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Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. gave 
this webcast address in Wash-
ington, D.C. on Sept. 8, 2009, 
his 87th birthday.

LaRouche:Well, I can prom-
ise you a lot of bad news—
which I’m sure you wish to hear. 
You would also like to hear what 
the bad news actually is, how 
many varieties there are run-
ning loose today, in the jungle 
out there, and what the chances 
are for changing this.

We are now at the end of 
things. Tomorrow, the Presi-
dent of the United States, so-
called, is going to, presumably, 
make an address to a Joint Ses-
sion of the Congress, and a joint 
session may mean a marijua-
na fest, as far as I understand, 
because it’s going to have that 
kind of effect. There’s no com-
petence in this President. There 
never has been and there never 
was intended to be. This Presi-
dent is a joker, who was played 
upon the American people, with 
a lot of drug money behind it, 
and it was never intended that he 
would be competent. He’s total-
ly incompetent. He’s not a man 
of intellect; he’s a man who’s 
trained to babble, and he’s been 
taught the recipes to babble. He 

has no comprehension of what 
he’s talking about.

However, he is the elected 
President of the United States, 
and you can not have coups 
at this time, because the dan-
ger is already—there are too 
many threats of coups d’état al-
ready out there. And the system 
is set up for overthrow of gov-
ernments, including the United 
States government.

9/11 Was a British/Saudi 
Operation 

For example, you may recall 
when certain interests in Lon-
don and the United States set up 
what became known as 9/11, as 
a Saudi-British operation, with 
cooperation of certain people 
inside the United States—and 
that’s documented. That’s a fact. 
This thing was funded by a Brit-
ish-Saudi operation, in which 
the Ambassador of Saudi Ara-
bia to the United States was a 
key fi gure in preparing what be-
came known as 9/11.

At the time, there were many 
indications of what that was, 
but this was quickly hushed up. 
And the investigations, even as 
far as they went, were blocked; 
certain facts were blocked out. 
But the evidence was always 

there, and all you had to do, 
was to look in the right place. 
And it’s there. It came from an 
alliance between Saudi Arabia 
and London, which financed 
and planned the entire opera-
tion, and the Saudi Ambassa-
dor to the United States at that 
time, was a key fi gure in setting 
up the operation.

Now, this information was ac-
cessible to the incumbent gov-
ernment of the United States, at 
that time. But it was hushed up. 
And something else which had 
been intended, was done, in-
stead. The intention was to de-
stroy this government—how? 
From the inside. And you had 
an idiot, who was an unrecon-
structed drug addict [President 
George W. Bush], a cocaine 
freak, who had avoided military 
service in Vietnam by being co-
opted into the Texas Air Nation-
al Guard. …

So, we had a coke addict who 
entered the White House as 
President of the United States, 
an unreconstructed coke addict. 
And he was nothing. A mean 
character—a mean, little jerk, 
no brains to speak of. The fa-
ther was not too bright, either. 
The brains in the family had 
been used up by the grandfather, 
who had been a key man in put-
ting Hitler into power in Germa-
ny. And you’re dealing with this 
kind of process, Anglo-Ameri-
can process, all the way through, 
still to the present day.

So now, we have, after two 
terms of this idiot, under [Vice 
President Dick] Cheney, we 
have an Obama Administration. 
And despite the fact that Obama, 
when he was running as a candi-
date for President, campaigned 
against the Unitary Executive, 
nonetheless, he, when he be-
came President, became very 
quickly an advocate of the Uni-
tary Executive. Which is fas-
cism, minus a burning of the 
Reichstag.

In other words, this schnook 
is put in as President. He fum-
bled around for a period of time. 
Then a crisis came, he kissed the 
British butt—the people who re-
ally owned him—and that’s how 
we got to this Unitary Execu-
tive. We now have signing state-
ments, from the President of the 
United States! We have a Uni-
tary Executive, which was set 
up as a reaction to the bombing 
in New York, especially, 9/11. 
We’re set up into a dictatorship, 
in which the Congress no lon-
ger has the legislative power 
to control the Presidency! Our 
system of government has gone 
to a unitary government, un-
der which the Congress is al-
lowed to vote—as long as they 
don’t contradict the President. If 
they do contradict the President, 
he’ll make a signing statement, 
and say, “Yes, you in the Con-
gress, you voted this way. But I, 
as President of the United States, 
think differently, and I’m going 
to act differently!’’

And we have a dictatorship 
in the United States, which is 
in the direction of a Nazi dicta-
torship, under a President who 
doesn’t have much conscience, 
because he doesn’t have any 
brains. He’s trained to talk like 
a trained monkey, or something 

out of a mechanical zoo, and 
is stumbling along. But he’s 
still the President.

Now, we in the United States 
are smart enough to know we 
don’t make coups d’état. We 
don’t assassinate our Presidents 
as a way of changing govern-
ment, though we have some 
imported people who do that 
for us, from time to time, as in 
the case of William McKinley, 
which was a very crucial as-
sassination, or the assassination 
of Abraham Lincoln, or the as-
sassination of John F. Kennedy. 
John F. Kennedy, of course, is a 
watershed for this matter. They 
killed him, why?

Kennedy had two points on 
which he was hated, by the 
Wall Street crowd and the Lon-
don crowd. Number one, on the 
question of the confl ict over the 
steel industry: to defend Amer-
ican industrial power. And he 
made it stick, and he was go-
ing to continue to make it stick. 
Secondly, he opposed the insis-
tence of the Wall Street crowd, 
on going into a war in Indo-Chi-
na, while he was President. And 
for that, he died. Imported as-
sassins, directed from Europe, 
by way of Spain, and by way of 

Mexico, did the job. And scoot-
ed, while somebody came up 
with a funny story, to distract at-
tention from everything.

But why was he killed? The 
reason became obvious in the 
next period, after his death, 
when President Johnson, as 
Johnson later admitted, had 
been so terrifi ed by the fact that 
these three rifl emen who killed 
the President Kennedy, were 
going to aim at his neck, too, as 
he said at the end of his term in 
offi ce. And therefore, when the 
issue came up of what Kenne-
dy had done—under the advice 
and counsel of former General 
MacArthur and the support of 
General Eisenhower—that he 
had objected to, and opposed, 
any launching of U.S. troops 

into Indo-China. And the pol-
icy of MacArthur and Eisen-
hower, and the policy adopted 
by Kennedy, was “no U.S. land 
war involvement in Asia!’’ That 
U.S. troops can not handle war-
fare in Asia! Because Asian cul-
ture is not like European culture, 
and you’re going to run into a 
different kind of problem, and 
it’s not the way to deal with it 
in the fi rst place. Because, what 
you were doing, you were go-
ing on the side of British-con-
trolled colonialism, imperial-
ism, against the people of Asia. 
And if you have a country which 
is associated with the Europe-

an standpoint, like the United 
States, culturally, that goes into 
a war against Asians, what are 
you going to get in Asia? You’re 
going to get a refl ex. And that’s 
what we got.

