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The following is an edited 
transcript of U.S. Democrat-
ic Party statesman Lyndon La-
Rouche’s historic June 21st web-
cast. The archived Webcast and 
full transcript may be found at 
www.larouchepac.com.

As the BAE scandal mounts, 
even in the U.S. press now, 

the time has come, as the Wal-
rus said, “to speak of many 
things”—not of cabbages, but 
of kings. …

We have come to the end of 
a period of history. The BAE 
crisis expresses that, reflects 
that—does not embody it, but 
expresses it symptomatically.

Now, we’ve come to the 
point, therefore, that where 
people have ordinarily oper-
ated, especially in the present 
generations, on the assumption 

that some things were self-evi-
dent, that you would start from 
agreement to self-evident things 
that almost everybody, consid-
ered educated or influential, 
believed. And that these things 
would persist and go on for-
ever, more or less. And there-
fore we need not worry about 
the need to make sudden deep-
going changes in current poli-
cy, we merely had to adapt to 
variations in terms of the cur-
rent trend. It’s like the people 
who believe in the principles 
of Euclidean geometry. Now, 
Euclidean geometry was, from 
the beginning, a farce—in fact, 
it was a fraud, which many peo-
ple have believed ever since. It’s 
like modern Cartesian thinking. 
Most thinking about econom-
ics today, among profession-
al economists, involves a more 

or less insane version of Carte-
sian thinking. That is, a mecha-
nistic, statistical thinking where 
you start from certain statis-
tical assumptions and project 
these out and say, “What date 
is the crash coming?” or “What 
date is this going to happen?” 
or “What date is that going to 
happen?” And society doesn’t 
function like that. But people 
believe that.

A Financial System Based 
on Gambling

As a matter of fact, the great 
danger of a financial crash to-
day, is that most people, in what 
they call economics believe ac-
tually not in economics: They 
believe in gambling. It’s called 
a financial system. It’s a gam-
bling system. And people un-
derstanding that, ever since 

Galileo came up with this idea 
about gambling as the basis of 
discovering how markets would 

work, everyone has tried to get 
a better statistical system for 
gambling. Like breaking the 
bank at Monte Carlo, making 
a killing at Las Vegas, proba-
bly one’s own. And therefore, 
these guys who are running the 
financial world today, depend 
on the assumption that they’ve 
got a “better system”—as they 
used to have at the race tracks, 
a “better system” for handicap-
ping the horses. And it would 
really handicap the bettor, in the 
end, as he found himself on the 
street without cash—and being 
pursued by his lenders.

But what you’ve got today, as 
was typified in the calamity that 
occurred in August through Oc-
tober of 1998, was that the bet-
tors now rely upon mathemat-
ics. And computers have helped 
them to do this: They can now 

bet faster, they can do mathe-
matics faster than ever before, 
statistics faster than ever before. 
But they’re all trying to find the 
best system of gambling. And 
they’re all competing to get in 
on what they believe is the best 
system of gambling. The result 
is that, when all the gamblers 
come close to the same system 
of gambling against each other, 
but they’re all gambling accord-
ing to the same formula, what 
happens? They all go down to-
gether, in one big flop!

And that is what we saw a 
forecast of in the events of the 
LTCM collapse in 1998: Was a 
general collapse of the system 
based on confidence, and com-
petition, using the same system, 
as a world system which doesn’t 

July 1—As we go to press, a 
debate on the immediate remov-
al of U.S. Vice President Dick 
Cheney from office has explod-
ed in the U.S., and is fast con-
verging on the U.S. Congress, 
which has the Constitutional 
responsibility for removing a 
President or Vice President who 
commits “Treason, Bribery, or 
other high Crimes and Misde-
meanors”. 

This process was uniquely 
triggered by the history-mak-
ing webcast delivered on June 
21 by physical economist and 
U.S. Democratic Party leader 
Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. on the 
BAE scandal (see below), and 
Cheney’s role in it. Less than 
72 hours later, the Washington 
Post began a scathing series on 
Cheney as the de facto U.S. 
President, and as the author of 
numerous crimes, including the 
needless, bloody Iraq War; the 
widespread use of torture by the 
U.S.; and innumerable other vi-
olations of the Constitution. 

The Noose Tightens 
The fascist-leaning U.S. Pres-

ident Richard Nixon resigned in 
1973 under the threat of im-
peachment, most visibly or-
chestrated through the Wash-
ington Post and its Woodward 
and Bernstein reporting duo, a 
fact presently resonating in the 
minds of many Americans.  And 
its June 23-26 series on Cheney 
provided detailed evidence 
proving LaRouche’s charge 

that Cheney was the “Herman 
Göering” of the Bush Presiden-
cy, and that 9/11 was the vehi-
cle through which he was run-
ning a coup.

But, useful as it was, the 
Post series was clearly an “ice-
box piece” written long in ad-
vance, which may never have 
appeared had the Post and its 
faction in the Establishment 
not become scared that, follow-
ing his webcast, LaRouche was 
“running away” with the most 
important story in decades.  

Exemplary of other moves to-
ward impeachment, on June 28, 
the 10-term Congressman from 
Seattle, James McDermott, an-
nounced in the House of Rep-
resentatives, “Madam Speaker, 
it is time for a new exit strate-
gy, one that removes the Vice 
President of the United States 
from office, voluntarily, if he 
chooses, but by impeachment 
if he stonewalls”, and commit-
ted to co-sponsor Rep. Dennis 
Kucinich’s impeachment bill, 
with 10 other co-signers. 

 
The BAE Scandal

The escalating revelations on 
BAE—driven uniquely by the 
daily or even hourly investiga-
tive updates on the LaRouche 
Political Action Committee 
(LPAC) website—are tighten-
ing Cheney’s necktie. He and 
his wife are de facto agents of 
the British imperial apparatus 
centred in the BAE, the scan-
dal around which involves far 

higher stakes than “corrup-
tion”:  the BAE is a “new Brit-
ish East India Company”, the 
outfit which ran India for over 
a century as its own private col-
ony, and which employed a pri-
vate army far larger than that of 
Britain itself. Through manipu-
lations of the London-centred, 
speculative international petro-
leum market, the BAE’s orig-
inal $100 billion slush fund 
(see p. 3) has snowballed into 
the trillions—the largest single 
private hoard of cash in history. 
And, investigations have deter-
mined, the British monarchy is 
right in the middle of it through 
its Crown Agents corporation 
and affiliated entities.

Besides the U.K. and the 
U.S., investigations on the 
BAE are underway in at least 
seven other countries: Austria, 
Bulgaria, the Czech Repub-
lic, Hungary, Slovakia, Swe-
den and Switzerland. So what 
about Australia, where the BAE 
is one of our major defense con-
tractors, indeed has itself an-
nounced that Australia is one 
of the six countries on which it 
is concentrating? 

The Global Crash
The backdrop to these dra-

matic developments is the on-
going disintegration of the 
world financial system. For in-
stance, that system was almost 
paralysed by the June 10 col-
lapse of two Bear Stearns hedge 
funds, which almost blew out 

the highly risky $2.6 trillion 
Collateralised Debt Obligations 
(CDOs) market. The amounts 
of money involved in this in-
ternational daisy chain are be-
yond belief. They include the 
world’s totally-unregulated de-
rivatives market, estimated at 
$750 trillion; the $9 trillion in 
the imploding U.S. mortgage 
market alone (50% of which are 
owned by banks); the multi-tril-
lion annual mergers and acquisi-
tions business, driven by hedge 
funds and private equity funds; 
and on and on. 

Bear Stearns’ own activities 
are typical of the super-lever-
aging involved in all these mar-

kets. Their two failed hedge 
funds held perhaps $2 billion in 
already shaky “assets”, which 
they put up to borrow $9 bil-
lion from banks such as Merrill 
Lynch, JPMorgan Chase, Citi-
group, etc. They then leveraged 
this $9 billion into $29.7 billion 
in literal gambling bets on CDOs 
linked to the fast-disappearing 
subprime mortgage market. The 
details of all this are not impor-
tant, only the principle involved: 
“the bigger they are, the harder 
they fall”. This is emphatically 
true when they got big by bor-
rowing based upon negligible as-
sets, so that when they are forced 
to unload those worthless assets, 

the entire world financial system 
starts to cascade downward in 
one fire sale after another.   

Amidst highly unusual, open 
cries of panic in London, New 
York and other world financial 
capitals, that is what is now un-
derway. For constant updates on 
this fast-moving process, and 
on its Cheney and BAE com-
ponents, see www.larouchepac.
com. The good news is that La-
Rouche has put forward a clear 
way out of this unprecedented di-
saster, for some details of which 
see his website, his Webcast be-
low, and the LaRouche Youth 
Movement’s “Mission State-
ment” on page 7.
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LAROUCHE’S JUNE 21 WEBCAST

BAE: The World’s Biggest Loose End

BAE Scandal Rocks 
British Empire

Continued Page 4

The Global Warming Scam, p.2  LaRouche Youth Movement in Action, p.7

Beginning in 2002, LaRouche mob-
ilised for Cheney to be driven from of-
fice, as in this January 2006 pamphlet. 
Carl Schmitt was the “legal theorist” for 
Hitler’s dictatorship; his writings are 
often cited by Cheney’s circle.

Arms for Oil:  Spurred by LaRouche and his associates, investigators are unravelling the massive, BAE-centred arms-
and-terror financing deal struck by Saudi Prince Bandar bin Sultan (above, left) and Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher 
in �985. It still continues, and Dick Cheney is in the middle of it. 
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If you like the soaring price 
of petrol, then you’ll simply 

love the new cap-and-trade car-
bon emissions plan John How-
ard and the ALP are setting up. 
You better, because you are go-
ing to pay through the nose for 
it. The same international insti-
tutions which have blown out 
the price of petroleum, are or-
chestrating this “carbon trad-
ing” scam. 

A typical case is that of Dr. 
Richard Sandor. He is a direc-
tor of both the London-based 
Intercontinental Exchange 
Inc. (ICE), which owns the 

International Petroleum Ex-
change (IPE), the self-de-
scribed world’s “largest energy 
futures and options exchange”, 
and of the London Internation-
al Financial Futures Exchange 
(the largest trading market in 
the world in derivatives, i.e. su-
per-speculative gambling bets). 
He has also recently founded 
the Chicago Climate Exchange 
(CCX), purely to speculate in 
carbon swaps, in conjunction 
with the two London exchang-
es. Recent investigations by the 
U.S. Senate have found that fu-
tures speculation on the ICE/
IPE add $25 to the price of ev-
ery barrel of oil—an extreme-
ly conservative estimate, given 
that it costs Saudi Arabia, for 
instance, only $5 per barrel to 
produce, and the bulk of the 

“profits” go not to OPEC, but 
to speculators. Sandor recently 
crowed, “Air and water are no 
longer the free goods that eco-
nomics once assumed. They 
must be redefined as property 
rights so that they can be effi-
ciently allocated”, i.e. specu-
lated upon. 

