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LAROUCHE ON THE STOCKWELL SHOW

An ‘Exit Strategy’
From War, For
A Self-Isolated U.S.

Democratic Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche was interviewed for one
hour by Jack Stockwell on Salt Lake City’s KTKK “K-Talk” radio on March 3. The
interview followed a widely-heard interview with LaRouche by Internet Radio host
Jeff Rense on Feb. 27, and an hour interview and call-ins with Washington, D.C.
talk-show hostess Bev Smith on Feb. 26. All followed upon the Feb. 22-23 Winter
Meeting of the Democratic National Committee (DNC) in Washington, atwhich the
candidate’s Youth Movement—as Stockwell put it—"served notice to the DNC,”
which is trying to bar LaRouche’s more and more influential candidacy.

The thuggery attempted by the DNC'’s leadership, against the LaRouche Youth
and against young College Democrats who were in discussion with them, signalled
the now-ongoing attempt by Sen. Joseph Lieberman’s (Conn.) organized crime
faction of the Party’s leadership, to make it an “imperial war” party pushing
President Bush into and beyond an Iraqg war. LaRouche is determined the Lieber-
man-Democratic Leadership Council faction will not make the Democrats a war
party, and will not succeed in splitting the Party to set up a “Bull Moose” campaign
of Lieberman and Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.).

This was the immediate subject on which the hosts of various national radio
programs asked to interview candidate LaRouche.

Stockwell: You're listening to the Jack Stockwell radio talk show program,
livethismorningin Salt Lake City. Itisthethird day of March 2003. . . . My guest:
Democratic candidate for the President of the United States Lyndon LaRouche—
should have him on here in just afew moments. | won't be taking any calls for a
while, so just save your calls, because | want to let the man talk about what needs
to be done, what he would be doing if he were President now.

Thething I’m the most concerned about is an exit strategy for President Bush
right now, and we'll talk about that. We'll talk about Russia and Germany and
France, and what' sgoing on there, and get alittle bit better, alittle moreclear idea,
from somebody who is not so quick to rush off to war, but would rather spend an
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awful lot of time and effort, if | understand him correctly, in
rebuilding America, rather than tearing down Irag. So let me
check theline and seeif he’ sthere.

Mr. LaRouche?

LaRouche:I’'m here.

Stockwell: Wonderful. Well, welcome back. | think the
lasttimeyouwereonmy programwaslikeApril of last year—
theremay be been atime after that, but | know April, for sure,
because that’ s the tape that’ s the tape that’ s on the front seat
of my truck.

LaRouche: I'vebeen travelling alot.

Stockwell: Yes, you have, and there have been several
times when there have been key issues coming up, asfar as
governmental policy, legidation, thisthing with Irag, where
| wanted someinput from you, and wewere unableto get you.
But we do haveyou now, and | havealist of questionsin front
of me that | want to talk about—or | would like you to talk
about—but | think the most pressing issue right now: the
sudden capture of Khalid Shaikh Muhammed, and this kind
of rough-looking picturethey’ re showing everybody on CNN
right now, and somehow thisguy wasthe onewho planned—
and by his own admission we're told—9/11. The thing I'm
themaost worried about right now, isasafe, smart exit strategy
for President Bush, simply because| fear for thisguy’slife. |
feel for thisguy’slife, becausethereissuch astrong, growing
swell of anti-war fervor throughout this world, much more
than Vietnam saw, and we haven't even essentiadly fired a
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bullet yet. I'm afraid because of certain coalitions coming
together: Russian, German, French, and thefailure of Blair to
be able to do much morein England about all of this, that our
own President’s security may seriously be jeopardized here,
in the crazy attempts on some peopl€'s part to stop the war.

LaRouche: Well that—I don’t think it’ sadanger. | think
the danger to the President would probably come from those
who would rather have Cheney as President. . . .

The L esson of the Peloponnesian War

Stockwell: Right. That's the idea. Because if we got rid
of Bush, wewould certainly be putting thefox in thehenhouse
at that point.