And the British have always 
handled us nicely by getting us 
into wars in places like Asia! 
This is the way the British run 
the world. The British Empire 
runs the world, through warfare! 
The same way they got imperi-
al power, by inducing the silly 
nation-states of Europe to go to 
war against each other in the so-
called Seven Years’ War [1756-
63]. And the leading nations of 
Europe went to war against each 
other for seven years, while the 
British stood on the sidelines 
and encouraged the process, 

and laughed.
And then, in February in 

1763, in the Peace of Paris, the 
British Empire was declared, as 
the empire of a private compa-
ny, called the British East India 
Company. And the British East 
India Company took over and 
became the United Kingdom, 
and has run it from that time, to 
its equivalent in the present day. 
The British East India Company, 
of course, went into bankrupt-
cy at a later period; there were 
changes made, as under Victo-
ria, and so forth. But the princi-
ple remains the same: The Brit-
ish East India Company repre-
sented a special kind of empire, 
which is the only kind of empire 
we’ve known in the whole histo-
ry of European civilization.

The Principle of Empire 
The empires of European civ-

ilization were based on the de-
struction of Greece, through self-
destruction in the Peloponnesian 
War [431- 404 B.C.] where the 
monetary interests centered on 
Athens, went into war against 
the monetary interests centered 
on the city of Corinth—the Pelo-
ponnesian War; and then, later, 
when not satisfi ed with Spar-
ta’s self-destruction, the com-
bined forces of Greece went to 
war against Syracuse, the third 
maritime power of the Greek-
speaking Mediterranean. And 
thus, a power from Asia, from 
the Asian tradition, called the 
Cult of Delphi, went through a 
process of organizing an empire 
under its control. Which later be-
came, by special agreement, so 
arranged, the Roman Empire of 
Octavian, otherwise known as 
Caesar Augustus.

Now, in all this process, what 
has run the world, as an empire, 
since these developments, is a 
maritime power. That is, we had 
had empires in Asia before; the 
idea of empire comes from Asia, 
it does not come from Europe; 
but it was introduced to Europe 
by this process, by the Pelopon-
nesian War, that vehicle. And 
since that time, we have had an 

Down with the 
British Empire! by Lyndon H LaRoucheby Lyndon H LaRouche

Under the United States Constitution, the institution 
of the Presidency is a powerful executive, popularly 

elected to exercise the sovereignty of the people, but sub-
ject to a system of checks and balances, including by the 
U.S. Congress and the Supreme Court. But now, to ram 
through Obama’s Nazi health care plans, the $25 trillion-
and-counting bailout of London and Wall St., and simi-
lar atrocities against the clearly-expressed wishes of the 
people, the British imperialists who installed Obama in 
power (and George W. Bush before him), have resorted 
to the doctrine of the Unitary Executive. This principle 
of imperial law asserts that the word of the emperor (a 
fi gurehead for the real power wielded by the monetarist 
authorities) is law.

The immediate “legal” basis for the Unitary Executive is 
taken from Hitler’s chief legal theorist, Carl Schmitt, who 
concocted it to justify Hitler’s dictatorship of Nazi Ger-
many. There, it was known as the Führerprinzip (leader 
principle); more generally, it has a long history in West-
ern empires, which were all—the Roman, the Byzantine, 
the Venetian, the Hapsburg, and the British—organised 
around an international monetary power that dictated to its 
vassal domains, in order to loot them. The founding of the 
United States in 1776 as the world’s fi rst sovereign nation-
state republic, a “government of the people, by the peo-
ple, for the people”, as Abraham Lincoln later expressed 
it, not only broke the British Empire’s hold over America, 
but its establishment of a credit system also threatened to 
unravel the entire imperial system of monetarist control, 
as it became a “beacon of hope” for peoples the world 
over straining under the oppression of empires.

Three generations of the anglophile Bush family have betrayed the United 
States, beginning with Wall St.’s Prescott Bush (l.), who fi nanced Hitler; his 
son (c.), former U.S. President George H.W. Bush (1989-93); and his grand-
son, the dopey former U.S. President George W. Bush (2001- 09). 

Two great U.S. generals, Douglas MacArthur (l.) and Dwight Eisenhower (r.), 
advised President John F. Kennedy against American involvement in land 
wars in Asia. The British-Saudi terror attack of 9/11 was modeled on the Reichstag Fire of 

February 1933, set by the Nazis themselves so that Hitler could seize pow-
er, to “fi ght communist terrorism”. Such a dictatorship in the U.S. is called the 
“Unitary Executive”. 

The Unitary Executive

The British assassinated three great U.S. Presidents who challenged British imperial policy: Abraham Lincoln (1861-
65), William McKinley (1897-1901), and John F. Kennedy (1961- 63). 
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empire, of a maritime character-
istic, that is, originally based on 
the maritime power of the Med-
iterranean Sea, and later spread 
to the Atlantic Ocean—a mari-
time power, which had created 
a control over the use of money. 
And the basis of this power was 
money, the control of money, as 
a form of imperialism. All Eu-
ropean imperialism, including 
British imperialism today, is not 
based on a landed territory; it’s 
based on an international orga-
nization of the control of money. 
Now, this money is actually con-
trolled by private interests, by in-
dividuals who form concerts of 
private interests, who set up the 
control of money, its creation 
and management. And nation-
states are subsidiary to this inter-
national control of money.

The British Empire, which 
evolved out of this process, is 
nothing but that. 
It is not an empire 
of the people of 
the United King-
dom. It is an em-
pire of an interna-
tional consortium, 
of these types of 
interests, whose 
control over mon-
ey is used to con-
trol nations.

The U.S. 
Exception 

The one case in 
which this was not successful, 
was the formation of the Unit-
ed States, and the United States 
was actually created, especially, 
from the course of the 17th Cen-
tury on, it was created initially 
by a colonization in New Eng-
land, by the Plymouth Colony 
[1620], and then by the Mas-
sachusetts Bay Colony [1628]. 
This was the keystone, the ker-
nel of creating what became the 
United States.

