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Aug. 15—The British imperial interests have suffered a 
serious blow at the hands of Lyndon LaRouche, and 
they are reeling from the impact of that unanticipated 
strategic setback. Over the past 72 hours, President 
Barack Obama’s failure to deliver on a made-in-London 
euthanasia scheme, disguised as a health-care “reform” 
program, has shocked the British media and the entire 
British political Establishment, and prompted them to 
launch a desperate defense of the British National 
Health Service and its affiliated NICE “death panel,” 
which is the model for Obama’s plan.

“The British elites suddenly found themselves 
facing a significant strategic defeat, in the face of the 
massive and spreading American popular revolt against 
the Obama Administration, and they were forced to 
launch an all-out defense of their own deeply flawed 
health-care system, as their last chance to salvage their 
Obama project,” one senior U.S. intelligence source 
told EIR yesterday. “The issue is, London losing its grip 
over the Obama White House, and that is a really big 
deal, given all they have invested in that program.”

Indeed, in response to the continuing mass strike fer-
ment throughout the United States against the Obama 
Administration’s failed policies, the British media, from 
the Fabian Society-linked London Guardian to the right-
wing Tory Daily Telegraph, is carrying out a coordi-
nated black propaganda campaign, to save London’s 
grip over the White House—by defending British health 
care as a world-class system, far better than that of the 

United States. The normally middle-of-the-road British 
Independent today ran an article, headlined, “The brutal 
truth about America’s health care,” describing the thou-
sands of poor people who turned out in Los Angeles for 
free health care, and defending the Obama plan. The In-
dependent screed is typical of the propaganda line 
coming from the entire British media this past week.

Politicians from Labour Party Prime Minister 
Gordon Brown, to his Tory opponent David Cameron, 
have also delivered nearly identical defenses of the Brit-
ish system. Given the top-down orchestration of British 
politics, it is not unfair to presume that the Queen’s Privy 
Council, headed by Lord Peter Mandelson, issued orders 
for the engineered effort last week, when the situation in 
the United States broke totally out of control.

‘LaRouche Is To Blame’
The single biggest cause of hysteria from British 

quarters is the fact that Lyndon LaRouche has been 
publicly identified as the catalyst of the revolt against 
the Obama White House’s efforts to shove a Hitlerian 
euthanasia scheme down the throats of the American 
people. Beginning with the Aug. 6 Romulus, Mich. 
town hall meeting by Rep. John Dingell (D), the La-
Rouche Political Action Committee poster, depicting 
President Obama with a Hitler mustache and the cap-
tion, “I’ve Changed,” has grabbed headlines in newspa-
pers around the United States and around the world.

This past week, as town hall protests swelled in size, 
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more and more U.S. and international media began 
airing interviews with LaRouche PAC organizers; and 
the Washington Times went so far as to publish an inter-
view with EIR Editor-in-Chief Nancy Spannaus, spell-
ing out LaRouche’s critique of the Obama health plan 
scheme, and LaRouche’s alternative.

The next day, an hysterical reporter for the British 
Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) conducted a live in-
terview with LaRouche national spokesperson, Debra 
Freeman, in which Freeman denounced the British 
health-care system, as a genocidal mess.

LaRouche’s well-documented denunciation of the 
Obama Administration’s plan for the creation of IMAC 
(Independent Medicare Advisory Council), modeled on 
Hitler’s September-October 1939 T-4 program of gov-
ernment-enforced euthanasia, has been picked up by 
leading Republican Party figures, including House Mi-
nority Leader John Boehner (R-Ohio); former Alaska 
governor and vice presidential candidate Sarah Palin; 
conservative commentator Patrick Buchanan; and scores 
of lesser known columnists, bloggers, and activists.

One senior political operative told EIR that the Re-
publican Party, desperate to regroup after the electoral 
defeats of 2006 and 2008, picked up the LaRouche at-
tacks on the Obama health-care swindle, studied the doc-
umentation, concluded that LaRouche was absolutely 
correct, and jumped on the bandwagon. By last week, ac-

cording to the source, every fac-
tion within the GOP had picked 
up on the LaRouche message—
to the point that a frantic Karl 
Rove warned Republicans that 
they were losing control over the 
issue to LaRouche.

Furthermore, a wide range 
of Democratic Party-linked 
voices, from The Nation’s Wil-
liam Greider, to the New York 
Times’s Frank Rich, to cultural 
commentator Eli Siegel, to Ari-
anna Huffington (see accompa-
nying documentation), have 
also joined the attack on Presi-
dent Obama, denouncing him 
for cutting a dirty backroom 
deal with “Big Pharma” and 
“Big Insurance,” and accusing 
him of being a corporatist—i.e., 
a fascist.

