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November 1—The Brit-
ish Empire still exists. Brit-
ish gunboats no longer police 
the oceans to enforce “free 
trade” looting, but that empire 
rules more of the globe than 
ever, sailing under such flags 
as “globalisation”, “manmade 
climate change”, and “Euro-
pean Unity”, among others. In 
his October 10, 2007 webcast 
(pp. 5-6), American statesman 
Lyndon H. LaRouche delivered 
a powerful call to arms against 
the British assault upon Amer-
ica and upon the world, but the 
British themselves have trum-
peted their resurgent imperi-
al power, as in two recent ar-
ticles in the City of London’s 
flagship Economist magazine, 
“Britannia Redux” (February 
1, 2007) and “The European 
Union: Europe’s mid-life cri-
sis” (March 17, 2007). 

Britain has increasingly 
shaped the world, bragged the 

former article, through “dein-
dustrialisation”, through Brit-
ish control of “aid for Africa” 
(and its immense raw mate-
rials reserves), of the “debate 
on climate change” (whose 
aim is deindustrialisation), of 
the process of “European en-
largement” (the ever-expand-
ing, British-shaped European 
Union), and through the glob-
al imposition of free trade, all 
coordinated out of the City of 
London, “the world’s most im-
portant international financial 
centre.” They might have add-
ed that most of the 9,000 hedge 
funds which have been buying 
up and destroying the world’s 
agriculture and industry, are 
based in Her Majesty’s Cay-
man Islands. 

Bespeaking these British im-
perial aims, a futurologist arti-
cle in the Economist’s March 
17 issue, “The European Union 
at 100”, forecast a British-led 

EU vanquishing both the U.S. 
and Russia, following a U.S. fi-
nancial collapse and an EU-insti-
gated U.S./Russian nuclear con-
frontation over Ukraine. 

The nation of America 
emerged during 1776-1783 in 
a war against the mightiest em-
pire the world had ever seen. In 
the following years our own na-
tion was peopled by boatloads of 
pro-American political prisoners 
whom the British shipped out 
here to rid their isles of the virus 
of republicanism. Now, America, 
Australia and the world at large 
will only surmount the present, 
existential global financial crisis 
by calling upon the ideals which 
inspired the founding of Ameri-
ca as a “beacon of hope” and a 
“temple of liberty” for the en-
tire world. These are not sole-
ly “American” ideals, but ex-
emplify the hopes and aspira-
tions of all of mankind, except-
ing imperialists and their lackeys. 

Once championed by Franklin, 
Washington, Hamilton, Lincoln 
and Franklin Delano Roosevelt, 
they are embodied today in the 
person and leadership of Lyn-
don LaRouche. 

This issue of the New Cit-
izen is dedicated to exposing 
and combatting some of Brit-

ain’s imperial schemes in their 
various guises, and to reviv-
ing among us those noble pas-
sions which animated “old La-
bor” and the best of our states-
men, in contrast to such pathet-
ic British imperial puppets as 
Howard and Rudd. In particu-
lar, we call your attention to the 

“Mission Statement” issued by 
the LaRouche Youth Movement 
(p.7), which movement is rally-
ing the youth of Australia for a 
new renaissance, so that we can 
finally get the bloody British fi-
nanciers off our backs and se-
cure republican sovereignty for 
our nation. 
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U.S., Australia Must Defeat 
British Empire!

Howard’s NT Intervention
British Crown Directs Genocide vs. Aboriginal People
The Howard government “in-

tervention” into the North-
ern Territory, with the full sup-
port of the ALP, is being car-
ried out on behalf of the British 
Crown and its minerals cartel, 
led by BHP Billiton, Rio Tinto, 
and Anglo American/De Beers, 
the number one, number two 
and number three largest mineral 
companies in the world, who in-
tend to seize some of the world’s 
largest mineral deposits, partic-
ularly of uranium, which lie on 
Aboriginal land. Under cover of 
a transparently fraudulent con-
cern about the sexual abuse of 
children, Howard plans to sweep 
Aboriginal people off their land, 
so that the Crown’s mining cartel 
can grab riches worth hundreds 
of billions of dollars, avoiding 
negotiations (which are already 
holding up tens of billions in 
new projects) and the payment 
of huge royalties to Aboriginal 
people. 