These people who came on 
the Mayfl ower, or came to the 
Massachusetts Bay Colony—
and they came from various 
parts of Europe, not just Eng-
lish-speaking—but came into 
this area, came here because 
they saw Europe as a hope-
less cause; that the corruption 
in Europe was so bad, that they 
could not solve the problems 
of Europe there. They had to 
go across the sea—as had been 
recommended by a great per-
son, Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa 
[1401-1464], earlier—to conti-
nents across the oceans, to car-
ry the best of civilization across 
the oceans, into new territories, 
to meet new people, and to set 
up a civilization which would be 
free of the colonialist or imperi-
alist evils of Europe.

And that started in Massachu-
setts, in that form. And we had 
the beginning of a different, al-
ternative system of finance, 
called a credit system, which 
was established in the middle 
of the 17th Century, in Massa-
chusetts, by a system of scrip. 
Which was later referred to as 
a paper-money system by Ben-
jamin Franklin, and is the char-
acteristic of the U.S. Federal 

Constitution. The U.S. Federal 
Constitution does not condone 
a monetary system, of the type 
that we’ve had, particularly, un-
der the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, which was an act of treason 
against the United States in the 
fi rst place, because it destroyed 
us as a credit system, and made 
us the subject of an internation-
al monetary system, rather than 
a credit system.

Our Constitution specifi es, to 
this day—and this is crucial for 
us, here today, to take into ac-
count—our Constitution spec-
ifi es that we are not a mone-
tary system, and we are not the 
subject of a monetary system:
We are a credit system, as our 
Constitution defi nes it, and as 
the history behind that Consti-
tution defi nes it. (See box p.7)
The only authorization for the 
circulation of money, inside the 

United States, or any other re-
spectable nation, is an act of the 
state, not the going of the state to 
some international private mon-
etary complex, to which the state 
goes into debt! And this issue of 
debt is crucial. Our debt is by 
our will, and it’s our debt to our-
selves, or by treaty agreements 
with other countries, in nation-
to-nation agreements. And that 
is the principle we must apply, 
if we’re going to save civiliza-
tion now.

Our Confl ict with 
Monetarism 

We’ve come to a point that the 
monetary system, or the mon-
etarist system, which is based 
on international fi nancier inter-
ests, not nation-states—interna-
tional fi nancier interests, which 
are called “free trade’’—. What 
does free trade mean? It means 
“free’’ of government supervi-
sion. It means free of all gov-
ernment supervision: It means 
a world, planet government, by 
private fi nancier interests, oper-
ating as a consortium of mone-
tarist interests.

So, always, the issue has been 
that. It was the issue on the death 
of Roosevelt: On the 12th of 
April, 1945, the United States 
was operating under a credit sys-
tem. As of April 12, 1945, the 
United States post-war policy 
under Roosevelt, was to set up 
a worldwide credit system—not 
a monetary system: The United 
States would organize, in coop-
eration with other nations, trea-
ty agreements, would set up an 
international credit system, us-
ing the power which we had 
mobilized for military purpose 

of production; to use the power 
of the United States to produce 
the goods which would then be 
the engineer for freeing people 
from colonialism, freeing them 
from subjugation, and reorga-
nizing Europe on the basis of 

an international credit system,
which has the intent, the explic-
it intent, of Franklin Roosevelt 
at the famous Bretton Woods 
conference. Where he had re-
jected Keynes, attacked Keynes 
and rejected him! Knowing that 
this was the British imperial sys-
tem, of Keynes. And the Unit-
ed States and the people of the 
world must be freed, once and 
forever, from monetary systems, 
and have the power of a sys-
tem of sovereign nation-states,
which would have partnership, 
with their respective credit sys-
tems of cooperation. That was 
Roosevelt’s intention.

On the day that Roosevelt 
died, and his successor—Harry 
S Truman (no middle name: S;
he was an “S-man’’) took over, 
he kissed Churchill’s butt, and 
we did everything pretty much 
wrong, since that point on.

We’ve had patriots who have 
lurched, sometimes, in the direc-
tion of trying to reestablish the 
infl uence of the United States, 
despite the fact of the interna-
tional monetarist system. Be-
cause the international mone-
tarist system places the Unit-
ed States, among other nations, 
as the victim of international 
private interests—not govern-
ments—and the control over 
the idea of money, by interna-
tional private banking interests,
not governments; whereas, un-
der the American System, only 
a sovereign nation-state, and a 
partnership among sovereign 
nation-states, should be allowed 
to have such power. And that’s 
the crux of the problem now.

This Breakdown Was 
Unnecessary 

For example, in the Summer 
of 2007, on the 25th of July, in 
premises akin to these today, I 
set forth a policy to deal with 
the crisis which was immedi-

ately oncoming. I 
said that we were 
on the brink of a 
breakdown of the 
world system, spe-
cifi cally, the U.S. 
system, and that 
we had to take cer-
tain measures; that 
our banks were 
bankrupt, and we 
had to go through a 
process of reorga-
nization in bank-
ruptcy, by using 
the power of the 

Federal government, to declare
bankruptcy, especially in respect 
to mortgages. That is, to freeze 
all mortgages, pertaining to peo-
ple who occupied the residence 
which was mortgaged. And to 
protect the banks, which, in 
many cases, were already bank-
rupt: to protect those banks by a 
Glass-Steagall standard.

We put this forth, in the form 
of a motion, a proposal, which 
circulated widely, with wide 
support throughout the United 
States: the Homeowners and 
Bank Protection Act of 2007.
If that act had been actually in-
troduced [in Congress]—it was 
introduced on many levels, and 
supported by many parts of the 
population and institutions of 
the United States, including 
states—if that had been done, 
we wouldn’t be in a mess today. 
Well, what happened?

During the course of Septem-
ber 2007, Rep. Barney Frank, 
who is not the nicest person on 
the planet, and Sen. Chris Dodd, 
otherwise known as a Dodderer, 
came to agreement to block the 
Homeowners and Bank Protec-
tion Act, despite the large sup-
port it had throughout the Unit-
ed States, among popular parts 
of the state organizations and so 
forth. Had that act been carried 
through, we would not be in this 
mess today.

But what happened? Why did 
Christopher the Dodderer, and 
Barney Frank—and he’s frank-
ly something special—why did 
these guys get the support and 
become the instruments in the 
Congress to destroy the Unit-
ed States by blocking this, and 

what did they do? What they 
did, which became clear in the 
following year, 2008—what be-
came clear was a process lead-
ing to bailout. The whole of Wall 
Street and similar kinds of inter-
national financier operations, 
around the world, were at that 
point bankrupt. That was the key 
problem here. Instead of put-
ting these things through bank-
ruptcy reorganization, we bailed 
out the bankers of the world, at 
the expense of the American 
population.

