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Unless dramatic measures 
are taken almost immedi-

ately, the world economy will 
collapse between now and mid-
October, warned Lyndon La-
Rouche, the world’s leading 
economic forecaster, in an in-
ternational webcast on 1st Au-
gust, 2009.

“The crisis point from which 
to reference the present U.S. 
and world situation, is the pe-
riod from the 2nd of October 
through about the 10th or 12th 
of October of this year,” La-
Rouche said.

“As of that time, the already, 
totally hopelessly bankrupt 
United States will have crashed 
entirely, politically, and will be 
in a process of disintegration—
unless that process has started 
earlier. And it could start very 
early, in this present month of 
August.”

LaRouche explained the col-
lapse will be set off by the al-
ready total bankruptcy of the 
U.S. federal government, and 
state governments, which, he 
said, will cease to function fol-
lowing the 30th September end 
of the U.S. fiscal year.

Actual unemployment in the 
U.S. is running at a staggering 
30 per cent, far higher than at 

any time since the Great De-
pression, and is increasing at 
a rate of up to 800,000 per 
month, but two-thirds of the 
unemployed are not being paid 
benefits, because the govern-
ments have no money.

“By the end of August, this 
will be a catastrophe,” La-
Rouche declared.

Triple Curve
In his address, LaRouche 

presented a revised version of 
his famous Triple Curve col-
lapse function, to illustrate the 
unfolding process of econom-
ic breakdown (at right).

The Triple Curve illustrates 
the build-up of monetary debt, 
at a skyrocketing rate, relative 
to a declining, actual physical 
output in production: the low-
er curve represents the decline, 
per capita, in employment in 
productive labour in agricul-
ture, infrastructure and basic 
physical production; the top 
curves show the increase in fi-
nancial aggregates—stocks, 
bonds, and derivatives—and 
monetary aggregates—the 
money supply—over the same 
period.

LaRouche’s revised Triple 
Curve illustrates how the col-

lapse has moved into a period 
in which the values of financial 
aggregates have begun to fall, 
since July 2007.

“This decline in financial ag-
gregates, which has occurred 
just recently, in this last peri-
od, is the onset of the break-
down crisis,” he said.

“Now, I first announced this 
problem, that we had turned 
into a breakdown crisis of the 
United States’ economy, on the 
25th of July, 2007. Three days 
later, that began—with what 
liars call the ‘subprime cri-
sis’. What actually happened 
was the beginning of a gener-
al breakdown crisis of the in-
ternational financial-monetary 
system.”

LaRouche blamed the im-
pending catastrophe on the fail-
ure of U.S. authorities to imple-
ment his prescribed bankruptcy 
reorganisation, the Homeown-
ers and Bank Protection Act.

“If we had gone through with 
what I proposed, during the pe-
riod between late July and Sep-
tember 2007, we would be out 
of the woods, now,” he said.

“What they did, is they cre-
ated trillions of dollars of debt! 
Over $20 trillion of debt, which 
is sitting on the back of the 

United States, entirely arti-
ficial! As a bailout, which is 
one of the greatest swindles 
ever pulled in the history of 

mankind!”
Humanity can survive

To his largest-ever webcast 
audience, the American states-

man detailed the measures that 
must be taken now, for human-
ity to survive:

“The present monetary-fi-
nancial system can not survive! 
But our nation can survive: 
And that’s the choice we have 
to make. Are we going to serve 
Wall Street and London, or are 
we going to serve the defense of 
the United States and humani-
ty? Now, the way we can do 
that, is the way that would be 
readily understood by Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt.”

LaRouche spelled out the ur-
gent need for a bankruptcy re-
organisation of the American 
economy, using the power of 
the U.S. Constitution; how the 
present, evil, imperialist mone-
tarist system must be replaced 
with a U.S. Constitution-man-
dated credit system; the neces-
sity for a “Four Powers” agree-
ment between the U.S., Rus-
sia, China and India around 
such a new credit system; and 
the importance of undertaking 
the shared challenge of a Mars 
space program, for humanity 
to define its future for the next 
50 years.

For a transcribed excerpt of 
LaRouche addressing these top-
ics, see p. 3.

The global carbon diox-
ide cap-and-trade scheme 

which British imperial stooge 
Kevin Rudd is now attempt-
ing to ram through the Aus-
tralian Parliament, and similar 
legislation pending in the U.S. 
and other countries, will re-
duce the world’s human pop-
ulation by billions—and that 
is its intent.

The lie of human-induced 
climate change, was first 
hatched more than three de-
cades ago by leaders of the 
British eugenics-cum-environ-
mental movement, led by HRH 
Prince Philip. It was first cham-
pioned by Margaret Thatcher’s 
science guru Sir Crispin Tick-
ell, along with Australia’s very 
own eugenicist-cum-scientist 
Sir Frank MacFarlane Bur-
net. It has nothing to do with 
science. It is a British impe-
rial doctrine to justify wiping 
out nation states—and bil-
lions of human beings—in 
order to secure the contin-
ued world rule by the still-
existing British Empire, the 
core of whose power is the 
now-collapsing, privately-
controlled international mon-
etary system. 

Those, Prince Philip-cen-

tred circles pushing the glob-
al warming fraud, targeted hu-
man CO

2
 emissions as its os-

tensible cause, because CO
2
 is 

the natural, and necessary, by-
product of the industrial activ-
ity that sustains human life—
energy, agriculture, manufac-
turing etc.

From 2006, their steadi-
ly-built hysteria about global 
warming erupted into a full-
blown public relations offen-
sive behind Al Gore and his 
quack movie, An Inconvenient 
Truth. Gore himself, an inti-
mate of Royal princes Philip 
and Charles, led the push for a 
global financial “trade” in CO

2 
emissions as the “solution”, a 
trade from which he himself is 
raking in the dough. 

Now, in the countdown to 
December’s United Nations 
Climate Change Conference 
in Copenhagen, set as the ar-

tificial deadline for the enact-
ment of a global cap-and-trade 
scheme, governments are being 

ordered to pass enabling leg-
islation. British lackey Kevin 
Rudd has positioned Austra-
lia at the front of the herd, by 
his determination to ram the 
Carbon Pollution Reduction 
Scheme bill through the Sen-
ate as soon as possible.