LaRouche: The problem here is the genera folly of—
including obviously, Condoleezza Rice, the President’s Na-
tional Security Advisor, who obviously has no competence
whatsoever in strategy. In her case, it's probably because of
alack of education in certain things, but also abad education
under Madeleine Albright’ sfather, for example, who was her
mentor at one point. But, you look at thiswhole period, from
1988-1989 to the present; and you would have to say, that
especially under the Cheney Administration, whichisthebest
way of describing the current policy, the United States has
ignored what every competent commander, flag officer, in
military service, in Europe or the United States or elsewhere,
was trained in. That is the lesson of the Peloponnesian War.
And what the United States under Bush, or under Cheney,
shall we say, under Cheney’s overreaching influence, is do-
ing, isviolating thelesson of thecollapse of Greek civilization
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as a result of a decision to launch the Peloponnesian War,
whichisexactly what theUnited Statespolicy isnow, interms
of itsintent to launch the war on Irag.

So this idiocy, which could mean the destruction of the
United States as a nation, iswhat the present Administration
is actually bent on doing in the name of some nebulous—
looking for some Sheikh Thisor That or Caliph Thisor That
on the question of Sept. 11.

The war policy was set into motion under the first Bush
Administration, by then-Defense Secretary Cheney. All the
crucial elementsof thispolicy, including thewar inlrag, were
set forth as policy by Cheney, back during the first Bush
Administration. Then, Cheney’s policy was suppressed by
President Bush, Scowcroft, James Baker 111, and so forth.
Thistime, Cheney isin as Vice President, and he' srevived a
policy from 1991-92, which happened a long time before
there was any mention of Sept. 11, 2001.

So the idea that the cause of this problem stems from
reactionto [Sept. 11,] 2001, isacompletefraud. Thispolicy,
every feature of it—including the nuclear-weapons attack
policy, which is embedded in this thing—was put into place
by Cheney as Secretary of Defense, back under the first Bush
Administration, ’91-92, and George Bush, President then, sat
onit.

Stockwell: So, we are just being given some kind of a
cover by thisbushy-haired guy coming out of some yak-cave
somewherethat they suddenly discovered, thisKhalid Shaikh
Mohammed, trying to takethefocusoff of maybetheimmedi-
acy of some even pre-emptive strikes on the part of the gov-
ernment; take the focus off of the anti-war people, by saying,
“Here, here. Wetold you, wetold you, you see? We got him,
wegot him.”

LaRouche: Well, wecreated al-Qaeda—we and the Brit-
ish, with Isragli participation—created al-Qaeda, and created
Osama bin Laden, among others. So these are our creation!
Just as Irag was given chemical weapons by Donad
Rumsfeld, back during the first Bush Administration.

Stockwell: To supposedly defend themselves against
Iran.

LaRouche: Yeah, well, the point is, thisis exactly—this
is the same mistake. The collapse of the Soviet Union was
used by someidiotsin Washington, to launch apolicy which
isadirect copy of the folly of ancient Greece, in launching
the Peloponnesian War. Exactly the same. Which means that
there's nobody in the U.S. government behind this military
policy, who has had, for the past 12 years, a semblance of
competence, asadiplomat or asamilitary officer, in strategy.
They should all be fired for incompetence in diplomacy and
military policy.

Stockwell: All right. Let me get atraffic report here, and

then 1’1l come back with some specific questions. . . .
If you're just tuning in ladies and gentlemen, Lyndon
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The Bush Administration isrepeating the folly of ancient Athens,
which launched the Peloponnesian War, thereby dooming itself.
Here, the Battle of Marathon in 490 B.C., where Athens defeated
the Persian army. It later tried to become the imperial superpower
of that time.

LaRouche, livefrom Virginia, ison the air with me—Demo-
cratic candidate for President, regardless of what the DNC
might think.

Now, when you talk about comparing the coming, or sup-
posed anyway, attack by U.S. forces against Irag, to betanta-
mount to the Greek Peloponnesian War, that destroyed their
civilization, areyou saying that in light of the fact that we do
not have amanufacturing-based economy that could possibly
support along, detailed war; that we have an infrastructure
that’ sfalling to pieces—

LaRouche: No.

Stockwell: —an international economic backbone that
has now snapped, with vertebrae busting all over the place?
That the average gas price in the United States has gone up
25¢ inthelast couple of weeks. Areyou sayingitinthat sense
of theword?

