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LAROUCHE WEBCAST

Felix Rohatyn and
The Nazis
Here are the remarks of Lyndon LaRouche to a June 9, 2006 Washington webcast.
His spokeswoman Debra Freeman introduced LaRouche. After his keynote,
LaRouche asked Civil Rights heroine and Schiller Institute Vice Chairwoman Mrs.
Amelia Boynton Robinson to make a few remarks. The full webcast can be viewed
at www.larouchepac.com.

Debra Freeman: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. My name is Debra
Freeman. I serve as Lyndon LaRouche’s national spokeswoman, and on behalf of
the LaRouche Political Action Committee, I’d like to welcome you to today’s
seminar. I also would like to give a special welcome—although I know that there
are many audiences gathered around the United States, listening to these proceed-
ings via the worldwide web, as well as various audiences gathered around the
world—I wanted specifically to give a welcome to the audience which is currently
participating from the Argentine Congress. This has become something of a tradi-
tion with these webcasts. I’m reminded that this is actually the sixth webcast that
is being broadcast directly into the Argentine Congress, so we’d like to give them
a special welcome today.

When we scheduled today’s proceeding, it was with the idea that we had to
escalate the drive in the United States, and we had to escalate the understanding in
the United States, of the urgent necessity of Congress moving on a piece of legisla-
tion that Lyndon LaRouche motivated with the authorship of the “U.S. Economic
Recovery Act of 2006.” I think many of you are familiar with this document. For
those of you who are not, it is available on the website [www.larouchepac.com].

This document was born largely out of the dialogue at that last proceeding of
this type. However, in the period of time that has ensued, as the discussion of Mr.
LaRouche’s proposal has indeed intensified, not only in the Congress but across
the United States, as members of the LaRouche Youth Movement have escalated
their interventions in Democratic meetings in virtually every state, in trade union
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“Unless there’s a change,
the entire international
financial system could
collapse by approximately
September of this year, or
even earlier.”

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis
meetings in virtually every state, one of the things that we
recognized is that it was very important to identify for people,
not simply the bread-and-butter issues, if you will, that Mr.
LaRouche addresses in this document—the issues that have to
be addressed from the standpoint of saving the U.S. economy,
and of saving our vital machine-tool infrastructure capabil-
ity—but that for people to fully understand the urgency of
what Mr. LaRouche was proposing, they had to understand it
in a broader strategic context. And that meant, once again,
revisiting the question of the role that the Synarchist Interna-
tional is playing both inside our government, and inside both
of the major parties.

This week, we experienced a very rapid escalation of our
understanding as to precisely why the Congress has been hesi-
tant to act on the necessary measures to save the auto industry.

Because, keep in mind, it was more than a year ago, it was
actually in March 2005, that Mr. LaRouche began a campaign
of a very explicit demand: that action had to be taken, because
of the impending crisis and bankruptcy that America’s major
automakers were facing. And it seemed on a certain level,
incomprehensible, as that fight intensified, that members of
the Congress seemed incredibly reluctant to act.

Well, this week, we began to put together the reason why.
And one of the things that we discovered—and certainly you
can find out more details of it in a White Paper that is currently
flooding the District of Columbia, and will soon be flooding
the entire United States—what we have uncovered, is that the
bankruptcy of Delphi, which was the spearhead of impending
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broader bankruptcies, was not simply the result of the ill
health of that company; nor was it the result of what was
obvious mismanagement. But that, in fact, the sell-off of Del-
phi was presided over by none other than Felix Rohatyn, as
part of the systematic dismantling of America’s auto industry,
and of America’s industrial capability in general.

It was a shocking revelation; shocking, perhaps, that Mr.
Rohatyn was so open in his action. But perhaps that is nothing
more than a reflection of his incredible arrogance, and confi-
dence that the American people were simply too stupid and
too distracted, to notice that their nation was being taken apart
from under them.

It’s that ideology that unfortunately permeates a good
portion of the Congress. Perhaps not with quite the same
hostility toward the U.S. population that a Felix Rohatyn has,
but definitely a sense of cynicism, that the U.S. population
either doesn’t know or doesn’t care. And in fact, that is a very
serious miscalculation. And as hundreds of members of the
LaRouche Youth Movement have organized across the na-
tion, and have reached out into the pores of this country’s
heartland, what they have actually found is something quite
different: People are angry. People want to know why this is
happening. And people are prepared to act.

And it is, in fact, that realization, that I think was imposed
on the Congress during the course of this week, when mem-
bers of the LaRouche Youth Movement from the Mississippi
River east, descended on Capitol Hill, not only to distribute
this material, and to make their own voices heard, but also to
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If Congress doesn’t fight Felix Rohatyn’s
dismantling of the U.S. economy, the United States
will go the way of ancient Athens, “which was
drawn into the cult of sophistry, which is the
precedent for the sophistry that occupies most of
the people in the United States today,” LaRouche
said. Here, LaRouche Youth Movement members
organizing against sophistry on Capitol Hill (left)
and the Acropolis in Athens, in ancient Greece.
lend support to trade union officials and elected officials, who
joined them in the latter days of the week, both in person and
also in the form of an open letter to Congress, which was
published in various newspapers in this area, demanding that
Congress act now to implement Lyndon LaRouche’s Eco-
nomic Recovery Act, and that they do so in a timely fashion.
This ad has been signed by over 100 elected officials, by an
equal number of labor leaders, and it is something that we
will continue to circulate, and continue to distribute on Capi-
tol Hill, until our Congress figures out that, in an election
year, it is not only in the interest of the nation, but also in
their interest, to act, and to act quickly, as these individuals
are demanding.