While Rudd’s push has pro-
voked a growing backlash, as 
in the National Party, the In-
stitute of Public Affairs (a lo-
cal arm of the British Crown’s 
free-trading Mont Pelerin Soci-
ety), and The Australian news-
paper, these clowns have limit-
ed their arguments to such im-
potent proclamations as: “cut-
ting Australia’s emissions, and 
not China’s, won’t make a dif-
ference”; “it will cost jobs”; 
and “carbon storage by agri-
culture and forestry shouldn’t 
be excluded”. Others, including 
competent, and well-meaning 
scientists, have exposed “glob-

al warming” as the sort 
of  mumbo-jumbo fakery 
which would almost put a 
witch-doctor to shame. 

However, what none 
of these groups will say, 
is that those who created 

and now champion the global 
warming fraud, did, and do so, 
in order to commit genocide.

A killing formula
When inmates at the German 

chemical giant I.G. Farben’s 
Auschwitz concentration camp 
were provided barely 800 cal-
ories of food per day, it killed 
them as surely as the gas cham-
bers and firing squads.

The world condemned it as 
genocide.

By the same measure, en-
vironmental policies that sup-
press energy consumption, and 
deny populations the normal 
economic development to gener-
ate sufficient sources of energy, 

are equally genocide. Take Afri-
ca, for instance. Ninety per cent 
of people in sub-Saharan Afri-
ca lack electricity, running wa-
ter, proper sanitation and decent 
housing, and therefore die, in the 
millions, from malaria, malnutri-
tion, TB, HIV/AIDS, and intes-
tinal diseases. Not satisfied with 
those death rates, the British are 
ramming through their policy 
of “carbon reduction” in coun-
tries across the continent, typi-
fied by the recent decree by the 
Environment Minister of Chad. 
He banned the manufacture, 

importation, and use of char-
coal—the sole source of fuel for 
99 per cent of the Chad popula-
tion—declaring, “With climate 
change every citizen must pro-
tect his environment.”

His sudden decree unleashed 
chaos and rioting in the coun-
try, which the government forc-
ibly suppressed. The British im-
perialists led by Prince Philip 
openly intend to impose Afri-
can-style conditions upon most 
of the rest of the world. 
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Carbon Trading is 
Hitler-style Genocide!

LaRouche: Economic Catastrophe by October

The British imperial oligarchy intends to slash the world’s population down to 2 billion or less, and concocted the hoax 
of “man-made global warming” toward that end. (r.) Genocidal maniac Prince Philip, head of the World Wide Fund for 
Nature.  

LaRouche first put forward his Triple Curve function at a Vatican conference 
on health care in late 1995, to describe the inevitable collapse of economies 
not based on physical principles, but merely monetary (imperial) ones. He 
updated it in his 1st August webcast, to reflect the disintegration of monetary 
aggregates which exploded into view with the “sub-prime mortgage crisis” 
beginning late July 2007, a disintegration which he uniquely had forecast. 

Continued Page 2

Are you, yourself, stupid enough to 
believe this British imperial doctrine? 
If so, you are a dupe, just like the Ger-
mans who voted for Hitler.
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The science of genocide
At the heart of the agenda to 

enforce a global consensus on 
CO

2
 emissions to reduce the 

world’s population, is the lie 
that the world is overpopulat-
ed. Are you, yourself, stupid 
enough to believe this British 
imperial doctrine? If so, you are 
a dupe, just like the Germans 
who voted for Hitler.

A forthcoming Citizens Elec-
toral Council/LaRouche Youth 
Movement documentary will 
document how the lie of “over-
population”, that the Earth has 
a limited “carrying capacity”, 
was  first cooked up by the Ve-
netian intelligence agent Gi-
ammaria Ortes in the mid-to-
late 18th Century, in response to 
the rapid growth of the Amer-
ican colonies, their defeat of 
the mighty British Empire in 
the American Revolution of 
1776-81, and their establish-
ment of the first self-govern-
ing, republican nation state in 
the history of mankind. The 
Venetians, via their private-
ly-run, usurious internation-
al monetary system, had ruled 
the world since around 1000 
A.D.; over the course of the 
17th and 18th Centuries, they 
spawned the British East India 
Company and the City of Lon-
don as the new headquarters of 
that international Empire. Fol-
lowing Ortes’ death, the British 
East India Company employee 
Parson Thomas Malthus plagia-
rised his argument that “food 
supply increases only arithmeti-
cally, while population increas-
es geometrically”, as the es-
sence of his famous “scientific” 
essay of 1798, The Principle of 
Population. The British imperi-
al stooge and nutcase Charles 
Darwin then applied Malthus’ 
doctrine, first, to the animal 
kingdom: “the survival of the 
fittest” and then to human be-
ings, founding the new science 
of “ecology”—a term coined by 
one of his followers in Germa-
ny. To solve this alleged prob-
lem of “overpopulation”, both 
Malthus and Darwin proposed 
genocide, just like that being 
advocated by today’s environ-
mental movement. Proclaimed 
Malthus:

“Instead of recommend-
ing cleanliness to the poor, 
we should encourage con-
trary habits. In our towns we 
should make the streets narrow-
er, crowd more people into the 
houses, and court the return of 
the plague. In the country, we 
should build our villages near 
stagnant pools, and particular-
ly encourage settlements in all 
marshy and unwholesome situ-
ations. But above all, we should 
reprobate specific remedies for 
ravaging diseases; and those 
benevolent, but much mistak-
en men, who have thought they 
were doing a service to man-
kind by projecting schemes for 
the total extirpation of particu-
lar disorders.” (An Essay on the 
Principle of Population, Book 
IV, Ch. V, 5th Edition)

Back in America, Abraham 
Lincoln’s economic adviser, 
Henry Carey, wrote that the 
East India Company, the great-
est private monopoly in human 
history, had invented the lie of 
overpopulation, to cover for the 
devastating effects of their in-

ternational system of free trade: 
“The impoverishing effects of 
the [British free trade] system 
were early obvious, and to the 
endeavour to account for the in-
creasing difficulty of obtaining 
food...was due the invention of 
the Malthusian theory of popula-
tion...” [Emphasis added])

In the wake of Darwin’s Mal-
thus-inspired, 1859 book, On the 

Origin of Species by Means of 
Natural Selection, or the Preser-
vation of Favoured Races in the 
Struggle for Life  [emphasis add-
ed], British Crown Privy Coun-
cillor Thomas H. Huxley (“Dar-
win’s bulldog”), Darwin himself, 
and his first cousin Sir Francis 
Galton, launched the “science” 
of eugenics—that in the harsh 
struggle for life, only the fittest 
race would survive. 

