchange, the Troika has promised to a certain part of 
the corrupted Greek political and financial elite, that 
they will remain in power afterwards.

1.  Greece’s population was estimated to be 10.8 million as of July 
2012—EIR.

Dr. George Vardangalos
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The Collapse of Health Care
Another critical sector collapsing at an accelerating 

pace is health care. Health care in Greece is at a crisis 
point, with hospitals running out of vital supplies and 
drugs. Cancer patients have to source their own pre-
scriptions, as pharmacies fail to stock vital drugs be-
cause the government has not provided funds to pay for 
them. The insolvent country’s worsening liquidity has 
led to public insurers being unable to pay bills, and pre-
scription drug stocks are running dangerously low.

Thousands of people have no access to public health 
care. Doctors estimate that right now, at least 40% of 
Greeks are either uninsured or cannot get public health 
care, and the trend is likely to grow. Furthermore, hos-
pitals are under increased pressure, as austerity has re-
sulted in many people abandoning private hospitals for 
those of the public sector. Additional strain is placed on 
hospitals due to the needs of illegal immigrants who 
have not contributed towards social security funds.

Greece’s overall public health-care system is on the 
verge of collapse. Public hospitals are under-staffed 
and under-supplied. The government owes millions of 
euros to pharmacies and medical staff.

Finally, the most important thing: The economic 
crisis will have serious repercussions for even the 
youngest swathes of the population. The physical and 
psychological development of youngsters in the coun-
try is at risk because of malnutrition caused by poverty. 
The alarm has been raised in a report of April 2012 on 
the situation of young people in Greece, drafted by 
UNICEF’S Greek committee, and by the University of 
Athens. The report says that 439,000 children in the 
country are currently living below the poverty line—
underfed and in insalubrious conditions—in families 
that represent 20.1% of Greek households.

The Final Blow
Under this depressionary financial situation, the 

Troika demands that Greece adopt austerity measures 
worth EU9 billion next year, rather than the EU7.8 bil-
lion Athens had planned for in the 2013 budget. The 
total package for 2013 and 2014 is worth EU13.5 billion 
in spending reductions and tax hikes (in order to give a 
two-year extension, they demand measures worth 
EU18.5 billion, according to the latest information).

Almost EU5 billion of the cuts next year will come 
from pensions, which is likely to mean larger reduc-
tions for pensioners who earn more than EU1,000 a 
month than had originally been planned. About EU1.7 

billion will be cut from civil servants’ salaries, rather 
than the planned EU1.4 billion. Welfare payments will 
be slashed by EU1.2 billion. The measures will include 
an increase in the retirement age from 65 to 67.

These austerity measures will add more pain and re-
cession to Greece. My first estimation is that recession 
will be 5-7% in 2013. Now, it is not known if there will 
be a two-year extension for the implementation of aus-
terity measures, but taking into account the fiscal mul-
tiplier effect the IMF describes in its latest report, it 
seems highly probable that in the following 2-3 years, 
Greek GDP will have a further decline of 10-15%.

In its latest report, the IMF has an extended refer-
ence to the fiscal multiplier. It admits that it made a 
huge mistake in its estimates for the recession as a result 
of austerity measures. In their latest researches, they 
found the coefficient on planned fiscal consolidation to 
be large, negative, and significant. These researches 
suggest that the actual fiscal multipliers were larger 
than forecasters assumed. In the case of Greece, the 
fiscal multiplier has actually been over 1.5, maybe 
about 2.0.

Returning to the austerity measures, the govern-
ment is orchestrating the final attack on the private 
sector. The wages of the employed in the private sector 
are being cut down to Chinese standards in a completely 
deregulated labor market. The tax measures taken, con-
cerning especially the very weak self-employed and the 
owners of very small businesses, continue the peaceful 
procedure, in a concept like [Nazi Germany’s] Kristall-
nacht in a Greek version, against this part of the private 
sector. The aim is now obviously the elimination from 
the market of the self-employed and the owners of 
small businesses, as soon as possible.

In 2011, two anti-constitutional tax measures were 
implemented against the self-employed: a) a fixed tax 
of EU500 was paid by every self-employed person, in 
fact as a penalty for being one, and b) the amount of 
money paid by the self-employed in health-care and 
pension funds (flat amount, independent of income, 
paid even if there is no income) was not considered as 
an expense. On the contrary, it is considered as income, 
and is taxed additionally.

Among the tax measures the Greek government has 
in mind to implement against the self-employed next 
year, two more anti-constitutional ones have been pro-
posed/decided: a) the self-employed will pay tax from 
the first euro of their income, and b) this tax will be 35% 
of their income.
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What does this mean for the self-employed? Taking 
into account the real income of 80% of the self-em-
ployed in this period, he/she must pay 60-70%, on aver-
age, of their income for taxes and payments to health 
care and pension funds. As for the tax range, that pay-
ment is up to 50%. That means that the self-employed 
won’t survive in the following months, because the 
government’s tax measures are giving them the lethal 
blow. I have to repeat that the self-employed are never 
considered unemployed by law, they don’t receive any 
aid when they are unemployed, and they have to pay 
each year EU4,000-8,000 to health-care and pension 
funds (this range is valid for the latest law governing 
self-employed engineers).

So the 10% of the self-employed and owners of 
businesses that gather 90% of the wealth from this 
sector will gather more money from the hundreds of 
thousands that will be out of the market, sooner or later. 
Most of the tax evasion is among this 10%, but nothing 
is done about it. On the contrary, the tax reforms that the 
Greek government advertises are in fact a significant 
reduction of taxes for the wealthiest part of the society 
and increased taxes for the rest.

Big private businesses also say the tax hikes are suf-

focating them. In the worsening financial climate, two 
of Greece’s largest companies have announced that 
they are pulling out of the country. Coca-Cola Hellenic 
(CCH) announced that it was switching its primary list-
ing from Athens to London, and moving its corporate 
base to stable, low-tax Switzerland. Its move follows 
the Greek dairy group FAGE’s relocation to Luxem-
bourg this month. There are rumors that many other 
large companies are preparing to pull out of the country.

In addition, with the latest information about large 
companies not paying September salaries, the Greek 
private sector is near a credit crunch that could create 
conditions for the immediate collapse of the Greek 
economy, without warning. These conditions are simi-
lar to those of the Capital Strike in the U.S. in 1937-38. 
The usual commentators will say simply, it was a 
“Black Swan” event.

What Must Be Done
This collapse must be prevented immediately, or 

else it will cause an unprecedented event with chain re-
actions that will affect the EU, the wider region of the 
Mediterranean and the Middle East. I won’t say much 
about the measures that have to be implemented, start-
ing even before the American elections of November. 
In brief, these are needed:

•  An EU120-160 billion haircut in Greek public 
debt (mainly OSI [official sector involvement]). A long 
extension to the loans taken from the Troika, reduction 
of their interest to the level at which the ECB is lending 
to banks now;

•  Recapitalization of the banks and, at the same 
time, the separation of banks into their commercial and 
investment parts, under a law like the old Glass-Stea-
gall Act in the U.S.

•  Immediate implementation of a New Marshall 
Plan for the reconstruction of the Greek economy. The 
damage that has already been done by the Troika’s 
rescue plan is irreversible.

Big countries are responsible for the destruction of 
the Greek economy because of the Troika’s rescue plan. 
Even if some of them didn’t force its implementation, 
they allowed other countries to proceed with this hubris 
that caused and causes thousands of deaths among the 
Greek population. Now, they must support the recon-
struction of the Greek economy by any means. For the 
countries mainly responsible for this destruction, Nem-
esis is already on the way.

george.vardangalos@gmail.com
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Nov. 6—The impact of Superstorm Sandy on the United 
States is a reality shock in all respects. It is the end of 
the pretense that there is a functioning U.S. economy. It 
is the end of the pretense that apparent authorities—
President Barack Obama, New Jersey Gov. Chris Chris-
tie, New York City Mayor Michael Bloomberg, and 
others—are anything but instruments of the very poli-
cies which brought about vulnerability to mass destruc-
tion to begin with: the British imperial policies of finan-
cial bailouts, industrial shutdown, food crises, mass 
unemployment, infrastructure takedown, subversion of 
science, green lies, and depopulation en masse.