Now, today, because of the 
trillions of dollars of theft, by 
the Bush Administration and the 
present Obama Administration, 
we have a lack of the means to 
meet the needs of our own pop-
ulation, and we’ve engaged in 
a shutdown, over these months 
since September of 2007; we’ve 
engaged in a process of destroy-
ing the employment and con-
ditions of life and security of 
the people of the United States, 
all for the purpose of the loot-
ing of those people, the taking 
away of their employment, in 
the service of honoring the arti-
fi cial debt of a bunch of crooked 
swindlers, associated with Wall 
Street, with the fi rm of Goldman 
Sucks; this is the type of thing 
we deal with.

Dictatorial Powers 
So, what we now have, is a 

particular crisis of this Presi-
dent: This President is a butt-
kisser for the financial inter-
ests, internationally. Why is he 
a butt-kisser? Because the Brit-
ish Queen told him to be. He has 
no mind of his own; he’s educat-
ed to memorize speeches, whose 
content he does not understand, 
the implications of whose con-
tent he has no understanding of 
whatsoever. And he’s simply 
the hired fool, who occupies the 
White House, and was selected 
because he was a fool, and is a 
fool, has remained a fool! What 
comes out of his mouth makes 
no sense. This man is not intel-
ligent, he’s a trained zoo ani-

mal, who says things, and has 
great ambition. And lacking 
brain power, he has delusions 
of grandeur, and assumes that 
he’s the Emperor.

This man has adopted, under 
encouragement, dictatorial pow-
ers of the type associated with 
what was attempted through 
9/11, in the so-called “signing 
statements,’’ and what hap-
pened in the course of the Iraq 
War, and since. We’re now im-
plicitly under a dictatorship. 
Politically, we’re at the last 
stage, before the equivalent 
of a Reichstagsbrand. We’re 
on the verge of a dictatorship 
in the United States, being 
pushed very soon, and “soon’’ 
is determined by the fact that 
at the end of this month, and 
beginning of October, the fi s-
cal year of the United States 
comes to a close, and these 
accounts have to be recon-
ciled. And there’s no money 
to reconcile these accounts. 
There is no source of income 
to keep the states—48 to 49 
of the states are already of-
ficially in bankruptcy—and 
there’s no money, from any 
source, to take these states out 
of bankruptcy.

The payments that are not 
being made, will never be paid, 

And the basis of this power was money, the control of money, as a form of 
imperialism. All European imperialism, including British imperialism to-
day, is not based on a landed territory; it’s based on an international orga-
nization of the control of money. Now, this money is actually controlled by 
private interests, by individuals who form concerts of private interests, who 
set up the control of money, its creation and management. And nation-states 
are subsidiary to this international control of money.

The British Empire, which evolved out of this process, is nothing but that. 
It is not an empire of the people of the United Kingdom. It is an empire of 
an international consortium, of these types of interests, whose control over 
money is used to control nations.

What is the Glass-
Steagall Act ?

When Bill Clinton was under enormous political pres-
sure in 1999 over the Monica Lewinsky affair, his 

Treasury Secretary Larry Summers convinced him to sign 
a Congressional bill written by his enemies in the Repub-
lican Party, led by Senator Phil Gramm, abolishing key 
parts of the Glass-Steagall Act, the most important fi nan-
cial regulations of Franklin D. Roosevelt’s banking re-
forms. The 1933 Glass-Steagall Act established the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC), and made it 
illegal for cross-ownership between investment banks and 
bank holding companies, the large deposit-taking banks. It 
limited the power of the bank holding companies, by stop-
ping them from speculating with their depositors’ funds, 
and kept the sharks in the investment banks at bay. It was a 
barrier between Wall Street and Main Street, ensuring that 
when Wall Street speculated, they couldn’t do it with the 
savings of the American people.

By scrapping Glass-Steagall, Summers set Wall Street 
loose on the enormous deposit base of America’s char-
tered banks, worth trillions of dollars. This sparked a rush 
of mergers and acquisitions between investment banks and 
chartered banks, and fueled a binge in out-of-control fi n-
cial speculation, including the subprime scam.

Monetarist economist John Maynard 
Keynes. A British imperialist, Keynes 
admitted, in the foreword to the Sep. 7 
1937 German-language edition of his 
The General Theory of Employment 
Interest and Money, that his ideas 
were best suited to a fascist régime.

Benjamin Franklin (l.) and fi rst U.S. Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton (r.): 
architects of the unique American “credit system”, created to consolidate the 
American republic, and to defeat the British imperialist system of monetarism. 

(l.) U.S. President Franklin Delano Roosevelt (1933-1945) planned to rid the 
world of British imperialism; (r.) his successor, President Harry S Truman 
(1945-1953), kissed Churchill’s butt and betrayed those ideals.

Barney Frank (l.) and Chris Dodd (r.), chairmen of the U.S. House and Senate 
Finance Committees, respectively: London/Wall St. toadies who blocked La-
Rouche’s Homeowners and Bank Protection Act. 

The Temple of Apollo at Delphi, the longtime monetarist center of the Medi-
terranean, orchestrated the Peloponnesian War (431-404 B.C.) to destroy the 
Classical Greece of Pythagoras, Socrates, and Plato. 
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under Barack Obama. There 
will never be any improvement 
of the conditions of life under 
Barack Obama. Because Barack 
Obama’s Administration is un-
der British direction, to maintain 
the interests of the internation-
al fi nancier interests, the mone-
tarist interests, the monetary in-
terests—not the United States. 
And therefore, Obama comes up 
with a British proposal, for Hit-
ler’s—actually a carbon copy, 
of the genocide policy of Adolf 
Hitler! And it is; and no matter 
how much the Obama people 
deny it, they are lying!

The policy of Barack Obama, 
is genocide against the peo-
ple of the United States! That’s 
a fact! And anybody who de-
nies that fact, is either kidding 
themselves, or lying. If they’re 
offi cial, they’re lying. That is 
the policy! And the people of 
the United States, over 60% of 
them, have smelled that. And 
picked up on that, as the lead-
ing reason for their opposition 
to the Obama Administration. 
They know the guy is a Nazi. 
And pasting a toothbrush mus-
tache on the upper lip of Obama, 
like that of Adolf Hitler, makes 
it very clear to Americans, what 
this guy is! He’s a puppet, who 
is assigned to play the part of an 
Adolf Hitler, in health care.