This Malthus/Darwin witch-
es’ brew captured the essence of 
the British oligarchy’s view of 
mankind—as a human herd to 
be controlled by an elite, which 
would cull its ranks, or just plain 
kill entire “races”, including the 
“lower orders” of the “white 
race” .

The entire British establish-
ment, led by luminaries such as 
Prime Minister Lord Arthur Bal-
four, Sir Winston Churchill, Lord 
Bertrand Russell, George Ber-
nard Shaw, Cecil Rhodes, Fabi-
an Society founders Sidney and 
Beatrice Webb, and H.G. Wells, 
embraced eugenics as their reli-
gious creed. And so did that es-
tablishment’s creation, Adolph 
Hitler, who said, “Providence 
has endowed living creatures 
with a limitless fecundity; but 
she has not put in their reach, 
without the need for effort on 
their part, all the food they need. 
All that is very right and proper, 

for it is the struggle for existence 
that produces the selection of the 
fittest.” (Hitler’s Table Talk)

Following WWII, after Hitler 
had made the term “eugenics” 
rather unpopular, Sir Thomas 
Huxley’s grandson, Julian Huxley, 
the vice president (1937-1944) and 
president (1959-1962) of the Brit-
ish Eugenics Society, repackaged 
it as “environmentalism”.  

In his 1947 Man in the Mod-
ern World, Huxley channeled 
the spirit of Malthus: “The 
lowest strata are reproducing 
too fast. Therefore ... they must 
not have too easy access to re-
lief or hospital treatment lest 
the removal of the last check 
on natural selection should 
make it too easy for children 
to be produced or to survive; 
long unemployment should be 
a ground for sterilisation.”

In 1961, Huxley co-found-
ed the World Wildlife Fund 
(WWF) with the fanatical rac-
ist Prince Philip and the Neth-
erland’s Prince Bernhard, a 
former member of the Nazi SS. 
Backed by the most powerful 

Anglo-Dutch resource cartels, 
including Royal Dutch Shell, 
BP, RTZ and Unilever, this new 
“environmental lobby” locked 
up vast tracts of African land 
for “conservation” (a term in-
vented by Huxley’s colleague 
Gifford Pinchot, vice presi-
dent of the U.S. Eugenics So-
ciety), and spawned the whole 
panoply of green organisations 
worldwide, including the Aus-
tralian Conservation Founda-
tion in 1964, of which Prince 
Philip himself was president 
from 1971 -1976.

WWF founder Prince Phil-
ip openly proclaims his geno-
cidal aims, as in his remark 
to the German news agency 
Deutsche Presse-Agentur, in 
August 1988; “In the event that 
I am reincarnated, I would like 
to return as a deadly virus, in 
order to contribute something 
to solve overpopulation.”

This was no offhand re-
mark. The Prince repeated-
ly expressed the same de-
termination, as to the Aus-
tralian scientist (and long-
time Rio Tinto board mem-
ber) Sir Gustav Nossal. Pro-
fessedly embarrassed by the 
Prince’s outspoken advoca-

tion of genocide, Nossal re-
ported in his 2007 history of the 
Walter and Eliza Hall Institute, 
Diversity and Discovery: 

“1988 was Australia’s Bi-
centenary Year and ... His Roy-
al Highness the Duke of Edin-
burgh paid an official visit to the 
Institute. He displayed a live-
ly interest in all aspects of our 
work. I remember the occasion 
particularly for one exchange 
of views where I came close to 
breaching royal protocol. Hav-
ing seen our work aimed at a 
malaria vaccine Prince Phil-
ip expressed the view that this 
would do more harm than good 
because it would augment the 
population explosion in Afri-
ca. Intrepidly, I ventured the 
thought that high death rates 
were not a great way to con-
trol population size... His Roy-
al Highness was not impressed 
and moved on to other topics.”

Climate Change: The Final 
Solution

The alleged danger of “global 
warming” is just the latest Brit-
ish imperial scam to sucker its 
dupes into welcoming mass 
murder. And the originators 
of “global warming” were un-
abashed genocidalists, such as 
Gus Nossal’s friend and prede-
cessor as head of the Walter and 
Eliza Hall Institute, Sir Frank 

MacFarlane Burnet. A Julian 
Huxley crony, and a world-fa-
mous influenza expert, Burnet 
was a leading light of the eu-
genics movement, who advo-
cated conducting bacteriologi-
cal warfare to depopulate Asian 
nations, on which he himself 
did the research.

Already in the late 1960s, 
eugenicist Burnet was preach-
ing that human CO2

 emissions 
would cause global warming.

The person who official-
ly launched the global warm-
ing crusade, was another one of 
Huxley’s circle, his cousin Sir 
Crispin Tickell, who once said, 
“Mankind is a disease.”

In 1977, Tickell wrote the 
“groundbreaking” Climatic 
Change and World Affairs; in the 
1980s, he was a principal adviser 
to British Prime Minister Mar-
garet Thatcher, and, as he ac-
curately reported to the BBC in 
2004, “I think I persuaded Mrs. 
Thatcher of the importance of 
climate change, and she took 
it up in a famous speech at the 
Royal Society in 1988.” 

Tickell wrote Thatcher’s 

speeches on global warm-
ing, and, under his direction, 
Thatcher poured funds for the 
study of global warming into 
the  British Meteorological Of-
fice, led by one John Hough-
ton, which launched the world-
wide crusade against “global 
warming”.

Then, while British Ambas-
sador to the U.N. (1987-1990), 
Tickell in 1988 organised the 
establishment of the Intergov-
ernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC), with Hough-
ton chairing its scientific assess-
ment office.