There is no going back. Millions of people now real-
ize the full horror of what has happened in Hurricane 
Sandy; and millions are proceeding to the next blow: 
There is no possibility or intention of this trio of office-
holders to repair or rebuild anything, post-storm. Their 
words about being “in it for the long haul,” as Obama 
said alongside Christie in New Jersey, on Oct. 31, are 
just crass soundbytes.

The next day, Mayor Bloomberg, when asked for 
his view of the proposals for New York City sea surge 
barriers, like those protecting cities elsewhere, said, 
never. “I don’t think there’s any practical way to build 
barriers in the oceans.”

As of election eve, hundreds of thousands of people 
in the New York City boroughs, and nearby New Jersey 
and Connecticut, in particular, are in life-threatening 
conditions of frigid weather, no electricity, no food, no 
medical aid, no security, and a state of terror. The core 

SUPERSTORM SANDY

Reality Shock for the 
Course of the Nation
by Marcia Merry Baker

EIR Economics

FEMA/Walt Jennings

Devastation from Hurricane Sandy in Breezy Point, on the 
Rockaway Peninsula in Queens, New York. FEMA staff walk 
through the debris, to assess damage, aid survivors.
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of the storm hit the most densely populated center of 
North America. There are over 20 million residents of 
Greater New York City.

Obama, Christie, Bloomberg, et al. used the very 
same cynical script—“I stand beside you”—last year, 
after Hurricane Irene hit this same region in August, 
after which no rebuilding program was launched. More-
over, the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
(FEMA) welched on its reimbursement commitments 
to hundreds of localities, for even minimal repair ex-
penses; and the civil works budget for the Army Corps 
of Engineers, already paltry, was cut even further.

In New Jersey, oversized Chris Christie speaks of 
ending Big Government and big projects—the very 
kinds of projects and skilled employment required na-
tionally. Obama, doing the same, especially extols 
green jobs. Bloomberg, who has imposed mass em-
ployment cuts, officially endorsed Obama Nov. 1 for 
his greeniness. Now the largest metropolitan area of 
North America is under water, and dying.

Behind the false rhetoric and evil policies stands the 
political/financial nexus behind Wall Street, the City of 
London, and decades of anti-nation-state operations, 
best known as the British Empire, and now acting with 
its Saudi Kingdom operation to foster and deploy ter-
rorism and threaten thermonuclear war.

The only course of action which can rebuild the 
Sandy storm zone, is the same as required to restore the 
U.S. economy, and establish a new nation-serving in-

ternational system: 1) re-establish the Glass-Steagall 
law in banking; 2) initiate a development-based credit 
system; 3) launch NAWAPA XXI (North American 
Water and Power Alliance XXI) and a crash rebuilding 
program in the storm states, along with other priority 
projects.

It is from this vantage point, that we review the di-
mensions of the current storm devastation, and key ele-
ments of what defines the rebuilding process, in order 
to further political intervention for a revolutionary 
policy shift. A short look-back to what built New York 
City historically, especially in the FDR period, under-
scores the political system we must restore today: non-
partisan emergency action for the public good.

The essential post-storm projects include what 
should have been in place all along: shoreline protec-
tion from sea walls, gates and diversion systems; dense 
rail grids with inland redundancy; abundant power, 
centered on nuclear generation; modernized electricity 
generation, distribution, and reserves; sound and plen-
tiful housing, based on serving a productive population, 

U.S. Army

U.S. Army servicemen rescue residents from floodwaters in New 
Jersey, Nov. 1.

FEMA/Liz Roll

Many backyards in Hoboken, N.J., still flooded Nov. 1.
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not real estate bubbles from shoreline speculation; 
secure water provision; in-depth public health and 
medical treatment capacity, and more. Most important 
is the space/satellite program, for advanced storm 
warning, for developing understanding of the universe, 
and for protection from planetary threats.

Scale of Devastation
Hurricane Sandy was huge in energy, extent, and 

damage. At one point, 23 Eastern and Midwest states 
were under wind gust warnings, and nearly as many for 
flash flooding. After widespread devastastion in the Ca-
ribbean, Sandy’s northward path, which brought dan-
gerous weather to Florida, northward through the Mid-
Atlantic states, then veered westward, making landfall 
Oct. 29 in southern New Jersey, and proceeding to in-
undate and pummel the low-lying part of New York 
City and environs.

At this point, Sandy, re-classified from Hurricane to 
Superstorm, was some 1,000 miles across, bringing 
high winds and rain to the Great Lakes region, and a ter-
rible “thunder snow” to the Appalachians, especially 
West Virginia. Sandy finally tailed off to the north, 
leaving destruction in its wake in Canada.

At the peak, 8.5 million customers—households 
and businesses—in 21 states, were cut off from elec-
tricity. The storm affected, in part or extensively, a 23-
state area, with a population of over 60 million in the 
worst-hit zone. As Superstorm Week Two began, 1.3 
million residents still lack power.

Records were set for flooding and destruction in the 
coastal areas. In Lower Manhattan, the sea surge crest 
topped 13 feet, far exceeding the prior record of 11-plus 
feet from Hurricane Gloria in 1985. Southern Manhat-
tan and the low-lying areas of the boroughs were en-
gulfed suddenly—Rockaway in Queens, Coney Island, 
Staten Island, along the Jersey Hudson Riverside towns, 
and coastline generally.

Vehicular and rail tunnels to Manhattan and other 
links in the boroughs and New Jersey were flooded. For 
a time on Oct. 30, the island of Manhattan was com-
pletely cut off from all connection to surrounding main-
land. Bridges were closed due to wind, and tunnels in-
undated. The New York Subway System was flooded 
for the first time in its 108-year history, and closed.

Accordingly, with this sweep of damage, plus the 
lack of infrastructure and the lack of redundancy of 
vital supplies, all areas of basic life have been over-
thrown for millions of people, centered in the New 

York/New Jersey coastal region, but affecting the 
nation. Forty-nine years of takedown since the death of 
President Kennedy have been brought home within 48 
hours of a severe storm.

Vast Infrastructure Damage
Transportation. All heavy and light-rail systems 

were hit in the New York/New Jersey metropolitan 
area, from the Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(MTA) subway system, to the PATH trains, Long Island 
commuter lines, New Jersey Transit (NJT) rail, and 
AMTRAK interstate. Since only 50% of residents in 
New York City have private cars, compared with the 
90% average nationally, the lack of rail transit is a crip-
pling blow.

New Jersey Transit, averaging 276,000 daily rail 
commuters, has 35% of its locomotives damaged, and 
23% of its rail cars. The U.S. no longer makes this 
heavy equipment, which NJT gets from Canada, with 
very long lead times and custom designing involved. 
The NJT operations center was flooded, ruining its 
electronic control systems. Very partial train service 
was resumed after a week, but there is no timetable for 
restoring full service.

Pre-storm, the MTA subway system averaged 5.5 
million riders daily, on its nearly 210 miles of routes 
(650 miles of revenue track), interconnecting the New 
York City boroughs. A week later, a few lines have been 
put back into operation, with slower speeds, and fewer 
trains, but there is extensive damage, including washed-
out shoreline tracks and control systems. The de-water-
ing phase continues for several flooded subway tubes. 
There is severe damage to switches, electronics, and 
other vital components from the effects of standing, 
salty, toxic water. Sources and reserves for replacement 
and repair parts don’t exist in the United States.

“Think of it as a 90- to 100-year-old patient that got 
into an accident and is in the hospital,” MTA chairman 
Joseph Lhota told the media. “Things always happen 
when you get in the hospital that you don’t expect. The 
amount of saltwater that is in the system, as we clean it 
out, we’re finding other things.”

For vehicular traffic, the chaos in the first week, 
from lack of gasoline, lack of electricity for gas sta-
tions, etc., is par for the course, considering who is in 
charge. One special irony concerns heating oil for 
homes and commercial buildings. On Oct. 1, Bloom-
berg’s new greenie mandate went into effect, saying 
that 5% of all fuel oil used in the boroughs had to be 
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biodiesel. This was to be a na-
tional green trendsetter. Now, in 
the storm aftermath, that stupid 
decree is waived, as are all the 
FDA emissions rules and local 
ethanol mandates, given that re-
ality has struck.