LaRouche: No. It's even worse than that. You have a
group of people who trace from the influence of people like
Bertrand Russell, H.G. Wells, thelate L eo Strauss of the Uni-
versity of Chicago, and people like that—complete ideo-
logues. Remember what happened inthe Pel oponnesian War:
The Greeks, both of Athens and Sparta, created a coalition
which defeated the Persian Empire. They didn’t crush it, as
Alexander did later, but they defeated it. They took the allies
of Greece, the allies of Spartaand Athens, and they began—
Athens attempted to impose imperial power to exploit and
dictate to members of itsaliance, just the way the Bush Ad-
ministration now istrying to dictate to Europe. This was the
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initial cause for the Peloponnesian War. Greece moved in to
suppress one of itsown alies, because the ally refused to get
down and crawl and eat dirt. Then, Greece did something
evenmorestupid: They wenttowar against the Greek civiliza-
tion in Southern Italy, including Sicily. This destroyed the
Greek civilization, and created the basis for the later emer-
genceof theRoman Empire. And thiswashow Greecewasde-
stroyed.

We, now, having, with the collapse of the Soviet Union—
someidiots, who havenever read abook, particularly Thucyd-
ides' PeloponnesianWar—took our alliesin Europeand el se-
where, and we began to treat them exactly as Athens, under
Pericles and Alcibiades, launched the Peloponnesian War
which destroyed Greece.

What is happening is, we are losing, not only our eco-
nomic power. We'relosing our rel ationship to our friendsand
allies around the world, so that we no longer have the more
important power than military power, which is diplomatic
power, power in foreign relations. We are losing our alies.
Weare becoming aself-isol ated, self-destructive nation, who
also, in the process, are in a collapsing economy, under a
George Bush, whose current budget, if it continues, means
we're headed for at least atrillion-dollar Federal budget defi-
cit. Newt Gingrich should hear about that!

How Bush Could Change Cour se

Stockwell: Well, heiscryingfor tax cuts, evenintheface
of thisrising U.S. budget deficit. That probably should pretty
well typify the kind of thinking that is coming out of the
Oval Office.

LaRouche: But they’re playing with him. The President
is being played by a group around Cheney and some others,
with thismentality. | know this group of people.

Stockwell:
Group”?

LaRouche: Not only them. The Mega Group isareflec-
tion of this crowd. Remember, the Isragli Zionist factor, the
right-wing fascist section of Zionism, involved in all these
policies, isacreation of an Anglo-American interest. And if
you just think about it: If Isragl goes to war in the Middle
East, under the present conditions, Isragl will have adestiny
like that of a hand grenade, which is thrown against a target.
It may destroy the target with its nuclear weapons, but the
hand grenade will be burst into fragments. Israel will be
doomed if it goes with the policy of Sharon with support of
peoplelike Cheney.

So the Mega Group, while it is a powerful group in the
United States, isnot theauthor of thispolicy. Therearepeople
who launched this policy in thefirst place who are behind it.
Admittedly, the Mega Group controls the gangster section of
the DNC, around the Democratic Leadership Council, but
they are not the real factor. They are simply atool, a corrupt
tool of these interests which planned thiswhole crazy strate-

gic policy.

Now, you're taking about the “Mega
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If youwant to find an evil place, look at the University of
Chicago, under the influence of Russell and Hutchinson and
so forth. That’ swhere this evil comesfrom, largely.

Stockwell: Well, Sharon won the election a month ago,
and the people who voted for him know his warlike attitude
regarding the entire Middle East.

LaRouche: | think, interms of the supporters of Sharon,
the use of the verb “to know,” is really a contradiction in
terms. | don't think these people know anything. | think
they'reinsane.

Stockwell: Well, let’s go back to an exit strategy for the
President, so he can save face. Now what are the Russians,
the Germans, and the French going to do about this? Now
even Turkey, the legislature of Turkey is saying, “Hey, wait
asecond, wait a second. We're not so sure we're going to let
you guysland your troops here.”

LaRouche: Oh, 80% of the Turkish population wants no
part of thiswar.

Stockwell: Yeah. So now you've got this coalition
being formed by Putin and Chirac, Schroder, coming
together—how much influence are they going to have to
stop this?

LaRouche: Well, thisisareally difficult situation to read
inthat respect. Simple predictions can not be made. Forecasts
can be made, but not predictions. What is happening now, on
the good side, isthat there is astrong partnership developing
in Europe among Russia, German, and France, among others.
TheBlair government isabout to be dumped—wedon’ t know
exactly when—>but Blair, in England, is about to be dumped
by the British, because the British want to be part of Europe;
Turkey wantsto be part of the European Union. These coun-
triesarelooking at acoalition, an economic coalition, partner-
ship, withnorth Asia—that is, Japan, K orea, China; Southeast
Asia, the so-called ASEAN group; and India. This coalition,
or this partnership, isthe only hope for arecovery of Eurasia
from the deepest depression in modern history. The United
States, if it had itswits about it, would wish to be apartner in
that arrangement, to get our share of thisgeneral economicre-
covery.