So, it has been quite a week. But there still is a great deal
of work to be done. The velocity of the breakdown crisis has
not slowed, and in fact, it is accelerating. And while we see
important institutional moves against the Synarchist Interna-
tional inside the United States on various aspects of policy,
not the least of which is policy toward Iran, the fact of the
matter is, that the danger does not disappear, until the likes of
Dick Cheney and Felix Rohatyn disappear from influence in
our institutions.

There’s certainly more that I can say, but I know that you
are, as I am, very anxious to hear from Mr. LaRouche, today.
And therefore, without any further delay, I’d like to ask you
to join me in welcoming him.

LaRouche’s Forecasts
Lyndon LaRouche: Thank you, young lady! Thank you

very much.
We are now in times, as you shall soon discover, through-
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out the United States, throughout the hemisphere, and
throughout Europe in particular, we’re living in times of the
type that most of you living today have never dreamed could
happen, let alone experience.

I am a forecaster, among other things, and probably the
best economist in the world. And that’s not a brag, that’s
simply a fact. I made some discoveries back in the course of
the late 1940s, early 1950s, and as a management consultant,
I applied some aspects of my discoveries to the current situa-
tion at that time, 1956. I was looking at the situation, 1955-
1956, in the automobile and other industries in the United
States, and I said, “This has come to an end. We’re going to
have, by early 1957, the deepest recession of the post-war
period.” And in February 1957, we had the deepest recession
of the post-war period.

Encouraged by that, I went further with long-range fore-
casting, based on an understanding of the characteristic mis-
takes built into the current policy of the 1950s of the United
States, including the policies of Arthur Burns. And I warned,
I said we face the following situation: “Unless we change
these policies which are now in effect, the policies established
in 1954 under the Arthur Burns change in the credit practices
of the United States, we will go into the 1960s, and by the
middle of the 1960s, we will enter a period of crises, of serious
international monetary crises. And if it is not corrected then,
by the beginning of the 1970s, we shall experience a break-
down of the existing international monetary system.” Each
one of these forecasts came on, was fulfilled in a timely
fashion.

In 1967, the British pound-sterling went belly-up, in
October-November of that year. From January through Feb-
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ruary of 1968, the U.S. dollar went, not belly-up, but went
into a severe crisis. In 1971-1972, the existing world monetary
system of that time was shut down.

I have never made a mistake, in a long-range forecast.
Every time I have forecast, it has happened precisely as I
forecast it: that unless certain changes were made, certain
things would happen. It has always happened.

It is now happening.
I warned earlier this year, of this crisis presently happen-

ing. It is now happening. During the past three months, the
rate of acceleration of collapse on international markets, as
well as in the U.S., has increased; there is a combination of
hyperinflation like that of Germany 1923, and collapses in
whole sections and whole chunks of financial markets. That
process will continue. I have estimated that, unless there’s a
change, the entire internationalfinancial system couldcollapse
by approximately September of this year, or even earlier.

It will happen. I don’t make mistakes in these matters.
And many people in the world now, reluctantly or other-

wise, agree with me, that I’ve been right on this, that that’s
the situation.

There is no hope for the United States, if the Congress
walks away from this session, and goes out and campaigns to
a population that hates it increasingly, especially Democrats,
and there’s not much hope that this nation will not go into
chaos.

The Road to Hell Is Paved With Denial
Now, you have additional problems here, and I’ll deal

with this—this is going to be a tough presentation for many
of you, because you will tend to deny the facts that I present
to you. Because people do that. It’s like looking at what hap-
pened in New York City on Sept. 11, 2001. When people are
faced with horrible events, they try to say, “It’s not happening.
Tell me, it’s not happening! It isn’t happening! It couldn’t
happen! It’s not happening!” And they say, “You have to be
wrong. Because I can’t believe it would happen”—even when
it’s happening! “No! It didn’t happen. I can’t believe—it
couldn’t have happened!” That’s what people are like. And
therefore, they will deny, and deny, and deny.

And that’s how they go to Hell.
Now, my job is not to sit back and gloat, and say, “Okay,

you’re going to Hell.” I don’t take much pleasure in that sort
of thing. Besides, I’m not working for that guy, down there.
But, Rohatyn is!

And therefore, it’s important that you understand the ugli-
est facts you’ve ever heard about, in truth. Facts that pertain
to the immediate situation, now.

You’re going to have to learn, also, a couple of history
lessons, that almost no one has learned in any educational
institution generally, in the past 40 or 50 years. You’re going
to have learn something about what the United States is, and
why enemies of the United States, such as Felix Rohatyn
and his allies, George Shultz, are determined to destroy this
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country! And to face the ugly fact that many members of the
Congress, Senators and others, are either not going to fight
Rohatyn on this, or are going to look the other way and pretend
they didn’t know what was happening.

You’re going to find yourself in a situation, comparable
in some respects to what happened to ancient Athens, which
was drawn into sophistry, the cult of sophistry, which is the
precedent for the sophistry that occupies most of the people
in the United States today. People never tell the truth! They
say what they want to be overheard saying—not the truth.
Faced with the truth they don’t want to admit, they deny it.
They lie. They lie to themselves, above all. And therefore,
they make decisions based on their own lies. And they go to
Hell. Or the nation goes to Hell, as Greece did in the Pelopon-
nesian War, and thereafter.