Housing. There are now 
thousands of households, that 
are either homeless, or in unliv-
able circumstances. This ranges 
from those who are safe, but 
displaced because their homes 
are demolished or uninhabit-
able, to those in unsafe apart-
ment buildings, nursing homes, 
or temporary shelters, with no 
resouces for where to go next.

There is no redundancy of 
housing anywhere in the North-
east, for interim accommoda-
tion. FEMA is signing people 
up who qualify to receive grants 
to cover 30 months of their 
rental expense, but the housing isn’t to be had. In New 
York City alone, 40,000 people need long-term interim 
housing, according to the understated count released by 
the City Housing Authority, which said that 20,000 are 
from the low-income, public-housing rolls.

For the 400,000 New Yorkers resident in hundreds 
of the 2,600 public housing buildings operated by the 
Housing Authority, there were thousands, as of Nov. 1, 
stuck in 267 tenement buildings known to have no 
power, no security, no food, and many with no water. 
For infants, the elderly, diabetics, and others, these con-
ditions mean sickness and death.

For example, as late as Day 8, in Red Hook, Brook-
lyn, a resident of a public housing high rise appealed for 
help to a reporter, “We can’t live like rats.” No relief 
had come at all for a full week. Many fearful residents 
had not left their rooms the whole time. The building 
was without electricity, water, and sanitation. The hall-
ways were pitch black; the stairwell landings, full of 
human waste. Since the gas still worked, people re-
sorted to using their stoves for heat, a terrible fire 
danger.

The public housing units hardest hit are on the 
shoreline areas: Coney Island (Brooklyn), Rockaway 
Beach (Queens), Alphabet City (Manhattan), and Long 

Island. For example, LaGuardia Houses and Vladock 
Houses on the Lower East Side of Manhattan have 
become houses of terror—for robbery, disease, and de-
spair.

Medical care. Headlines covered the heroic, mid-
storm evacuations of two Manhattan hospitals: 300 pa-
tients from the New York University Langone Medical 
Center on Oct. 29, and over 600 patients from Bellevue, 
on Nov. 1. These were necessitated by lack of reliable 
back-up electricity.

But behind these singular storm events are dozens 
of situations, where disabled people in nursing homes 
were left in danger; people needing treatment have no 
where to turn—all from both the Bloomberg and prior 
cuts to health care (with more to come from Obam-
acare). In Far Rockaway—known in advance to be in a 
high-target zone for the deluge, the City did not evacu-
ate all nursing homes. Rockaway Care Center, Horizon 
Care Center, and a few others had residents taken to a 
school. But other facilities were left in extreme danger.

Water, utilities. Hundreds of thousands still have 
no safe water, and raw sewage is streaming amidst the 
flood waters at points throughout the five boroughs, and 
many parts of New Jersey.

Food. Thousands are without food, trapped in their 

U.S. Army/E.J. Hersom

Water pours into New York Harbor from pumps displacing floodwaters in the Battery Park 
underpass in Lower Manhattan, on Nov. 2. The Army Corps of Engineers 249th Batalion 
(Prime Power) continued its work of de-watering at 11 key sites throughout the island, in 
addition to pumping out tunnels.
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high-rise apartment buildings—confined by darkness, 
fear of assault, multi-story stairwells, no communica-
tions, and poverty. They have received no food relief 
for days. In addition, there are hundreds of localities 
where people can move about amidst the debris, but no 
food is to be had. Obama’s FEMA, Homeland Security, 
Christie and Bloomberg, set up no contingencies for 
high-volume, long-term food security. After a week, the 
Federal Agriculture Department began shipping in 
foodstuffs.

Moreover, the immediate food crisis associated 
with the storm, occurs in the context of shrinking food 

output nationally, no food reserves, and a sharp con-
traction in farm capacity.

Flood, Sea Surge Protection
Having the right infrastructure in place of all kinds, 

would have mitigated the damage toll, even from Su-
perstorm Sandy. Such infrastructure includes coastal 
surge defense, inland flood control, power, water 
supply, transportation, health-care logistics, and food 
security. The principle involved is illustrated most dra-
matically by the question of barriers against sea surge. 
They must be there.

Lake Borgne Surge Barrier 
Now Protects New Orleans

Nov. 6—In Summer 2011, the IHNC (Inner Harbor 
Navigation Canal) Lake Borgne Surge Barrier was 
completed, to protect the city of New Orleans from 
storm surge flooding. It is the largest single civil works 
project ever carried out by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers; it performed to perfection in its first use, 
August 2012, when Hurricane Isaac hit the Gulf Coast.

The structure consists of a 1.8-mile-long barrier 
wall, with gigantic gates (seen in the middle dis-
tance), situated at the upper end of Lake Borgne (east 
of Lake Pontchartrain), at the confluence of the Intra-
coastal Channel. The barrier, made of 
concrete and steel, is shown here, with a 
view of the Seabrook Floodgate in the 
foreground.

Locally, the barrier is referred to as 
“The Great Wall.” It forms the first line 
of defense to protect against tidal surge 
from the Gulf of Mexico moving inward 
through Lake Ponchartrain. The Great 
Wall protects the parishes hit so badly in 
2005—the Lower Ninth Ward and St. 
Barnard Parish.

The Corps reports that the project 
took “enough steel to construct eight 
Eiffel Towers, enough concrete to fill 
one football field, 94 feet deep . . . [and] 
involves 160 miles of piles.”

The photo shows the massive gates, 

during installation in May 2011.
The concept of surge protection for New Or-

leans—long proposed—was finally acted upon after 
the deadly impact of Hurricane Katrina in 2005. As of 
2006, upgraded flood defense systems were mapped 
out for the entire city region—much of it below sea 
level—including new floodwalls, pumping capacity, 
and other logistics—amongst which, the Lake Borgne 
Surge Barrier was a centerpiece. In 2008, the the 
Corps awarded a $1 billiom design-build contract to 
Shaw Environmentmental & Infrastructure, Inc.—the 
largest such contract in Corps history. Under Corps 
supervision, Shaw finished the barrier and gates in an 
unbelievable time of two years and two weeks.

Marcia Merry Baker

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
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The proposal has been present for decades to protect 
the New York/New Jersey Bay area by a sea wall and 
surge barrier system. But this was always shelved, for 
reasons of political opposition citing costs, and more 
recently, by greenie, bogus environmental objections. 
First, consider the success of these barriers, then the 
specifics for New York City.

The other Northeast coastal towns with such anti-
surge systems, though on a smaller scale, were almost 
fully protected during Superstorm Sandy, and also 
during Hurricane Irene in August 2011. These are:

•  Providence, R.I. The Fox Point Hurricane Barrier 
was built in 1960-66, authorized by the 1958 Federal 
Flood Control Act. It is a 3,000 foot (910 meter) tidal 
flood wall across the Providence River, with rock and 
earthern dikes, vehicular and canal gates, and a pump-
ing station.

•  New Bedford, Mass., is protected by the New 
Bedford Harbor Hurricane Barrier, built by the Army 
Corps of Engineers. It was authorized and begun in 
1958, and consists of a 3 km-long, 20-ft high wall of 
rock and dirt, with a set of hydraulically-operated doors, 
to be closed against storm surge.

•  Stamford, Conn. In 1966, the Army Corps of En-
gineers built the Stamford Hurricane Barrier, which it 
continues to operate. It functioned perfectly during 
Sandy, as it has in all past storms. Stamford Director 
of Public Safety Ted Jankowski told the press Oct. 30, 
“The surge never breached the hurricane wall. It 
wasn’t even close. The hurricane wall is 17 feet, and 
the highest ocean level was 11 feet, so we had 6 feet to 
go.”

In Europe, there is the model complex of storm bar-
riers in The Netherlands, called Delta Works, protect-
ing against a North Sea surge. The system has several 
surge barriers, one of which is the Maeslantkering, 
which protects Rotterdam, and the largest of which is 
the Oosterschedlekering, which has 62 giant steel 
doors. In east England, there is the Thames Barrier, 
downstream from London, on the Thames River, to 
protect against exceptionally high tides and surges from 
the North Sea. Protecting St. Petersburg, is a 9.9 mile 
(16 m) barrier separating the Gulf of Finland from Neva 
Bay. The “Saint Petersburg Flood Prevention Facility 
Complex” was begun by the U.S.S.R. in 1978, and fin-
ished in 2011.