Because they can not contin-
ue to bail out the thieves, who 
looted this country, and robbed 
it, and also care for health care. 
They can’t even apply ordinary 
employment, without health 
care. We have one-third, approx-
imately, of the population that 
is actually unemployed. About 
one-third of which, of course, is 
not receiving anything, in terms 
of compensation for unemploy-
ment, and others are running 
out of 52 weeks of unemploy-
ment compensation. So about 
30% of the population is in des-
titute conditions, who used to 
work for a living, and have no 
hope. Many of them have giv-
en up hope!

And, as this October ap-
proaches, we’re entering a peri-
od where a catastrophe, a social 
catastrophe, is about to occur. 
Why? Because President Obama 
is determined to bail out the 
system, even if it means killing 
Americans by his health-care 
program! A health-care program 
which is a copy of what Adolf 
Hitler introduced into Germany 
in 1939, in September-October 
of ’39. There’s not a single iota 
of difference between what Hit-
ler did in 1939-1940, and what 
Obama is dictating today! Not 
one bit of difference!

Obviously, one minimal con-
dition, which ought to be im-
posed, is that every creep that’s 
part of that Obama health-care 
cabal, should be thrown out of 
offi ce immediately. Any gov-
ernment offi cial who says I’m 
wrong is a liar! He should also 
be thrown out of government.

Because, look: We’ve got a 
situation—if we care, as a na-
tion, which represents a peo-
ple, our population, we can not 
have the destruction of the great 
majority of our people into a 
hopeless condition. And we’re 

not going to do this, to bail out 
some foreign predator. And the 
foreign predator is just going to 
have to “do a li’l bit without!’’

Because the great crisis to-
day, which Obama’s not talking 
about, and will not talk about to-
morrow, unless I scare him into 
doing it today, is that we’ve got 
to deal with the effects of this 
mass unemployment! And it’s 
not just mass unemployment: 
Why are people unemployed? 
Because they’re not produc-
ing! They have no opportuni-
ty to produce. Our industries 
have been shut down! Our agri-
culture is in a state of collapse! 
It’s worse than that: It is some-
thing tantamount to treason. 
The name of this tantamount 
to treason, is called “globaliza-
tion.’’ … 

 Green Fascism 
So now, we have the Green 

revolution—not the part of pro-
ducing agriculture, because 
that also has gone under, but 
the Green revolution of being 
against industry, against pro-
duction.

You have a human race which 
depends upon the increase of 
what’s called “energy fl ux-den-
sity of power sources.’’ We’ve 
gone from sunlight, to burn-
ing shrubs, to burning coal, to 
burning coke, and so forth, up 
the scale to nuclear power, and 
approaching thermonuclear fu-
sion. The existence of the hu-
man race depends upon going to 
consistently higher energy fl ux-
densities, that is, higher concen-
trations of power. Today, we’ve 
reached the point, that without 
nuclear fusion—nuclear fi ssion 
and thermonuclear fusion—
we can not continue to sustain 
a world population of the pres-
ent magnitude, let alone an in-
creased magnitude.

We can not maintain the stan-
dard of living. Because what 
we’re doing, on the one hand—
which is not bad, in a sense—we 
are looting, or using up, those 
resources on which we depend, 
which are the most richly con-
centrated. These are largely re-
sources which are sort of laid 
down by dead bodies of animals 
and plants over many millennia. 
So now, we go to the area where 
the dead bodies of these crea-
tures repose, where minerals of 
them were concentrated by bi-
ological processes, which con-
centrated these minerals, and we 
extract the minerals there, where 
they’re most richly concentrat-
ed, because of a biological pro-
cess. Our industry is based on 
richer levels of resources.

Now, as we draw down those 
resources, there’s still plenty of 
resources on the planet, but you 
have to get them. They’re not ly-
ing at your doorstep; you have 
to go out and get them. This re-
quires more work; this requires 
more power. And therefore, you 
constantly have to go to higher 
levels of power.

So, mankind’s progress went, 
essentially, from burning of sim-
ple objects—and the distinc-
tion of man from apes, as far 
as archeology is concerned—is 
generally a fi replace. You fi nd 

something that looks human-
oid in remains, and you won-
der if it’s human or not; if you 
can fi nd the sign of a fi replace, 
where something was burned, as 
in cooking, or a fi re spot in that 
area, you say, “This thing was 
human.’’ Because only human 
beings use fi re. So mankind’s 
use of fi re, has defi ned the na-
ture of man’s economy, or the 
ability to produce, or the abili-
ty to rise above the level of ba-
boons, has depended upon this 
principle of using fi re.

But, as we use up some re-
sources—we still have plenty of 

the same resources, but we have 
to get it! And to get it, requires 
more power. Not to lose produc-
tivity in getting these resources, 
we have to increase the power 
which we apply. So, in that way, 
we have to increase our concen-
tration of power.

Now, what has happened? 
These fascists … have said, 
“No, we’re going back to green!
We’re going back to sunlight! 
Going back to wind power!’’ (I 
mean, they should really not eat 
those beans.) Instead of realizing 
that we have to face the reality, 
that mankind is changing the 
world we live in, and should be 
changing the Solar System fairly 
soon, too—we’re changing that. 
And this requires going to more 
advanced scientifi c capabilities, 
for mastering these forces, learn-
ing to control these higher ener-
gy fl ux-density sources of pow-
er, and applying them. And by 
this means, we can improve the 
standard of living of our peo-
ple. We can also more than over-
come the apparent shortages we 
incur by sticking to a stagnant 
form of production.

But we’ve gone away from 
that! We don’t teach science in 
universities any more, really. 
Oh, they teach something called 
science, but there’s no devotion 
to a mission!

FDR’s Intention Was 
Betrayed 

Take World War II: We had 
a devotion to a mission! And 
therefore, the resources of sci-
entifi c capability and engineer-
ing capability were drawn into 
a concentrated effort, to enable 
us to produce the weapons by 
which we could win that war, 

and supply the logistical sup-
port to conduct that war suc-
cessfully. At the end of the war, 
by this means, we had achieved 
the greatest concentration of 
productive power the planet had 
ever seen! And Roosevelt’s in-
tention was that we would use 
that accumulation of power, 
which we had used for military
requirements; we simply would 
convert it to its natural occupa-
tion, for civilian requirements: 
for advancement of technolo-
gy, not waste it on war, but use 
it for these purposes.