Acting through instruments 
such as the Kyoto Protocol, the 
CCX and its London parents 
(and their Australian offshoots) 
allocate a nation the right to 
emit a specified amount of CO

2
 

per year. Permits are then is-
sued to that nation’s business-
es and farms, much like the di-
sastrous “water allowances” in 
Australia today. If you go over 
your allotment, then you have 
to buy additional allowances. 
But the key is that each year 
the volume of allocated emis-
sions is reduced from the year 
before. This is what Rudd and 
other lunatics are talking about 
when they talk about “reduc-
ing CO

2
 emissions by 60%” 

or more by 2050. These re-
duced allocations will rapidly 
drive up the costs of virtually 
everything, and an estimated 
50-75% of those costs will be 
passed on to the consumer—
you. Indeed, soaking you for 
the additional costs is the en-
tire point. As the U.S. Nation-
al Commission on Energy Pol-
icy (NCEP), a main coordina-
tor for carbon-based trading, 
recently declared, “Cost pass-
through is important to the effi-
cacy of the policy as a whole”, 
and warned against “shield-
ing consumers from the price 
signals [increases] needed to 
stimulate desired behavioral 
responses through the econo-
my”. They, and similar bod-
ies, intend to force consum-
ers to abandon electricity and 
products generated from car-
bon-based fuel supplies, in fa-
vour of power and products 
generated from the wildly-in-
efficient renewable sources 
such as wind and solar power, 
which only become practica-
ble with drastic price increas-

es for energy. 
Were less CO

2
 emissions 

the real objective, then gov-
ernments, banks and big busi-
ness would obviously begin 
a crash mobilisation to pro-
duce a whole range of new 
technologies, including hun-
dreds of nuclear power plants 
of the new, meltdown-proof 
designs; super-efficient mag-
netohydrodynamic plants for 
energy production from coal; 
magnetic levitation (mag-lev) 
forms of mass transit to replace 
the mass petrol-burning traf-
fic jams characteristic of ev-
ery major city; and hydrogen-
burning automobiles. But this 
would rob the cap-and-traitors 
of a speculative swindle pro-
jected to run into hundreds of 
billions of dollars.  Just look 
at the London-based Europe-
an Climate Exchange (ECX), 
which runs the trading in emis-
sions allowances specified in 
the mandatory Kyoto Protocol 
which went into effect on Jan-
uary 1, 2005 for all 27 Europe-
an Union countries. The ECX 
website itself avers that “Ap-
proximately 95% of the total 
volume in the European carbon 
market are seen in derivatives 
trades.” Until the early 1990s, 
derivatives contracts were out-
lawed in the U.S., Australia and 
most other nations, because 
they were rightly understood to 
be mere gambling bets.  

The Culprits
Have you noticed that the 

radical greenies have sud-
denly gotten oh-so-chummy 
with their supposed enemies 
in Big Business? For instance, 
in January 2007, the U.S. Cli-
mate Action Partnership is-
sued a press release calling for 
a “mandatory economy-wide, 
market-driven approach to cli-
mate protection.” Members of 
USCAP include such corpo-
rate giants as Lehman Broth-
ers, Duke Energy, DuPont, BP 
America, Alcoa, and General 

Electric, along with environ-
mentalist groups like the World 
Resources Institute (WRI), En-
vironment Defense (ED) and 
the Natural Resources Defense 
Council (NRDC). The seeming 
paradox evaporates when you 
look a bit closer at the WRI, the 
ED, the NRDC, the WWF and 
the like: they are all funded by 
banks, hedge funds, major cor-
porations and blue-blood out-
fits like the Ford and Rocke-
feller Foundations. When the 
master whistles, the dog comes 
running. 

Then look at the Australian 
equivalent of USCAP, the Aus-
tralian Business Roundtable on 
Climate Change, where corpo-
rate titans such as BP Austra-
lia, Insurance Australia Group, 
Origin Energy, Swiss Re, Visy, 
and Westpac, sit cheek-by-jowl 
with the hysterically anti-nu-
clear Ian Lowe and Don Henry, 
President and Executive Direc-
tor of the Australian Conser-
vation Foundation (ACF), re-
spectively. Perhaps that is not 
so surprising when one looks 
at the history of the ACF:  It 
was founded by Francis Rat-
cliffe and Prince Philip, and 
an early Chairman of its Bene-
factors and National Sponsors 
Committee was Sir Maurice 
Mawby, chairman of Rio Tinto 
(then called Conzinc Riotinto 
of Australia, CRA), while CRA 
itself was an ACF Benefactor 
Member. Ratcliffe was a proté-
gé of Sir Julian Huxley, a life-
long official of Britain’s Eu-
genics Society who had him-
self co-founded Prince Phil-
ip’s World Wildlife Fund only 
three years earlier in pursuit of 
his eugenic aims, i.e. mass pop-
ulation reduction. Or, as Prince 
Philip put it, “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 
is not an offhand quote by the 
Prince—he has repeatedly ex-
pressed the same wish. 

Speculation Unlimited, Inc.
How much money do these 

cap-and-traitors wield, which 
can be deployed to jack up 
the price of carbon swaps? On 
March 19, the Investor Net-
work on Climate Risk (INCR), 
including British Petroleum, 
Allianz Insurance (the world’s 
largest insurance company), 
DuPont, etc., held an event in 
Washington, D.C., where they 
demanded immediate “man-
datory reductions in green-
house gases”. Chaired by Nor-
man Dean, Director of Friends 
of the Earth, the INCR said it 
represented a $4 trillion pool 
of funds demanding green ven-
tures. Following the lead of 
the INCR, the Investor Group 
on Climate Change in Aus-
tralia, which includes such 

heavyweights as AMP Capi-
tal, BT Financial Group, Co-
lonial First State and Goldman 
Sachs JBWere, called for car-
bon trading to be introduced 
quickly to “remove uncertain-
ty”, bragging that it represent-
ed $225 billion in funds under 
management. 

Al Gore has his snout in the 
trough, too. He is a principal 
in the London-based hedge 
fund, Generation Investment 
Management (GIM), set up 
solely to broker and specu-
late in carbon swaps. Set up 
by David Blood, the former 
CEO of Goldman Sachs Asset 
Management, the firm is oth-
erwise known as “Blood and 
Gore”. That, unfortunately, is 
no joke.
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Sea levels are not at all in a 
generally rising mode over 

the globe, Swedish expert Dr. 
Nils-Axel Mörner,  probably 
the world’s leading expert on 
sea levels, told Executive In-
telligence Review in an exclu-
sive interview on June 6, which 
was picked up by Fox News’ 
Brit Hume on June 25. It is 
certainly not rising in the Mal-
dives, Tuvalu, or Vanuatu—all 
notorious sites where comput-
er models predict flooding, Dr. 
Mörner said. Even the satellite 
altimetry shows no sea level 
rise. Mörner said that most sci-

entists know these facts and are 
silent about it for fear of losing 
funding. Mörner is head of the 
Paleogeophysics and Geody-
namics program at Stockholm 
University, and served as an 
Expert Reviewer for the In-
tergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change (IPCC) in 2001 
and 2007. He has made first-
hand investigations of most 
of the sites in question. True 
field observations must have a 
higher credibility than comput-
er models and wishes, he said. 
Dr. Mörner said that of the 22 
authors of the sea level chap-
ter in the latest IPCC report, 
not one of them was a sea lev-
el expert. The three leading au-
thors of the chapter were from 
Austria, a landlocked nation 
without a coastline! Mörner 
charged that, as shown by the 
chapters of the report that deal 
with malaria and sea level, the 
IPCC appoints people whom 
they know will write only what 
they are told to write, and what 
fits the pre-set agenda. The full 
interview is at  http://www.
larouchepub.com/eiw/pub-
lic/2007/2007_20-29/2007-25/
pdf/33-37_725.pdf 

Sea Levels Are Rising?
 Baloney!

City of London, Big Business 
Behind “Carbon Trading” Scam

Several times during the 
course of his June 21 Web-

cast, LaRouche stated that 
the notion of anthropogenic 
“global warming” is nothing 
but a new name for eugenics. 
“Global Warming” was in-
deed cooked up by the British 
oligarchy-founded eugenics 
(“race science”) lobby which 
gave Hitler his eugenics ideas 
and led to the Holocaust, and 
which founded modern “en-
vironmentalism” and “glo-
balization”—all for the same 
reason:  to kill billions, a proj-
ect otherwise known as  “pop-
ulation control”. 

Two prime examples of 
the genocidal intent behind 
“global warming”, are two 
of its foremost Australian 
champions—the deceased 
Nobel Prize winner Sir Mac-
farlane Burnet, supposedly 
“our greatest scientist”, and 
today’s quackademic, Tim 
Flannery. Wrote Macfar-
lane Burnet in his book, the 
Dominant Mammal, already 
in 1970: 

“As a result, there has been 
much discussion as to wheth-
er human activities may not 
trigger off climatic change in 
an intrinsically unstable situ-
ation, with disastrous results. 

The contingency most wide-
ly discussed has been the pos-
sibility of an increasing con-
centration of carbon diox-
ide in the air warming up the 
earth by the so-called ‘green-
house effect’. An increase in 
CO

2
 could trap high temper-

ature energy from the sun 
but diminish the radiation of 
low temperature energy into 
space. This could conceivably 
result in a melting of the Ant-
arctic glaciers to give a rise 
in sea-level of something be-
tween 40 and 100 feet above 
the present, it has been dur-
ing some of the interglacial 
epochs. Every seaport in the 
world would be put out of ac-
tion, and millions would be 
made homeless.” 

Burnet was a member of the 
Eugenics Society of Victoria, 
and remained a eugenicist to 
the very end of his life. After 
World War II he led biolog-
ical warfare research whose 
purpose, he said, was to kill 
tens or hundreds of millions 
of Asians, and he called for 
the world population to drop 
to one billion or less, if nec-
essary through repeated peri-
ods of “chaos”. He was also 
a seminal figure in Austra-
lia’s “environmentalist move-

ment”, as part of the British-
centred, racist Establishment 
descended from Charles Dar-
win, T.H. Huxley, Julian Hux-
ley, Prince Philip et al., all of 
whom proclaim that man is 
merely an animal, to be herd-
ed and “culled” as necessary. 
Prince Philip, for instance, 
has repeatedly stated, “In the 
event that I am reincarnated, I 
would like to return as a dead-
ly virus, in order to contrib-
ute something to solve over-
population.”  He was Burnet’s 
friend and sponsor, wrote the 
introduction to Burnet’s bi-
ography (The Seeds of Time 
by Christopher Sexton), and, 

along with Julian Huxley dis-
ciple Francis Noble Ratcliffe, 
founded the Australian Con-
servation Foundation (ACF), 
of which he was the first pres-
ident. 

As for Tim Flannery, he is  
notorious even in honest ac-
ademia for third-rate science 
fiction pieces such as The Fu-
ture Eaters, in which he cham-
pions the notorious eugeni-
cist Griffith Taylor as “one of 
the greatest and most coura-
geous scientists that Australia 
has ever produced.” Lawfully, 
Flannery has called for Austra-
lia’s population to be reduced 
to as few as six million. 

Global Warming = Eugenics

Watch
The Great Global Warming Swindle

ABC TV, �2th July,  8.30pm.
The ABC will be showing the British 
Channel 4 documentary,  The Great 
Global Warming Swindle. 
A three hour special feature is planned, 
including the screening  of  the  docu-
mentary itself, an interview with the pro-
ducer, Martin Durkin, debate between 
a panel of experts,  and  then debate 
involving the studio audience.