But the world’s newest, large-scale anti-surge struc-
ture is in New Orleans—the Lake Borgne Surge Bar-
rier, a $1.1 billion project overseen by the Army Corps 

of Engineers (see box). Completed in Summer 2011, 
this barrier was used for the first time, with full success, 
during Hurricane Isaac in August 2012. Ironically, it 
was commissioned in the wake of the Katrinagate of the 
George W. Bush Presidency, then carried through to 
completion, ending with funding from the Obama 
Stimulus Act (American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009).

But now, the Federal government refuses to even al-
locate funding to operate the big Lake Bourgne Surge 
Barrier gates! On Nov. 6, local Louisiana residents of 
the Orleans Parish have a ballot referendum, on whether 
to approve raising their own tax rate, to pay for running 
the surge barrier, through the local Orleans Levee Dis-
trict.

Surge Barriers for New York/New Jersey
There are several proposals for surge barriers to pro-

tect New York City and New Jersey. They involve dif-
ferent kinds of sea walls and gates, proposed for se-
lected sites where the Outer Bay meets the Atlantic 
Ocean, and other critical, inland spans.

A strong advocate is Malcolm J. Bowman, Coordi-
nator of the Storm Surge Group at the State University 
of New York at Stony Brook, on Long Island. “If we 
had implemented these barriers by now, there would 
have been no damage to New York City resulting from 
Sandy. By that I mean no damage coming from the 
ocean,” Bowman told ABC News on Nov. 2. He has 
commissioned two top engineering firms to propose re-
fined designs. Bowman said, “I am not proposing we 
start pouring concrete next week. What I am proposing 
is a feasibility study. We need to do that if we are seri-
ous about protecting the city from further catastro-
phes.” He has stressed that this is not “far-out science or 
engineering.”

In 2009, a seminar, titled “Against the Deluge: 
Storm Surge Barriers to Protect New York City,” was 
held by the American Society of Civil Engineers’ 
(ASCE) New York Metropolitan Section Infrastructure 
Group and the New York Academy of Sciences. It was 
attended by New York City’s Office of Emergency 
Management and the Army Corps of Engineers. They 
all discussed the likelihood of an impending sea surge. 
Featured presentations on storm surge barriers for New 
York were given by four firms: Arcadis, Halcrow/
CHM2 Hill, Parsons Brickerhoff, and Camp Dresser & 
McKee.

Arcadis, the Holland-based, international infra-
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structure firm, has extensive expe-
rience with surge barriers in The 
Netherlands. For New York, Ar-
cadis proposes a barrier situated in 
the Verrazano Narrows, connect-
ing the Upper New York Bay with 
the Atlantic Ocean. The barrier 
would be 4,800 ft in length, with a 
large sliding sector gate of 860 ft. 
This would allow the largest ves-
sels to pass through during normal 
weather, and it could be closed 
during a storm (Figure 1).

An Arcadis statement April 2, 
2009 summarized: “Parts of the 
New York and New Jersey Metro-
politan Area (20 million inhabit-
ants) are below the maximum 
water level of a probable storm 
surge, resulting from Northeast 
storms and hurricanes. . . . Although 
the area is not below sea level, the 
risk of human casualties is also 
present, as tunnels and the subway systems may flood. 
The proposed barrier in the Verrazano Narrows, com-
bined with two other barriers at the East River and the 
Arthur Kill, will minimize the danger of a storm surge 
entering from the Atlantic Ocean into the Upper New 
York Bay. The costs of the Verrazano Barrier, roughly 
estimated at 6.5 billion dollars, may prove economically 
preferable to accepting the chance of flooding.”

The CH2M Hill plan is for a levee-like barrier to run 
five miles from the Sandy Hook promontory in New 
Jersey, northward to the Rockaway Peninsula in 
Queens, on Long Island (Figure 2). This would leave 
Rockaway and Long Island exposed, but protect the 
entire Inner Bay. Gaps would permit passage of vessels, 
the outflow of river water, and tidal ebbs and flows. In 
the event of storm surge, movable gates would close off 
New York Bay. The barrier would protect from a 30 ft 
surge. Halcrow worked on the same kind of project to 
protect St. Petersburg, Russia, completed in 2010.

New York Gov. Andrew Cuomo concurs with the 
idea that now is the time to seriously consider sea barri-
ers, because, he says, it is the responsiblity of govern-
ment. However, Mayor Bloomberg snarled his opposi-
tion repeatedly this past week. “We cannot build a big 
barrier reef off the shore to stop the waves from coming 
in,” he said Oct. 29.

Do or Die
Building infrastructure, and building up the econ-

omy to do so, is now a do-or-die question. It was the 
implementation of a sequence of large-scale infrastruc-
ture improvements, which made New York City into a 
world metropole in the mid-20th Century. It is now crit-
ical to return to the American System outlook behind 
this, or the nation and civilization itself are doomed. 
Look at a few events in the buildup of the productive 
platform in greater New York by 1950, and then at its 
takedown.

In 1900, New York City, with an area of 305 sq 
miles, had a population density of 11,124 persons per sq 
mi. As of 1960, the density had more than doubled, to 
24,000 persons per sq. mi. The basis for this increase 
included such infrastructure upgrades as new water 
supplies, modern rail and mass transit, health-care sys-
tems to battle infectious disease, and provision of 
decent housing.

Demographics. As of the 1950s, 25% of the metro 
New York City workforce was employed in manufac-
turing, from food processing, printing, and other light 
industry, to highly skilled machining and medical 
equipment manufacture. From 1900 to 1960, the aver-
age life expectancy of a New Yorker rose from 43 to 69 
years. The mortality rate went down, from 20.6 deaths 

FIGURE 1

Verrazano Narrows Storm Surge Barrier, proposed by Arcadis

Arcadis

The Verrazano Narrows Storm Surge Barrier, shown here in an artist’s concept, next to 
the Verrazano Narrows Suspension Bridge, has gates that can be closed against Atlantic 
stormwaters flowing into the Bay of New York. They are part of a surge protection 
proposal by Arcadis, presented in 2009, at a flood defense seminar, hosted by the 
American Society of Civil Engineers, and the New York Academy of Science.
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per 100,000 per year in 1900, to 11.4 per 100,000 in 
1960.

Transportation. The New York subway system 
began with its first underground line in 1904. Over the 
decades, the subways expanded, including corporate 
changes, mergers, and eventual consolidation under the 
municipal Board of Transportation, and later the MTA. 
As of 1940, the amalgamated system had 237 miles of 
service—the most extensive in the world.

Interstate rail lines came in from all three land direc-
tions, connecting to the national grid, whose peak den-
sity was in the 1920s. Directly related to the rail system, 
was access to fresh, abundant food.

World-class seaport facilities were developed in 
New Jersey and New York, featuring the Brooklyn 
Navy Yard and other marine specialty centers.

The major downgrade during this period, was a mis-
taken 1930s shift into “city beautiful” highway and 
boulevard construction, instead of expanding high-tech 

mass transit.
Water. In the 1930s, a 

new, large-scale water-sup-
ply system was initiated, to 
add to the existing, excel-
lent Croton Dam and Aque-
duct water source, which 
had opened in 1842. The 
new projects—finally com-
pleted in the 1960s—col-
lected water in new dams in 
the Catskill watershed, and 
the Delaware River Basin, 
and piped it 85 miles into 
the City.

Housing. After 1936, 
when a new charter was 
voted in, the New York City 
Housing Authority, with 
the assistance of the FDR 
Federal government, moved 
to provide decent housing 
for those in need, as part of 
a general relief and public 
welfare program to counter 
the Depression.

Health. The City de-
ployed its Departments of 
Health, Sanitation, and 
Hospital Services, to suc-

cessfully roll back yellow fever, tuberculosis, and other 
widespread infectious diseases of early 1900s.

Then came the post-World War II decline, down to 
the present-day mass vulnerability to storm disaster, 
and economic wipeout. Over the past five decades, 
New York City was transformed into a center for finan-
cial activity, real estate speculation, and tourism, all 
while its productive base and infrastrucure foundations 
were eroded. Hundreds of thousands of residents are 
now below the official poverty line.

Almost the only additional infrastructure project, 
was the completion of the Verrazano Narrows suspen-
sion bridge in 1964. The condition of rail and mass tran-
sit has been kept at a kind of museum-piece level of 
functioning. The number of hospitals and hospital beds 
per thousand residents has dropped drastically in all 
five boroughs.