From 1990, Tickell headed 
up Washington’s Climate In-
stitute, coordinating with then-
Senator Al Gore to force the 
U.S. Government to adopt the 
global warming scam, while 
Britain’s current high priest of 
climate change, Sir Nicholas 
Stern, is Tickell’s protégé.

And so, the reality, is this: 
If you are a Greenie, you are a 
genocidalist, whether you are 
too stupid, or perhaps just too 
self-centred, to comprehend 
that provable reality, or not.
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While the present-day 
quack “science” of en-

vironmentalism was cooked 
up by the British Empire, 
to justify eugenics-driven 
mass murder, there does ex-
ist a real “science of the en-
vironment”, that elaborated 
by the great Russian scien-
tist Vladimir Ivanovich Ver-
nadsky 1863-1945. Vernad-
sky demonstrated, unequiv-
ocally, that the known uni-
verse is divided into three, 
interacting “phase spac-
es”. From the lowest to the 
highest, in terms of physi-
cal “power” and complexi-
ty, they are:  the inorganic, or 
pre-biotic Lithosphere; the 
Biosphere (including all the 
products of living processes, 
such as the oceans and the 
atmosphere); and the Noö-
sphere. He proved that, his-
torically on the scale of mil-
lions of years, the physical 
mass of the Biosphere has 
lawfully increased relative 
to that of the Lithosphere, 
and that the physical mass 

of the Noösphere—the fruit 
of mankind’s mental creative 
powers, such as cities, indus-
try, and great infrastructure 
projects—has lawfully in-
creased relative to that of the 
Biosphere, and that the pres-
ent historical, geological ep-
och in which we are now liv-
ing, is that of the Noösphere. 
This progression is a natu-
ral, demonstrable “law of the 
universe”, which universe 
evolves to ever-higher orders 
of complexity. By contrast, 
genocidal environmental-
ists such as Charles Darwin 
or Prince Philip merely rule 
out the existence of the Noö-
sphere altogether, by claim-
ing that man has no mental-
creative powers, and is there-
fore merely an animal of the 
Biosphere, just like any oth-
er (or, probably worse). If 
you were an oligarch, or, like 
Darwin, the lackey of one, 
wouldn’t you, too, argue that 
individual men and wom-
en have no creative powers 
of mind?

American statesman and 
economist Lyndon H. La-
Rouche has elaborated Ver-
nadsky’s work in numerous 
of his own writings, such as 
his 2001 book, The Econom-
ics of the Noösphere, and 
in numerous major articles 
since, including his most 
recent, 29th May, 2009 Eco-
nomic Science, In Short, and 
his 21st June, 2009, The Rule 
of Natural Law. 

Russian scientific genius 
Vladimir Vernadsky (1863-1945)

V.I. Vernadsky:  The Real Science of the Environment

And so, the reality, is this: If you are a Greenie, 
you are a genocidalist, whether you are too stupid, 
or perhaps just too self-centred, to comprehend that 
provable reality, or not.

Prince Philip (centre right, with the row of medals) awards a medal in 1960 to 
his protégé, Australian eugenicist and bacteriological/viral warfare proponent 
Sir Frank MacFarlane Burnet (second from left). The president of the British 
Royal Society, Sir Cyril Hinshelwood, is on the right. 

From Page 1

Parson Thomas Malthus (left) and Charles Darwin (right), the intellectual 
fathers of Hitler, Prince Philip and Al Gore.

Julian Huxley, scion of the Huxley/
Darwin gene pool and President of the 
British Eugenics Society, who repack-
aged eugenics as environmentalism.

“But bad times, you may say, are exceptional, and can be dealt with by 
exceptional methods. This has been more or less true during the hon-
eymoon period of industrialism, but it will not remain true unless the 
increase of population can be enormously diminished. At present the 
population of the world is increasing at about 58,000 per diem. War, 
so far, has had no very great effect on this increase, which continued 
throughout each of the world wars.... War ... has hitherto been disap-
pointing in this respect, but perhaps bacteriological war may prove more 
effective. If a Black Death could spread throughout the world once in 
every generation, survivors could procreate freely without making the 
world too full.... The state of affairs might be somewhat unpleasant, but 
what of that? Really high-minded people are indifferent to happiness, 
especially other people’s.”
-Bertrand Russell, The Impact of Science on Society, 1951

“You cannot keep a bigger flock of sheep than you are capable of feed-
ing. In other words conservation may involve culling in order to keep a 
balance between the relative numbers in each species within any par-
ticular habitat. I realise this is a very touchy subject, but the fact remains 
that mankind is part of the living world.... Every new acre brought into 
cultivation means another acre denied to wild species.”
-Prince Philip, Duke of Edinburgh, Consort of Queen Elizabeth II of 
Great Britain

“In searching for a new enemy to unite us, we came up with the idea 
that pollution, the threat of global warming, water shortages, famine and 
the like would fit the bill.... But in designating them as the enemy, we 
fall into the trap of mistaking symptoms for causes. All these dangers 
are caused by human intervention and it is only through changed at-
titudes and behaviour that they can be overcome. The real enemy, then, 
is humanity itself.”
-Club of Rome, The First Global Revolution, 1991

“Isn’t the only hope for the planet that the industrialised civilisations col-
lapse? Isn’t it our responsibility to bring that about?”
-Maurice Strong, Secretary-General of the UN Earth Summit, June 
1992.

“This is a terrible thing to say. In order to stabilize world populations, we 
must eliminate 350,000 people per day. It is a horrible thing to say, but it’s 
just as bad not to say it.”
-Jacques Cousteau, co-recipient in 1977 (with WWF co-founder Sir 
Peter Scott) of the International Environmental Prize awarded by the 
United Nations for outstanding contributions in the field of the environ-
ment. Quoted from UNESCO Courier, November 1991.

A “human way to reduce the population might be to put something in 
the water, a virus that would be specific to the human reproductive sys-
tem and would make a substantial proportion of the population infertile. 
Perhaps a virus that would knock out the genes that produce certain 
hormones necessary for conception. ... A triage approach will be neces-
sary so that scarce medical resources go to those who can contribute 
most to the long-term viability of the planet. Consequently, many middle-
aged-to-elderly people will die uncomfortable deaths. Not every problem 
is solvable.”
-Dr John Reid, neuroscientist and radical environmentalist, ABC radio 
interview with Robyn Williams, 10th December, 2006. 