So that’ sthe nature of the situation. We have, on the one
hand—if we decide to be sensible, and not make the mistake
of Alcibiades in the Peloponnesian War—we will then re-
create our partnership with Western Europe, with north Asia,
with India, with Southeast Asia. W€ Il re-create that partner-
ship, and with our friends to the south—M exico and so forth.
We will then go for economic interests of the United States,
which are the same as the economic interests of the world at
large, with our special approach toit.

Stockwell; We can't build anything any more.

LaRouche: We could. | could succeed in getting this
thing going.
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Americaat the Edge of an Abyss

Stockwell: But what do we have to offer? If you were
President, what would you change?

LaRouche: Well, first of all, the main thing we have to
offer is our history: Our history—we are a unique creation,
asanation. Wearethe only true modern nation-state republic
ever formed. We' reformed under theinfluence of Europeans,
such asthe followers of Leibniz, through Benjamin Franklin.
We created, around the Preamble of our Constitution, which
isabsolutely unique, the only basisfor amoral conception of
amodern republic; that is, the principle of total sovereignty
of our nation and its government over al our territory; the
fact that government is not legitimate unlessit is efficiently
committed to promote the general welfare; and thirdly, that
legitimacy in promotion of the general welfare, itself is not
legitimate, unlessit’ sacommitment to posterity, that is, com-
ing generations.

Inall thesepoints, the current government, and thecurrent
DNC, isinviolation of the Constitution, just asfive members
of the Supreme Court are. But it’ sthat tradition—thetradition
of Franklin, of Washington, of Lincoln, and Franklin Roose-
velt, and also Garfield, and Blaine, and John Quincy Adams,
and so forth—it isthat great tradition, unique tradition of the
United States, which is our greatest power. Nations of the
world used to love us because of that. It's when we turned
against that, turning against our own soul, so to speak, that
we' ve become weak, aswe’ ve become in the past period.

Stockwell: How did this happen, Lyndon?

LaRouche: Well, we've aways had two factors in the
United States, from the beginning; from, say, 1763, when the
British government decided to openly move to crush us as
colonies. At that time, we broke into two factions, leading
factions. One, were the American patriots, gathered around
Franklin; the second wasagroup called the American Tories,
typifiedin New England by the Essex Junto, whol ater became
the famous drug pushers; and then, the New Y ork bankers,
under thistraitor Aaron Burr who founded the Bank of Man-
hattan, and his successor Martin van Buren. And also, then,
the Southern slaveholders.

So these factions, which constitute the Anglo-Dutch Lib-
eral tradition of the so-called American Tory tradition—
which[Franklin] Roosevelt denounced assuch—thisdivision
between two, the patriotic and the American Tory traditions,
has dominated, in a see-saw fashion, to the present day.

Presently, since Roosevelt, and especially since Eisen-
hower and K ennedy—Johnson was not abad guy, but hewas
in a terrible situation as President—the see-saw has gone
toward the American Tory tradition. The American Tories
have dominated our politics, have dominated our political
parties, to the present time. We' ve now come to the point
that the domination of our ingtitutions by the American Tory
tradition, has brought us to the edge of an abyss. Either we
change, and go back to the American patriotic tradition of
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Franklin Roosevelt and so forth, or we' redoomed. Andthat’s
the option right now. That’swhere we are.

Pathology of Popular Opinion

Stockwell: Well, what happened to society asawhol ethat
underwritestheactionsof their political |eadersby continuing
thisridiculous incumbency race?

LaRouche: Well, you see mostly, your populist will al-
ways call in, and say it was some leader, or some misleader
that destroyed us. That isnot quitetrue. Tragedy—and weare
now atragic case, asanation—awayscomesfromthepeople.
Tragedy always is rooted in popular opinion, as the tragedy
of Greece, which supported the Peloponnesian War; or the
tragedy of Rome, where popular opinion, called vox populi,
supported the imperial policies. A nation is destroyed by its
own popul ar opinion. Therefore, you say, what control spopu-
lar opinion? What prevents it from these pathologies, which
it tendsto slideinto?

Stockwell: CNN.