Don't miss this one!

As U.S. Vice President, Al Gore 
crusaded against poverty-stricken 
African nations producing their own, 
affordable anti-AIDS drugs. Like most 
high-level "Global Warmers", he is 
a "population control" freak, i.e. a 
genocidalist. 

(l.) Australia’s Nobel Prize winner, Sir Macfarlane Burnet, and Australian of 
the Year Tim Flannery (r.). Adherents of the “Global Warming” scam, Burnet 
and Flannery have both proposed mass population reduction, otherwise 
known as genocide.
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June 25 (LPAC)—New rev-
elations that Vice President 
Dick Cheney has been behind 
the now-failed effort to cov-
er up an $80-100 billion crim-
inal slush fund, run through 
the British arms cartel BAE 
Systems, adds new urgency 
to Lyndon LaRouche’s long-
standing demand that Vice 
President Dick Cheney be im-
peached or otherwise removed 
from office for high crimes and 
misdemeanors. 

 A late June 2007 four-
part Washington Post front-
page exposé of Vice President 
Cheney’s role in ripping up 
the U.S. Constitution in pur-
suit of an Executive Branch 
wartime dictatorship—echo-
ing LaRouche’s Jan. 3, 2001 
pre-9/11 warnings that Cheney 
would be the “Hermann Goer-
ing” of the Bush Administra-
tion and the architect of a fu-
ture “Reichstag fire” incident, 
aimed at establishing totalitar-
ian rule—further sets the stage 
for Cheney’s immediate oust-
er. Clearly, Cheney’s failure to 
bury the BAE scandal in both 
Britain and the United States, 
as LaRouche observed in his 
June 21, 2007 webcast, has an-
gered Cheney’s backers, and 
they may find themselves now 
in common cause with the vast 
majority of Americans who 
want him removed from office, 
albeit for different motives.

Cheney and the BAE Scandal
The LaRouche Political Ac-

tion Committee (LPAC) web-
site, www.larouchepac.com, 

has assembled a comprehen-
sive dossier on the unfolding 
BAE scandal, which already 
represents the “scandal of 
the century,” beyond even the 
9/11 story, which has more to 
do with BAE than most peo-
ple can imagine. LPAC, along 
with the investigative staff 
of Executive Intelligence Re-
view (EIR), the weekly maga-
zine and online journal found-
ed by LaRouche, will contin-
ue to provide the only com-
prehensive source of informa-
tion on the BAE scandal, as it 
fully unravels. To date, the in-
ternational media has been ei-
ther silent, or has avoided the 
most significant features of the 
BAE-centred off-budget crim-
inal enterprise.

The Essentials of the 
BAE Scandal—And Dick 

Cheney’s Role
The following is a brief sum-

mary of the BAE scandal. The 
full background and constant 
updates to this breaking story 
are featured on the LaRouche 
PAC website. 

In 1985, the Margaret 
Thatcher-led British gov-
ernment, signed a long-term 
agreement with the Saudi Ara-
bian monarchy, under which 
the British arms cartel, BAE 
Systems, provided fighter jets 
and other military equipment 
and services, in return for vast 
quantities of Saudi oil. The 
barter agreement, known as 
“Al-Yamamah” (the Arabic 
word for “the dove”) has re-
mained in force up to the pres-

ent day. Under Al-Yamamah, a 
tightly interlocking consortium 
of Anglo-Dutch and Anglo-
American cartels—including 
BAE, BP, Royal Dutch Shell, 

Lazard Bank, HSBC (formerly 
the British East India Compa-
ny’s Hong Kong and Shanghai 
Banking Corporation), and the 
Carlyle Group—has amassed 
an estimated $80-100 billion 
in off-budget, hidden funds, 
which have been utilised for 
covert operations and gun-run-
ning on a global scale—total-
ly outside the jurisdiction and 
oversight of any government. 
This massive offshore fund 
is at the centre of the power 
of the Anglo-Dutch financial 
oligarchy, which has promot-
ed globalisation and perpetual 
war for the last three decades 
and longer.

Under the Al-Yamamah 
agreements, which have been 

perpetuated by every British 
government, from Thatcher 
through John Major, to outgo-
ing “New Labour” Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair, Saudi Ara-

bia has provided 600,000 bar-
rels of crude oil to BAE every 
day since September 1985. Ac-
cording to the authorised biog-
raphy of Saudi Prince Bandar 
bin-Sultan, the architect of the 
Al-Yamamah deal on the Saudi 
side, and a long-suspected re-
cruit of Britain’s MI6, working 
through BP and Royal Dutch 
Shell, BAE has sold this oil 
on the international retail mar-
kets. According to BP’s own 
data base on world oil prices, 

the value of the cumulative oil 
sales, in current U.S. dollars, is 
an estimated $160 billion. The 
military equipment and servic-
es provided to Saudi Arabia in 
return for the oil, over the past 
22 years of Al-Yamamah, is 
estimated at $40 billion—be-
fore the prices were boosted 
by a reported 30-40 percent, to 
provide for “commissions” and 
other payoffs, including $2 bil-
lion to Prince Bandar.

The question to be raised: 
What happened to the rest of 
the money? Evidence suggests 
that tens of billions of dollars 
went to the black market pu-
chase of weapons, to fuel wars 
from Afghanistan, to Africa, 
to Central America. Bandar’s 
biographer William Simp-
son described it as “a back-
door method of covertly buy-
ing U.S. arms ... military pur-
chases that would not be visi-
ble to Congress.”

Cheney’s Bungled Coverup
In November 2006, Prince 

Bandar, the former Saudi Am-
bassador to the United States, 
now back in Riyadh as the na-
tional security advisor to King 
Abdullah, orchestrated a secret 
visit to the Kingdom by Vice 
President Dick Cheney. The 
primary topic was Cheney’s 
promotion of an American mil-

itary strike against Iran, and a 
larger Sunni versus Shi’ite per-
petual war confrontation with-
in the Muslim world. But the 
other issue on the table was 
the BAE scandal, which was 
again grabbing media atten-
tion in Great Britain and was 
the subject of an ongoing probe 
by the U.K. Serious Fraud Of-
fice (SFO). Cheney vowed 
to shut down the probe and 
bury any further interference 
in the Al-Yamamah deal, ac-
cording to two subsequent re-
ports in the U.S. media. With-
in weeks of the Cheney meet-
ings in Riyadh, Prime Minister 
Blair and his Attorney Gener-
al, Lord Goldsmith, announced 
the shutdown of the Al-Yama-
mah probe for “national secu-
rity” reasons.

However, this time, Cheney’s 
strongarm tactics backfired, 
and an international furor was 
ignited by the British coverup, 
triggering new investigations 
by the OECD, the Swiss gov-
ernment, the Hungarian gov-
ernment, and even the U.S. 
Department of Justice. In that 
context, the EIR revelations 
about the “scandal of the cen-
tury” have delivered a further 
shock to the system, and have 
created the conditions where 
Cheney’s impeachment grows 
more likely by the day.  

Scandal of the Century Rocks British Crown,  
City of London, Cheney Implicated

Between April 1998 and 
May 2002, between 

$51,000 and $73,000 in 
checks and cashier checks 
were provided by the Sau-
di Ambassador to the Unit-
ed States and his wife to two 
families in southern Califor-
nia, who in turn bankrolled at 
least two of the 9/11 hijack-
ers.  The story was investi-
gated by the 9/11 Commis-
sion but never fully resolved, 
and remains, to this day, one 
of the key unanswered ques-
tions concerning the backing 
for the worst terrorist attack 
to ever occur on U.S. soil.

According to numerous 
news accounts and the re-
cords of the 9/11 Commis-
sion, in April 1998, a Saudi 
national named Osama Bas-
nan wrote to the Saudi Em-
bassy in Washington, D.C. 
seeking help for his wife, who 
needed surgery for a thyroid 
condition. Prince Bandar bin-
Sultan, the Saudi Ambassa-
dor, wrote a check for $15,000 
to Basnan. Beginning in De-
cember 1999, Princess Hai-

fa, the wife of Prince Bandar, 
began sending regular month-
ly cashier checks to Bas-
nan’s wife, in amounts rang-
ing from $2,000 to $3,500.  
Many of these checks were 
in turn signed over to the wife 
of Omar al-Bayoumi, anoth-
er Saudi living in the San Di-
ego area.

Around New Year’s 2000, 
two other Saudi nationals, 
Nawaf Alhazmi and Kha-
lid Almihdhar arrived at Los 
Angeles International Air-
port, where they were greet-
ed by al-Bayoumi, provided 
with cash, and outfitted with 
an apartment, Social Securi-
ty ID cards and other finan-
cial assistance.  Al-Bayoumi 
helped the two Saudi men to 
enroll in flight schools in Flor-
ida.  Al-Bayoumi and Basnan 
were both suspected of work-
ing for Saudi Arabia’s foreign 
intelligence agency. In addi-
tion to the money Al-Bayou-
mi passed on to Alhazmi and 
Almihdhar, they were also 
befriended by Basnan, and 
at  one point the Basnans, the 

al-Bayoumis, and Alhazmi 
and Almidhar all lived at the 
Parkwood Apartments in San 
Diego. According to U.S. in-
telligence, the latter two were 
identified as among the hi-
jackers of the American Air-
lines Flight 77 which crashed 
into the Pentagon. 

Both Prince Bandar and 
Princess Haifa denied they 
played any role in financ-
ing the 9/11 hijackers, and 
claimed they were merely 
providing charitable assis-
tance to the Saudi communi-
ty in the United States.  How-
ever, the two co-chairs of the 
Senate Intelligence Commit-
tee at the time, Robert Gra-
ham (D-Fla.) and Richard 
Shelby (R-Ala.), accused the 
FBI of failing to fully pur-
sue this “9/11 money trail.’’  
Sources told EIR that the FBI 
refused to allow the commit-
tee to interview the FBI in-
vestigators who had probed 
the Basnan and al-Bayou-
mi links.

— Jeffrey Steinberg 

Prince Bandar and 9/11

During a June 4-6 visit to Rome, Lyndon La-
Rouche (l.) gave official testimony to the 

Defense Committee of the Italian Senate, and 
was featured as one of three speakers in a fo-
rum with former Finance Minister and current 
Vice Chairman of the Italian Chamber of Dep-
uties, Giulio Tremonti (c.), and Italy’s Depu-

ty Finance Minister Alfonso Gianni (r.), on the 
subject, “The Future of the Economy: Market 
Radicalism or New Deal?”. Italy’s Chamber of 
Deputies has twice passed LaRouche-inspired 
legislation for a New Bretton Woods interna-
tional monetary system to replace the present, 
disastrous system of globalisation.

Following LaRouche’s 
June 21 Webcast, the first 

questioner asked, given the in-
tense factional fight over the 
BAE in Great Britain, “why 
is it not reflected in the press 
in the U.S.?”

LaRouche:  I think that 
the relevant scoundrels in the 
British Isles will probably do 
something horrible to Dick 
Cheney, not because they 
don’t like what he was trying 
to do, but because he failed 
to do it. The very question is 
a very significant question. 
Here you have exposure of 
the fact that the long-standing 
ambassador from Saudi Ara-
bia to the United States, was 
a key figure in taking graft to 
the tune of about $2 billion, 
among other things, princi-
pally while an ambassador. 
And that he was also a Brit-
ish agent, functioning un-
der the mask of being some-
thing else. So, the question is 
why and how was the secret 
kept? There was no real se-
cret about this! You see, this 
has been known. 