Genocide, in their own words...
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LaRouche’s August 1, 2009 Webcast: 

Plan 50 years ahead, to survive now
The following transcript is 

an excerpt from Lyndon La-
Rouche’s August 1, 2009 web-
cast, The Fall of the House of 
Windsor. See the entire web-
cast at www.larouchepac.com. 

A Nation-State; a  
Credit System

We [the United States] 
were already a nation, 

by the Declaration of Indepen-
dence. But we had to become 
an efficient nation-state. 

So what we had, first, we had 
a system based on the idea of 
national credit—not a mon-
etary system!—a credit sys-
tem! Under which no curren-
cy is legal, except that created, 
by the government of the Unit-
ed States, or through its treaty 
agreements to that effect, with 
other nations. In other words, 
we sought trade, we sought 
treaty agreements based on 
this conception: that a curren-
cy should not be uttered, or not 
be allowed to exist, unless it is 
based on the will of a sovereign 
state, to create that system of 
credit as debt. It’s the ability of 
the nation-state to go into debt, 
and to go through bankruptcy 
reorganization of debt, in or-
der to establish the sovereign 
authority of a people over its 
own currency and credit. That 
is a credit system. 

The opposing system, of 
empire, which we’ve known 
in Mediterranean and Atlantic 
civilization, since the Pelopon-
nesian War, has been monetar-
ism! We had Asian monetar-
ism before that! Monetarism! 
The idea that a private inter-
est, such as the Cult of Delphi, 
could create a monetary pow-
er, for loans, for loan-sharking. 
And to control the world’s fi-
nancial affairs and econom-
ic affairs, through a method of 
loan-sharking, called mone-
tarism. And the United States 
was created, to free us, and 
protect us, from the disease of 
filth, called monetarism; and to 
base ourselves on a credit sys-
tem. Which was also Franklin 
Roosevelt’s intention, for the 
postwar period. 

So, we’ve been destroyed, by 
usury ... particularly with the 
act of treason called the Feder-
al Reserve System Act [1913]: 
an act of treason!! 

How was it accomplished? 
Very simply. What you had, 
was Teddy Roosevelt [U.S. 

President, 1901-1909], who 
was a stinking traitor, and you 
had Woodrow Wilson [U.S. 
President, 1913-1921], who 
was a stinking Nazi-type trai-
tor, but these two guys con-
nived to initiate the process, 
and complete the process of 
creating the so-called Feder-
al Reserve System, the Feder-
al Reserve Act, under which, 
now, you had the introduction 
of a monetarist system into the 
United States’ domestic and in-
ternational affairs. 

National Bankruptcy: Not a 
Shameful Thing

Now, as a result of our en-
slavement, to this Federal Re-
serve Act, and its implication, 
we were looted and driven into 
bankruptcy by unconstitution-
al acts, including this swin-
dle, this debt, of over $20 tril-
lion now sitting on our back, 
as a result of bailouts of var-
ious types, which have been 
conducted since September of 
2007—rather than the propos-
al which I made, in 2007 [The 
Homeowners and Bank Protec-
tion Act, HBPA]. If what I had 
proposed be adopted, in 2007, 
as many influential people, 
governors and others, in this 
nation, had intended to support 
my proposal—if that had been 
done, we would be out of the 
woods, today... 

And therefore, we’ve come 
to the point, we have to go 
through national bankruptcy. 
Now, national bankruptcy is 
not a shameful thing... 

We have to put this thing into 
bankruptcy reorganization. 
A very simple thing to do—I 
can fix this thing very easily: 
You have a meeting. And you 
have a bunch of people who 
are sane patriots, at this meet-
ing. We take all this financial 
stuff, floating out there, claims 
against this, claims against 
that: We’re now going to put 
the United States through a 
bankruptcy reorganization, 
modeled on what our decisions 
were in this connection earlier 
in our history. We’re going to 
bankruptcy. 

We take all these claims 
against the United States, fi-
nancial claims against the 
United States, and we say, 
“Okay, let’s look at what’s in 
this bank. Is this asset valid by 
these standards? Yes? Okay, it 

goes there. Is it not? Okay, we 
put it in the trash can.” 

And we go through that, 
case by case, in the same way 
that [Franklin] Roosevelt, in a 
much milder problem, did with 
the Bank Holiday. We want to 
save the commercial banks: 
That’s where people’s savings, 
legitimate savings are located. 
That’s where the credit, that’s 
indicated that they require, lo-
cally, for business practices 
and similar kinds of things, 
for loans, for mortgages, and 
so forth. We want to clean this 
up. We want to reorganize the 
mortgages. And come out, 
quickly, with a set of salvage-
able banks—private banks un-
der the national system. 

We then will take all this 
trash, these claims, based on 
financial derivatives and oth-
er kinds of schemes: “Sorry, 
buddy! You gambled. This is 
gambling debts—you lost the 
gamble. We just lost the gam-
ble for you! To relieve you of 
this great burden, on your con-
science.”

And now, you have a Unit-
ed States. 

Now, what do you do? Now, 
you got rid of this $20-odd tril-
lion of waste paper, as claims 
against the United States. What 
do you do? We go into debt! 
Now, that we’ve cleaned up 
the bad debt, now we can have 
some honest debt. …

You use national, long-term 
credit, investing in techno-
logical progress, and getting 
from autos on the street into 
railroads, for example. Things 
like that: These kinds of things 
which increase the physical 
productivity per capita and 
per square kilometer of the 
nation.

We don’t have many indus-
tries left in the United States. 
They’ve been destroyed! How 
are we going to build these in-
dustries up? Well, we have peo-
ple who used to work in the 
auto industry. We still have 
the locations; we still have the 
people in the Great Lakes area; 
we still have people with skills. 
We don’t have an auto indus-
try—we destroyed that—but 
these communities are capable 
of doing other things, besides 
making automobiles. They can 
make large-scale railway sys-
tems; they can make power 
systems, or elements of power 
systems; they can rebuild our 
river systems, our locks and 
dams. And all of this will con-
tribute to the good!