As of the 1950s, manufacturers started re-locating 
out of New York City. Residents began leaving for the 

FIGURE 2

The N.Y.-N.J. Outer Harbor Gateway—Flood Defense Barrier and 
Gates, proposed by Halcrow/CH2M Hill

A five-mile 
flood-defense 
barrier would be 
built between the 
Rockaway 
Peninsula, N.Y., 
and Sandy Hook, 
N.J. A system of 
twin sector 
gates, on the 
Ambrose 
Channel, can be 
closed to storm 
surge. The 
proposal was 
made at a 2009 
seminar in New 
York, and is 
based on a 
completed 
surge-protection 
system in St. 
Petersburg, 
Russia.

Halcrow

Halcrow
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suburbs, in a process of de-
structuring of the urban and 
rural productive landscape 
of the nation. The popula-
tion of New York City fell 
from 7.9 million in 1950 to 
7.3 million in 1990, and 
only rose slightly again, up 
to 8 million in 2000, and 8.2 
million in the 2010 census.

A key part of this pro-
cess was the 1975 “Big 
MAC” episode, in which a 
contrived municipal debt 
crisis, was used as the pre-
text for coercing city leaders 
and the public to submit to a 
bankers’ dictatorship, called 
the Municipal Acceptance 
Corporation. Under the pre-
text of “making good on 
debt” in order to restore the 
City’s credit rating, essential municipal staff, services, 
and assets were slashed and looted, from firemen and 
police, to hospitals and sanitation workers.

The leading figures in this 1970s Big MAC crime, 
such as Felix Rohatyn and Paul Volcker, are political 
forebears of today’s trio of Obama, Bloomberg, and 
Christie, who are acting to undermine the means of ex-
istence and future of the nation.

Cuts to Army Corps of Engineers
In line with this, are the blatant cuts to the Army 

Corps of Engineers budget by the Obama Administra-
tion and Congress. The Corps is the Federal agency 
most needed in emergency relief, and for rebuilding 
and the construction of NAWAPA XXI, and selected 
other projects.

Under Obama, the overall national budget of the 
Corps has been cut all along. In 2010, the USACE 
annual allocation was $5.5 billion—a pittance. But 
then, Obama cut it down further to $4.6 billion for 2012, 
and now, for 2013, proposes a paltry $4.7 billion. Some 
of the Corps’ current expenses for its storm relief opera-
tions in the pre-election period, will be paid for by its 
Federal contractor, FEMA, but that is beside the point.

The entire Army Corps of Engineers annual Civil 
Works budget line for its 14-state North Atlantic Divi-
sion is a measly $650 million a year under Obama! This 

is for operations and maintenance to cover all activities, 
which include, in addition to its coastal and inland 
flood-control operations: navigation, municipal water 
supply, irrigation, recreation, fish and wildlife, “envi-
ronmental stewardship,” and disaster relief.

In the North Atlantic Division, the Corps operates 
53 dams, 63 miles of levees, and 22 storm and hurricane 
barriers. The North Atlantic Division encompasses all 
or parts of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, District of 
Columbia, West Virginia, and North Carolina—all im-
mediately affected by Superstorm Sandy. The Division 
has 12 Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Projects, in-
cluding sections of Long Island, N.Y., down to the Del-
Marva Peninsula and Virginia coasts.

Making the Corps’ underfunding even worse, is the 
way it has been mis-deployed in recent years, onto in-
frastructure work to aid casinos and private real estate 
boondoggles, and not to serve its mission for the na-
tional interest. Hurricane Sandy exposed an instance of 
this scandal in New Jersey. Under Gov. Christie, the 
Corps did beach-defense work for the Atlantic City 
casino strip, after Hurricane Irene last year. Gambling 
is a state “development” strategy of Christie. The At-
lantic City casinos then were able to re-open within two 
days of Hurricane Sandy, thanks to the Corps’ selective 

U.S. Marine Corps/Cpl. Bryan Nygaard

A team of Navy and Marine Corpsmen work to repair a pier in Hoboken, N.J., Nov. 3.
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coastal defense work.
However, the Corps’ standing proposal to build a 

seawall nearby, to protect the inlet area, where there is 
low- to mid-income residential and business activity, 
and no beach, remains unfunded and on hold. The proj-
ect was not built after Hurricane Irene; Hurricane Sandy 
completely inundated the inlet area, destroying homes 
and businesses, and causing at least one fatality. In the 
pre-election week, state officials made claims to the 

media, that they now support building the seawall.
FEMA has been run as a shell game. On Oct. 29, 

FEMA Director Craig Fugate said at an Obama show-
concern briefing, “We have plenty of cash in the short 
term. . . .” That’s part of the pretense. The way it works 
is this. Whereas last September, at the time Hurricane 
Irene slammed the Eastern states,  Fugate said, “We 
have plenty of money” (Sept. 13), this was, as he admit-
ted at the time, only because he put dozens of previous 

FDR Knew How To Respond 
To a Monster Storm

Among the more brilliant accomplishments of Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt’s Works Progess Administa-
tion (WPA) was the creation of a mobile workforce 
that could be deployed on a moment’s notice to battle 
hurricanes, floods, and fires. Where Barack Obama, 
like his precessor during Hurricane Katrina, told 
Hurricane-devastated New Yorkers and New Jersey-
ans, effectively, “Don’t count on your government; 
you’re on your own,” FDR’s right-hand man, Harry 
Hopkins, was immediately on the scene, deploying 
his WPA army of formerly unemployed and desper-
ate men and women, as a strike force capable of 
heroic action.

In January 1937, a series of torrential rains pelted 
the Ohio River Valley and left a trail of disaster. Fif-
teen percent of Cincinnati was underwater; 70% of 
Louisville, and 100% of Paducah, Ky were inundated. 
Cities up and down the Ohio River were in panic and 
chaos. Five hundred were dead and a million were left 
homeless. Hopkins, who was FDR’s flood relief com-
missioner, immediately arrived at the scene and over-
saw relief, construction, flood control, and cleanup. 
He deployed more than 200,000 WPA workers to 
build sanitary privies, nail wooden catwalks to carry 
foot traffic over the swamps of mud, deliver relief 
supplies to the stricken population, clear refuse, 
remove garbage, and cook hot meals for the hungry.

Hopkins even deployed the Federal Theater Proj-
ect to perform over 40 plays and shows in the flood-
ravaged states.

The Great New England Hurricane
In his 2008 book, The Enduring Legacy of 

the WPA: American-Made, Nick Taylor recounts 
the heroic response of WPA to the catastrophic 
Great New England Hurricane which struck on 
Sept. 21, 1938. The fast-moving monster storm 
killed at least 682 people, and injured more than  
1,700. Nine thousand homes were destroyed and 
15,000 damaged. The toll to infrastructure was 
massive.

According to Taylor, President Roosevelt learned 
at 6:30 the next morning about the extent of the de-
struction. By 9:00 a.m., “the WPA, along with the 
Coast Guard, the army, the navy, the CCC [Civilian 
Conservation Corps], and the Red Cross, had field 
agents headed to Long Island and New England. 
Hopkins, in California, telephoned to say he was cut-
ting his trip short, and would take the first available 
plane headed east.”

The response of Hopkins and Roosevelt was im-
pressive: Within 18 hours they had deployed 100,000 
WPA workers on the scene to engage in everything 
from dam repairs (to prevent even more flooding), to 
sandbagging, evacuation of stranded victims, and 
cleanup. WPA workers produced new clothing for 
victims, staffed refugee centers, and orchestrated the 
cleanup efforts.

“[S]o swift and efficient was that recovery work 
that by late November, the storm debris had 
largely disappeared and much of New England 
was looking forward to a normal winter,” Taylor 
wrote. The chairman of the Red Cross credited the 
WPA and the other agencies for “one of the most 
amazing disaster recoveries this organization has 
ever known.”

—Stuart Rosenblatt
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disaster-rebuilding commitments on hold.
Since then, those FEMA projects are not only still 

on ice, but a slew of new unmet Hurricane Irene com-
mitments were added to the unpaid FEMA backlog. 
Then, along came Congress in the election year, and 
voted up expanded funding for FEMA (for one year), 
plus allowed FEMA to carry over year-to-year, any un-
spent funds. So Fugate can claim that he now has a neat 
$7.1 billion to spend, plus another $700 million he 
didn’t spend last year, for a total of $7.8 billion.