And you face a time where our country was almost de-
stroyed, beginning with the death of President Franklin Roo-
sevelt. And I’m going to give you that history lesson, the
essentials of it, because the world is, as most of you don’t
believe it ever was. And we’re on the edge of Hell, globally.
We’re on the edge of a Dark Age for all humanity, unless we
make certain changes. And you’re going to have to kick ass
in the political layers of the United States, as asses have never
been kicked before! You’re going to give them this special
kind of uplifting experience!

Who Is Felix Rohatyn?
Now, as Debra indicated, what we dug out in our legal

research on the Delphi case—we dug out, and we’ll show this
thing (Figure 1).

FIGURE 1

“Felix Rohatyn is the chief architect of the destruction of Delphi!
Delphi was not bankrupt. It was bankrupted by Felix Rohatyn.”
Here is Rohatyn’s signature on the May 1, 2005 bankruptcy filing
of Delphi.
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Now this is the copy of the legal documents, May 1, 2005:
Felix Rohatyn. Felix Rohatyn is the chief architect of the
destruction of Delphi! Delphi was not bankrupt. It was bank-
rupted by Felix Rohatyn.

Now, who is Felix Rohatyn?
Well, Felix Rohatyn is essentially a Nazi. That’s no exag-

geration, that’s no mistake, no caricature. That’s what he is.
Felix Rohatyn is a protégé of a fellow called André Meyer.
André Meyer was a kingpin of an organization known as
Lazard Frères, in Paris. Lazard Frères was an integral part of
the Nazi takeover of Continental Europe! And Meyer person-
ally trained Felix Rohatyn. Now Felix is not bright. As a
matter of act, he’s very uncouth, very stupid in many ways.
He’s not an intellectual, he’s a thug! He’s like a mafia hit-
man who is not known for his intellectual characteristics. He’s
a thug, equivalent to a murderer.

Now, what Meyer represented, and what Lazard Frères
represented, then, and now: Lazard Frères was the key Conti-
nental center in banking which brought Adolf Hitler to power,
and launched World War II, and the crimes that went with it.

When the war ended, because Roosevelt had died, Harry
Truman covered things up. And the bankers behind Hitler
were not really touched. Yes, Banque Worms was shut down,
dissolved. But the bankers who really put Hitler into power—
for example, the grandson of one of the people who put Hitler
into power is the President of the United States today! It was
Prescott Bush, as the chief executive officer for Brown Broth-
ers Harriman, who issued the order to fund the Nazi Party at
the point in time that the party was bankrupt, in time for
Hitler to be made dictator of Germany! Prescott Bush, the
grandfather of George W. Bush, Jr. And the father of former
President George H.W. Bush.

Hitler was a project of a group of international bankers,
who wanted to destroy the idea of the modern nation-state,
and modern society, to return to a form of society which had
existed during the so-called Crusades period, the period from
about 1000 A.D. to the end of the 14th Century, which ended
in the so-called New Dark Age. Then the world was domi-
nated, Europe and beyond, by a group of Venetian bankers.
The Venetian bankers had a partnership with the Norman
chivalry, the so-called Crusaders, and were trying to destroy
the system built up by Charlemagne in Europe, a system
evolving toward a modern nation-state, destroy it, and carry
out a slaughter of both the Jews and the Muslims who had
cooperated with Charlemagne in trying to build up a civilized
order in Europe.

And so they conducted a race war, of the type that’s being
conducted by Cheney and Co. today, against Islam. They did
it. They called it the Crusades. And the Crusades ended in the
14th Century in what was called a New Dark Age, where one-
third of the population of Europe disappeared, dead of the
effects of that period, and half the parishes of Europe vanished
from the scene. This was the so-called “ultramontane
system.”
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And to the present day, the continuity of those banking
traditions in Europe, then centered on Venice, now centered
on the Anglo-Dutch Liberal bankers, and the French Syn-
archist bankers, are bringing back the attempt to destroy the
nation-state through what’s called the utopia of globalization:
to control populations, to prevent sovereign governments
from coming back into existence, by making people stupid.
Don’t give them the kinds of jobs that require intelligence.
Don’t educate them. Reduce them to peonage, ignorance, bru-
tality. Let the excess population die out. Reduce the world
population from over 6 billion today, to less than 1 billion, as
soon as you can get there. What’s happening to health care,
what’s happening to our society.

Why They Hate the United States
And the one thing they are most determined to destroy,

above all, is the United States of America. Why? Because we,
the United States, are essentially a European culture, we’re a
product of European culture. And our ancestors, who founded
this nation, came here. And similar things happened in South
and Central America, where people left Spain, in particular,
to try to find a refuge in a world where they could get away
from the Spanish oligarchy of the time. And they came to the
Americas hoping to apply the lessons of European experience,
the best of its culture, in a place where they were free from
nobility, from oligarchs, from aristocrats, from predators.

And we established in this country, a new nation, a new
model, based on all the best features of European culture.

Then they came to destroy it. We had the American Revo-
lution to try to defeat this attempt to establish a new empire,
the degradation of man, from 1763 on, when the new form
came out of Britain, the imperial form was established in
Britain. We rallied people throughout Europe to support us,
and associate themselves with us, in the effort to bring a new
order of society for mankind.

And the British and others moved to destroy that. They
organized the French Revolution, and took France, which had
been the biggest ally of the United States in this struggle, and
turned it into a hecatomb. They turned it into the bloodshed
of the July 14, 1789 siege of the Bastille, which was the
beginning of the entry of France into Hell, from which France
has never fully returned, except on short leave, since.