Roosevelt’s intention was to 
free the people who had been 
in the colonialized part of the 
world, and help them to devel-
op self-suffi ciency and elimi-
nate the British Empire, and all 
other empires from this plan-
et, in order to build up a plane-
tary system of relatively sover-
eign, nation-state governments 
of people. And to hope to es-
tablish world peace among re-
publics, by fi nding a common 
interest among the people of 
these various republics, for co-
operation.

That was Roosevelt’s inten-
tion for the United Nations: to 
convert a colonialized, imperial-
istic world, into a world of sov-
ereign nation-states, American-
style, to give them the option for 
an American-style sovereign na-
tion-state. And to build a bond 
among these nations, of coop-
eration, and not get suckered 
for the British game, of control-
ling the planet by getting people 
to kill each other, in wars which 
somebody made up for them to 
fi ght. That was the point.

And this is what has been 
destroyed. It was taken away 
from us, from Truman on. Tru-
man kissed the butt of Churchill, 
and that’s where the whole pro-
cess started.

And now, the world is play-
ing the same silly game! We 
are now going to new wars, in 
various parts of the world, on 
schedule, killing people, for 
some cooked-up reason, and all 
for the benefi t of propagation of 
the British Empire. Why did we 
go into Iraq—twice? There was 
no need to go in there. Why did 
we go into Vietnam? There was 
no need for us to go there.

When I was in military ser-
vice, in Burma, at that time—I 
was operating out of Myitkyi-
na—we were actually support-
ing Ho Chi Minh in Indo-Chi-
na against the Japanese! And 
when the Japanese surrendered 
to U.S. forces, they took over. 
The U.S. government had joined 
with Ho Chi Minh, in the liber-
ation of Indo-China from colo-
nialism. What did Truman do? 
Truman gave the British the 
backing of the United States, to 
take the Japanese troops out of 
the camps, and reconquer Indo-
China, until the French could get 
there to take over. And a British 
agent operating with Truman’s 
backing, did that.

So we reversed our poli-
cy, for which we’d fought war, 
and we did it all over the world. 
We recolonized Africa! We re-
colonized, or partially recolo-
nized, other parts of the world! 
We did not use our potential, 
our industrial power, to enable 
these countries, through ma-
chine tools and other things, to 
begin to develop their own in-
dependence, true independence 
and self-suffi ciency.

And so what we did: We en-
gaged in organizing, British-
style, perpetual local warfare, 
between so-called “traditional 
rivals.’’ And the British, as they 
had done in the case of the Sev-
en Years’ War, back in the 18th 

Century, played this situation so 
the United States, like a damned 
fool, would go off to fi ght one 
more war, and bleed its own 
people to death and waste our 
material, all for the greater glo-
ry of the British Empire!

And we’re still doing that to-
day! In Afghanistan! What a 
piece of idiocy that is, it’s in-
conceivable idiocy! Blessed by 
Obama! It’s insanity. … 

America’s Special Role 
Now, we have a very special 

role in world history, as a na-
tion. We were established as a 
European culture. We were es-
tablished on the initiative of a 
great fi gure, from the 15th Cen-
tury, Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa, 
who recognized, at that time, 
that the situation in Europe was 
becoming hopeless, culturally: 
that the great intentions of the 
Council of Florence were be-
ing sabotaged, and were in dan-
ger. And he came to the conclu-
sion that people in Europe had 
to think about going out across 
the oceans, to make contact with 
other parts of the world, and 
take the best features of Euro-
pean civilization with them, to 
contribute to these continents. 
And thus, by defending the ad-
vances of European civilization 
in these other continents, would 
feed back into Europe, and tilt 
the balance so that Europe it-
self could achieve its own prop-
er intention.

There were various efforts in 
this direction. Christopher Co-
lumbus was actually inspired, 
specifically, by the program 
of Nicholas of Cusa, in about 
1480 A.D., which he was actu-
ally able to carry out in his fi rst 
voyage in 1492. But the Hab-

sburg control of Spain and Por-
tugal, meant that the attempt to 
develop civilization in Central 
and South America was jeopar-
dized by this infl uence. And so 
it was not until the 17th Century, 
in the colonization in Massachu-
setts, in particular, that the initia-
tive occurred, for the develop-
ment of the United States.

Our distinction in the world 
is precisely that, the heritage of 
that period. Our distinction is, 
we formed on this continent, 
a republic which contained the 
best representatives of Euro-
pean civilization, people who 
came here from various parts of 
Europe, in the leading part, not 
to fl ee from Europe, but to car-
ry European culture into a new 
continent, and develop here, 
a kind of nation-state, which 
would be an example for the res-
toration for some kind of decen-
cy to Europe.

And thus, we have this dis-
tinction between our British 
cousins, so-called, and our-
selves: that, for many of us, we 
are part of the same cultural or-
igin as they are, but their system 
of government is fundamental-
ly different than ours, and the 
difference is largely not in lan-
guage, though there is some dis-
tance in the use of language—
in who we call what, and what-
not. But the difference is essen-
tially this ingredient: that we 
do not accept the oligarchical 
conception of society, which is 
characteristic of Europe. We de-
mand our kind of society, which 
is based on the nature of the in-
dividual. And we represent, in 
large degree, the best of Eu-
ropean culture, brought here, 

(l.) Britain’s Daily Mail featured LaRouche’s famous, ubiquitous “Obama-
stache” poster in its coverage of the U.S. mass strike, as have numerous oth-
er media worldwide. (Above): Hundreds of thousands of Americans packed 
town hall meetings with their congressmen to protest Obama’s fascist pol-
icies. But that only happened because LaRouche in his April 11 webcast 
nailed the previously feared Obama as a “new Nero”; then, the genie was out 
of the bottle.

Vietnamese independence leader Ho 
Chi Minh, one of many “Third World” 
leaders inspired by the American 
Revolution. They were betrayed by 
American Anglophiles such as Presi-
dent Harry S Truman.

The 1960s rock/drug/sex counter-
culture begat modern “environmen-
talism”. 

British colonialism has caused—and continues to cause—mass genocide in Africa.

Through all human history, man has progressed to command of ever-high-
er energy fl ux-densities; to go backwards to solar, etc. would cause genocide, 
and that’s why the oligarchy pushes it.
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but freed of the habit of olig-
archism—you know, of kissing 
the butt of Sir This and Sir That, 
and Baron This and so forth, 
that sort of thing. We don’t be-
lieve in this idea of oligarchi-
cal social class. And that is the 
fundamental distinction.