LaRouche: Because the small-minded person tends to
think intermsof “my interests,” in anarrow sense, greed, and
think in terms of their mortal pleasures, the mortal greed.
They don’t think in termsof what wewould—say, aChristian
conception—of what their immortal interest is. And there-
fore, we depend upon, in all modern society, so far—we de-
pend upon the appearance and acceptance of leading people
who havethis sense of immortality, that Shakespeare’ sHam-
let famously lacked. And it is such leaders, such as Abraham
Lincoln, or Benjamin Franklin earlier, or Franklin Roosevelt,
who enableusto comeout of our own corruption, acorruption
which becomes rooted in popular opinion, and leads the peo-
pleto rise above the level of corrupt popular opinion.

Stockwell: Isthis, then, not aside-effect of avery produc-
tion-oriented economy, or production-oriented society, that
at onetimewewereliving with foul drinking water and living
inthedirt. . . .

LaRouche: Yeah, sure. Exactly. When you create—see,
that’ sleadership. Thepurposeof the Constitution, thepurpose
of the American System of political economy, astypified by
Hamilton and so forth, is not merely to make us prosperous.
It did; it aways has, every time we used it. The purpose is
also a moral purpose. Leadership of our nation is not just
leadershipinwar. It’sleading our peopleto rissmorally. The
first basis of moral leadership, isthe commitment of parents
to their children and grandchildren. But it's aso higher than
that. It'sacommitment of the parents' generation to the gen-
eral welfare of the coming generations of the nation.

Therefore, the function of leadership in government, is
largely economic, in the sense that we must have economic
policies, which rely upon the creative, scientific, and related
potential, cultural potential of the people, to givetheindivid-
ual asense that they are important, because they have some-
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thing to contribute now, beyond their death which isinevita-
ble, to future generations. And when a person can say, “| am
important, because | am useful. | am creating the precondi-
tions for the achievements of my society, and future genera-
tions; I’ m creating the preconditionsto improve theworld as
awholefor the peopleonthisplanet”; then you have the sense
of “I am truly a necessary person, and | have aright to be
respected, because I’ m anecessary person.”

The way to destroy a nation is what is being done, for
example, against African-Americans today, with this so-
called reparations pitch. The reparations pitch is the most
effective—moreeffectivethan the Ku Klux Klan—in putting
the African-American back inthedirt. Becauseyou aretaking
African-Americans and destroying them by the cultivation of
greed, rather than asense of the contribution—such asMartin
Luther King typified—the contribution to the welfare of the
nation and humanity asawhole.

Stockwell: So, you take agroup of peoplelike Tom Bro-
kaw identified as*the greatest generation” —those who came
home from World War |1, who had a sense of achievement,
who had a sense of putting their lives on the line, who came
back and knew they were valuable, and had value. Then they
come back into a growing materialist society that is being
dumbed down by changes of education techniques, to produce
the kind of people that have shown up over the last two to
three decades, coming out of our so-called schools, who have
no sense of value, who have no sense of achievement, who
have no sense of cooperation, who have no sense of genius at
all, never having experienced a moment of genius. You end
up with ablue-collar work crew who iswilling to do anything
that they canto get the newest truck that comesdown theline,
without the least sense of individual value.

LaRouche: That's right: without the sense of what they
are doing for society. You know, the power of Christianity,
of actual Christianity—as opposed to thisstuff: “If the Battle
of Armageddon comes, | don’t have to pay my rent next
month”—but real Christianity: asense of contribution to hu-
manity. That’'s what the issue is. If you think that you, as a
person, areimportant in God’ seyes, becauseyou’ re perform-
ing a mission, for the benefit of future humanity, then you
have all the moral strength you need.

‘WeNeed Leaders

Stockwell: All right, | want to pick up on that in a mo-
ment. . . .

If you'rejust tuningin, ladies and gentlemen, my guest is
Lyndon LaRouche, Democratic candidatefor President of the
United States, and we' retalking to him live back in Virginia.
We will for the entire show this morning. We're going to
delay phone calls, just till Mr. LaRouche can get some ideas
out hereintothemill, and we'll seewhat we can dowiththem.

So then, following up, Lyn, with what you were just say-
ing there a moment ago: How do we get that value back,
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versus what CNN is trying to do by giving us these “bad
guys’? Here are the problems, ladies and gentlemen, this al-
Qaeda group on the other side of the planet; who blew up the
World Trade Center; who sits around in these dark corners,
mumbling little words, sitting on their butts, with their Ka-
lashnikov rifles, leaned up against the wall, mumbling so we
can hardly hear them, about what they’ re going to attack next.
Thisistheframework of the American mind seeing the prob-
lems of today, reduced to a bunch of yak jockeys with cell
phones, running around the desertstrying to hidefrom Ameri-
canforces.