So, Europe was crushed by a series of wars, to prevent
the American model from being adopted in Europe. It was
adopted in Europe! When we defeated the British and the
Habsburgs in the Civil War, and freed ourselves from the
system of slavery imposed upon us by Britain, the Nether-
lands, and Spain!, and others, we became a power, by Lin-
coln’s defeat of the Confederacy, which was nothing but a
British puppet, a British and French puppet of the time—a
puppet of the British monarchy and of Napoleon III of France.

So, we became respected as a power that could not be
conquered by invasion. We were too strong. We had built a
nation from ocean to ocean, from the Canadian border to the
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The European oligarchy was determined to stop the United States
and its Constitutional system of government, and to ensure that
the American Revolution did not spread to Europe. But Otto von
Bismarck (left) introduced elements of the American System of eco-
nomics in Germany, and American policies were also adopted by
Alexander II and Alexander III (right) in Russia.
Mexican border. We had built up an economy here that was
too strong; we were too powerful to be invaded and destroyed.
And the only way they could destroy us was by corruption—
and that was provided in abundance.

But nonetheless, in the meantime, you had revolutions in
Europe: You had changes in the policy of France, temporarily;
you had the Bismarck phenomenon, who was a great admirer
of the United States. The Bismarck phenomenon was intro-
duced as an economy in Germany. In Russia, the policies of
the American Revolution were adopted by Alexander II and
III, especially Alexander III. Japan was brought forth as a
civilized nation, directly by the United States. The American
model of the United States was used to liberate nations of
South and Central America—until some untoward events re-
versed those advances.

So, we were a repository, with all our imperfections, we
were a repository of a system, a Constitutional system of gov-
ernment, which had been the objective of humanity ever since
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ancient Greece. And the oligarchy of Europe were determined
to destroy it, destroy us.

And they tried in the 20th Century. Go back, for example,
to World War I, the end of World War I at Versailles: Now,
you had an American Secretary of State, Lansing, under Wil-
son, who decreed that Germany had the war guilt for World
War I. It’s a lie! It’s a lie. World War I was planned, actually
by the British monarchy, with the complicity of France, and
the complicity of Nicholas II of Russia. Germany was being
attacked on all these fronts. Germany fought back, and was
defeated. It was defeated only by the intervention of the
United States. Had the United States not invaded Europe, to
support France and Britain on the Western Front, Germany
would have defeated its enemies in Europe.

That was not the end. “Now!” they said, in Europe, “We
have to have another war. This time, we’ll use the Soviet
Union as a target. We’ll use Germany as the means of attack-
ing the Soviet Union. The British and French will support
Germany in this war, but we will keep the United States out
of the war.” Why? Because the United States was too power-
ful, and therefore the objective was, the fear was, that if the
United States participated in the new war which the British
were planning together with the French, then the United States
would emerge as the most powerful nation in the world, that
they couldn’t conquer. But their objective was, to destroy the
United States.

Now, if you know the history of the 1920s, and the military
intelligence history in the United States, you know that the
British, and Japanese, and others, were planning to make a
military attack on the naval forces of the United States. And
among the planned attacks, by the British and the Japanese,
was for Japan to take the responsibility of attacking and de-
stroying the U.S. Naval base at Pearl Harbor. This is in the
early 1920s. These matters were the subject of U.S. Army
intelligence reports, Navy also, like Operations Red and Or-
ange, which were two studies of this particular case.

You had the case of Gen. Billy Mitchell, who was testing
aircraft on big tankers, or big freighters, the launching of
aircraft, and introduced the idea of ship-based aircraft deploy-
ment, as a method of combat: for which he was court-martia-
led. Because the British, and sympathizers in the U.S. Navy
and elsewhere, didn’t want that to happen. So, he was court-
martialed, because the British, and sympathizers in the U.S.
Navy and elsewhere, didn’t want that to happen. So, he was
court-martialed.

But then the attack on Pearl Harbor came from the Japa-
nese, now that Japan was an ally of Hitler! They were out to
destroy us.

The day that Roosevelt was inaugurated as President, Hit-
ler had already been confirmed as a dictator in Germany. At
that point, World War II, in some form, was inevitable. Hitler
was supported by the British and the French, including the
faction in France which is the source of Rohatyn, in the United
States, here today. Remember, Rohatyn is essentially a
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The British and the Japanese in the early 1920s
had a plan to destroy the U.S. Naval Base at Pearl
Harbor, to keep the United States from getting too
powerful. Along the same lines, British
sympathizers in the United States court-martialed
Gen. Billy Mitchell in 1925, to stop his idea of
ship-based aircraft deployment to sink
battleships. On Dec. 7, 1941, the Hitler-allied
Japanese bombed Pearl Harbor. Inset is Billy

Library of Congress Mitchell.
French figure, not an American figure. He has an American
citizenship, but he’s essentially an agent of the same French
interest, the Synarchist International interest. And they still
want to destroy us! And they have almost destroyed us.

Roosevelt’s Post-War Policy Reversed
Roosevelt had a policy for the post-war period, but he

died. And Truman was working for the other side—that’s an
ugly fact, in the Democratic Party. Roosevelt planned to free
colonial nations, at the end of the war, and told Winston
Churchill: When the war ends, these people are going to be
free, to have their own government, and we’re going to help
them develop! That was U.S. policy.