All of the chief points of this 
intervention were planned out 
years, even a decade ago, in-
cluding:  abolition of the permit 
system to enter Aboriginal land; 
the establishment of “property 
rights” through 99-year leases; 
and the excuse of “sexual abuse” 
itself. These are being suddenly 
rammed through now because 
of the onset of the worst global 
financial crash in history, com-
parable only to the Dark Age 
of 14th Century Europe, when 
the collapse of the usurious, Ve-
netian-controlled international 
monetary system resulted in the 
deaths of one-third to one-half of 

the population of Europe. 
Nor is this assault by the Brit-

ish Crown-centred financial oli-
garchy confined to attacks on 
Aboriginal people:  Australian 
farmers, our “White Aborigi-
nes”, are being wiped off their 
land at a breathtaking rate also, 
so that international food cartels 
can take control over all agricul-
tural production both in Austra-
lia, and worldwide, given that 

we, along with the Crown col-
ony of Canada, are cornerstones 
of the international food export 
business. A reasonable estimate 
is that 50% of all Australian 
farmers will be driven from their 
land within a year or two, given 
the recent Howard/ALP policy 
of splitting water from the land. 
This will drive the price of water 
through the roof, on top of the re-
fusal of both ALP and Coalition 
governments to build the great 
water projects which have been 
obviously needed for decades, to 
save our farmers, regional Aus-

tralia and to ensure the security 
of our national food supply, as 
well as to provide sufficient wa-
ter for our cities. (See p. 3.) Pa-
per money may turn to toilet pa-
per in a financial crash, as it did 
in 1923 Germany, but whoever 
controls the physical necessities 
upon which life depends, such 
as food, water and raw materi-
als, controls the world. 

The Crown and its financial 

oligarchy have repeatedly stated 
their intent to commit genocide 
against entire nations and classes 
of people, most especially those 
with non-white skins, in order 
to drop the world’s population 
from its present 6.5 billion or so 
down to 1 billion, or even less. 
Following the Union victory in 
1865 over the British-organised 
Confederacy in the U.S. Civ-
il War, the “American System” 
economic methods which Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln employed 
to win that war were quickly ad-
opted by Germany, Russia, Ja-

pan and other nations, which 
led to a rapid population growth 
worldwide. In response, the An-
glo-American Establishment 
founded the “science” of eugen-
ics, which calls for mass popu-
lation reduction and for “purify-
ing” the human race, in particular 
to eliminate its non-white com-
ponents. Eugenics, in turn, gave 
birth to the “science” of anthro-
pology. Thus, the entire field of 

anthropology in Australia from 
its establishment at the Univer-
sity of Sydney in 1926 on, was 
organised and financed by the 
leaders of the Anglo-American 
eugenics movement. The an-
thropologists created “Aborig-
inal land rights” in this coun-
try on behalf of the Crown and 
the mining cartels, and virtual-
ly all of these anthropologists 
were eugenicists, whether “lib-
eral” (ostensibly pro-Aborigi-
ne), or “right-wing” (anti-Ab-
origine). As the Citizens Elec-
toral Council charged in our dev-

astating 1997 pamphlet, Aborig-
inal ‘land rights’: Prince Phil-
ip’s racist plot to splinter Aus-
tralia, “The game is as simple as 
it is old:  vast swaths of the Aus-
tralian continent are temporari-
ly turned over to Aborigines as 
‘reparations’; and then, through 
various ruses, including a ‘fire-
water and trinkets’ swap (jazzed 
up, to allow for inflation) as in 
the old British and French colo-
nial days in North America, Her 
Majesty’s mineral cartel winds 
up with the loot.” 