Let me be very blunt with-
out saying too much. This is 
the question, as I indicated 
today, which has been on my 
mind, and the mind of a great 
many other people, since be-
fore 9/11. As I said earlier 
today, this was the question 
in my mind when I made a 
public statement, a broad-
cast statement from here in 
the United States, prior to the 
actual inauguration of George 
W. Bush in 2001, that the 
economic situation, the pat-
tern of the economic situa-
tion is such, that we must ex-
pect within the reasonably 
near future, that someone 

will try to do to the United 
States, what Hermann Goer-
ing did to make Hitler a dic-
tator in Germany. And I saw 
that happen on September 11, 
2001. I saw it. That is not only 
my thought. That has been the 
thought of many people.

How was it done to us? It 
was known, for example, that 
most of the dead bodies that 
showed up, as of evidentia-
ry significance, in the wake 
of 9/11, were of Saudi or re-
lated provenance. Somebody 
set that operation up! Now, 
al-Qaeda? Does that help us? 
No, it doesn’t. Al-Qaeda was 
an asset. Again, Osama bin 
Laden’s a Saudi. He was an 
asset of George H.W. Bush 
and the British, in the oper-
ations in organising the Af-
ghanistan war of the 1980s. 
Osama bin-Laden is a key 
figure, who was recruited by 
these guys, out of the Saudis, 
to lead that operation. Al-Qa-
eda is a product of that opera-
tion! It’s an operation which 
was British-American spon-
sored, and Saudi-sponsored. 
The dead bodies which were 
draped upon the doorsteps, 
as evidence in the wake of 
the bombing of 9/11, were 
largely of this provenance. 
And the question has been in 
the mind of everyone, since 
that time, knowing how this 
thing works. Wow! What’s 
the evidence? Well, you’ve 
got ten prisoners dead. It’s 
hard to get ‘em to talk after 
they’re dead!

So that’s what the issue is 
here. The issue is that, there-
fore, don’t you think that 
there has not been a big effort 
to put a lid on a story as big as 
this has been, inside the U.S. 

press? Do you think that this 
story was not available, and 
it’s significance was not ap-
parent—at least to some de-
gree—to every leading press 
in the United States—-televi-
sion, print? Why didn’t they 
report it? It happened! And 
did this not involve money? 
Does not everyone know, 
that to run an operation like 
9/11 was run, it takes many 
billions of dollars. It takes 
complicity of a government, 
or one or two governments? 
That this is a coup, an at-
tempted coup d’etat, in the 
same way that Hermann Go-
ering set fire to the Reichstag 
in order to make Hitler a dic-
tator? Wasn’t there an effort 
on the evening of September 
11th, in the evening discus-
sions, to ram through legis-
lation, or ram through orders, 
which would establish a dic-
tatorship in the United States, 
that didn’t quite succeed, al-
most succeeded but not quite? 
And, have we not been run 
and dominated by this ever 
since then, by the appara-
tus which was put into effect 
on the pretext of 9/11? Don’t 
you think that everybody 
who is cognizant in the Unit-
ed States at every position 
of power, has not had these 
thoughts, repeatedly, persis-
tently, over these intervening 
years? Do you not think that 
everybody who saw the evi-
dence as it’s come out now, 
who is in an appropriate po-
sition of power to understand 
how these things are done, 
has not had these thoughts? 
Do you not think that they 
were terrified, to death prac-
tically, of being involved in 
exposing this? …

LaRouche on 9/11

The Nazis burned the Reichstag (parliament) in early �933 and blamed it on 
“communist terrorism”, creating a panic so that Hitler could become dictator. The 
BAE apparatus orchestrated 9/�� to try to establish a police state in the U.S., 
and in other countries, including Australia. 
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work at all. And they all went 
bankrupt.

And President Clinton and 
his Secretary of Treasury col-
laborated with others to orga-
nise a bailout, to postpone the 
inevitable collapse of the en-
tire world system, which was 
implicit in what happened in 
September-October of 1998. 
We have never paid the bill for 
that bailout. We have been bail-
ing things out more and more 
ever since. And we now have 
reached the point, the system 
is about to collapse.

And the BAE collapse is not 
the cause of the problem; it is a 
symptom of the problem more 
and more, under a system which 
was established, a change in 
the system established with the 
election of a non-person as a 
President, George W. Bush, Jr., 
under his chimpanzee keep-
er, the Vice President, that the 
world was being run, more and 
more by what is behind the 
BAE. The BAE is actually bet-
ter known as the British Empire. 
Some people call it the “Brut-
ish Empire.”

Now, not all the people in 
England are guilty of this. Many 
of them, even who are Brits 
or who believe in the imperi-
al system or the British Empire 
or whatever, think that what is 
being done now by BAE is in-
sane. They think that other 
things are insane: They know 
that the idea of global warm-
ing is a hoax—they know that. 
They know it’s totally unscien-
tific, and could not be sold to a 
society in which science was 
still known as a subject for most 
people of that generation. And 
therefore, not because they are 
anti-British, but because they 
know that the system which is 
being run by the Blair govern-
ment and its associates in the 
British system, being run by 
Blair’s friend Cheney, and oth-
ers, that this system is clinical-
ly insane. And therefore, they 
object to it. And they raised ob-
jections to it, which are regis-
tered in places like the London 
Guardian, called Guardian Un-
limited these days, and the Brit-
ish BBC, and other locations.

There was virtual silence on 
the subject of this, at least to 
its substance, inside the United 

States itself. It was only in the 
past three days, that there has 
been any appearance in the ma-
jor English-speaking American 
press, of anything—even hint-
ing at what has been the ongo-
ing reality of this Bush Admin-
istration, since before the Pres-
ident was sworn in, in 2001. 
The world has been living un-
der a system, which is the 9/11 
system, which already exist-
ed, as I warned at the begin-
ning of 2001, before President 
George W. Bush was inaugu-
rated for the first time in Janu-
ary of 2001. Where I said: The 
world system has reached the 
point, that an onrushing col-
lapse of the system is now in 
process. We cannot determine 
exactly when or how this will 
occur, but we know the follow-
ing two things: Number 1, we 
know that this President and this 
Presidency cannot deal with this 
crisis. Therefore, we must ex-
pect that the entire world will 
be subjected to the kind of thing 
we experienced in February of 
1933, when Hermann Göering, 
the man behind the throne, the 
sort of Dick Cheney of the Hit-
ler administration, orchestrated 
the burning of the Reichstag as 
a terrorist event. And this terror-
ist event was used on that night, 
or the following day, to install 
Hitler with dictatorial powers, 
which Hitler never lost, until 
the day he died!

And I said then, the danger is 
that something like this will oc-
cur, under present trends in the 
United States, and it did occur: 
And it was called 9/11.

Now, without going into the 
details of what we know and 
what we don’t know about 
how 9/11 was orchestrated, we 
know that the only means by 
which this kind of thing is or-
chestrated, is found in one lo-
cation: in a financial complex 
which is centred in the identi-
ty of the BAE. Now, that’s the 
mystery of 9/11. How it was 
done, the mechanics, that’s ir-
relevant. We’ll find out. And 
everybody in and around gov-
ernment who understands these 
matters, knows that! And that’s 
where the heat is here.

We’ve come to the point, that 
we have an entire system col-
lapsing. That system, at this 
point, because of the complicity 
of the present U.S. government, 

and the complicity of the 
leadership of the Demo-
cratic Party, as well as the 
Republican Party, because 
of this, we are living un-
der a one-world system, 
called generically “glo-
balisation.” It’s a prepa-
ration for the New Tow-
er of Babel, under which 
there are no nations, and 
in which languages begin 
to become babble.

Under this system, what 
controls it? It’s called 
“globalisation”; it’s called 
the “global warming cri-

sis”; it’s called these various 
kinds of things, referring to 
these things. It’s a one-world 
system! It is not consolidated, 
but every obstacle to this one-
world system is crumbling. Ev-
ery government of Europe—
and you will see soon in France, 
that this is also true, there—ev-
ery government in Central and 
Western Europe is today ungov-
ernable. They may or may not be 
called, at the present time, “failed 
states.” But they are at the brink 
of being failed states, which can 
no longer govern themselves. 
They are in the process in Eu-
rope, of surrendering, from the 
Russian and Belarus border 
westward, they’re surrendering 
their powers of government, to 
international agencies and supra-
national agencies.  …

We Live Under  
a Dictatorship

Now, there are other charac-
teristics of this world. We have 
entered into a period of gener-
alised warfare. Now, this did 
not start now. What we’re see-
ing now is the culmination of a 
process which has been going 
on, actually since the time that 
Kennedy was shot. Since the 
time that Kennedy was shot, 
there’s been a change in world 
politics, a change in direction 
in world politics, which was 
signaled soon by the launching 
by the U.S. War in Indo-China. 
And that led into what became 
1968, which was the 
general breakup of the 
Democratic Party, and 
you had a new kind of 
government under par-
ties since then.

The lower 80% of 
the U.S. population, the 
adult population, which 
had had a dominant in-
fluence under Roos-
evelt, and continued to 
have a strong influence in the 
United States until that point, 
began to lose its power. The 
upper 20% of family-income 
brackets are the ones who con-
trol politics today. And the up-
per 20% that control politics 
today, are controlled by an up-
per 3% that control the greatest 
concentration of money we’ve 
ever seen percentile-wise in 
world history.

We live under a dictatorship, 
in which the lower 80%, the 
conditions of life, in our own 
country, are of that nature. And 
the Democratic Party reflects 
that. It no longer responds to 
its own political base. The Re-
publican Party is, in a sense, 
breaking up. Because they can 
not accept the Bush Adminis-
tration and what it represents. 
And it’s looking for a new des-
tiny, either in one of several di-
rections, and there may be an 
upheaval. You have candidates, 
including Presidential candi-
dates in the Democratic Party 
for whom I have personal re-
spect as individuals, intellec-
tually. But their performance 
as candidates, so far, is no less 
than disgusting! Especially giv-
en the real conditions.

You have a majority of the 
Democratic Party base which is 
calling for the impeachment of 
Cheney—suddenly. They want 
a sudden impeachment, not a 
long process. And that could 
be arranged for them. You could 
walk to Cheney with the right 
message, and you say, “Dear 
Dick...” And he would go out 
with a sour face the next morn-
ing and say, “I’ve decided my 
potato patch is being neglected. 
I’ve got to resign and get back 

there and take care of those po-
tatoes!” That’s the way a corpo-
rate president usually goes out 
suddenly, you know. He’s sud-
denly got an urge to get back 
to the potato patch. And they 
let him do that... and every-
body knew he’d been fired. So, 
a message that he could not re-
fuse would be given to Cheney. 
He would not be impeached, he 
wouldn’t have to be impeached, 
he’d resign. And that could be 
orchestrated, if you wished to 
do that.

If the Democratic Party had 
the guts!