In fact, White House sources have leaked to the 
media some details of the agreement, reached in recent 
weeks, between PhRMA, the industry lobbying group, 
and the President, further fueling the “revolt from the 
left” against Obama.

What LaRouche started, on April 11, 2009, with his 
webcast warning that Obama suffers from a severe 
“Nero Complex,” has now mushroomed into a far-
reaching popular revolt. The ostensible issue is the 
President’s fascist health-care scheme, but the underly-
ing factor, is that the American people are fed up with 
bailouts of Wall Street at taxpayers’ expense, massive 
job losses, home foreclosures, and the bankrupting of 
nearly every state government—translating into a col-
lapse in social services, and basic infrastructure like 
schools, hospitals, and core transportation systems.

That London is acutely aware of the danger that 
such a popular revolt—informed by LaRouche’s clear 
alternative recovery policies—represents, was made 
perfectly clear by a pair of articles in the past 24 hours.

Edward Luce, the London Financial Times Wash-
ington bureau chief, penned an article today, dripping 
with sarcasm, titled “Healthcare paranoia is part of 
America’s culture war,” which did, in fact, admit that 
the health-care battle is actually a much deeper one, 
centered on American values and the U.S. Constitution. 
“Anyone who visits a few of this month’s rowdy town 
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Citizens protest at a town hall meeting in Bozeman, Mt., Aug. 14, one of several recent such 
events, where a panicked President Obama tried, unsuccessfully, to salvage his sinking 
health-care reform plan. Note the ubiquitous LaRouche PAC poster, showing Obama with a 
Hitler mustache.
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hall meetings can grasp that opposition to Mr Obama’s 
healthcare proposals is a lightning rod to a far larger 
world view, which seeks to protect American values 
and the US constitution from an alien takeover,” Luce 
writes. “Their issues are diverse. But their sentiment is 
common: America’s constitution is being trashed by 
un-American values. . . . No amount of contrary evi-
dence will puncture the view that Mr Obama plans to 
establish ‘death panels’ that will decide which grannies 
get to live or die. Nor will reason counter the view that 
countries such as Canada and the UK push their weak-
est to the back of the queue. . . . Forget the details of 
healthcare reform. The side that identified with Ameri-
can values will get the upper hand.”

The second article, posted in the widely read Huff-
ington Post, written by Chris Weigant, went directly at 
the central issue that has London and Wall Street totally 
up in arms: the fact that the decades-old containment of 
LaRouche has totally broken down.

Back in 1976, Washington Post editorial writer Ste-
phen Rosenfeld published an infamous op-ed, speaking 
for the Anglo-American Establishment media. He de-
clared that, henceforth, there could be no media cover-
age of LaRouche, that was anything other than a mock-
ing slander. Rosenfeld put in writing, what had been 
delivered, face-to-face, in December 1971, as an offi-
cial Establishment pronouncement to LaRouche. 
Sidney Hook, the grand-master of the Congress for 
Cultural Freedom, told LaRouche, moments after the 
latter had decimated Keynesian economist Abba Lerner 
at a Queens College debate, that his ideas would never 
be met with serious debate again. LaRouche had dared 
to commit the crime of publicly proving, before a large 
university audience, that Professor Lerner was a devo-
tee of Hitler’s chief economist, Hjalmar Schacht.

In his Huffington Post rant, Weigant assailed the Es-
tablishment media for breaking the more than 35-year 
containment pact: “I truly believe that some of the over-
paid, well-coiffed talking heads on television finally 
woke up and became embarrassed that they were lend-
ing so much legitimacy to people who normally would 
be referred to as the ‘tin-foil hat brigade’ (see, for ex-
ample: followers of Lyndon LaRouche). There’s an un-
spoken rule in the mainstream media that once a con-
sensus is reached that any one person or group is from 
‘the fringe,’ then all they deserve from that point on is 
ridicule. Look at how they treated Dennis Kucinich or 
Ron Paul in last year’s campaign, for instance.

“But,” Weigant continues, “the media found them-

selves in a quandary last week. They loved the ‘angry 
person screaming at member of Congress’ video so 
much (and ran it so many times) that they knew they 
were culpable. . . .”

The reality is obviously more profound than 
Weigant’s nasty admission about the Establishment 
media’s black-balling. LaRouche called the shot on 
President Obama’s Nero Complex, and dared to draw 
the accurate historical parallels between the President’s 
health-care reform swindle, and Hitler’s universally de-
spised T-4 euthanasia program, which was the precur-
sor to the concentration camps and the Holocaust. As 
events proved LaRouche to be right, and as the Ameri-
can people suddenly woke up one day and realized that 
they were about to lose everything, because they had 
foolishly gone along with a culture and an economic 
policy that have brought us to the brink of total break-
down, all hell broke loose.