For FY 2013, Obama proposes reducing FEMA’s 
Disaster Relief Funds by $1 billion, down to $6.1 bil-
lion. Romney and Ryan are proposing steeper, but un-
specified cuts, even eliminating the agency altogether, 
under the deregulation excuse of making block hand-
outs to states.

Look at the FEMA track record, in terms of a typi-
cal, local example. Fleischmanns, a very small town in 
the Catskills (Delaware County, N.Y.), had $4 million 
of flood damage from Irene in 2011, and was hit again 
by Superstorm Sandy. Last Winter, FEMA stalled for 
months on its part of the $4 million needed for rebuild-

ing, and therefore, the town could not obtain a munici-
pal loan. In February 2012, an exasperated Deputy 
Mayor Todd Pascarella wrote to his New York Assem-
blyman, “We’ve got all these projects that need to be 
done. FEMA is taking its sweet time. What’s Plan B 
[for getting funding, and getting started]? No one can 
tell me what Plan B is. Everybody’s very sympathetic, 
but nobody can tell me how I can start the funding for 
these projects.”

FEMA never came through for Fleischmanns. The 
same situation obtains for hundreds of localities in the 
many disaster zones, the Tornado Belt, the 2011 Mis-
souri Basin flood zone, as well as Hurricane Irene.

To be sure, local FEMA staff are acting heroically, 
along with thousands of local responders, Red Cross 
personnel, volunteers, and 7,400 National Guardsmen, 
in the multi-state storm zone, where in many places, as 
in New Jersey, the harrowing rescue phase is still un-
derway. But the Obama program at the top is: lie, cut, 
and kill.

marciabaker@larouchepub.com
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Nov. 6—If the world escapes the fate of thermonuclear 
destruction, to which the British-Saudi 9/11 Two is in-
exorably leading, the British financial empire has an-
other genocidal program in process—one that calls for 
the mass murder of the world’s population through aus-
terity, and outright Hitlerian genocide. As broadly ad-
vertised everywhere, including the discussion of the so-
called “fiscal cliff” in the U.S., this program is set to 
dramatically intensify after the U.S. elections—no 
matter who wins—unless there is a revolution in policy 
along the lines that Lyndon LaRouche and his move-
ment have demanded.

No area makes the point more evident than health 
care. In the so-called economic issues debate, Romney 
and Obama agree that they view health-care spending 
as the biggest “problem” driving up the deficit. Health-
care “efficiency” through “cost-effectiveness” is their 
goal—but they vary in how to get there. What they both 
refuse to admit is that the rationale behind both their 
programs is the Hitlerian concept of declaring some 
lives “not worthy of life”—or, in more common par-
lance, “not worth the money.”

Obama’s program for such genocide has been 
broadly exposed by this news service, for its copying of 
former British Prime Minister Tony Blair’s version of 
the Hitlerian T-4 program of determining who should 
live, and who should die. Obama has virtually broad-
cast this approach, by calling for the infamous Indepen-
dent Payments Advisory Board (“death panels”), 
which, when it goes into effect in 2014, will apply 

“expert” cost-effectiveness criteria to decide which 
treatments will be paid for, and which will not. The di-
rection this will take is obvious in the decisions already 
taken by the Obama Administration’s Preventive Ser-
vices Task Force, in calling for the mass reduction in 
use of life-saving mammograms and prostate cancer 
screening.

While screaming against IPAB, Republican Party 
spokesmen have advocated the same cost-accounting 
approach. For example: We can’t pay the benefits prom-
ised to the elderly through Medicare and Medicaid, said 
nationally prominent economist Allan H. Meltzer in a 
speech Sept. 27, 2012. “We have to reduce the amount 
of benefits . . . and try to do it in the most humane way.” 
Later, he elaborated that people in the later stages of life 
should have access to the care they want—without in-
terference of a group like IPAB—but only if they are 
willing to pay for it. Faced with those “serious choices,” 
he said, patients may opt to “die in peace and have hos-
pice care.”

In other words, it is money, not human life, which is 
important here—in both approaches. This contrasts 
fundamentally with LaRouche’s approach of going 
back to the Hill-Burton principle of providing adequate 
facilities for all, and making health care a right.

Mass Murder in Britain
While Obamacare has been, by design, moving 

slowly into its deep cut period, the British model, begun 
in 1999, is finally provoking public outrage.

Will the Empire’s Genocide 
Policy Now Be Overthrown?
by Franklin Bell and Nancy Spannaus

EIR National
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Resistance to an in-hospital murder program over-
seen by the British government’s National Health Ser-
vice is growing. Starting in 2009, pro-life groups began 
to raise an uproar about a practice, first instituted at the 
Marie Curie Hospice, called the Liverpool Care Path-
way, a protocol for “continuous deep sedation.” Brit-
ain’s National Health Service, acting on the advice of 
Tony Blair’s National Institutes for Health and Clinical 
Excellence (NICE, his equivalent of IPAB), adopted 
the program in 2004. About one-sixth of all deaths in 
Britain in 2008 were attibutable to this program.

As health-care cuts have been put in place, under the 
increasingly bankrupt monetarist system—both by 
Labour and Conservative governments—the spread of 
the Liverpool Care Pathway has accelerated. According 
to the latest exposé, published in Britain’s Daily Tele-
graph Oct. 25, some 130,000 people a year—nearly a 

third of all who die in British hospitals—are 
now killed through a program of forced de-
hydration and starvation, even without the 
consent of their families or themselves.

This past June, a professor and consult-
ing neurologist, Patrick Pullicino of the Uni-
versity of Kent, in a speech before the Royal 
Society of Medicine in London, said that the 
Liverpool Care Pathway had become a 
“death pathway,” the equivalent to euthana-
sia, a contention that the Department of 
Health, not suprisingly, denied.

But after obtaining documents through 
Britain’s Freedom of Information Act, the 
Daily Mail of London has run a series of ar-
ticles that made Pullicino’s contention unde-
niable.

‘A Society Devoid of Humanity Itself’
What is the driving force behind the 

campaign to get rid of defenseless patients? 
Dr. Tony Cole, chairman of the Medical 
Ethics Alliance, says: “If death is acceler-
ated by a single day, that will save the NHS 
nearly £200” ($320)—the estimated cost for 
a patient each day in hospital. And hospitals 
also are interested in freeing up beds.

But Melanie Phillips, one of the Mail 
correspondents who has reported on the kill-
ing program, makes the point that the impe-
tus is something more than “economics”: 
“The fundamental driver of all this is the 

belief that certain people are better off dead, because 
their lives are deemed worthless, a drain on the public 
purse, or both. The Liverpool Killing Pathway is driven 
not just by crude economic calculation, but by a wider 
brutalisation of our culture, at the heart of which lies the 
erosion of respect for the innate value of human life. 
And that way lies not just the degradation of the NHS, 
but a society devoid of humanity itself.”

In other words, Hitler economics which decrees that 
there are lives “not worthy of life.”

But just to make sure, the hospitals are being bribed 
to meet kill quotas, and are having funds withheld if 
they do not.

The Mail reported Oct. 25, “Hospitals are paid mil-
lions to hit targets for the number of patients who die on 
the Liverpool Care Pathway. The incentives have been 
paid to hospitals that ensure a set percentage of patients 

“The Liverpool Killing Pathway is driven not just by crude economic 
calculation, but by a wider brutalisation of our culture, at the heart of which 
lies the erosion of respect for the innate value of human life,” wrote Daily 
Mail correspondent Melanie Phillips.
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who die on their wards have been put on the controver-
sial regime. In some cases, hospitals have been set tar-
gets that between a third and two thirds of all the deaths 
should be on the LCP, which critics say is a way of has-
tening the deaths of terminally ill patients. At least £30 
million [$48 million] in extra money from taxpayers is 
estimated to have been handed to hospitals over the past 
three years to achieve these goals.”

This system of financial incentives is precisely what 
the Obama’s health-care bill is putting into effect now 
in certain areas, including hospital readmissions. In 
specific, in October of this year, according to expert 
Betsy McCaughey, “hospitals that spend the least on 
seniors will get rewarded; those that spend more will 
get whacked with demerits.” Guess who will lose care?