The Empire of Monetarism
This comes to another big 

problem: Since the Pelopon-
nesian Wars, European and ex-
tended civilization, has been 
ruled by monetary systems: 
That is, we’ve been ruled by 
money, by powers which are 
largely private powers, which 
control money. We have the 
Cult of Delphi, for example, 
and the Cult of Delphi was ac-
tually an instrument of mone-
tarism, which became signifi-
cant in this form, after the de-
feat of the Persian attempts to 
take over the Mediterranean 
area. Which led into what be-
came orchestrated as the Pelo-
ponnesian War [431-404 B.C.]. 
And since that time, with the 
gradual rise of the Roman Em-
pire, then the shift from the Ro-
man Empire, to the Byzantine 
Empire. Then, about a thou-
sand years ago, a little more, 
the breakdown of the Byzan-

tine Empire as a power, and 
the rise of Venice, the Vene-
tian monetary system as the 
controlling power—monetar-
ism—Europe has been ruled 
by an empire. 

Now, the empire is called 
the British Empire, but it’s not 
actually the British Empire... 
It’s not the British people; it’s 
not the British population. It’s 
the system. It’s the monetary 
system! 

Now idiots keep talking 
about “empires”, like you have 
one country that has an em-
pire, because it rules over oth-
er countries. That’s not what 
an empire is. It never was an 
empire. An empire is based—
all empires, especially those 
which have existed since the 
Peloponnesian War, have al-
ways been based on monetary 
systems. They have been based 
on international systems. The 
Roman Empire was an inter-
national system. It was not the 
rule of the Mediterranean by 
Rome. The Roman Empire was 
created on the Isle of Capri, by 
a meeting, between the rep-
resentatives of three empires: 
This was the Middle East, this 
was Rome, and Egypt... And it 
was called the Roman Empire. 
The agreement was, to make 
the capital in Rome. 

But if you look at the histo-
ry of the thing, it was never the 
Italian people, that were ruling; 
it was an empire. And an em-
pire, under the law which de-
fines an empire, historically, 
the empire is a law-giver over 
nations. In other words, it is 
not a nation, governing other 
nations. It is an international 
agency, over all nations. Which 
has a capital in some place, 
and the capital changes. And 
since the decline of the Byz-
antine Empire, and the rise of 
Venice, all empires, based in 
Europe, or European civili-
zation, have been centered in 
the monetary center of Ven-
ice! So, Venice is actually the 
capital of the empire, not Lon-
don. London has been chosen, 
as the Roman Empire was cho-
sen, as an arrangement. And 
that’s what we’re up against. 
What the power is, is interna-
tional money!

Whom Did We Bail Out?
Go back to 2007, where I 

made this proposal [Homeown-
ers and Bank Protection Act], 
for reform. I said, we propose 
a reform, on the basis of the au-
thority of the Constitution of 
the United States. That would 
have worked. We would not be 
in this mess today! 

But, who the hell came up 
with this other idea? Of get-
ting the United States into debt, 
for obligations it didn’t owe?! 
In order to bail out London, to 
bail out the international mon-
etary system! At the expense 
of the United States! To loot 
the United States and its Trea-
sury, for the benefit of an in-
ternational monetary cartel! 
What about “bail out”! Whom, 
did we bail out? Did we bail 
out our industries? Did we 
save the auto industry, or put 
it into equivalent form, some-
thing else besides autos? Did 
we save the American farm-
er? Did we save the infrastruc-
ture, of the cities of the United 
States and the states? Whom 
did we bail out? 

We bailed out the London 
bankers and their New York 
extension. We don’t owe them 
anything. We just happen to 

have a government that says 
that. 

This is our nation. And the 
law of bankruptcy of our na-
tion is our authority. If I were 
President, I would end this 
thing right now. And I’m sure, 
I could get the support of the 
great majority of American 
citizens, very quickly, simply 
by making clear what I intend 
to do: Put the whole thing in 
bankruptcy. …

But we have to get the four 
big nations to cooperate on an 
agreement, and the others will 
gather, and we’ll have an en-
larged agreement. 

We then create a new in-
ternational system, entirely a 
credit system, consistent with 
the design of the credit system 
built into the U.S. Constitution. 
All monetarism is canceled!

Looking 50 Years Ahead: 
We’re Going to Mars

Let me shift this: What do 
you do, when you want to de-
velop a society? Do you build 
from the bottom up? Not real-
ly. Animals build from the bot-
tom up, like beavers... but I’m 
not a beaver.

What we do, is we simply ... 
go to a space program. Why? 
Because, if you want to accom-
plish something, in progress, 
you have to mobilize yourself, 
by going to a higher platform 
than you’re standing on, now. 
Go beyond—go in the imagi-
nation, beyond what you think 
you should be doing now, and 
go to a higher level. Because, 
remember: Progress is build-
ing something for the future. 
So, to build for the future, you 
have to define the future. You 
have to define your destination. 
Building for the future, you’re 
talking about generations, gen-
erally, at least two generations. 
You’re talking about 50 years 
ahead. 

So, look at the horizon, 
where do we want to be 50 

years from now? In terms of 
technology, in terms of effects 
for humanity? People can un-
derstand 50 years, it’s a short 
time. 

Well, I say, 50 years ahead, 
we’re going to be on Mars. 
And we define where we are 
today, by defining the objec-
tives we have to fulfill to get 
to Mars, 50 years from now. 
Because this means—for ex-
ample, technology. You can 
send junk to Mars; you can 
send equipment to Mars; you 
can send robots to Mars. But, 
can you send people? Because, 
in going there—we’re talking 
about 200 days or so forth, that 
order of magnitude of travel—
you’re going to put somebody 
out in zero gravity, or nearly 
zero gravity, for the better part 
of a year? You think you’re go-
ing to get living people at the 
other end, at the other depot 
that you’re going toward? No. 
So you have to think about a 
gravitational magnetic-field 
environment. You have to cre-
ate an artificial environment of 
gravitation. …

We, therefore, as a nation, 
and a people, and among na-
tions, have to see this objective 
that we are going to reach with-
in 50 years, now. We’re going 
to then think about the technol-
ogies that will get us there, and 
we’re going to think about the 
technologies that we are going 
to need when we arrive! 