When Roosevelt died, what did Truman do? Truman, and
the British and Dutch, and others, sent Japanese troops in to
reoccupy Indo-China, until the French could get there, with
the British. They suppressed the struggles for freedom in Af-
rica, bloodily. They fought a war to suppress the freedom
which had been gained in Indonesia. They postponed the lib-
eration of India from British imperialism. The United States
became an oppressor, almost the day that Roosevelt died.

Japan had been defeated before the end of the war. It was
just a matter of time. There was never a need to invade Japan.
It was totally defeated. The U.S. military forces had totally
isolated an island, dependent entirely on supplies of raw mate-
rials from other nations. A Japanese ship couldn’t get in or
out of Japan, the main island. They were in a hopeless situa-
tion, and had to surrender.

The Emperor of Japan had negotiated, through a special
office of the Vatican, the Office of Extraordinary Affairs, an
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armistice agreement, a surrender agreement, with the United
States and other countries, before Roosevelt died. This was
ignored. And instead of going and taking up the offer of the
Emperor of Japan to surrender, with certain conditions which
were perfectly reasonable conditions, we held back until we
could ue the only two nuclear bombs we had, to destroy much
of the helpless civilian population of two cities: Hiroshima
and Nagasaki.

That was done entirely to get ready for World War III.
World War III, as planned by Truman, among others—it was
a Truman policy, for which he was essentially told to “get out
of government,” because he was a skunk, and they couldn’t
stand the smell of him any more. Truman’s policy was the
policy of Bertrand Russell: Assuming that the Anglo-Ameri-
cans had a monopoly on nuclear weapons, to prepare to build
an arsenal of nuclear weapons they did not yet have, because
they had used up the last two prototypes they had in Japan,
and to conduct a “preventive,” so-called, nuclear attack on
the Soviet Union, to compel the Soviet Union to submit to
world government.

That was the Truman policy! It didn’t work, because the
United States’ production of nuclear weapons was delayed,
and because the Soviet Union developed nuclear weapons
much earlier, in the 1940s, than the British and Americans
had assumed. And not only that, but went beyond that and
developed a thermonuclear weapon, when we in the United
States had none.

So, Truman was told, “Git!” That’s what you tell a man
like Truman: “Git! Git y’self outta heah, raht now!” And he
“git!” He done git.
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And Eisenhower was brought in. And Eisenhower was a
part of the apparatus of Roosevelt, along with MacArthur,
along with Lucius Clay, and others. Because Roosevelt knew,
the day he entered office, that World War II in some form
was inevitable. The confirmation of Hitler as a dictator, in
February of that year, in Germany, meant that the plan which
the British and French had for World War II, that that plan
was operational.

So the recovery operations of President Roosevelt were
based on two considerations: First, a recovery program to
undo the damage done by Coolidge and Hoover. Remember,
under Hoover, following the 1929 crash, the U.S. economy
had collapsed by one-half, by the time Hoover left office.
One half. Serious destruction. I was there, I saw it. Amelia
[Boynton Robinson] saw it! Some of the others of us around
here saw it, too.

Roosevelt had to rebuild a shattered economy. He turned
to elements of the military, such as Lucius Clay, such as
Eisenhower, such as MacArthur, who worked on industrial
development projects for the United States, projects in the
spirit and design of the type we need now: To take our broken
nation, our broken economy, take its resources, and start to
rebuild—rebuild spirits and souls as well as economy. And
we did it. We were preparing for war, as well as for peace.
And our enemy, at the time, were the British and French,
primarily, those governments, those forces.

And the chief agent in France was the Synarchist Interna-
tional, centered around the forces of André Meyer, which
are the authorship and heritage of Felix Rohatyn today. The
intention of Rohatyn, the intention of these guys, is the same
thing. To destroy the United States!

Enter: The 68ers
Now, some people don’t understand it, because 68ers

have difficulty understanding anything, particularly those in
the upper 20% of family-income brackets; the so-called
68ers—who were against blue-collar workers, against farm-
ers, and against everything else good in the United States.
Who marched in the streets, and were virtual fascists! And
did everything possible to wreck our economy. This is the
base on which Nixon was able to become President. This
was the base for what was done under Carter. Carter didn’t
understand what was going on—it was done to, or done for
him, by Brzezinski and Co. We destroyed the United States!
We destroyed our system of regulation! We destroyed our
housing programs. We began to destroy our transportation
systems, destroy our power plants. Destroyed our health-care
system. We did these things in the 1970s.

And the 68er generation: These were the people who were
groomed, from childhood, to get into this new, fashionable
kind of ideology, who were aimed at going into the best uni-
versities, the Ivy League and similar kinds of academics,
aimed for careers of influence in communications, and busi-
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ness, and government! The ruling class, so to speak, Ameri-
can-style. And to corrupt them—quite successfully—from
1947 through 1957 and beyond. And this generation said,
“Blue collar’s no good, production’s no good, farmers are
no good!”

And they divided the forces of the Democratic Party and
the traditional Republicans, which made the Nixon Adminis-
tration possible, which made the Carter Administration pos-
sible.

And over this entire period, while this generation, that’s
in power today—people generally between 55 and 65 years
of age, approximately that, who are now running most institu-
tions, including the Congress, especially the Senate, were part
of this corrupted generation! They didn’t know they were
corrupted. The sophists of ancient Athens, who went to the
destruction of Athens in the Peloponnesian War, thought they
had to do it that way, even though the destruction of Greece
was obvious. And they destroyed their own country.