But the Democratic Par-
ty can’t function, why? Look 
at all the money that is being 
spent on the Democratic candi-
dates? Whose money is it? It’s 
your money, they don’t have. 
It’s fake money! It’s hedge fund 
money. It’s borrowing against 
banks and other institutions, 
now to create a mass of cred-
it, which is fake credit, it’s a 
promissory note, to go out in the 
world, and say, “We’re going 
to buy this, and we’re going to 
buy that. We’re taking over your 
corporation!” Why? “We’re go-
ing to buy your stockholders. 
And therefore you can’t pre-
vent us from taking over your 
stockholders. We have a mass 
of money that says, we can buy 
your stockholders. Therefore, 
we own your corporation: Turn 
it over, buddy! Turn it over, bud-
dy!” They don’t have real assets 

there! These are fake, inflated 
assets—largely artificial. And 
they move in, as these hedge 
funds, and they take over.

Well, what’s the centre of 
this thing? The centre of this is 
the Cayman Islands, the Brit-
ish monarchy’s Cayman Is-
lands and similar locations run 
by the same organisation, the 
British Empire, in its modern 
form, which is expressed by 
BAE. And a few hundred bil-
lion dollars, which are associ-
ated with BAE-related opera-
tions, now become multiplied 
by these kinds of markets into 
a gigantic fund, which controls 
in financing many of the op-
erations which are controlled. 
And look at the contributions 
to the Democratic Party can-
didates, and Republican can-
didates, for President! Look at 
the composition of the funding 
for these candidacies! Look at 
the funding of the Democratic 
National Committee, the cam-
paign committee: Who’s doing 
it? George Soros? Well, he’s 
one thing. Nazi Felix Rohatyn, 
that’s another thing. He’s nom-
inally a Democrat. He’s a Pi-
nochet Democrat! He’s the guy 
who headed up a financial in-
stitution which was the back-
ing of Pinochet’s taking over 
and setting up a dictatorship in 
Chile. And Pinochet was an in-
tegral part of BAE, and the op-
eration. He was also part of a 
death squad operation which 
ran across the Southern Cone 
of South America, and these 
kinds of things.

So, we’re in this kind of pe-
riod. Now, this didn’t start re-
cently. But we’re seeing now, 
this culmination of a concentra-

tion of power under the Bush-
Cheney Administration, a con-
centration of power under the 
leadership and control of the 
powers that control the British 
Empire. That’s the situation. 
This empire, this gambling sys-
tem, is now in a process of col-
lapsing. It’s at the verge of col-
lapse. It is therefore moving, to 
take total world power. Because 
if you take total world power, 
then nobody can say otherwise. 
And your problems are solved: 
You decide what money is and 
what isn’t, because you have a 
world dictatorship.

They don’t yet have a world 
dictatorship. And therefore, we, 
as citizens of the United States 
and other nations, have to act and 

say, “We’re not going to 
let you have that pow-
er! We’re going to stop 
you, now!”

And history inter-
venes at times, to pres-
ent us with the oppor-
tunity to do this, the oc-
casion to do this. That 
time is now. And that’s 
what my subject is to-
day. …

The Difference Between 
Man and Monkey

You know, people are not as 
smart as they think they are. 
Human beings have great pow-
ers of intelligence that no oth-
er living creature has. They cre-
ate science, they create the mas-
tery of the universe, they create 
the changes in culture, which 
raise the conditions of life of 
mankind. But sometimes, they 
behave like silly 
children. And the 
more adults, and 
the more adul-
terated they be-
come... [video clip 
of chimpanzees] 
the more “perfect” 
their childishness 
becomes!

Now, what form 
does this take? We 
have a basement 
operation [of the 
LaRouche Youth 
Movement] out there, nearby, 
and people have been going 
through in groups of five, six, or 
seven, at a crack, in reliving the 
experience of making the fun-
damental discoveries, a linked 
series of fundamental discover-
ies which embrace the entirety 
of scientific progress of Euro-
pean civilisation, from the time 
of the ancient Pythagoreans, 
about the time of the 7th Centu-
ry B.C., up to the present time; 
or up to a recent time, when we 
still practised science. And so, 
we have young people going 
through, step by step, of work-
ing through, experiencing—not 
being taught, to pass an exam-
ination on this subject or that 
subject—but going through the 

process of making discoveries 
themselves, which are a replica-
tion of the experience of earlier 
scientists, and making the dis-
coveries on which the scientif-
ic achievements of European ci-
vilisation, globally, has depend-
ed. From the time of the Pythag-
oreans, from the time of Solon 
of Athens, the time of Thales, 
up to recent times. The achieve-
ments of progress of European 
civilisation, with fits and starts 
all along the way. Especially 
those of modern civilisation.

Now, therefore, in dealing 
with the difference between 
man and the monkey, as the 
core of what I’m talking about 
today: that we have to get be-
yond the assumption that what 
we have experienced, and what 
has become generally accept-
ed opinion, so-called “self-evi-
dent rules of behaviour,” of the 
recent generation, or the re-
cent one or two generations, 
the idea that this “self-evident 
knowledge,” which is taken as 
self-evident, as common sense 
among most people in soci-
ety, this is nonsense. But peo-
ple believe in it. And they be-
lieve that there’s no possibili-
ty of a course of action, which 
could occur, which would be 
accepted, would be allowed to 
occur, outside the framework of 
so-called “self-evident truths.” 
Which generally break down 
to “generally accepted current 
popular opinion.”

So therefore, when you pres-
ent them with evidence, that the 
present system itself, the system 
to which they are accustomed, 

is in a process of self-destruc-
tion and collapse, they say, “Ah! 
You’re silly! You must be some 
kind of a nut—what’s this?” 
They will say, “Everybody 
knows you’re wrong!”

But it’s the system that’s 
wrong! And what everybody 
knows, is what’s stupid!

But! As long as people be-
lieve that popular opinion, or 
what passes for popular opin-
ion, among the most recent 
couple of generations, what 
they get from the textbooks, 
what they get from the so-
called authorities, what they 
hear from, you know, “people 
in the know”—that this is the 
boundary condition which de-
termines what is “acceptable 

LAROUCHE’S  WEBCAST

BAE: The World’s Biggest Loose End

“Now, without going into the details 
of what we know and what we don’t 
know about how 9/11 was orchestrat-
ed, we know that the only means by 
which this kind of thing is orchestrated, 
is found in one location: in a financial 
complex which is centred in the iden-
tity of the BAE. Now, that’s the mys-
tery of 9/11.” 

Cheney is the organ grinder, and Bush (above) is 
his monkey. 

Most of the world’s 9,000 hedge funds are registered in Her Majesty’s super-
secretive Cayman Islands.  

Lyndon LaRouche delivering his webcast address on June 2�, 2007.
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behaviour,” by the individual 
or by the group in society, and 
therefore, people limit their 
choices of action to what they 
believe are acceptable premis-
es of action. They don’t ques-
tion the premises themselves, 
just the same way that foolish 
people in school accept Euclid-
ean geometry as being science, 
or Cartesian mechanistic fore-
casting as science.

So, until this kind of assump-
tion is called into question, you 
do not say publicly, in the man-
ner I’m speaking now, that “the 
system is coming down!” Be-
cause now the time has come, 
you have to accept the fact—if 
you’re sane—that the system is 
coming down. And one by one, 
like tenpins in a bowling alley, 
Senators and others, who two 
weeks ago would have reject-
ed what I was saying now, will 
shudder, and say, “I’m afraid he 
might be right!”

The time has come: The sys-
tem must change. It is not with-
in the framework of these so-
called current traditions, or cur-
rent public opinion, that man-
kind has a future. We’re on the 
verge of a global dark age.

The “Military-Industrial 
Complex”

Now, the signs of this, have 
been coming at us for a long 
time. Look at the area of South-
west Asia, and some other plac-
es, and look at what we call 
“prolonged warfare.”

All right: Kennedy was killed. 
He was killed for a reason. It 
was not by a lone assassin—
it may have been a loan shark, 
but not a lone assassin. He was 
killed to get him out of the way. 
Because, what Eisenhower had 
identified as the “military-in-

dustrial complex,” in his out-
going address as President of 
the United States, is the pro-
cess, which is the same process 
which we identify in the press 
today as the BAE phenome-
non. It’s a process that actual-
ly came into being under Hit-
ler, and Mussolini. Which was 
stopped by the intervention of 
Roosevelt.

On the day Roosevelt died, 
or a few days later, when Tru-
man discovered that we had nu-

clear weapons, and decided to 
drop these nuclear weapons on 
the civilian populations of two 
cities, of a defeated Japan, be-
fore allowing the surrender to 
occur, we had entered a new 
age, to which Dwight Eisen-
hower, as outgoing President, 
referred to as the “military-in-
dustrial complex.”

The military-industrial com-
plex came out of a division in 
Anglo-American policy dur-
ing and after the war. Remem-
ber, that Hitler was put into 
power like Mussolini, large-
ly from Britain and the Unit-
ed States. For example, Averell 
Harriman, from Brown Broth-
ers Harriman, together with the 
head of the Bank of England at 
that time, was responsible for 
the sponsorship of making Hit-
ler a dictator of Germany. When 
Roosevelt became President, 
over a period of time, Roosevelt 
induced the British to finally 
give up this idea of back-
ing a Mussolini and Hitler. 
The financial establish-
ment of Wall Street in that 
period, was behind Hit-
ler, as they had been be-
hind Mussolini, and their 
intentions were exactly in 
that direction.

Their intentions were 
the same thing as global warm-
ing today: It was called then, 
“eugenics.” Get rid of the ex-
cessive people, particularly 
the ones whose skin colour 
you didn’t like. They weren’t 
bleached enough. Eugenics: It 
was a program of murder. This 
was the program on which the 
Nazi party was founded, was 
eugenics—which is the same 
thing as global warming, to-
day, exactly the same ideology, 
rewarmed with a new name, but 
with the same intention.

So, these guys put Musso-
lini into power; they put Hit-
ler into power. They intended 
to establish a world dictator-
ship, in which the United States 
would destroy itself as a pow-
er—because we were a power, 
then—and in which they could 
run the world, as a one-world 
power. Which has always been 
the intention, since 1763, since 
the British Empire actually was 
created by the Treaty of Paris, 
in February 1763. By the Brit-
ish East India Company.

And what you’re seeing to-
day, with BAE, you’re seeing a 
corporate structure like the oc-
cupation of India, by the Brit-
ish Empire, which was done by 
a private company!—the Brit-
ish East India Company. Chi-
na was destroyed, by what? By 
the British East India Company, 
with the opium trade and sim-
ilar kinds of things. The world 
was controlled by this financial 
octopus, this new Venetian em-
pire. And that has run things.

The United States has 
emerged as the only signifi-
cant challenger to this issue of 
empire, since 1763. That was 
the division. In 1763, the word 
came down about the Treaty of 
Paris. And the ranks of the lead-

ing circles in North America 
were divided: One group, the 
patriotic group, gathered around 
Benjamin Franklin, this group 
created the American Revolu-
tion, and the American System, 
whose roots had already been 
developed inside the Americas 
before then. And we had a char-
acter, an anti-oligarchical char-
acter, which was different than 
that of Europe.

And the other faction, which 
is still the so-called Wall Street 
faction and similar types today, 
were the people who joined 
with the British East India 
Company against Franklin and 
company. And their goal has 
always been to reabsorb North 
America into the British System 
as a part of the English-speak-
ing system. That’s been their 
purpose. And they’ve worked 
from inside the United States to 
destroy those aspects of our sys-
tem, which are embedded in our 
Constitution and Declaration of 
Independence.