So, we as a nation, an Eng-
lish-speaking nation, by and 
large, are absolutely unique 
on the planet, and we are the 
greatest danger, because we 
represent the alternative to the 
use of European culture, in 
Europe, as a way of destroy-
ing humanity. That’s why they 
want to destroy us.

‘Mr. President, Where Are 
the Jobs?’ 

Now, this comes to the prac-

tical question: What’re we 
supposed to do now? …

I say: Well, Mr. President, 
you’re kinda stupid, aren’t 
you? The reason we can’t feed 
our population, is the fact that 
they aren’t employed! You 
took away their employment, 
you took away their industries, 
you took away their agricul-
ture. Why don’t you give them 
back their jobs? Why don’t 
you give them back their in-
dustries? Why don’t you give 
them back their farms? Why 
don’t you support their indus-
try? Why don’t you support 
their investment in their in-
dustry? Why don’t you sup-
port investment in their farms? 
Why don’t you educate them, 
for the new kinds of employ-

ment which are re-
quired today, which 
we could do?

Why do you have 
them out in the streets, 
with no education, 
whatsoever? Why do 
you have Blab School 
education, instead of 
real education? These 
young guys coming 
out of school don’t 
know anything! Why? 
Because they’ve been 
educated, to be know-
nothings. Why don’t 
we go to the mission 
of—where are the 
jobs?

Hey, Mr. President! 

Where are the jobs? Hey, Mr. 
President, where are the skills, 
for those jobs? Hey, Mr. Pres-
ident, where are the indus-
tries to employ these people? 
Hey, Mr. President, where are 
the farmers, the prosperous 
farmers we used to have, to 
employ these people? Where 
is the basic economic infra-
structure, to change the pow-
er of mankind, to increase the 
power of mankind in this uni-
verse, Mr. President? We’ve 
got these people out there! 
The citizens! You want to kill 
them! You want to increase the 
death rate among them! You 
say there’re too many! You 
say, we want slaves, not edu-
cated people!

Why? Mr. President! Why 
are you such an idiot? Why 
do you insist, that if we don’t 
listen to you, we’re not going 
to make it? If we listen to you, 
we surely will not make it, Mr. 
President!

Now, Mr. President: I’m 
willing to keep you in the 
Presidency, for one reason: be-
cause you were elected. I may 
regret that deeply, but that’s the 
fact of the matter. I regret the 
fact that you’re President, be-
cause you’re too stupid to be 
President! But, Mr. President, 
I have a solution for you. I’ll 
take care of this problem for 
you. You sit in the Oval Offi ce 
with a group of advisors—get 
rid of this bunch of clowns that 
you’ve got, that’s pushing this 
genocide. You’ve got some per-
fectly fi ne, qualifi ed people in 
your administration. Just get 
rid of the bums... But particu-
larly, we don’t need anybody 
who’s associated with this 
health-care policy of this Pres-
ident! They must go! And they 
must go, suddenly!

Now, your problem, Mr. 
President, is, now, to pay at-
tention to what I can do, and 
what some other people can 
do, to advise your government. 
You will sit, safely protected, in 
the Oval Offi ce, because I don’t 

want anybody to harm you in 
any way. We’re going to protect 
you against your former Brit-
ish friends, who will want to 
kill you over this issue. We’re 
going to protect you: The full 
resources of the United States 
are going to protect your per-
son, as President. You will sit 
safely in the Oval Offi ce, by 
every means we can use to ac-
complish that. Don’t worry 
about that.

We’ll treat you in a very 
friendly, kindly, respectful way. 
We will not have you announce 
any policy that you have not 
been presented with. You don’t 
have to understand the policy, 
you can simply say, “I accept 
the guidance of my friends, 
here.’’ On that basis, we have 
people, in the wings of gov-
ernment, outside government, 
who, to my knowledge, are 
willing to step forward, replace 
that bunch of clowns associ-
ated with the Obama health-
care policy and similar kinds of 
things, and put together a pro-
gram. By doing what?

The Road to Recovery 
We have to create real em-

ployment. Not employment in 
make-work, but real employ-
ment in some kind of produc-
tive work, the way Roosevelt 
did, in the Depression years, in 
the beginning. We have to put 
people back to work. We don’t 
have the work for them? Yes, 
we have to provide unemploy-
ment compensation, to keep 
them alive and keep them in 
condition. And keep their dig-
nity, above all. We’ve got to 
save communities, which are 
no longer productive, put them 
back into productivity. We’re 
going to concentrate largely 
on basic economic infrastruc-
ture, physical infrastructure of 
the type that’s necessary for the 
foundation of industry.

Now, when you build large-
scale infrastructure programs, 
you also create a lot of private 
employment. Because, when 
you have a major contract, a 
government contract, for build-
ing a piece of infrastructure, 
what do you do? You call in 
private fi rms as bidders on con-
tracts, to service the completion 
of this work. In that way, wher-
ever you put in a transportation 
project, for example, or some 
other project which is a gov-
ernment project, you immedi-
ately stimulate employment, of 
this type, in the vicinity. People 
who have skills, who have small 
businesses or something, or that 
kind of skill, who can bid on the 
job, or do that job—we’ve got to 
do that, fast.

The fi rst thing we have to do, 
is to do enough of it, to convince 
the people out there, that that’s 
what we intend to do. Think 
back to the experience, as I saw 
it, and others saw it, back in the 
1930s. The first thing to do: 
You’ve got to rebuild the confi -
dence of those people out there, 
who are feeling desperate, in 
themselves. You’ve got to re-
build confi dence in those com-
munities which are affected by 
the desolation which is being 
caused now.

You’ve got to create produc-
tive employment, Mr. Presi-

dent! Not green employment! 
Productive employment! You 
have to fi x up the Ohio River, 
which is no longer functioning, 
because of neglect. You’ve got 
to fi x up the Mississippi River; 
you’ve got to build up the Mis-
souri River! You’ve got to build 
up the Ogallala Aquifer, in the 
West, if you want agriculture 
for the future. There are many 
things to do: Get cracking at it! 
Pick a few of these projects, get 
them started! Correlate the way 
you start these projects, with 
the way you locate revitaliza-
tion of employment in indus-
tries and local communities. As 
we used to do.