We have destroyed our own nation, in large degree, with
this philosophy! Under the direction of the upper 20% of
family-income brackets, in the age group of between essen-
tially 50 and 65. We have destroyed our own nation.

Machine Tools: The Last Bastion
Now the last bastion for recovery of this economy, de-

pends upon the machine-tool capacity of the nation. The ma-
chine-tool capacity of the nation is represented today, largely
in science, which is almost non-existent, and largely forbid-
den, but otherwise located in the machine-tool sector, which
is chiefly located in the automobile industry.

Now the machine-tool sector has two aspects to it: in
machine-tool design, in principle. In machine-tool design,
you take the same principle you apply in a laboratory to test
and prove a fundamental physical principle of nature. In
other words, you design an apparatus to test for the accuracy
of your estimate that a certain universal principle is operating
out there in the universe. Then you turn around, if you’ve
proven it—you now take the same knowledge that you’ve
gained from a successful experiment. You now go back into
the factory, and you have the machine-tool designer take
the lessons of a successful proof of principle experiment,
and apply it to industry: to produce better products, new
kinds of products, to produce improvements in technology,
to increase the productive powers of labor, to raise the stan-
dard of living. That’s what Roosevelt did, with his program
for rebuilding the nation, in preparation for World War II
and beyond.

That is what we are destroying! What they’re doing is
taking and looting the factories, which are scheduled to be
shut down. They’re moving the machine tools out of the
United States, into Europe and elsewhere. What we are seeing
and experiencing is the destruction of the United States! And
this is occurring at a time when the entire world economy is
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about to go into the greatest depression that European civiliza-
tion has known since the 14th Century.

All of these problems can be addressed. These problems
can be solved. The lessons we had under Franklin Roosevelt
will work. The challenge is greater today than it was then,
because our relative condition of decay is worse today, than
it was then. But if we work, and mobilize around this, we can
save the nation. We can reorganize the international monetary
system! We can reorganize the banking system! We can do
all these thing;, there’s nothing unfeasible about it! Roosevelt
pioneered in showing just exactly what we could do in that
direction. And I know what needs to be done—and I’m an
expert, hmm?

We can do it! But, we have to be willing to do it! We have
to commit ourselves to the action of doing it! We have to go
into this, as if we were going to war, to save the nation from
an invading enemy. And what do you think of those laggards,
those slackers, in the Congress, who refuse to mobilize and
defend this nation, when its very existence is in danger? What
kind of leadership is that? Is there any person in that Congress
fit to be President of the United States? Because we had one
stinking President, like this George W. Bush, Jr., do you have
to have all stinking Presidents!? Can’t we have an honest one,
for a change? One with a brain, for a change? One with some
guts, for a change? Not a draft-dodger, or a virtual draft-
dodger, who went into the National Guard to avoid military
service.

That’s our problem.
This is an old problem. It’s a problem of civilization in

general. See, the problem with the Baby-Boomer, is that he
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never learned the difference between a man and
ape. He’s like Thomas Huxley, or Frederick Eng-
els, none of whom ever understood the difference
between a man and a monkey. Matter of fact,
Engels almost made a point of insisting upon it,

n of the
that it was the same thing.

I say, don’t monkey around with mankind.h care,

and so Life Is Taking Over the Planet
ed out by What is the difference? You have three cate-
68ers,

gories that we know today, three categories ofn know
existence on this planet, and in the universe as far

he as we know it. One are things and processes we
d on call “non-living processes.” They’re the subjects

igarchy: of ordinary chemistry. Then you have the chemis-
collar

try of processes, which we call living processes,ology,
or products of living processes. Now, evenof all

out the though the so-called elements, or chemical ele-
Here, a ments involved in the two kinds of processes,

uth living and non-living, or formerly living, are the
ork in

same chemical elements according to the Mende-
leyev Periodic Table, they’re not the same pro-
cesses. Because living processes deal with the
same elements differently, than non-living ones.

As the case, for example, of the famous discoveries in France,
the initial discoveries in the 19th Century, of the difference
between living and non-living processes. So there’s a differ-
ent physical principle, which differentiates the way in which
the same chemical elements, so-called, function in a non-
living process and a living process.

Now, the planet is becoming increasingly more and more
a residue of living processes, and less and less a residue of
non-living processes. Life is taking over the planet. That is,
the fossils produced by life, together with living processes,
are a greater part of the total weight of this planet, as time
goes on. Life is more powerful than non-life.

Then, you have human beings. Human beings do not
have a fixed relative population potential. Animals do. But
human beings are able to change their societies’ relative
population potential. For example, if man were an ape, like
Frederick Engels—if man were an ape, we would never
have had more than several million living human individuals
on this planet, under the conditions of the past 2 million
years as an available opportunity. But we have, today, over
6 billion people living on this planet. Why? Because of
discoveries which correspond to Classical artistic discover-
ies, discoveries of universal physical principle, discoveries
made by individual minds, and shared with other minds,
which enable mankind to increase our power in the universe,
especially on Earth.

And therefore, where we would only have several million
individuals living, if we were gorillas, or gorilla-like crea-
tures, we now have over 6 billion people living. And we have
the prospect, as we’ve seen over the past centuries, the past
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thousands of years, of increasing the potential population-
density, but also increasing per-capita quality of life of the
individual: the longevity, the quality of life.