Other parts of the world have 
had importance, and do have 
importance. But it’s the chal-
lenge between two English-
speaking societies, that of the 
United States as the model re-
public, and that of the British 
Empire, as the opposition, the 
Anglo-Dutch Liberal opposi-
tion: That has been the dom-
inant feature of all the ma-
jor wars on this planet, since 
that time.

So, we now come to a point, 
that the British Empire in that 
form, has consolidated itself to 
the point, that it will either fall, 
now, in this form, or in its at-

tempt to impose an empire, or the 
whole planet will go into a dark 
age: That’s where we stand.

So, now the time for change 
is obvious. Now, remember how 
this thing [BAE scandal] hap-
pened: For weeks, there was no 
whisper of this issue, inside the 
press of the United States, the 
leading press; among the poli-
ticians, members of the Senate 
had no idea that such a thing 
was going on—but it had been 
going on! It was going on! It 
was the secret behind the Viet-
nam War. It was the secret be-
hind the great war in Southwest 
Asia, between Iraq and Iran, 
during the 1980s. It was the 
first U.S. Iraq War. It was the 
Afghanistan occupation, con-
tinuing. It is the new Iraq War. 
It is the spread of war through-
out all Southwest Asia. Hmm? 
It’s all a struggle for the Brit-
ish Empire! And the struggle 
to corrupt the United States, 
and destroy it.

Now, what happened? In the 
history of the United States, 
when Abraham Lincoln led a 
fight to defeat the British Con-
federacy—and the Confeder-
acy was nothing but a tool of 
the British East India Compa-
ny interests—when we won 
that war, we established in the 
United States, a scheme which 
had been defined by John Quin-
cy Adams when he had been 
Secretary of State: to define 
the United States as a conti-
nental nation, from Atlantic to 
Pacific, with northern borders, 
Canada, and southern borders, 
Mexico. That had been our in-
tention. When Lincoln led the 
victory over the British and 
French, in the freeing of the 
United States, and of Mexico, 
from this oppression, the Unit-

ed States emerged with a wave 
of immigration from Europe, 
with a transcontinental railway 
system and other developments. 
We emerged as a power which 
could no longer be destroyed by 
invasion of foreign forces.

We also emerged over the pe-
riod 1865-1877, as a leading in-
fluence for reform throughout 
Eurasia. We had, 1877, Japan: 
an economic reform, organised 
from the United States. Russia, 
same period, organised from 
the United States, under Men-
deleyev’s leadership. Germa-
ny, under Bismarck, 1877-1879, 
the Bismarck reforms, under the 
influence of the United States, 

directly, and Hen-
ry C. Carey in par-
ticular. And similar 
things in other parts 
of the world. We be-
came a challenge, 
not as a threat to es-
tablish an American 
empire. We became 
a challenge, because 

we were promoting, in Asia and 
other parts of the world, the de-
velopment of sovereign nation-
state republics, which would 
use the advantages of our expe-
rience, for their own, indepen-
dent development, and cooper-
ation, and mutual defense.

To defeat this, the British Em-
pire organised two World Wars, 
starting with the Sino-Japanese 
War of 1894-95. And the con-
tinuous war of the British Em-
pire through its toady, Japan, 
between 1895 and 1945, was 
a continuous part of this pro-
cess. The destruction of China, 
which threatened to become a 
great power, was one of the pur-
poses of this operation.

So there had been a global 
struggle: We had one world war; 
we had a second world war, for 
this purpose! We went through 
a so-called Cold War, which in-
volved the same issue.

We now have come to the fi-
nal stage, of a threatened de-
struction of the world order, in 
order to create a New Tower of 
Babel, called “globalisation,” 
or “global warming,” under 
the leadership of these finan-
cier interests, which are impe-
rial in origin.

“No Old Men Among You”
Now, this issue, is one that 

the politicians, the poor foolish 
politicians who run our coun-
try, refuse to understand. They 
have no long memories! If you 
read Plato’s Republic and his Ti-
maeus, you recall his report of 
a visit with the Egyptian priest-
hood, who said to the Greeks, 
“You Greeks are intelligent, 
you’re fine. But you have no old 
men among you.” By which the 
Egyptians meant, “you had lost 
your identity in the processes 

of history which gave birth to 
you.” We, in the United States 
represent the outcome of the 
birth of European civilisation, a 
birth which was accomplished 
largely through the influence 
of Egypt, or certain forces in 
Egypt. This is where our sci-
ence came from, which was 
called among the Pythagoreans, 
it was called Sphaerics, which 
relates to physical astronomy. 
This is where our culture began, 
as typified by the case of Solon 
of Athens, with the first concep-
tion of a true nation-state, a na-
tion-state of the people. And our 
power has been, largely, that we 
have been, in the United States, 
in that conscious tradition.

The founders of the United 
States, the authors of our Dec-
laration of Independence, the 
authors of our Federal Consti-
tution, the leaders of the veter-
ans of the Revolutionary War, 
the Cincinnatus Society, all un-
derstood, that the root of our re-
public, lay in the precedence 
and lessons of Solon of Athens’ 
reforms. Those are the terms in 
which they spoke of it. We were 
an attempt to free mankind as a 
whole, not by conquering it, but 
from the inside, from a division 
of mankind into two classes, of 
rulers and animals, human ani-

mals, human cattle. Most peo-
ple in most parts of the world, 
in most societies have lived, 
not as human beings, but as hu-
man cattle. Under the ban from 
knowledge, as knowledge, as 
specified by the case of Zeus, 
Olympian Zeus, of the Pro-
metheus Bound story.

Now, the birth of European 
civilisation, with Athens, was a 
threat to the imperial forces of 
Eurasia. [Babylonian, Persian, 
etc. empires] And therefore, an 
operation was run, quite similar 
to an operation run against the 
people of the United States, at 
the end of World War II, which 
produced the Baby-Boomer 
generation—a brainwashing 
operation, mass brainwashing 
operation, called sophistry; or 
called, in the case of the post-
war generations of Europe and 
the United States, existential-
ism. This corruption denied the 
existence of universal physical 
principles, which were know-
able to the mind of the human 
individual. And said, “You don’t 
know anything. You only know 

LaRouche (with hands folded) was a fea-
tured guest at the recent Russian Acade-

my of Sciences 80th birthday celebration for 
the prominent Russian economist, Professor 
Stanislav Menshikov (l.). Menshikov intro-
duced LaRouche as his personal guest dur-
ing the May 15-16 events, and LaRouche’s 
vision of a great four-power alliance of the 
U.S., Russia, India and China for economic 
development, as opposed to Anglo-Ameri-
can plans for a “new Cold War” with Rus-

sia, shaped an impassioned discussion of the 
Earth’s next two to five decades among the 
Academicians, Russian economists, and spe-
cialists in international affairs present. La-
Rouche was also in demand for a series of 
newspaper, Internet, and television inter-
views, as in his May 15 interview with the 
popular Russian web portal km.ru. 

Coverage of these historic events may be 
found in the May 15 and June 1, 2007 issues 
of Executive Intelligence Review. 

“Eugenics: It was a program of mur-
der. This was the program on which 
the Nazi party was founded, was eu-
genics—which is the same thing as 
global warming, today, exactly the 
same ideology, rewarmed with a new 
name, but with the same intention”.

The Brown Brothers, Harriman bank 
of Averell W. Harriman (above), was 
the world's largest private bank when 
it financed the Nazis' rise to power. 
His mother, Mrs. E.H. Harriman, was 
the chief financier of the U.S. eugen-
ics lobby.

U.S. Presidents John F. Kennedy (�96�-63) and Dwight D. Eisenhower (�95�-
�959). In his final speech, Eisenhower, the general who oversaw D-Day, warned 
of a dangerous “military-industrial complex”, emanating from World War II. That 
complex assassinated Kennedy in November, �963, foiling his plans to stop the 
U.S. from going to war against Vietnam. 

In Aeschylus’ trilogy, the tyrant Zeus sentenced Prometheus to be chained and 
continually torn apart by an eagle, for giving mankind science and the arts. The 
financial oligarchy—and its “Global Warming” plot—is the Zeus of today.

For the Pythagoreans and Plato’s 
Academy, geometry was the physical 
geometry derived from the Egyptian 
science of Sphaerics-—astrophysics. 
To destroy their work, the fraudster Eu-
clid (above) claimed that all geometry 
derives from formalistic (i.e. nonexist-
ent) axioms and postulates.



Page 6   The New Citizen July/August 2007

what is generally accepted, or 
will be generally accepted. You 
know the consensus! You don’t 
know whether it’s true or not. 
You know you have to obey it, 
because it’s on top. And if you 
want to get ahead in this world, 
you have to submit to the con-
sensus.”

There is no question of cer-
tainty of knowledge, there’s 
no scientific certainty in it. So 
therefore, what happened? We 
had, in our country, at the time 
that Roosevelt died, we had chil-
dren who were what came to be 
called “the white-collar class,” 
from 1946 through about 1958. 
And these young children, who 
generally would orient toward 
the military-industrial complex 
types of people and that sort 
of thing, became the “Golden 
Generation” of the 1960s. They 
no longer believed in science. 
They no longer believed in truth. 
They believed in being accept-
ed. They believed in a consen-
sus: a white-collar consensus. 
They didn’t like working peo-
ple. They didn’t like farmers. 
They didn’t like science. They 
liked mathematics, but not sci-
ence, hmm? They liked to cal-
culate... you know. They didn’t 
like to earn money, they liked 
to grab it.

Anyway, so, they became a 
generation which exploded un-
der the influence, from Europe, 
of the existentialist condition-
ing. And they exploded in the 
middle of the 1960s, following 
the assassination of Kennedy, 
which was a blow of demoral-
isation to the American people 
at that time; and the following 
of the assassination of Kennedy 
with the launching of the Indo-
China War. This demoralised 
the American people. You saw 
the balls of rage rolling in the 
streets in 1968, in Europe and 
the Americas, and elsewhere.

So this generation, the white-
collar generation, which hat-
ed working people; they hated 
trade unionists, they hated blue-
collar people; they hated farm-
ers; they hated science. Now, 
that doesn’t mean all of them 
were against science, or all of 
them were against agriculture 
and industry. But! They under-
stood one thing: They had no 
principle. They had a principle 
of “going along to get along,” a 
principle of accepting the con-
sensus of their generation, their 
particular stratum.

And this became the Gold-
en Generation, which more and 
more, reshaped the country. … 
And bit by bit, they destroyed 
everything. They destroyed ag-
riculture, they destroyed our 
monetary system, on which our 
strength had depended. They 
destroyed the farmers, they de-

stroyed the industries, they de-
stroyed science. And they got 
more and more power, and more 
and more fantasy. …

We don’t have a scientific-in-
dustrial capability any more. We 
have a little bit of it, surviving 
in the military sector, of mili-
tary production, predominant-
ly. We’ve lost it. We’ve shipped 
our industries, our agriculture 
overseas. We’re destroying our 
farmers! We’re growing crops to 
make fuel!—not to feed people, 
in a world shortage of food.