Nation states were founded in 
the Golden Renaissance of the 
15th Century, in order to provide 
for the Common Good (“Com-
monwealth”) of all their people, 
to replace the imperial model of 
society by which a tiny privi-
leged elite rules a miserable mass 
of virtual or actual slaves. Since 
the First Fleet of 1788, we Aus-
tralians have too often followed 
British imperial methods in our 
own affairs, rather than adopt-
ing the American-inspired re-
publican ideals of the best of our 
leaders, such as the Rev. John 
Dunmore Lang. Following Brit-
ish models, we have often sav-
agely mistreated our citizens of 
Aboriginal descent, even worse 
than the slaves of the British-or-
ganised American Confederacy. 
As his main biographer, who is 
by no means entirely sympathet-
ic to Lang, has written:

“Unlike many of his contem-
poraries, Lang firmly believed 
that the Australian Aborigines 
were just as much human be-
ings as were Europeans. He re-

peatedly drew attention to the 
fact, attested by scripture that 
‘God hath made all men, every-
where, for to dwell upon the face 
of the earth.’ Equally frequently 
he denied what some people af-
firmed, that the black man of the 
Australian forests was no better 
than the organg outang or mon-
key. Lang, in fact, had a consider-
able admiration for this free and 
independent race of black men 
and women who owed to alle-
giance to Great Britain but who, 
most lamentably, were fast disap-
pearing from existence as white 
men occupied their country and 
diminished their means of sub-
sistence.”

Lang’s bitter enemy in mid-
19th Century Australia was the 
notorious squatter William C. 
Wentworth, who proposed that 
Australia establish a hereditary 
aristocracy modeled on that of 
Great Britain. Not surprisingly, 
his great-grandson, the ostensi-
bly ultra-conservative, red-bait-
ing William C. Wentworth IV, 
became the first Federal minister 
for Aboriginal Affairs and helped 
kick off the Aboriginal “land 
rights” movement by proposing 
that the Gurundji people should 
be given land at Lord Vestey’s 
Wave Hill station, a campaign or-
ganised by the Communist Party 
of Australia. 

Any nation will be judged, and 
even survive, based on how it 
treats its most disadvantaged cit-
izens. If we will not, at last, pro-
vide true justice for our Aborig-
inal citizens, then we as a nation 
will not survive.

American statesman and economist Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. As NSW Premier during the early 1930s, Jack Lang de-
fended Australians against City of London looting. 

The Citizens Electoral Council's 1997 pamphlet (l.) proved that "land rights" 
was a cynical scam against all Australians, black or white. Now, Australian 
farmers—"white Aborigines"—are being driven off their land, also.
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In his October 10, 2007 web-
cast, American statesman 

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. called 
for the United States to resume 
the mission for which it was 
founded: to destroy the British 
Empire (known today as “glo-
balisation”, but still run out of 
the City of London) and in or-
der to usher in a new, worldwide 
order of cooperating sovereign 
nation states. (See p. 5-6.) The 
best of our own political lead-
ers, from Rev. John Dunmore 
Lang down to Whitlam’s Depu-
ty Prime Minister and Treasurer 
Jim Cairns, all proclaimed that 
our struggle was against the ty-
rannical financial power wield-
ed by the City of London. 

If we are to finally win that 
war and secure our own inde-
pendence, it will have to come 
in alliance with the true Amer-
ica, that of Washington, Ham-
ilton, Lincoln, Franklin Dela-
no Roosevelt and LaRouche—
not that of Cheney, Bush and the 
anglophiles of Wall St. That al-
liance of the real America with 
Australia is exemplified by 
Prime Minister John Curtin and 
FDR’s collaboration to win the 
war in the Pacific, against the 
treachery of the British, who 
intended to abandon us to Jap-
anese conquest. In our 1999 
pamphlet, The fight for an Aus-
tralian Republic: From the First 
Fleet to the year 2000, we doc-
umented how our own most 
courageous political leaders al-
ways looked to the tradition of 
this real America. The follow-
ing quotes are drawn from that 
pamphlet. 