Whenyou havethat kind of afocus, how do you get people
to have some sense of value back into them, realizing that we
have seen the enemy, and it isus!

LaRouche: Yeah, right. What is needed for this, isaresal
epiphany. These guys have to have area epiphany. Now, an
epiphany has two aspectstoit: One, isyou haveto realy get
asense of what astinking character you' ve become; and al so,
a potentially doomed one. So you get down in the dirt, and
you say, “I'mastinking fool. I'm not fit to exist.” That’'sthe
first stage of epiphany [laughing]. The second stage isto get
aconception of what you should be.

Now, for example, | often use this case of Jeanne d’ Arc,
who's called Joan of Arc, in France. And I’ ve looked at this
case, not only from the standpoint of dramatic treatments of
it, but also the historical facts of her case, which are rather
extensively documented, and therefore, it’ savery useful his-
torical example.

Here' sFrance, whichwasthen under acompl etely corrupt
existence of these so-called Norman, Plantagenet, etc., Anjou
crowd. Franceisnot anation. Sheisapeasant girl. . . . France
isin the process of being liberated, under her influence. But
then the king betrays her. She's then taken by the Anjou
crowd, the British crowd, and subjected to the Inquisition.
She has a chance to escape with her life, by them. But she
refuses that, because she would have to betray her mission to
do so. So therefore, she consciously chooses to be burned
alive at the stake by the Inquisition, rather than abandon her
mission. It wasthe inspiration of her action, her commitment
to this mission—this unswerving commitment to that mis-
sion—which made possible the first modern nation-state:
France, under Louis X1, and the freeing of France from this
occupation. It also inspired, to alarge degree, contributed to
inspiring the 15th-Century Renaissance, out of which modern
European civilization came.

Of course, among Christians, thisis seen asin the image
of Christ, in the Passion and Crucifixion of Christ, in dying
for all mankind. That people who have a sense of certainty of
immortality, of themeaning of their life, can, under conditions
of crisis, when people are grovelling in the dirt—and realize
they’ regrovellinginthedirt, and saying, “ Woeisme”—then,
they can undergo an epiphany, and say, “No, I'm going to
become a good person.”

And that's what the American people need. They need

Feature 17



to—instead of somebody trying to bribe them, corrupt them,
titillate them, amuse them—the American people haveto re-
alize how bad the situation is in the world. How disgusting
wehavebecomeasanation, asopposed to what weare histori-
caly, and resolve to return to our true self. We need leaders.
I’m operating largely in a vacuum. There are many good
peoplewho are good |eaders, inthe United States, but they’re
not in leading positions, generally. None of the candidates
for the Democratic nomination I’ ve seen now, are fit to be
President, under these conditions. Because none of the them
are willing to recognize the need for an epiphany to escape
from the tragic course which both major parties are on today.
Therefore, my roleisthat of causing an ephipany. And that’s
the only way we're going to get out of it.

Stockwell: Well, when you get down in the dirt, and
you'regrovelling in thedirt, looking for that epiphany, as|—
believe me—I have gone through this myself, and | highly
endorse and underwrite what you' re saying. It doesn’t neces-
sarily take the death of some consummate example of human
leadership to inspire people. If you could get enough people
down inthedirt, and have their own epiphanies.

LaRouche: Um-hmm.

Stockwell: | mean, the death of the Christ-type, for once
and for al should have been enough, if we understand His
mission correctly. But then, there are people upon whom this
isthrust, isn't it, asin the case of Jeanne d’' Arc; in the case of
Martin Luther King?

LaRouche: Yes.

Stockwell: Martin Luther King could have stepped down
from the life-threatening position that he was in. But he
marched on, even knowing that there were death threats
against hislife. And with his death, was the end of the Civil
Rights Movement. And that has now degenerated to this con-
dition you described amoment ago, with reparationsfor Afri-
can-Americans that would further reduce their dignity and
their humanness.

LaRouche: Yeah.

Stockwell: The same thing we' re doing with the Ameri-
can Indian, by giving them gambling casinos.

LaRouche: Y eah, which American Indian |leaders recog-
nize as corruption, and hateiit.