For the Record, Mr. President
After initially cancelling all scheduled town hall ap-

pearances by President Obama, the White House spin-
meisters decided last week that the President had to be 
sent out to salvage his all-but-lost health-care reform 
plan. A series of tightly screened and engineered “town 
hall” meetings was staged, to give the President the op-
portunity to lie through his teeth. President Obama 
tried—unsuccessfully—to reassure the American 
people that he does not plan to create “death panels” to 
set limits on medical care.

But, at the same time that Obama was visiting New 
Hampshire, Montana, and Colorado, delivering care-
fully scripted lies to carefully screened audiences, 
sources on Capitol Hill were telling a far different story 
to EIR. In fact, the top White House health-care aides, 
from Chief of Staff Rahm Emanuel, to Office of Man-
agement and Budget director Peter Orszag—to Dr. Eze-
kiel Emanuel, Rahm’s brother, administration health 
policy advisor, and a leading euthanasia advocate—
were all arm-twisting and threatening Congressional 
leaders, telling them that the only issue that is not up for 
negotiation is the President’s plan to create an indepen-
dent board, to set absolute limits on health-care services 
and payments. The very “death panel” that the Presi-
dent said was off the table, is the only issue that the 
White House insists is non-negotiable.

One senior U.S. intelligence source verified the 
Congressional accounts and explained that the Presi-
dent has been sold on the need for massive austerity. 
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“The bailout could cost $24 trillion, so there have to be 
austerity cuts, to reduce the Federal deficit,” the source 
revealed. “Treasury Secretary Tim Geithner and White 
House chief economic advisor Larry Summers have 
both promised the Chinese, and other major holders of 

U.S. government debt, that there will be massive cuts, 
to reduce the deficit. Unless they get their independent 
panel, to impose severe cuts in health-care services and 
payments, they won’t succeed.

“This is what the President believes, for now. Health 

Members of Congress 
Say ‘No’ to IMAC
The following letter, addressed to House Speaker 
Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) and issued at the end of July, 
was initiated by Rep. Richard E. Neal (D-Mass.), 
and is being circulated for signatures. Reports are 
that 75 Members of Congress, from both parties, 
have added their names as of Aug. 13. The letter is 
also being circulated by other institutions, including 
the Illinois Hospital Association.

Dear Madam Speaker:
We, the undersigned members of Congress, write 

to voice our strong opposition to the “Independent 
Medicare Advisory Council (IMAC) Act of 2009” 
and the “Medicare Payment Advisory Commission 
(MedPAC) Reform Act of 2009” (H.R. 2718, S. 1110, 
S. 1380), and the inclusion of any of any of these 
proposals in the “America’s Affordable Health 
Choices Act” (H.R. 3200), or any other legislation.

The role that Congress has traditionally played in 
crafting the Medicare program to provide the best pol-
icies for beneficiaries is one that has had a significant 
impact in our communities. Through the legislative 
process, Members are able to represent the needs of 
their communities by improving benefits for seniors 
and the disabled, affecting policies that fill the health 
care workforce pipelines, and ensuring that hospitals 
are equipped to care for diverse populations across our 
individual districts. Such a responsibility is one that is 
not taken, nor should be given away, lightly.

These proposals would eliminate the current ad-
visory role of MedPAC and severely limit Congres-
sional oversight of the Medicare program. By plac-
ing this authority within the executive branch, with 
no Congressional oversight or judicial review, the 
legislation eliminates the transparency of Congres-
sional hearings and debate. Without the open and 
transparent legislative process, Medicare beneficia-

ries and the range of providers who care for them 
would be greatly limited in their ability to help de-
velop and implement new policies that improve the 
health care of our nation’s seniors.

The creation of this commission would also 
eliminate state and community input into the Medi-
care program, removing the ability to develop and 
implement policies expressly applicable to their dif-
ferent patient populations. These national policies 
that would flow from such a commission would 
ignore the significant differences and health care 
needs of states and communities. Geographic and 
demographic variances that exist in our nation’s 
health care system and patient populations would be 
dangerously disregarded. Furthermore, all providers 
in all states would be required to comply even if 
these policies were detrimental to the patients they 
serve. Such a commission could not only threaten 
the ability of Medicare beneficiaries, but of all Amer-
icans, to access the care they need.