We also increase the humanity of the individual, in the
sense that when you improve productivity, you don’t have
to kill yourself from morning to night, just to get by. You
have also the energy and time, to develop yourself. You’re
able not to have child labor, to send people to schooling for
a longer period of time, to develop themselves. We’re able
to give them the options of studying and working through
things, that a poorer population couldn’t afford to do! And
therefore, the quality of life, the quality of personal life, of
personal relations, is uplifted. And this is the nature of
mankind.

All of this depends upon the ability of the human mind,
to do what no ape can do—and what the President of the
United States today, can not do: Think! Actually do human
thinking, creative thinking, either to simply absorb and apply
discoveries made by others, or to actually contribute to mak-
ing those discoveries. And thus, we are each, in a sense,
immortal in that way. Because we have very short lives in
the skein of things; when you think about potentially 2
million years of mankind on this planet, our lives are very
short. But they’re also very important. Because in this short
life we have, we have the ability to assimilate, to develop,
and to transmit discoveries to mankind as a whole, which
live for the future.

EIR June 16, 2006
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And thus, in a sense, we never die, because the contribu-
tion we make to mankind, while we live, is a permanent
asset of mankind, a permanent source of the improvement
of mankind, and leads mankind to the kinds of powers he
should have, in order to find what man’s role in the universe
at large is. We don’t have to say, “this is what is,” or “this
is what’s not”; we know our role is to improve not only our
planet, but to improve the management of the Solar System,
and whatever overtakes us as necessity in times to come.

Mankind is necessary in God’s universe, a necessary
being of immortal significance in the universe. That’s us.
This is our morality, because our attitude toward our fellow
human being is agony over the lack of development of those
human beings! When you see a person who is not a monkey,
acting like a monkey, that is very depressing! If it’s George
Bush, you can explain it away.

But to take a child, and take children, and when we see
abandoned children throughout the world today—who have
nothing! They have no means to connect themselves to their
human identity, the role they have to play in shaping the
future of mankind; they have no access to that! They’re
barely able to survive, if that. What kind of a society is it,
that denies to a child, who is the instrument of immortality
in society for humanity, to deny that child the right to devel-
opment, by means of which that child can make a useful
contribution to humanity, and find a sense of identity in
making that contribution? That’s what’s taken away from us.
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History Is Very Short
Now, I want to take this [see photo on cover]. All right,

this is what the true model of a Democrat is, especially the
Democratic Leadership Council, DLC-type of Democrat. It’s
funded by all the kinds of people who funded the attempt to
impeach President Clinton—fine Democrats of that type. And
the key thing—the two are very closely related, which typifies
again part of the problem we have. Because Rumsfeld, and
George Shultz, and Rohatyn, all have a common policy. And
the policy is, to destroy the U.S. military as a government
operation, and to hire private corporations to replace the gov-
ernment-controlled military. Why?

It’s like the Crusaders: The military power of the planet
is to be turned over to private organizations, which are funded
and controlled and managed by large financial syndicates,
such as that Nazi-like syndicate to which Rohatyn belongs.
They all are on that side. That’s the relationship.

Is this a Democrat? Is this thing a Democrat? This man of
evil, this thug?

Look at the history of this planet. You know, known his-
tory is really very short. The existence of the human race is
very long. We know a great deal about that, and the earlier
history, because there are records of calendars, which are the
products of studies of astronomy. In that sense, we know
something about the minds of people who lived tens of thou-
sands of years ago, or maybe 200,000 years ago, from these
calendars. And it can be proven, the dating of these calendars
can be determined by astronomical calculations.

But the known history of mankind, that is, where we know
the thoughts and words of people that governed society, is
relatively short. It’s only a few thousand years, maybe 10,000
or 12,000 years. That’s what we know. Out of all of the hun-
dreds of thousands of years that mankind has existed, we
know actually directly, how they thought, what they said,
what it means.

So therefore, when we’re talking about principle, it gets
very narrow: The existence of European civilization in partic-
ular, as European civilization, as a civilization we know as
such, dates from about the time of about 700 B.C. in ancient
Greece. Coming out of a dark age, from an earlier period of
Greece, and out of the region generally, you had the influence
of ideas from Egypt, in particular, which went into Greece in
the form of the work of Thales, the Pythagoreans, Solon of
Athens, and so forth; and this is the beginning of the European
civilization. There was no European civilization as a culture,
until that time.

So the whole of European civilization, of which we are a
part, in the Americas, and wherever European civilization has
touched the world as a whole, culturally, we are a part, a very
short part, of the actual history, existence of mankind—a
few, 10,000 or more years. We know this fairly well, inside.
Because we can trace it. You had ancient Greece, the Pelopon-
nesian War, the things that followed; the rise of this pestilence
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of evil which contributed nothing but filth to mankind, the
Roman Empire. The Byzantine Empire following that. You
had an attempt to raise civilization to a higher level, under the
Augustinian influence, manifest by Charlemagne. The at-
tempt to bring the Jewish world and the Islamic world together
with the Christian world, under Charlemagne.

That was destroyed. It was destroyed by campaigns
against Judaism, against the Jews, against Islam, called the
Crusades, financed by the financier-oligarchy of Venice; and
run by a bunch of butchers called the Norman chivalry. This
went on for about 300-400 years: It was the Middle Ages,
and became known as the Dark Ages. Civilization did not
disappear, but the civilized currents of mankind were a tiny,
very much endangered minority.

It was only with the 15th Century, that modern European
civilization emerged around the Council of Florence. But
then, immediately, the residue from Venice came back with
this religious warfare: from 1492, the expulsion of Jews from
Spain, into 1648, the Treaty of Westphalia, all of Europe was
torn apart! By the butchery of religious warfare.