The Face of the Enemy is 
Exposed

So, we’ve come to the point, 
the system doesn’t work! And 
the breakdown is now obvi-
ous. And the face of the enemy 
has exposed itself, in the BAE. 
And the exposure of the BAE, 
has come not from the Ameri-
cans, it has come, largely, from 
the ranks of the British. The 
same faction in Britain, which 
opposed the global warming 
swindle. It’s a complete fraud: 
There’s no scientific basis for 
global warming. It’s all a fraud, 
a hoax. But Baby-Boomers 
don’t know any better! They 
keep suckin’ on the bottle!

But, a group in England, in 
Britain, which recognises that 
the British Empire, itself, is 
sending itself to Hell, object-
ed to global warming, just as 
they objected to this operation, 
this Iraq War, and similar kinds 
of wars; just as they objected to 
this kind of financial operation, 
the BAE swindle.

So, a section in Britain, itself, 
through the BBC, through the 
Guardian, and through others, 
made this issue clear! And grad-
ually, this thing spread here.

We were on top of it, of 
course, from the beginning, be-
cause we knew it; we under-
stood it. But up until about three 
days ago, you could not find any 
large constituency for what I’m 
saying now about BAE, in the 
Congress of the United States 
or in any other part of the Unit-
ed States—you couldn’t find it. 
You had a pall of stupidity and 
ignorance, control the minds of 
the Senate, the House of Rep-
resentatives, and more. That 
doesn’t mean they’re not intel-
ligent people, but they believe 
in consensus. They believe in 
adapting to what they consider 
popular opinion. They believe 
in “going along to get along.” 
They believe that so-called 
“traditions,” confine what is al-
lowed and what is not allowed 
in society: that you have to work 
within the bounds of those lim-
itations.

And I say today, we’re go-
ing to now have to proceed: 
Having it been shown that the 

whole culture we have stinks 
and is doomed. It’s a sinking 
ship, and don’t try to get a bet-
ter stateroom on the Titanic sim-
ply because some people are 
leaving it.

Therefore, the question is, the 
question of what is human na-
ture? Why should we believe, 
that mankind, which has al-
lowed this swindle to dominate 
humanity for so many centu-
ries, that there’s something in 
mankind today, that would en-
able people who have made 
the biggest fools of themselves 
imaginable, would sudden-
ly become brilliant and make 
the right decision about the fu-
ture of mankind? I have to tell 
you: On this question, I’m an 
optimist. I believe in mankind. 
… And the question is, human 
nature: Is man an ape? [vid-
eo clip of chimps] Now, is that 
man? It could be Frederick En-
gels, but not man! George Bush 
would give you a good imita-
tion of that.

The Book of Genesis
All right. Now, we want to get 

to this question. The first ques-
tion, is this first question which 
we put on the board, now. You 
had a book which was written 
a long time ago, it’s called the 
Book of Genesis; it’s called the 
First Chapter of Genesis. Now, 
in it, there are three sentences, 
three verses, which I want to 
call your attention to, and pres-
ent these, not as some kind of arbi-
trary religious belief, of some He-
brews off there in the Sinai Desert 
(where they’re not allowed to func-
tion, today, or something). Anyway, 
but, actually, as an observation by 
knowledgeable people, presum-
ably Moses of Egypt, who, look-
ing at reality, are describing what 
they see as the reality of the circum-
stance in which they’re living. And 
they state: There are certain things 
we can see, and they sum up in 
these three verses. That mankind, 
as [Russian biogeochemist] Ver-
nadsky would agree, from a scien-
tific standpoint, mankind is not an 
ape, nor is mankind a form of ani-
mal life. We have a bodily form of 
animal life, but we also have pow-
ers, as thinking powers and creative 
powers, which no animal has.

These creative powers en-
dow us with a certain quality of 
potential immortality. In what 
sense? That, we are capable, 
as mankind, of discovering the 
lawful composition of our uni-
verse. We call these “universal 
physical principles” for exam-
ple: such as Kepler’s discov-
ery of the principle of universal 
gravitation, which he uniquely 
discovered, as a discovery.

And therefore, mankind, as 
having these powers, the pow-
er to discover universal physi-
cal principles, uses these pow-
ers to increase mankind’s pow-
er to exist in and over the uni-
verse, as no species of animal 
can. Every animal species has 
a potential relative population 
density, which is characteris-
tic of that species, which varies 
with the environment in which 
the species operates, but can not 
be willfully changed by a mem-
ber of the species. Mankind is 
capable, through the discov-
ery and realisation of universal 
physical principles, of changing 
the universe. And in these three 
verses from the closing portion 
of the chapter of Genesis, you 
have—just think, not of some-
one preaching a doctrine, or an 
arbitrary belief—but someone 
simply saying, “Here is what 
the truth is, about ourselves. 
Man and woman are distinct 
from all forms of animal life, 
in that they have these powers 
and responsibilities, in the uni-
verse, the power to change the 
universe for the better. We have 

a stewardship in the universe, 
that of mankind.”

And therefore, human life is 
immortal, in that sense. …

We all die. We all have hu-
man bodies, we die. The human 
body fails us, it quits on us. … 
So the point is, is that humani-
ty is essentially, potentially im-
mortal: Because, that which is 
part of us, as human beings, is 
not merely this physical animal 
part that we inhabit. It’s what we 
represent through such means as 
learning to re-experience dis-
coveries of principle, and car-
rying them on and on to future 
generations. To building a bet-
ter world, to building a better 
universe. To changing the uni-
verse, simply in the same way, 
that the writer of Genesis 1 de-
picts man’s function in the uni-
verse. Not simply saying he’s 
got some magical secret here: 
He’s describing the situation of 
man in the universe! Man and 
woman in the universe, exist to 
do what? They have a mission, 
they have a responsibility. This 
is our mission! We have to make 
the universe better: We are the 
servants of the Creator, in mak-
ing the universe better.

And how do we do that? By 

making discoveries which are 
called “principles of discov-
ery.” The principles themselves. 
And by mastering these princi-
ples, we increase man’s power 
to solve problems, and we live in 
those future generations, which 
take what we contribute. And 
it’s alive in them. The work of 
Plato, the work of Plato in par-
ticular, is alive in Cusa. Cusa is 
alive in Kepler. Similarly, Leib-
niz is alive in Cusa, and in Ke-
pler. Riemann is alive, in all of 
these people.

Those who have done the great 
works of mankind, who have 
passed on what their lives have 
contributed to human knowledge 
and human knowledge for prac-
tice, live on.

In former times, we had an 
approximation of this: People 
would just go by the Book of 
Genesis, for example, or some-
thing like that, and say: “What 
are we living for? We’re going 
to die. Well, we’re living for”—
like immigrants coming into the 
United States—we’re living for 
our children. We’re living for 
our grandchildren. We’re mak-
ing a society for our children, 
our grandchildren. We’re mak-
ing a better life for our children 
and grandchildren.”

And this goes on, not mere-
ly for two or three generations, 
which is typical in our expe-

rience. This goes on for thou-
sands of years! Look at the Great 
Pyramid at Giza. It was built, 
when? Somewhere about 2550 
B.C. Well, that’s a pretty long 
time ago, isn’t it? 4700 years 
ago. How many generations is 
that? What about the discover-
ies that preceded the possibility 
of the building of the Pyramid 
of Giza, in terms of the knowl-
edge expressed? What about the 
generations before? Aren’t they 
alive? Isn’t the effect of their liv-
ing, alive in us, today?

So therefore, we had a sense 
of immortality, in the sense that 
we were making the universe bet-
ter, for generations to come, and 
that we express our immortality 
in living on, in the benefits which 
we pass on to those who follow. 
This was our sense of identity, 
our sense of citizenship. …

This sense of immortality, this 
sense of the individual mind as a 
creative mind, different than the 
beast, different than the chim-
panzee, the sense of an obliga-
tion to do something with your 
life which is of benefit and re-
alised in future generations; to 
maintain that which has been ac-
complished, to keep it alive, and 
to build upon it: That’s what’s 

been missing in our society.
And the contrary is, implicitly 

the principle of slavery. The ene-
my of mankind has been a sense 
of slavery, the sense of slavery 
which you can read in the Pro-
metheus Bound of Aeschylus. 
Mankind is forbidden to know 
how to discover, or use, nucle-
ar fission power: fire. That turns 
man into a beast! The discovery 
of universal physical principles 
which improve man’s power in 
the universe, to solve problems 
in the universe, medical dis-
coveries, other kinds of discov-
eries—these are expressions of 
immortality. These are expres-
sions of citizenship. A citizen is 
not simply a member of a club! 
A citizen is a person who partic-
ipates in society, who’s an inte-
gral part of the society, who’s 
contributing to that society. And 
who anticipates benefits for fu-
ture generations. …

And so, we have lost that mo-
tive! We live on a planet—it’s 
not a question of how to make 
a better society—we live on a 
planet of over 6.5 billion peo-
ple. Many of these people are 
living in absolute misery. This is 
not acceptable to us. This may 
not be our country, but it’s not 
acceptable to us that they live 
in misery. We have to change 
the planet, we have to change 
the organisation of the planet, 

so that they no longer live in 
misery—they’re no longer com-
pelled to live in misery.

More important: We don’t 
want to merely help them, like 
do-gooders. We must empow-
er them to have a sense of their 
own immortality, their own im-
portance in their own society. 
Do you know how many people 
live and die, with no real sense 
of human worth? Or a sense of 
human worth denied to them 
as a form of expression? Does 
it not bother you, that a human 
being is not able to be a human 
being? To sense what it is to be 
a human being? Can you sleep 
easily at night, if someone in 
some other part of Asia or Af-
rica, does not have the right 
to a sense of a human life? Is 
that not a mission? Are there 
not many kinds of missions of 
that type, which inspire people 
to adopt these missions as pro-
fessions?

And that’s what we’ve lost. 
…

Now, that brings us to some 
concluding points: The key 
thing, of course, is, to recognise 
this is the problem. We’ve come 
to the point, we’ve been a soci-
ety of fools. We are travelers on 

a ship of fools, called Conven-
tion; called Conventional Be-
lief; called Our Way of Life. A 
ship of fools. Guys struggling to 
get a better stateroom on the Ti-
tanic, while it’s sinking.

And therefore, the key thing 
we have done, we have allowed 
our people to become degener-
ate, as you can see on almost 
any television. Or you can see 
it by Internet, if you want to. 
We’ve allowed that to hap-
pen. We’ve lost a sense of life. 
We’ve lost a sense of a purpose 
in life, which is not mortal, but 
a sense of that which is tran-
scendental. That that good we 
do, if it’s well conceived, lives 
on after us. And the purpose of 
life, is to ensure that that hap-
pens. And to ensure that others 
have the right to live that kind 
of life! And that’s what’s de-
nied. It’s denied by an existen-
tialist form of corruption, which 
has destroyed the United States 
from the inside.

Now! Since we are at the 
point that everything that peo-
ple thought they had, in this so-
ciety, is about to be taken away 
from them, by the circumstanc-
es typified by the BAE, you 
have an existential question: 
You want to die as a pig? Or 
live as a man?

And that’s what politics must 
be, today.  

A prime example of the degenerate culture which brainwashed the Baby Boomers. 

The Book of Genesis
[26] And God said, Let us make man in our 
image, after our likeness: and let them have 
dominion over the fish of the sea, and over 
the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and 
over all the earth, and over every creeping 
thing that creepeth upon the earth.