Such criteria for saving money will obviously hit 
the most expensive patients the hardest—the elderly, 
the chronically ill, and the handicapped.

The Mail exposés have prompted a group of mainly 
Roman Catholic doctors to denounce the Liverpool 
Pathway. They said in a statement that the withdrawal 
of tubes providing fluids from the great majority of 
patients on the Pathway “self-evidently” speeds 
dying. They noted that picking a patient who is about 
to die is a prediction rather than a medical diagnosis, 
which in practice is often in serious error. The statement 
added that wrong diagnosis could result in wrongful 
death.

The doctors who signed the statement are Dr. Philip 
Howard from the ethical committee of the Catholic 
Union, Dr. Robert Hardie of the Catholic Medical As-
sociation, Dr. Tony Cole of the Medical Ethics Alli-
ance, and Dr. Mary Knowles of First Do No Harm. Two 
senior Catholic nurses also signed the statement.

What Hippocratic Oath?
In September, a number of professional medical 

groups, including the Royal College of General Practi-
tioners, the Royal College of Physicians, the National 
Council of Palliative Care, and the Royal College of 
Nursing, issued a consensus statement in support of the 
Pathway. This statement provoked a backlash from 
doctors who criticized various omissions such as the 
question of consent. “Patients should not be deprived of 
consciousness, but receive such treatment that is aimed 
at relieving all their symptoms including thirst,” the 
dissenters’ statement said. “Nothing should be done 
which intentionally hastens death.”

One of the groups that originally signed the con-

sensus statement has since broken with the defenders 
of euthanasia. The Association for Palliative Medicine 
(APM), which represents 1,000 doctors who work in 
hospices and specialist hospital wards, says that it 
will, as the Mail puts it, “identify and explore concerns 
over the system of caring for patients in their final 
days.”

The move by the APM breaks ranks with the public 
stand of other medical bodies, which continue to give 
the Liverpool Pathway full support. But a “review” is 
far from a commitment to cease the murder program. 
And to what extent even the review will be coopted by 
those determined to continue and expand it is up in the 
air.

Dr. Bee Wee of the APM said, “The APM intends to 
undertake such a piece of work about integrated care 
pathways for the last days of life, in collaboration with 
a number of national organisations. Discussions are 
taking place about the details of the proposal, who else 
is involved, etc.”

The government’s Department of Health has indi-
cated that it will be involved in the inquiry.

And the still-limp level of opposition to the murder 
program was indicated by another “consensus state-
ment,” issued by 20 organizations which are calling for 
at least two medical staff to assess patients to be put on 
the starvation and dehydration program. Presently only 
one is required. They said the Liverpool Pathway could 
bring substantial benefits to people who are dying and 
their families. The organizations include the Royal Col-
lege of General Practitioners, the Royal College of Phy-
sicians, the National Council for Palliative Care, Age 
UK, the Alzheimers Society, and the Royal College of 
Nursing.

The British oligarchy will not give up its murder 
program without a fight, as Health Minister Lord Howe 
has unintentionally made plain. Trying to turn death 
into life, he has said that the Liverpool Care Pathway is 
not a means of killing people, but is used to “prevent 
dying patients from having the distress of receiving 
treatment or tests that are not beneficial and that may in 
fact cause harm rather than good.”

If that sounds like Hitler’s endorsement of offering 
people a “good death,” or Obama’s statement of stop-
ping “unnecessary, harmful” tests, that should be no 
surprise. But the cost-accounting approach of your 
standard Republican economist, such as Meltzer, is no 
alternative. Unless you overthrow this monetarist 
system, you’ll be dead a lot earlier than you think.
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Nov. 1—The British imperial control over the U.S. 
Presidency, which gained a significant foothold after 
the British/Saudi-spawned 9/11 attack under the Bush-
Cheney Administration, has taken a huge step forward 
under British puppet-President Barack Obama. And 
now Obama, whether or not he wins re-election, is 
moving to make his dictatorial practices permanent, in-
cluding his infamous killer-drone program. To regain 
their country, Americans have to not only get rid of 
Obama, but the entrenched apparatus determined to 
police the U.S. and the world in support of the British 
Empire.

Obama has set up a targeted killing machine, which 
he runs from the White House, and which is intended to 
be permanent, secret, and unaccountable. Every Tues-
day, he is presented with a list of potential targets by 
John Brennan, his counter-terrorism advisor, and desig-
nates who, on that list, will be the next to die, most 
likely from a missile fired by a Predator or Reaper 
drone, operated by either the CIA or the mili-
tary’s Joint Special Operations Command 
(JSOC).

Officially, the Obama Administration has 
never acknowledged the targeted killing pro-
gram, although everybody knows it exists, but, 
in the past year, has sent out three of its top offi-
cials to makes speeches justifying the program, 
without even the fig leaf of due process. Accord-
ing to various estimates, Obama’s killing spree 
has killed more than 3,000 people, a significant 
portion of them civilians, including three Ameri-
can citizens, yet there hasn’t even been a pre-
tense of oversight by Congress. Lawsuits filed 
by the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) 
seeking information about the program have 
been rebuffed by government lawyers who 
refuse to even acknowledge that it exists. The 
killing program was only superficially men-
tioned in the Presidential debates, with Mitt 

Romney avowing that he completely supports the pro-
gram, and would continue it.

However, there is a growing demand across the 
world for accountability for the Administration’s tar-
geted killing campaign. This was noted by Ben Em-
merson QC (Queen’s Council), the UN Human Rights 
Council’s Special Rapporteur for Counter-Terrorism 
and Human Rights, in remarks delivered at Harvard 
University’s School of Law on Oct. 25.  Indeed, the 
Human Rights Council has been looking into the U.S. 
campaign for quite some time. Emmerson’s colleague, 
South African lawyer Christof Heyns, the Special 
Rapporteur for Extrajudicial Killings, Summary and 
Arbitrary Executions, issued a report last June, call-
ing on the U.S. to “specify bases for decisions to kill 
rather than capture ‘human targets,’ and whether the 
state in which the killing takes place has given con-
sent.”

Heyns had noted at the time that there were a number 

Human Rights Council To Investigate 
Obama’s Killer-Drone Program
by Carl Osgood

UN/Eskinder Debebe

Ben Emmerson, UN Special Rapporteur on Counter-Terrorism and 
Human Rights, has charged that the Obama Administration is “holding 
its finger in the dam of public accountability” on its killer-drone strikes.
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of cases in which initial drone at-
tacks were followed by attacks on 
groups of people who had re-
sponded as rescuers to the initial 
attack. If those reports are true, 
Heyns said, then “those further at-
tacks are a war crime,” a view with 
which Emmerson expressed sym-
pathy.

Obama Is Blocking 
Accountability

“Now the Obama Administra-
tion continues formally to adopt 
the position that it will neither 
confirm nor deny the existence of 
the drone program while allowing 
its senior officials to give public 
justifications of its supposed legal-
ity in personal lectures and inter-
views,” Emmerson said. “In reality, as the administra-
tion must no doubt be aware, it is holding its finger in 
the dam of public accountability.”

Emmerson cited three judicial cases, one in London 
and two in Pakistan, where the legality and lack of ac-
countability of Obama’s program are being challenged. 
In the London case, a Pakistani man whose father was 
killed in a drone strike in March 2011 has brought suit 
against the British government for aiding the U.S. 
drone campaign. His goal is a declaration from the 
High Court in London that the sharing of intelligence 
data by Britain’s signals intelligence agency (GCHQ), 
is unlawful.

In Pakistan, there is a case moving through the 
courts against two former CIA officials who are alleged 
to have been responsible for a drone strike that caused a 
disproportionate number of casualties. In the second 
case, the plaintiffs are seeking a declaration that drone 
strikes inside Pakistan by U.S. forces amount to acts of 
war. Should such a declaration be issued, this would put 
pressure on Pakistan’s air force, to shoot down U.S. 
drones flying inside Pakistan’s airspace without spe-
cific permission.

In the U.S., the ACLU has two ongoing Freedom of 
Information Act lawsuits on the drone program, and a 
third, filed together with the Center for Constitutional 
Rights, charging that the targeted killings of Anwar al-
Awlaki and two other American citizens in Yemen in 
2011 “violated the Constitution’s fundamental guaran-

tee against the deprivation of life without due process 
of law.”