And during this period, you had the emergence then, of
the developments in North America, of the colonies trying to
find a way of expressing civilized European ideas in life, away
from Europe where it was seemingly impossible. You had a
brief period of development of France, around Mazarin and
Jean-Baptiste Colbert, a florescence of science. That, in turn,
was then crushed!

We had the rise of the British Empire, in 1763, which was
the casus belli for our war of revolution against Great Britain.
And since that time, Anglo-Dutch Liberalism as an imperial
force has dominated the planet, and has been the persistent
enemy of ours, as a nation, our republic.

Now, we come to the point very simply, that Felix Roha-
tyn, with the Nazis for whom he works, is now trying to
destroy the United States, as part of the process of creating a
global empire, called globalization: In which no sovereign
nation-states exist, in which humanity is depleted by death,
disease, hunger, destitution. And depleted to levels, which
they themselves say are below 1 billion people—preferably
500-700 million people, the greatest rate of death in all man-
kind. To bring the population down to levels of stupidity, at
which a minimal population can survive, under the tutelage of
the kinds of people which Rohatyn and his owners represent.

History is very short.

The Seeds of Greatness Within Us
So we have this United States, which is the only place

from which a successful reversal of that threat can occur—
here. You may not think that. I have a much higher value of
estimate of the United States, than many people do. Because
I know what’s inside us. Not just inside us, as our impulses
today. I know what’s inside our culture. I know where the
seeds of greatness within us lie.
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If we moralize our people, give them a sense of hope, a
sense that we can beat this, a sense that we can overcome, as
Franklin Roosevelt looked at matters in his time, as he entered
office; if we have that sense, there is still greatness within us.
I went through this: Remember, I was born back then. I don’t
have quite the credentials of my friend, Amelia, on this count,
but I have a few: I was born in 1922, and I was rather a
conscious young lad, and I was well aware of the degeneracy
in which the people of that time, the 1920s, lived in the United
States. And I saw them crawl out of that degeneracy in the
course of the 1930s. We were not very good then. We were
pretty corrupted. But we did a good job, and we established
an optimism around the Roosevelt recovery, and around our
mission to try to free the world from this Hitler menace.

Let me just explain that: 1940. The beaches of Dunkirk.
Hitler had a policy which underwent a change. The original
program assigned to Hitler by the British and French, who
put him into power, with support of people like Mr. Bush, Mr.
Prescott Bush, in New York City, was to have Hitler move
against the Soviet Union. And then, when Hitler was deeply
tied in the Soviet Union, to unleash British and French forces
on his ass, and thus make a mess of everything, and finish off
Germany forever. The German High Command said to Hitler,
“Uh-uh, uh-uh, we don’t go with that. You never attack East-
ward first. You attack Westward first.” So therefore, the Nazis
developed a second plan. The second plan was to go West-
ward, and to get the French and British to surrender to the
Germans; the British under the Nazis, would make an agree-
ment, and then they would, all together, march Eastward—
“And those people who were not brought to account for their role in br
menace into existence, those are the people who are trying to destroy th
today. And the Rohatyn phenomenon is a symptom. If you like Rohatyn,
treason.”
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and destroy everything in sight. That was the plan.
Now the reason this plan worked, as it seemed to, was

because the French command, of the people who represent
what Rohatyn represents today, rigged the French defense.
The French had a superior military power to Germany at the
time of the invasion of France by German forces, in 1940. A
superior power! Why did they lose the war then, so disgrace-
fully? Because of the inside, the fifth column: The French
government and intelligence services, military, were con-
trolled by pro-Nazis. And they arranged to the keep the gap,
the Ardennes Gap, open, without French opposition, so the
Germans could come in through that open door, to hit the
French forces on the flank, and the French forces were routed.
The French immediately, being Nazi-controlled already, sur-
rendered to Hitler, in two contingents, the Laval government
in the North, and the Pétain government in the South. And
they worked for the Nazis! Jewish bankers worked for the
Nazis! On the French side, that’s what it was.

The British were about to do the same thing. But Roose-
velt had intervened in the internal affairs of England, in such
a way, and playing upon certain things in Winston Churchill’s
instincts, to prevent the British from surrendering. And what
Churchill did, with Roosevelt, was to order that, if the inva-
sion of Britain should occur, by Nazi forces, the entire British
fleet, and the fleet of the colonies, would congregate under
U.S. command, and go across the Atlantic to join U.S. Naval
forces in a joint command against Hitler.

That prevented Britain from joining the French, and be-
coming vassals, and flunkies, and lackeys for the Nazis. But

for the strength of the United States, and
the intervention of Roosevelt, with the
British, you would be living either in a
Nazi empire today, or the remains of a
Nazi empire today. And what Rohatyn
represents, is the same group of finan-
cier agencies. He may not wear a swas-
tika—but he should. Because he’s as
guilty as hell, and he’s typical of those
people who were really the power be-
hind the Nazis—not the Nazis them-
selves, but the power who owned them,
who deployed them, who used them—
who were not prosecuted at the end of
the war.

And those people who were not
brought to account for their role in
bringing the Hitler menace into exis-
tence, those people are the people who
are trying to destroy the United States

Composite by EIRNS today. And the Rohatyn phenomenon is
inging the Hitler a symptom. If you like Rohatyn, you
e United States must love treason.
you must love

Thank you.
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