Rev. John Dunmore Lang 
(1799-1878), our greatest 

statesman. 
Lang wrote in 1837, 
“It is natural that Australia 

should look upon the United 
States with more than ordinary 
interest. Throughout the whole 
of her history, there are certain 
broad features bearing no imag-
inary resemblance to our own. 
America was once a British 
dependence; Australia is now. 
America receives her language, 
her manners, her literature and 
the germ of her laws and polit-
ical institutions, from the Brit-
ish Isles; so also has Australia. 
America at length outgrew the 
trammels of national juvenili-
ty, and asserted the prerogative 
of matured manhood which she 
in the end compelled her reluc-
tant parent to acknowledge. It is 
perfectly consistent with loyalty 
and with common sense to pre-
dict, that at some future period—
far distant no doubt it is—Aus-
tralia will pursue a similar course 
with similar success. …

“I have taken it for grant-
ed that in the event of Austra-
lia becoming free and indepen-
dent, she would adopt, as a mat-
ter of course, a Republican form 
of government. I look upon this 
as a settled point, in the present 
circumstances and conditions 
of a civilised world—not how-
ever, as being the result of rea-
soning from abstract principles, 
but simply ... from the necessi-
ty of the case.”

After visiting the United 
States in 1840, Lang spent the 
years 1846-49 in England, at-
tempting to secure modest 
concessions of self-rule from 
the British Empire. He was re-
buffed at every turn, and so 
upon his departure for home, 
wrote this stinging letter to Brit-
ish Colonial Secretary Lord 
Earl Grey: 

“I am now returning to Aus-
tralia with the bitterest disap-
pointment and the deepest dis-
gust, cherishing precisely the 

same feeling as the celebrat-
ed Dr. Benjamin Franklin did, 
when he left England as a Brit-
ish subject, for the last time.

“In reviewing the intercourse 
I have thus had with your lord-
ship’s department for the last 
three years I cannot but express 
the extreme regret, not unmin-
gled with indignation, which I 
cannot but feel as a British col-
onist, when I reflect that I have 
myself experienced much more 
courtesy and attention, merely 
as a British traveller, from the 
President of the United States 
of America, in his marble palace 
at Washington, than I have done 
as a representative of the peo-
ple of New South Wales from 
the paltriest underlings of your 
Lordship’s department. Like the 
mutes in the Sultan’s palace at 
Constantinople, these famil-
iars of your lordship regularly 
strangle honest men and every 
honest measure connected with 
the colonies, in the dark recess-
es of their political inquisition; 
and the people of England nev-
er hear of the matter any more 
than the Turks used to do of 
those hapless victims whose 
bodies were thrown at midnight 
into the waters of the Bospo-
rus… Very moderate conces-
sions would have satisfied the 
colonists three years ago, but 

such concessions will not sat-
isfy them now. To use a vulgar 
but expressive phrase, which 
your lordship will excuse, they 
will now ‘go for the whole hog’ 
or for nothing at all… .

“For three years past, you 
have been knocking on the gate 
of futurity, for the President of 
the United States of Austra-
lia. Be assured, my Lord, he is 
getting ready, and will short-
ly be out; and will astonish the 
world with the manliness of his 
port and the dignity of his de-
meanour.”

Immediately upon his return, 
Lang set up “The Republican 
League“, dedicated to secur-
ing Australian independence. 
To stop his skyrocketting influ-
ence, the British in 1853 foisted 
the scam of “responsible gov-
ernment“ upon us, i.e. impo-
tent parliamentary rule under 
the British Crown, with which 
we are still plagued. 

William Guthrie Spence 
(1846 - 1926), founder of the 
Australian Workers Union and 
Australia’s greatest trade union 
organiser, who also helped 
found the ALP. 

Spence called for social and 
political reforms on behalf of 
“common humanity” so far-
reaching that they would, he 
said, “deserve the name of ‘rev-
olution’”, albeit a “quiet one”. 
In his speech below, note the 
unmistakeable polemic against 
the “buy cheap, sell dear” free 
trade-centred British Empire, 
and, conversely, the influence 
upon him of the ideals by which 
America had been founded, 

particularly that of the “gen-
eral welfare” enshrined as the 
bedrock of the U.S. Constitu-
tion, and which was called the 
“Common Good” by Spence 
and old Labor. 