Stockwell: Yes, it doesn’'t dothemany good. It’ samicro-
cosm of what happens when you have a cash-based economy
as opposed to a production-based economy. Y ou throw out
some cash, you throw out some money; people now are mov-
ing out of mobilehomesinto cardboard houses; they suddenly
are driving the newest, latest-model trucksinstead of the old
things; their debt continues to accumulate; in fact, the debt
of the American population continues to go to astronomical
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amounts, withno production behindit, to show anythingfor it.

How can a society, then, have any sense, really, of their
own value, as long as we have an economy that’s based on
cash, rather than on production, rather than real achievement,
self-discovery?

LaRouche: Well, again, this is aways this problem of
|eadership, isthat—whichisalwaysdownplayed by the popu-
lists, who attack—they attack Roosevelt, for example. You
have these populists who try to find some little dirty thing
they can allege against Franklin Roosevelt. And that’s what
kills us; that’ s actually the degradation of this.

The Caseof Billy Mitchell’'sTrial

Stockwell: Yeah, they get this Freedom of Information
Act, that seems to implicate President Roosevelt knowing
something about the attack on Pearl Harbor, before it occur-
red, totally missing the TVA concepts. what happened with
Grand Coolee; what happened with Hoover Dam; what hap-
pened with the St. Lawrence Seaway; what happened with
the TVA; what happened with the railroads; what happened
with the productive capability he put back in the country, that
allowed usto defeat Nazism.

LaRouche: Well, also, you' vegot to look at thefact that,
on the Pearl Harbor case, which these guys play with, that
people who make that criticism, don’t know the ABCs of the
situation. So somebody puts out abook, or acouple of books,
and commentaries on books, and purports to explain this
“conspiracy.” And they don't realize, they don’t know what
the significance was of some famous cases.

For example, the Pearl Harbor attack was planned jointly
by the British and the government of Japan—the Mitsui fac-
tion of Japan—during the early 1920s, during the period of
the so-called Naval Power negotiations, in which Japan and
Britain set forth aplan for anaval attack on the naval forces
of the United States, to humiliateit. Inwhich, of course, Japan
was assigned the mission of attacking the Pearl Harbor Naval
Base. Now thiswasin the early 1920s.

Now, we had the famous case, trial [in 1925], of Billy
Mitchell. What Mitchell had said was that it was possible
to defeat a Japan nava attack upon Pearl Harbor, and he
mentioned thisin histrial. Now, Mitchell was privy—as al
genera officers of that type were—was privy to the fact of
theBritish-Japan planfor anallied attack onthe United States;
that is, by Britain and Japan. Therefore, he said, “No, we can
createaircraft carriers, and we coul d sink Japanese battl eships
and cruisers with bombs dropped by aircraft carrier on an
attacking fleet.” That was his argument.

The section of the Navy which was pro-British in asense,
in some of their thinking—American Tory thinking—were
against that. Andthey induced hiscourt-martial over hispush-
ing of this issue. MacArthur later, who was on the tria—
agreed that his biggest mistake, as a leading officer, was to
allow the court-martial of Billy Mitchell.

So that, people don’t realize that we had a certain rotten-
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ness inside the U.S. military and other institutions, which
were opposed to Roosevelt’s policy on war against Hitler,
and so forth. And that these people goofed. They were not
enthusiastic for Roosevelt’s preparations, which had started
in 1936, to prepare the United States for the inevitability, at
that point, of aworld war launched by Hitler. And that was
theissue.

So these guys, the populists, ignore the historical reality.
Because these populists often, you find, are very sympa-
thetic—particularly this type—are very sympathetic to the
American Tory line for populists. And therefore, they don’t
realize, like some of the enthusiastic supporters of Cheney,
what they’reinvolved in. So they’ re foolish people.

Cutting Our Own Throats: Deregulation

Stockwell: My guest, ladies and gentlemen, if you' rejust
tuning in, Lyndon LaRouche, live from Back East. We just
arranged this over the weekend, so | didn’t have any time to
advertiseit.

Y ou made a comment there, a moment ago, about popu-
listsignoring historical reality. We have agovernment full of
populiststoday. From whence doth populism spring?

LaRouche: It comes from the moral smallness of the
individual, who never gets through adolescence; that is, to
psychological maturity. The best example of populist idiocy
and immorality is deregulation. Deregulation has de-
stroyed—isamajor factor in destroying—the U.S. economy.
It was protectionism which enabled us to develop our econ-
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Dr. Martin Luther King during the
Aug. 28, 1963 March on
Washington. King's sublime
leader ship was a contribution to
the welfare of the nation asa
whole. The demand for
“reparations’ today representsa
descent to a lower cognitive level,
reflecting the failure of the civil
rights |eaders who succeeded
King, to live up to hismoral
standard.

omy. It was protectionism on which the economic power of
the United States was based. It is protectionism on which
modern civilization depends.