Look at a map of the United 
States: Go state by state, coop-
erate with the state offi cials, map 
the problem. Decide where you 
need the social effect of employ-
ment. And fi nd the form of em-
ployment that fi ts the program, 
and make sure they get a share 
of it there. We want to have an 
increase, by about 20%, of em-
ployment of the people of the 
United States, over the imme-
diate period ahead. We want 
them to feel that that is a Christ-
mas present, and a New Year’s 
greeting, for a change in the way 
things are going! The American 
people are trusting, and if you 
show respect for them, and re-
spect for their needs, and a sense 
of justice, they will trust you for 
a certain period of time.

And they’re now in a mood—
we’re in a mass strike mood, in 
this country, Mr. President, and 
the country doesn’t like you, Mr. 
President! As a matter of fact, 
they’re coming to hate you, Mr. 
President! They’re not going to 
do violence to you, but they hate 
you, nonetheless. You are a sym-
bol of the suffering you’ve im-
posed upon them, and you’ve 
got to prove that you’re a better 
man than that. And we’ll help 
you succeed, if you consent to 
do that. … 

Junk your present program. 
It’s idiotic, it’s completely stu-
pid, and it’s criminal; stop it! Mr. 
President! For the fi rst time in 
your life, be a mensch [Yid-
dish for “man”]!

LaRouche charged that the current U.S. involvement in Afghanistan is “incon-
ceivable idiocy”, orchestrated by the British.

Had LaRouche’s Homeowners and Bank Protec-
tion Act been passed in 2007, the world would 
be well on the way to recovery, instead of poised 
to plunge into a bottomless pit. 

To solve the worst fi nancial crash in history, man must look to the stars, be-
ginning by colonizing the Moon as a stepping-stone to Mars.

The unique American Constitution-
al credit system established by the 

U.S. Constitution adopted in 1787, and 
developed by the fi rst Treasury Secre-
tary Alexander Hamilton in his estab-
lishment of the First National Bank and 
related measures, built on the tradition 
of national sovereignty over credit cre-
ation which dated almost to the found-
ing of the American colonies. The Mas-
sachusetts Bay Colony, for instance, al-
ready in 1652 established a mint to print 
its own paper “Pine Tree shilling”, so as 
to free the colony from Britain’s impe-
rial currency control based upon a mo-
nopoly of gold and silver bullion. Among 
other things, such sovereign control of 
currency allowed the Americans to con-
struct the Saugus Iron Works, the largest 
and most effi cient such mill in the world 
at the time. The British repeatedly at-
tempted to intervene against such control 
of credit, the necessity for which Benja-
min Franklin established in his 1729 A
Modest Inquiry Into the Nature and Ne-
cessity of a Paper Currency. The inti-
mate correlation of control over nation-
al credit with industrial progress was re-
fl ected in the passage of two British Par-
liamentary Acts against the Americans, 
the Iron Act of 1750 and the Currency 
Act of 1751. The fi rst forbade the con-
struction of an iron industry in the col-
onies, which was vital not only for any 
kind of industry, but even for agricultur-
al production; the second declared that 
no “Paper Bills or Bills of Credit, of any 
Kind or Denomination whatsoever, shall 
be created or issued under any Pretence 
whatsoever…” 

The First Article of the U.S. Consti-
tution, Section 8, provides for sole con-
trol over national credit through the 
U.S. Congress, specifying the Congress’ 
unique power “to coin Money, regulate 

the Value thereof, and of foreign Coin…” 
In 1913, a corrupted, pressured Congress 
passed the Federal Reserve Act, which al-
lowed for largely private control of U.S. 
credit, in explicit violation of the Consti-
tution. That must be remedied, LaRouche 
has repeatedly emphasised, by the estab-
lishment of a new, government-run na-
tional bank, which will simply take over 
the Federal Reserve system. 

As for Australia, judging by Part V 
“Powers of the Parliament”, of Chapter 
I of our Constitution, our sovereign con-
trol over our own credit creation through 
our popularly-elected national represen-
tatives would seem to be guaranteed un-
der Section 51, which grants the Parlia-
ment control over “Currency, coinage, 
and legal tender” (xii.), and control over 
“Banking, other than State banking; also 
State banking extending beyond the lim-
its of the State concerned, the incorpo-
ration of banks, and the issue of paper 
money” (xiii). 

However, that is vitiated by later sec-
tions. Section 56, for instance, specifi es 
that no measures “for the appropriation 
of revenue or moneys shall” be valid un-
less assented to by the Queen’s Gover-
nor-General. And, in case there were any 
doubt of the Crown’s powers, Section 58 
additionally specifi es that, even though 
passed by both Houses of Parliament, no 
bill whatsoever shall become law until 
“assented” to by the Governor-General. 
Furthermore, on the almost-unthinkable 
chance that the Governor-General might 
act independently of the Crown, Section 
59 specifi es that “The Queen may dis-
allow any law within one year from the 
Governor-General’s assent.” 

These draconian measures were fur-
ther amplifi ed by the Banking Act 1959
and the Reserve Bank Act 1959, which 
together wiped out any remaining control 

over national currency or fi nances by the 
Commonwealth Bank, and vested them 
in the newly-created Reserve Bank, and at 
a higher rank than that, in the Governor-
General personally. The latter Act grants 
the Governor-General the power to appoint 
the governor of the Reserve Bank, and 
thus to control all Bank policy, whose 
board in any case is invariably comprised 
of stooges for the Money Power. But the 
Banking Act 1959 is the real show-stop-
per, the real nation-wrecker: it grants 
the Governor-General unlimited control
over Australia’s credit and currency (in-
cluding its “foreign exchange reserves”), 
even stipulating that, notwithstanding 
the sweeping, dictatorial powers grant-
ed to him by that Act, “the Governor-
General may make regulations, not con-
sistent with this Act…” (emphasis add-
ed). In other words, no matter how many 
tea parties he or she may host, nor how 
many ribbon-cuttings they may attend, 
the Governor-General is a virtual fascist 
dictator on behalf of the Crown, as an as-
tonished Gough Whitlam and the nation 
discovered in 1975, over the question, 
lawfully enough, of “supply”.

America’s Credit System vs. Australia’s Monetarist System

The Massachusetts Bay Colony, in 1652 estab-
lished a mint to print its own paper “Pine Tree 
shilling”.

(l.) Inspired by Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa, Christopher Columbus sailed to the New World to found a new form of so-
ciety free from oligarchism. (r.) FDR built urgently-needed great infrastructure projects during the 1930s, such as the 
Hoover Dam pictured here, to pull the U.S. out of the Great Depression. Such projects must be initiated in Australia, 
and in every nation, immediately.