Spence: “The masses must 
not only take a deeper inter-
est in political questions, but 
they must make the politics of 
the country. The welfare of the 
people must be raised to the first 
place—must be the uppermost 
and foremost consideration. 
How best to secure the good of 
all without injury to any should 
be the aim—not commercial su-
premacy, not cheap production 
regardless of the human mis-
ery following, but rather the 
broadest justice, the widest ex-
tension of human happiness, 
and the attainment of the high-
est intellectual and moral stan-
dard of civilised nations should 
be our aim.... Let each remem-
ber that man had failed before 
because each carelessly left 
to some other the work of the 
Common Good. We must re-
verse that. Each must take his or 
her share. With unity above all 
as our watchword, the Common 
Good our aim, we will soon find 
common ground of agreement 
as to the way in which the goal 
should be reached. The best 

start we can give to our chil-
dren is the certainty of better 
conditions; the sweetest mem-
ory of us to them the fact that 
we did so.”

King O’Malley (1858 - 
1953), longtime ALP Federal 
parliamentarian, and founder of 
the Commonwealth Bank.

In a five-hour speech in Par-
liament on September 30, 1909 
motivating the adoption of a 
national bank, O’Malley pro-
claimed, “I am the [Alexan-
der] Hamilton of Australia! He 
was the greatest financial man 
who ever walked the earth, and 
his plans have never been im-
proved upon. … The Ameri-
can experience should deter-
mine us to establish a nation-
al banking system which can-
not be attacked.”

Again echoing the “general 
welfare” and “posterity” claus-
es of the Preamble to the U.S. 
Constitution, O’Malley pro-
claimed: “We are legislating 
for the countless multitudes of 
future generations, who may 
either bless or curse us. ...We 
are in favour of protecting, not 
only the manufacturer, but also 
the man who works for him. 

We wish to protect the op-
pressed and down-trodden of 
the earth…. I propose the insti-
tution of a Government national 
bank for managing the financ-
es of the Commonwealth and 
the States....Cannot honorable 
members see how important it 
is that we should have a national 
banking system ... a system that 
will put us beyond the possibil-
ity of going as beggars to the 
shareholders of private bank-
ing corporations?... The private 
banking system of the Com-
monwealth is only a legalised 
monopoly for the gathering of 
wealth from the many, and its 
concentration in the hands of 
the privileged few. ...

“However great the natural 
resources of a nation, however 
genial its climate, fertile its soil, 
ingenious and enterprising its 
citizens, or free its institutions, 
if its money volume is manip-
ulated by private capitalists for 
selfish ends, its credit shrinks 
and prices fall. Its producers 
and business people must be 
overwhelmed with bankrupt-
cy, its industries will be para-
lyzed, and destitution and pov-
erty prevail.”

However, if Australia imple-
ments a national bank, King 
O’Malley said, a glorious fu-

ture will open up for it:
“In the Commonwealth, the 

National Banking System will 
so greatly reduce interest rates 
that useful productions will in-
crease by leaps and bounds. 
Wealth, instead of accumu-
lating in the hands of the few, 
will be distributed among pro-
ducers. A large proportion em-
ployed on relief works, build-
ing up cities, will be expanded 
in cultivating and beautifying 
the country. National improve-
ments will be made to an extent, 
and in a perfection unexampled 
in the history of the world. Ag-
riculture, manufactures, inven-
tions, science, and the arts will 
flourish in every part of the na-
tion. Those who are now non-
producers will naturally be-
come producers. Products will 
be owned by those who perform 
the labour, because the standard 
of distribution will neatly con-
form to the natural rights of hu-
manity.”

Jack Lang, (1876 - 1975), 
Premier of New South Wales, 
who declared a debt moratori-
um against the City of London 
in 1931-32, in order to defend 
the people of his state from the 

ravages of the Great Depres-
sion. And, foreshadowing ac-
tions necessary again today, he 
implemented an Anti-Eviction 
Bill to stop mass foreclosures 
and evictions, and a Moratori-
um Act, to stop farmers from be-
ing driven from their land.   