So, our job is to adopt ar-
rangements like that. That 
means that we’ve got to aban-
don environmentalism, which 
is a form of insanity. It’s a 
killer; it’s mass murder. If 
you don’t develop the econo-
my, do not develop technolo-
gy, you’re not going to be able 
to sustain the population. If 
you can’t sustain the popula-
tion, you’re going to kill them, 
aren’t you? 

Members of the LaRouche Youth Movement organising for Australia to adopt 
LaRouche’s Homeowners and Bank Protection Bill. 

American statesman and economist Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. 

Venice, the capital of the British Empire: since the decline of the Byzantine 
Empire beginning around 1000 A.D., all European empires have been 
centred in the monetary centre of Venice. 

Continued Page 4
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So therefore, you always 
have to go to the newer tech-
nologies which are needed to 
enable you to provide the con-
ditions of life required. In gen-
eral, the way we measure this 
scientifically is what is called 
energy-flux-density. That is, 
take how many calories, for 
example, of power, or watts 
of power, are you transmit-
ting, per cross-sectional unit 
of one centimeter, per second? 
That’s your measure. 

Go Ahead, with Optimism!
So, we have to move ahead, 

think about technologies, 
think about the technology of 
the future, develop a popula-
tion that can deal with these 
technologies, and go ahead, 
with optimism. …

And the worst problem of 
this President is: He has no 
morality. He has no commit-
ment to people and their de-
scendants. He has no com-
mitment to the future of hu-
manity. 

All great people, like peo-
ple in warfare, have been will-
ing to surrender their lives for 
the sake of the benefit of com-
ing generations, when they 

thought that was necessary. 
They did not think of losing 
something because they lost 
their life. 

Most parents, in former 
times, sacrificed much of their 
lives for the sake of their chil-
dren and grandchildren. And 
they rejoiced in what they 
saw in the result, when they 
were old. And they thought 
of people, of their own ances-
tors, who had died. And they 
thought generously of them, 
because they recognized what 
they had given to them, and 
desired to be as good in the 
eyes of their descendants, as 
they saw their predecessors, 
in their own eyes. It is this 
sense of immortality, that de-
spite we die in the flesh, we 
must be immortal in the spir-
it. And the spirit must decide 
what our duty is, not the flesh. 
We maintain the flesh, so the 
spirit may function. And we 
organize society based on 
great principles, which go to 
that point. 

We have a junk heap. If we 
don’t do something soon, this 
country is going to go to cha-
os. It may end up in a bloody 
dictatorship. It may end up in 

a planetary dark age. The way 
we are going, all those evils 
are things we now deserve for 
our negligence. 

We have to take this Presi-
dent, and straighten him out. 
We have to get him to fire ev-
erybody associated with his 
health-care policies. Dump 
them out of that Administra-
tion now. Dump every poli-
cy of that type out of the Ad-
ministration now. Purge it of 
evil! And turn the responsi-

bility for the Administration 
over to those institutions of 
government which include 
those members of Congress 
who have developed a better 
sense of shame than they have 
shown so far. And by those 
members of government now, 
who are in power, who will 
freely and happily change the 
policies of this government in 
the direction needed. 

And, as long as I am here, I 
am going to help them do it. 

This one-hour documentary is the first feature production from 
the LaRouche Youth Movement and the CEC.

Discover the true nature of the current economic crisis, explained 
in the context of Lyndon LaRouche’s Triple Curve economic col-
lapse function as the inevitable consequence of a monetarist eco-
nomic system.

Learn about the key post-WWII economic decisions and events 
which destroyed government orientation to physical economy, col-
lapsed the Bretton Woods system, and established the globalised 
monetarist economy currently in breakdown—all of which was fore-
cast by LaRouche over 50 years.

See the role played by the policies of Bob Hawke and Paul Keat-
ing, continued by John Howard and Kevin Rudd, in setting Aus-
tralians up to lose their homes, farms, superannuation and jobs 
in the current crisis.

Finally, understand why the bankruptcy protection measures in 
the Homeowners and Bank Protection Bill make it the only pos-
sible solution to a crisis that is far worse than any political leader 
acknowledges, or even understands.

!
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Free DVD: The Homeowners and Bank 
Protection Bill—The Only Solution

Under accelerating condi-
tions of economic col-

lapse and the spread of old and 
new pandemic diseases, the 
proposed health care ‘reforms’ 
handed down by Kevin Rudd’s 
National Health and Hospi-
tals Commission (NHHC) on 
July 28th, will result in untold 
rates of mass death in Austra-
lia. Among other things, Rudd 
intends to reorganise Austra-
lia’s public health system upon 
the same “casemix” system that 
Jeff Kennett used to gut Victo-
ria’s system in the 1990s. To 
ensure that the murderous Ken-
nett-style casemix would be the 
basis of his federal takeover of 
hospitals, he appointed the ar-
chitect of Kennett’s Victorian 
health care reforms, Professor 
Stephen Duckett, to his Com-
mission.

Rudd’s “reforms” have lit-
tle to do with Australia per se. 
They have been dictated by the 
same British imperial financial 
interests who have notorious-
ly destroyed Britain’s national 
health care system—in which 
patients are routinely denied 
care as a matter of official pol-
icy—and are trying to do the 
same to the U.S., through Brit-
ish stooge Obama’s present 
drive for Hitler-modeled “re-
forms” there. Aside from loot-
ing the population along the 
way, the chief purpose of these 
reforms is to kill people, as per 
Prince Philip’s repeatedly stat-
ed desire that the world popula-
tion must be cut from its pres-
ent 6.7 billion, down to two bil-
lion or less. 

Kennett’s carnage
The single greatest cause of 

the present, unprecedented crisis 
in Australia's health care system, 
has been its systematic, chronic 
underfunding over the past two 
decades, exacerbated by eco-
nomic rationalist demands that 
health care be “profit-making”. 
This has now resulted in the un-
necessary death of an estimated 
6,000 people per year, even by 
understated official estimates, 
as undermanned, overworked 
and harried staff try to assist 
patients crowded on trolleys in 
hallways, in packed emergen-
cy rooms, and on ambulances 
on perpetual bypass. The prec-
edent for such underfunding 
as a matter of policy, was set 
by Victorian Premier Jeff Ken-
nett’s brutal cuts to health care 
from 1992-99, “reforms” dictat-
ed by the British Crown’s Mont 
Pelerin Society. 