If you can not make long-term capital investments of 5-
25 or moreyears, at fixed ratesin the 1-2% Federal ratelevel,
without having interest rates fluctuating up and down; if you
can not make investments without some predictability asto
prices of the products you're going to produce with those
investments, then you can’'t have capitalism, as it's called.
Y ou can’t have progress.

So, out of cupidity, the little guy says, “\We're gonna get
it cheaper. We gonna get it cheaper.” Therefore, they vote
deregulation on the assumption they’ re going to get alittle bit
knocked off ontheprice. And they’ regoingto say, “ Theprice
will berightthen.” Andtheseidiotsdestroy thevery economy.
Asaresult of that, many of theseidiots, who arein the lower
80% of family-income brackets, have had a collapse in the
real, physical standard of living, and life-expectancy, of peo-
plein thelower 80%, over the period since 1977. And during
thisentireperiod, they’ vecontinuedto vote, inlargenumbers,
for deregulation, systematically cutting their own throats out
of cupidity.

Stockwell: So now we have, asaresult, 33, | think, at the
end of last year, 33 steel companiesin bankruptcy. We have
one right here, in the Salt Lake area, a steel plant, called
Geneva Steeworks, been in bankruptcy anumber of times. |
heard a report the other day, that it was about to come out of
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bankruptcy, or they were about to settle the problem with
GenevaSteelworks; and asit turnsout, what they weretalking
about is a company moving in, that will buy it all out, and
dismantle the steel plant to the ground, and build a “busi-
ness park.”

LaRouche: What they did in Pittsburgh, the Pittsburgh
area. Weare destroying our own economy under this populist
ideology. Y es, there are people behind the schemes who are
looting things, and enjoying, lusting—Ilikethe Enron mentali-
ties, huh?—whoreally belongin prison, | think, for their own
safety. Otherwise, they might get lynched, sooner or later.
But, at the same time, peopl€’s cupidity: They don't realize
that they’ re cutting their own throats by supporting and toler-
ating this so-called “free trade,” “globalization,” “deregula-
tion” nonsense. And they’ve done it. They’ve done it to us
over the past period, since the mid-1960s, especially since
1971.

Stockwell: We're coming up here on the news break in
just a moment, where we will be going to national news for
several minutes.

When we get back, I'd like to talk about “Patriot 11,”
and what John Ashcroft hasin mind for maintaining a sensi-
ble state of homeland security in this country. 1I'd like to
talk to you about your ideas of the Super-TVA, and what
you would be doing if you were President now, besides
ending this Iraq foolishness, to help to spread—well, at least
to resurrect the ideas, beginning with Leibniz, and then
through Franklin, and through those of the Founding Fathers,
along with Franklin, who finaly caught the vision of a
republican form of self-rule that was committed to the sense
of the moral nature of man in the promotion of the common
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Demoalition of a steel mill in
McKeesport, Pennsylvania, in
1985. American populists cut
their own throats by supporting
freetrade and deregulation, in
theinterest of getting a

“ cheaper deal.” Theresult: no
U.S economy!

good of all. That what is good for the rich, is also good for
the poor—that kind of an idea.

And maybe even get a little bit further into this Irag
thing. . . .

If youwant acopy of Mr. LaRouche’ s State of the Union
address that was given on the same day as President Bush's,
or you'd like a copy of the latest edition of EIR magazine,
you heed to call 1-888-347-3258. . . .

Economic Cooperation Isthe Way Out

Stockwell: We're back, six and one-half minutes after
8:00 here on the third day of March, 2003. Y ou are listening
to the Jack Stockwell radio talk-show program here in Salt
Lake City. My guest isLyndon LaRouche. . . .

Lyn areyou back there?

LaRouche: Yes.

Stockwell: All right. Let's plow on here. | received an
off-air call during the news break that talked about down on
17th Southin Salt Lake, theold Chicago Bridge & IronWorks
isbeing dismantled, and going to be replaced by acar dealer-
ship. Like people are going to have money to buy carsin this
continuing depression. Although our Governor, MikeL eavitt,
just Thursday of last week made the comment—and | heard
it on Fox News