Emmerson reported that the process began with 
calls by several members of the Human Rights Council, 
notably Russia and China, but also Pakistan, where the 
majority of drone strikes have taken place, for an inves-
tigation. “It is an issue which is moving rapidly up the 
international agenda,” Emmerson said. He noted that 
there has been a great deal of debate over how these 
operations should be judged, but “the first step is to es-
tablish the facts reliably,” and that requires investiga-
tive bodies that are truly independent from those coun-
tries whose actions are in question. He said that 
mechanisms can be established to protect the confiden-
tiality of intelligence and technical data, “but if the rel-
evant states are not willing to establish effective, inde-
pendent monitoring mechanisms that meet those 
standards then, in the last resort it may be necessary for 
the United Nations to act and to establish such mecha-
nisms, itself.”

‘Global War Paradigm’ Asserted
Emmerson also scored the “global war paradigm” 

which was put in place following 9/11 attacks in 2001, 
a paradigm that claims that the U.S., with its allies, is 
engaged in a war against a stateless enemy in which the 
entire globe is the battlefield, and that therefore actions 
by the U.S. and its allies globally are to be judged solely 
by the law of war, rather than the law applicable in 

Lawsuits filed by the ACLU and the Center for Constitutional Rights state that the 
targeted killings of three American citizens in Yemen in 2011 “violated the Constitution’s 
fundamental guarantee against the deprivation of life without due process of law.” 
Shown: a Predator drone firing a missile.
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peacetime, including international humanitarian and 
human rights law.

Emmerson noted that the last 11 years have demon-
strated that terrorism is a phenomenon that can’t be de-
feated by military force. “It is a reality with which na-
tions and the international community must continue to 
contend and it calls, therefore, for a sustainable ap-
proach that not only tackles the manifestations but also 
the causes and does so within a rule of law framework,” 
Emmerson said.

“But in the meantime, since 2001, the global war 
paradigm has done immense damage to a previously 
shared international consensus on the legal framework 
underlying both international humanitarian law and in-
ternational human rights law, and it has also, at the same 
time, and intentionally, given a spurious justification to 
a range of human rights and humanitarian law viola-
tions.” Indeed, he could have added, the use of military 
force, both against terrorist groups and to promote 
regime change in the Arab world, has actually increased 
the chaos and lawlessness in these regions, and led to 
the further spread of the very terrorist groups that we 
have declared ourselves to be at war with.

Emmerson also issued a challenge to Republican 
President candidate Mitt Romney, as it has been re-
ported that Romney has said in the past that he doesn’t 
believe that water boarding is torture. While Emmerson 
thoroughly demolished that argument, he expressed the 
belief that Obama is against torture. What he failed to 
acknowledge is that no one who was involved in the 
decisions that led to the use of torture, or so-called “en-
hanced interrogation techniques” against detainees 
during the George W. Bush Administration, has been 
prosecuted for those crimes, a decision that was made 
by Obama himself, at the outset of his administration, 
leaving those crimes as precedents for a future adminis-
tration that might like to employ such techniques, again.

Obama Plans To Make Drone War Permanent
Emmerson delivered his speech two days after the 

Washington Post revealed that Obama and his national 
security staff were putting in place the structures to 
make the drone war a self-perpetuating, permanent in-
stitution within the national security apparatus. The 
“disposition matrix,” as the kill list is known within the 
government, is now the centerpiece of Obama’s coun-
ter-insurgency policy, and the targeted killing campaign 
is likely to last another decade, the Post reported, citing 
unnamed officials.

Indeed, the campaign is reaching a milestone of 
sorts. The estimated death toll of 3,000 people exceeds 
the number of people who died in the Sept. 11, 2001 at-
tacks. The drone campaign has expanded from Pakistan 
and Afghanistan to North Africa. Centered on Camp 
Lemonnier, the U.S. commando base in Djibouti, it ex-
tends into Yemen, Somalia, the Seychelles, and else-
where in Africa. The Central Intelligence Agency, 
under Director David Petraeus, has asked for White 
House approval of its plan to expand its own drone 
fleet, indicating how much of a paramilitary organiza-
tion the CIA has become.

The intention, from the White House to the CIA to 
the JSOC, is to institutionalize this apparatus so that it 
perpetuates indefinitely, in a war that will never end. 
There will always be “terrorists” to add to the kill list. It 
will generate short-term results, but those results will 
obscure the long-term costs. “The problem with the 
drone is, it’s like your lawn mower,” Bruce Riedel, a 
former CIA analyst and Obama counter-terrorism ad-
viser, told the Post. “You’ve got to mow the lawn all the 
time. The minute you stop mowing, the grass is going to 
grow back.”

Planetary Defense
Leading circles in Russia have 
made clear their intent to judo the 
current British-Obama insane 
drive towards war, by invoking the 
principle of Lyndon LaRouche’s 
Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). 
Termed the Strategic Defense of 
Earth, the SDE would focus on 
cooperation between the U.S.A. 
and Russia for missile defense, as 
well as defense of the planet 
against the threat of asteroid or 
comet impacts.

The destiny of mankind now is to 
meet the challenge of  our 
“extraterrestrial imperative”! Available from LaRouchePAC
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Editorial

It’s been true all along, but the results of the just-
concluded election should underscore it: The La-
Rouche movement has the only program for the 
survival of the United States, and the rest of the 
planet. And that’s what American patriots had 
better start fighting for immediately.

It begins with the three-point program laid out 
in LaRouchePAC’s “Platform for a New Presi-
dency”: reinstating President Franklin Roosevelt’s 
Glass-Steagall Act, restoring a Federal credit 
system, and launching great projects beginning 
with NAWAPA XXI. But with the understanding 
that these three steps represent the implementation 
of a principle, a principle LaRouche emphasized in 
his Nov. 5 discussion on LPAC-TV.

What we need is a revolutionary leap in pro-
ductivity, LaRouche said. “We have to have a real 
science-driver program, which is the same thing as 
a space-driver program.” He elaborated:

“We’ve got to stop thinking small! We’ve been 
thinking small too long, and that’s why we’re in the 
mess we’re in. We don’t have the capabilities. And 
only by going to very science-dense capability, and 
the great science-dense challenge largely includes 
space. Therefore, the restoration of NASA, right 
now, is the thing that the United States must do 
now—immediately!—and get into the same kind 
of program in cooperation with other nations, 
which are in the same area. For example, China has 
a very large program in this direction; Russia has a 
smaller program, but a high-density program 
where it has something.

“France is a mess; Germany is a mess—the 
Green policy has destroyed much of Germany. Italy 
is a mess. Greece is a subject of murder! What’s 
been happening to Greece under the European con-
trol is murder, mass murder! The same thing is now 

happening in Spain, in Portugal. It’s going to 
happen downstream in Italy. We’re already there. 
This is not something that could happen; it’s al-
ready fully in process and accelerating.

“We have to get rid of Wall Street, absolutely: 
If every Wall Street institution is bankrupted, I will 
cheer. Because what Wall Street is doing is absorb-
ing capabilities which are precious and needed for 
something useful. Wall Street is worse than use-
less. Eliminate Wall Street, and then start from 
there, to use every resource that Wall Street has. 
Cancel it! Take it!

“And start building. We have scant ability to 
meet the needs of over 300 million people in the 
United States. We have nowhere near that. And 
therefore, we have to have a very high rate of ac-
celeration of technological progress and scientific 
progress. . . .

“You’ve got to have people make a leap into 
the future, the real future. . . . And the best way to 
stir that up, is to go with a space program, includ-
ing an acceleration of Mars. Use the Mars mission, 
which is actually a back-up for helping us deal 
with the threat to mankind of asteroids and comets. 
And that should be the top-line objective of man-
kind. . . .

“This is the kind of thing we can do, and we’re 
going to have to do. But this is the high-tech end: 
the Mars objective, for dealing with problems on 
Earth.

“And that is the driver. Once we get that atti-
tude put in, and a NASA approach to that, in coop-
eration with Russia, China, and other nations 
which are involved in this, that is going to be the 
driver. We want to start tomorrow, that’s tomor-
row! Tomorrow morning? Want to start it, on 
Wednesday morning? That’s it!”

A Program for Survival
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