As documented in the May 
1996 issue of the New Citizen, 
the Mont Pelerin gang installed 
Kennett in office in 1992, armed 
with a reform plan written by 
two of its local arms: the Mac-
quarie Bank-funded Tasman In-
stitute and the Institute of Public 
Affairs. Ominously titled “Proj-
ect Victoria”, it targeted every 
sector of the Victorian govern-
ment for downsizing, outsourc-
ing, amalgamation and priva-
tisation.

Kennett set a target of a ten-
per cent cut in Victoria’s pub-
lic health budget in two years, 
which was achieved through 
the implementation of Professor 
Stephen Duckett’s casemix hos-
pital funding system in 1993.

Casemix was ostensibly de-
signed to achieve “efficiency”; 
under the system, patients were 
classified into diagnosis-related 
groups (DRGs), and hospitals 
received a fixed level of funding 
for each type of diagnosis.

Patients who took longer to 
recover, such as the elderly and 
the frail and those with post-op-
erative complications, didn’t at-
tract as much funding as other 
DRGs, which led to hospitals 
discharging patients in the low-
funded DRGs early, restricting 
the number of patients in the 
low-funded DRGs, and com-
peting for patients in the DRGs 
which received higher funding.

Hospitals in rural commu-
nities with a disproportionate 
number of elderly and chroni-
cally-ill patients, saw their bud-
gets slashed; the Moe hospital 
was forced to close in 1995, af-
ter losing $12 million, or 25 per 
cent of its annual budget, under 
casemix funding.

According to the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics, 12,000 
jobs—including 2,000 hospital 
nurses—were cut from Victo-
ria’s health and community ser-
vices sector between February 
1992 and February 1994.

In 1995, Kennett replaced the 
individual boards of manage-
ment which operated Victoria’s 
public hospitals, with commer-
cially-oriented boards of profes-
sional directors which ran hos-
pital networks with a business 
orientation; Macquarie Bank’s 
Graeme Samuel got the plum 
job of running the Inner and 
Eastern Health Care Network.

The result of Kennett’s re-
forms was chaos: one study, by 
the Royal District Nursing Ser-
vice, showed that in the wake 
of casemix funding, more pub-
lic hospital patients were being 
readmitted because they were  
discharged too early, which the 
RDNS blamed on the pressure 
to comply with casemix weight-
ings, or to make beds avail-
able for patients banked up on 
trolleys in emergency depart-
ments.

Insanely, under the spon-
sorship of the Commonwealth 
Casemix Development Pro-
gram, most other states followed 

Victoria’s lead, and imposed the 
casemix funding system.

Now, purportedly in order 
to solve the resulting crisis in 
state public hospitals caused by 
casemix, Rudd intends to take 
them under federal control, and 
impose more casemix.

Behavioural economics
Rudd’s NHHC is targeting a 

0.2 per cent of GDP saving in 
national health and residential 
aged care expenditure, by 2032-
33. As in the British system—or 
in Obama’s plans—the elderly 
are targeted. For example, Rec-
ommendation 42 of the report 
demands aged care funding be 
reduced by sharply raising the 
age qualification in the funding 
formula from over 70 years of 
age, to over 85, and then only 
funding actual users, instead of 
the current system of funding 
capacity (places per 1000).

The similarity between 
Rudd’s targeting of the elder-
ly, and Obama’s targeting of the 
elderly in the U.S., is not a co-
incidence.

On 31st July, Rudd’s Finance 
Minister Lindsay Tanner, the 
man charged with cutting the 
budget deficit, dedicated a col-
umn in The Australian news-
paper to an enthusiastic en-
dorsement of behavioural eco-
nomics, the fascist population-
control methods practised by 
Obama’s economics advisers 
whose origins reach back to 
the British East India Company 
“economists” Adam Smith and 
Jeremy Bentham. They taught 

that man is merely an animal, 
motivated by seeking pleasure 
(“utility”) and avoiding pain, 
and Bentham’s “utilitarianism” 
gave birth to the “marginal utili-
ty”, or “cost-benefit” analysis of 
today’s behaviourists, in which 
pleasure has been retitled “bene-
fit”, and pain, “cost”. The behav-
iorists, of course, define what is 
a “benefit”. Then all health care, 
as in the present British system, 
for instance, becomes merely 
a statistical model, with such 
equations as, “Is it ‘beneficial’ 
to ‘society’, to save the life of an 
elderly patient, if it will ‘cost’, 
say, $2000 a year?”  Or, might it 
not be more “beneficial” to free 
up that $2,000 to bail out Wall 
St., the City of London, or even 
Australia’s own bankrupt “Big 

Four”, slashing population lev-
els along the way? Obama, for 
instance, has forked over $26 
trillion in “bail-out” funds to 
Wall St. and London, even as he 
demands that $1 trillion be cut 
from U.S. health-care costs, to 
allegedly “keep down the bud-
get deficit”. 

 And these health care “re-
forms”, in Britain, in the U.S., 
in Australia, and elsewhere, are 
being rammed through even 
as medical experts warn that 
the present, relatively mild but 
highly-infectious form of the 
swine flu, could well give way 
to the sort of highly-infectious, 
but deadly virus as the Spanish 
flu of 1918, which killed 50-100 
million of what was then a much 
smaller world population.

Health Care “Reform”: Population Control for Australians?

Plan 50 years ahead, to survive 

Mankind’s destiny is obviously among the stars, so why don’t we get up out 
of the mud and start colonising Mars?

The bestial “utilitarian” theories of the British East India Company’s Jeremy Bentham (l.), provide the figleaf rationale for 
the murderous, British-designed health care “reforms” of U.S. President Barack Obama (c.), and of Kevin Rudd and his 
designee, Stephen Duckett (r.). 

The Preston and Northcote Community Hospital (PANCH), a locally-run hos-
pital, was taken over by Kennett’s new health care networks, and shut down in 
1998. The site was turned into student accommodation.

Former Premier Jeff Kennett, a puppet of the British Crown’s Mont Pelerin 
Society, exposed by the CEC in its landmark 1996 New Citizen.
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