[27] So God created man in his own image, 
in the image of God created he him; male 
and female created he them.

[28] And God blessed them, and God said 
unto them, Be fruitful, and multiply, and 
replenish the earth, and subdue it: and 
have dominion over the fish of the sea, and 
over the fowl of the air, and over every living 
thing that moveth upon the earth.

A member of the LaRouche Youth Movement constructs a model of 
the solar system. 

The great pyramids of Egypt were astronomical laboratories.

Instead of rote memorisation, members of the LYM re-enact in their own minds, the discoveries of the greatest minds in 
history, including (l. to r.):  Plato, Nicholas of Cusa, Johannes Kepler, Gottfried Leibniz, and Bernhard Riemann.  
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Wynneal Inocentes Quincy O'Neal

By Rachel Affleck with con-
tributions by Kelly-ann Paull, 
and endorsed by the LYM Fed-
eral Election candidates.

 

The role of Lyndon H. La-
Rouche Jr. and the Interna-

tional LaRouche Youth Move-
ment in bringing down the 
Cheney/Bush Administration 
is imperative for the necessary 
steps to be taken to save man-
kind from the current economic 
and cultural collapse within the 
present, post-industrial system. 
The only thing that is going to 
save the world from a 14th Cen-
tury-style New Dark Age is a 
cooperative effort among four 
key nations:  The U.S., Rus-
sia, China and India. The role 
of these nations is to initiate a 
process which other nations will 
join to secure a New World Eco-
nomic Order in which Sover-
eign Nation States shall co-ex-
ist, each working for the bene-
fit of the other. 

The drumbeat globally for 
Cheney’s impeachment must 
be accompanied by a resumed 
sense of optimism. Ridding the 
U.S. of Dick as the American 
tool of the British Empire, will 
enable the U.S. to use its innate 
powers, laid out in the Pream-
ble to its Constitution and in 
the works of Alexander Hamil-
ton, to put the bankrupt finan-
cial system into government re-
ceivership, to protect the gen-
eral welfare. This type of par-
adigmatic shift in the identity 
of the American population, as 
was before mobilised under the 
leadership of President Franklin 
Roosevelt, would see great part-
ners in the nations of Russia, 
China and India, who, unlike 
their European counterparts, 

are responding to this crisis by 
calling for massive investment 
in co-operative development 
between their neighbours, in-
cluding investment in great in-
frastructure projects such as 
Russia’s proposal for the Ber-
ing Strait tunnel, which has the 
potential to become a global 
trade route through the Ameri-
cas, across Eurasia and eventu-
ally down to Africa. 

Within this Four Power al-
liance, Australia has a mis-
sion, if the people of Austra-
lia choose to accept it:  Austra-
lia can play a key role in devel-
oping the regions to the north 
of our great land that are suf-
fering from a 70-80% poverty 
rate. LaRouche’s Four Power 
bloc weaves the threads for an 
intricate tapestry of global de-
velopment of sovereign nation 
states. These four nations can-
not develop alone in this world 
of many cultures, but will an-
chor and also depend upon the 
survival and development of 
the nations of Asia and Afri-
ca. Australia can play a crucial 
role in Asia, in particular, if we 
mobilise our vast land and re-
sources to mass produce the 
food and raw materials which 
Asian nations urgently require, 
along with clean water. For this 
we must revitalise our own col-
lapsed agro-industrial base. Our 
responsibility to our northern 
neighbours is implicit in our ex-
istence; this is the role we have 
to play in the fight for the future 
existence of mankind. 

“We must give Australia a 
purpose for existence, a cultural 
purpose for existence, in terms 
of the entirety of the Western 
Pacific and Indian Ocean Ba-

sin. Australia must make itself 
indispensable to the peoples of 
this region; and it can best do 
that by resolving to abandon 
the demontage, the destruction 
of its industrial and agricultur-
al potential, the destruction of 
its scientific potential ... and be-
come an outpost of the very best 
which the Americas and Euro-
pean tradition have had to offer, 
to the benefit of all the peoples 
of this region, so that all of the 
peoples of this region will know 
that the continent of Austra-
lia and the nation of Australia, 
is a beacon of benefit to them 
all, which they will treasure, as 
they would treasure any benefit 
of that sort.” 

—Lyndon LaRouche to the 
1993 CEC National Conference 
in Melbourne.    

At present we are a nation so 
rich with potential, yet a peo-
ple kept so small by the sup-
pression of the unique repub-
lican identity within our own 
national history, typified by 
J.D. Lang, King O’Malley and 
John Curtin. It is the rekindling 
of these European Platonic and 
also Confucian Asiatic cultural 
roots within our great nation, 
that will give Australians the 
courage to break from neo-co-
lonialism and to recognise the 
paradox implicit in our nation’s 
existence:  we are a nation with 
an immense potential, we are 
home to many language-cul-
tures and can play a great me-
diating role within Eurasia as a 
whole, yet we are a very small 
people controlled from afar by 
the modern-day Zeus, the Brit-
ish Empire, and our population 
is poisoned by Dionysian irra-
tionalism, fear of science and 

development, and fear of that 
which is truly human—anti-
entropic development! Such 
a beacon of hope to the many 
peoples of the world we could 
be in this great land of ours, yet 
we are not sovereign, because 
we are not permitted to be by 
Her Majesty, and because we 
accept that role. 

It is time for the Australian 
to fight for his Nation, to fight 
for her potential. With great po-
tential comes immense respon-
sibility. As a nation, through the 
employment of technologies 
such as nuclear fission, we have 
an ability to help ensure the sur-
vival and future modernisation 
of the majority of humanity 
now in destitute poverty. If we 
as people do not live up to our 
humane responsibilities, then 
we as a people lack the moral 
fitness to survive.

Henceforth, the Australian 
LaRouche Youth Movement is 
dedicated to creating a nuclear 
renaissance, and to nationalis-
ing and utilising Australia’s re-
sources in the tradition of Pro-
metheus, to end our scientif-
ic and cultural drought. Let’s 
give Australia an identity, and 
become a “beacon of hope” for 
the peoples of Asia and Africa. 
It will be through developing a 
culture dedicated to the “pro-
motion of Arts and Science”, 
in the words of the great philoso-
pher and scientist Gottfried Leib-
niz, that we can discover “upon 
what hooks the stars hang to hold 
up the fabric of the skies”, can 
discover the universal physical 
principles that can lead mankind 
to an Age of Reason. Now that is 
an Australia to be proud of! 

The role of the youth genera-
tion is essential to make any sort 
of change. It is not going to come 

from the Baby Boomer genera-
tion, because they are too busy 
“on the Beach” (as in the hys-
terically anti-nuclear book and 
film of that name), “praying for 
rain”, rather than using their 
God-given ability to make cog-
nitive discoveries about the uni-
verse, and to apply them to the 
enhancement of mankind’s abil-
ity to exist.

***

LYM CONFERENCE
The LaRouche Youth Movement 
is holding a youth conference on 
the 24-26th August 2007, to work 
through the sort of ideas that are 
necessary to build a sovereign 
nation in the tradition of Plato 
and  Solon of Athens, a tradition 
later typified by Johannes Ke-
pler, Johann S. Bach and Lyn-
don LaRouche. 

LaRouche Youth Movement in Action
MISSION STATEMENT

The LYM intervention into 
the Fifth World Confer-

ence of Science Journalists 
at the Melbourne Hyatt from 
April 16-18, broke open the 
Global Warming debate in 
Australia. Reported The Aus-
tralian on April 19, “Science 
journalists at Melbourne’s 
Grand Hyatt knew some-
thing was afoot when a DVD 
of the contentious documen-
tary, The Great Global Warm-
ing Swindle was slipped un-
der their doors, along with 
a newspaper titled The New 
Citizen, from Lyndon La-
Rouche’s rightist [sic] Cit-
izens Electoral Council of 
Australia. Word soon began 
to circulate that the push was 
on at the national broadcaster, 
with pressure on ABC tele-
vision chief Kim Dalton to 
screen the film.” 

The LYM’s organising at 
the Hyatt capped a series of 
Australia-wide interventions 
into discussions on “Glob-
al Warming”, beginning in 
March when they confront-
ed ALP leader Kevin Rudd 
at ANU before his big busi-
ness-dominated Climate 
Change Summit in Canberra. 
When leaving he was given a 
musical offering by the LYM 
chorus, singing “Al Gore is a 
fat liar” to the tune of Ja und 
Nein by Haydn.

On May 30, the LYM 
participated in a presentation 
by an Al  Gore- t ra ined 
ambassador, and one LYM 

member was prevented from 
asking a question, after 
proposing that Gore be given a 
butt plug to contain the carbon 
emissions released from his 
hedge-fund-fed mouth. This 
stirred up the audience to 
such irrational lengths that the 
police were called, and even 
those who wanted the LYM to 
speak were accused of being 

“one of them”.
The LYM and the CEC 

have circulated 525,000 cop-
ies of The New Citizen pic-
tured above, and the LYM 
have issued an open challenge 
to debate on the alleged sci-
ence of “Global Warming”. So 
far, no one has had the guts to 
take up their challenge.

LYM Breaks Open Global  Warming Debate

Members of the LaRouche Youth Movement (LYM) in front of the Grand Hyatt 
Hotel in Melbourne. (l. to r.) Lars Thrystrup, Doug Mitchell, Adam Ellery.

At its April 27-29 con-
vention, attended by 

3000 delegates, the Califor-
nia Democratic Party elected 
LaRouche Youth Movement 
leaders Wynneal Inocen-
tes, 26, and Quincy O’Neal, 
29, as corresponding secre-
tary of the Filipino-Ameri-
can Caucus and vice-chair-
man of the African Amer-
ican Caucus, respective-
ly. The election of the two 
LYM members to statewide 
office in the largest Demo-
cratic Party organisation in 
the U.S., is a lawful result of 
the New Politics, which the 
LYM unleashed by catalys-
ing the Democrats’ landslide 
victory in the November 7, 

Contact the LaRouche Youth Movement. Phone: 03 9355 8654
Email: lym@cecaust.com.au Web: wlym.com

2006 Congressional elections. 
The LYM’s relentless, optimis-
tic, polemical and often hilar-
ious campaigning, particu-
larly on university campuses, 
sparked a surge of young vot-

ers to the polls. That elec-
tion marked the emergence 
of the LYM-led youth gen-
eration to a leading role 
in U.S. and international 
politics. 

The Bering Strait tunnel 
project to link the east-

ernmost Russian region of 
Chukotka (l.) with Alaska 
(r.) in the USA is seen here 
in a photograph taken from 
space. The Russian govern-
ment and Academy of Sci-
ences held a conference on 
April 24 in Moscow, to put 
this “Intercontinental Mul-
timodal Eurasia-America 
Transport Link Via the Ber-
ing Strait” on the world’s 
agenda. Lyndon LaRouche 

was an invited contributor 
to the event, endorsing this 
great project as a pathway 
to new frontiers of tech-
nology and economic co-
operation, and away from 
war. The railroads to and 
across the Bering Strait 
will complete the connec-
tion of the rail systems of 
four continents, while the 
“multimodal corridor” con-
cept means building roads, 
power lines, and new cit-
ies, as well.
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