These legislative proposals would also limit Con-
gress’s ability to work with the Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services to create and implement dem-
onstration and pilot projects designed to evaluate new 
and advanced policies such as at home care for the 
elderly, the patient-centered medical home, new less 
invasive surgical procedures, and collaborative efforts 
between hospitals and physicians, and programs de-
signed to eliminate fraud and abuse. Additionally, these 
proposals eliminate Members’ ability to represent the 
needs of their own districts and states by addressing 
issues such as current and future provider workforce 
needs, the classification of hospitals that may qualify 
as critical access or rural hospitals, and obtaining crit-
ical health care services such as home health, ambu-
lances, trauma centers, and nursing homes.

We urge you to reject the inclusion of these pro-
posals or any like proposal in H.R. 3200 or any other 
legislation.

Sincerely,
Richard E. Neal
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care is just one part of the overall austerity scheme they 
are trying to pull off.”

These austerity schemes are doomed to fail, and that 
poses the next big question for Obama’s ultimate con-
trollers in London: When do they decide that the Presi-
dent is beyond salvation, and what do they do then? For 
the moment, they are reeling from a serious defeat on a 
major battlefront, a defeat that they identify with the 
name “LaRouche.”

Documentation

Mass Strike Explosion 
At Town Hall Meetings
Aug. 14—”Your government has lost the faith and trust 
of the American people,” someone shouted out at the 
Aug. 12 town hall meeting in Hagerstown, Md., giving 
voice to the sentiment of most of those in the huge 
crowd, who cheered loudly, as Sen. Ben Cardin winced. 
This scene is one that has been repeated dozens of times 
across the country, while the LaRouche political move-
ment’s interventions (with the now-famous poster of 
Obama sporting a Hitler mustache) and literature distri-
butions have provided leadership for the mass strike 
that has erupted against President Obama’s Nazi health-
care plan.

Despite attempts by the White House and Obama 
Democrats to portray the nationwide outpouring of dis-
gust and rage against both the President and Congress, 
as “orchestrated” by a far-right-wing cabal, the protests 
are genuine, if inchoate, as millions of Americans lose 
their jobs, and homes, and face a future with draconian 
cuts in medical care.

When Senate Democratic Whip Dick Durbin tried 
to push the line that the town hall protesters were being 
orchestrated and instructed by shadowy outside forces, 
in an appearance on CNN’s “State of the Union” Aug. 
6, host John King interrupted him: “Let me ask you 
something—let me interrupt, Senator. Is there anything 
wrong with that? This country was founded on a whole 
series of events, including the Boston Tea Party in my 
hometown, where people were organized and instructed, 
and they were instructed to go somewhere and raise 
hell. Is there anything wrong with that?”

The vignettes that follow, demonstrate that what 
we’re seeing is a popular revolt, in which people of all 
political persuasions feel threatened by their govern-
ment, and are pouring out their frustration and rage, 
but, at the same time, are looking for sane leadership.

Town Meetings Across the Country
Here are reports from some of the town meetings 

held over the Aug. 8-9 weekend, where Americans were 
raising Hell:

•  Rep. Mike Burgess’s (R) town hall meeting in 
Denton, Tex., was packed with 500 people. As seen on 
YouTube: A woman shouts at Burgess, “I can’t believe 
you voted on something you hadn’t read! That’s an out-
rage! You are threatening my two young daughters by 
doing that!”

“You’re right,” replied Burgess, “and your outrage 
is justified.”

Next, a 40-year-old man, with his 8-year-old son, 
spoke: “We are having our future taken away from 
us. . . . What political activity is equivalent to standing 
in front of a tank in Tiananmen Square? Why can’t we 
get our representatives to do that? The people in Iran 
are not going through the system to change things. You 
guys must find some way to stop this—I mean, put your 
political career out there. . . . Tell the Democrats there 
will be people marching to their front door if they don’t 
listen.”

Burgess responded, “My [GOP] leadership does not 
appreciate the emotion you’ve just showed. . . .”

Another woman stood, and, very worked up, pre-
sented a pages-long “Letter to Our Leaders,” saying: “I 
get angrier every day. They are passing bills in the 
middle of the night. What do we do—vote every single 
person out of office? The Republicans have left us; the 
Democrats have left us; what do we do?”

•  Rep. Rick Larsen (D) held a town hall meeting in 
Skagit, Wash., in a room holding 150 people. About 500 
more sat on the lawn outside, listening to loudspeakers. 
The two-minute YouTube segment shows signs, includ-
ing those of LaRouche PAC; the narrator says, “The 
Lyndon LaRouche PAC brought Obama as Hitler signs 
[showing Obama with a Hitler mustache]. They were 
also passing out pictures of the two world leaders chum-
ming it up [the cover of the LPAC pamphlet, “Act Now 
to Stop Obama’s Nazi Health Plan”]. Larsen angered 
constituents when he said he did not support the single-
payer plan.

LPAC organizers reported that, without fail, when 