In his memoirs, Lang noted 
that he had had “many oppor-
tunities to study the machine” 
of the City of London “in actual 
operation” while NSW Treasur-
er, before he became Premier, 

“The City of London for 
more than two hundred years 
dominated the financial affairs 
of the world. It had mastered the 
technique of the management 
of money. London was the 
exchange hub of the world. With 
the Bank of England, Lloyds of 
London, the great investment 
brokers, the underwriters, the 
insurance combine, and its 
shipping trusts, it was able to 
gather together all the intricate 
strands of the world’s most 
efficient money machine. Most 
countries paid their tribute in 
the form of dividends, interest 
and premiums. The sun indeed 

never set on the far-flung 
dependencies of the City of 
London.”

Howeve r,  when  K ing 
O’Malley and his ALP parlia-
mentary colleagues (includ-
ing Spence) forced through 
the establishment of the 
Commonwealth Bank in 1912 
as a national bank modeled on 
that of the First National Bank 
founded by U.S. Secretary 
of the Treasury, Alexander 
Hamilton, with other colonies 
including Canada and South 
Africa threatening to follow, 
Lang recorded the City of 
London’s scheme to meet the 
threat: 

“Basically it was a problem 
of banking. Some formula had 
to be devised which would en-
able such local institutions as 
the Commonwealth Bank of 
Australia to be drawn into the 
City of London’s net. The finan-
cial experts studied the problem 
deeply. Out of their delibera-
tions emerged the plan to cen-
tralise the control of all banking 
throughout the Empire by chan-
neling it directly into the super-
vision of the Bank of England. 

“The Bank of England was 
to become the super Bankers’ 
Bank. The Commonwealth 
Bank of Australia was to be re-
sponsible for the local admin-
istration of Bank of England 
policy. It was to be the junior 
Bankers’ Bank. The first step 
was to take control of the Note 
Issue Department away from 
the Treasury and hand it to the 
Commonwealth Bank, as was 
the case in Britain. The Com-
monwealth Bank thus obtained 
a monopoly over the note issue, 
and if this could in turn be con-
trolled, the effective currency 
pool of the country could be 
operated like a bathroom tap, 
to be either allowed to run free 
or turned off entirely. 

“The Bank of England took 
up the idea of Empire control 

most enthusiastically. It was 
even decided to aim at a World 
Bank, to be run by the League 
of Nations, which would di-
rect the credit of the world. The 
grand idea was that one single 
Board of Directors would make 
the decisions which would de-
termine the economic policy of 
the world. The bankers were to 
be the supreme rulers. Natural-
ly, the Governor of the Bank of 
England expected to be at the 
apex of the system.

“If, for example, the Bank 
of England could control 
the Commonwealth Bank 
of Australia there should be 
no impediment in the way of 
controlling the Government of 
the country as well. ...The death 
of [patriotic Commonwealth 
Bank governor Denison] 
Miller removed at a critical 
moment [1923] the one man 
capable of defending the 
citadel of Australian financial 
independence.”(emphasis 
added)     

The City of London is still by 
far the world’s largest financial 
power, just as Lang described 
it. 

Frank Anstey, (1865 - 1940), 
longtime Federal Labor MP 
and a member of O’Malley’s 
“Torpedo Brigade” which 
founded the Commwealth 
Bank. He blasted the City of 
London as the centre of the 
world “Money Power”. John 
Curtin said of Anstey, “Of all 
the men who have influenced 
me, he influenced me the 
most”. 

Anstey: “To carry out these 
vast flotations and speculations 
in war or in peace, it is neces-
sary to control vast credits. To 
control credits it is necessary 
to control the banks. Whoso-
ever controls the banks con-
trols industry. This control is 
exercised in every country by 
a small group—the inner circle 
of great Capitalists.

“This group is designated 
‘The Money Power’.... Industri-
al capitalism is observable and 
understandable. Financial capi-
talism lurks in vaults and bank-
ing chambers, masquerading 
its operations in language that 
mystifies or dazzles, and this 
power that holds the monopoly 
of the instruments of exchange, 
is the overlord of every other 
monopoly.

“The key to the power of this 
group is combination and con-
centration. It controls banks, 
trust companies, insurances—
the main depositories of the 
peoples—savings or the res-
ervoir to which they flow. It 
controls all credit. It advanc-
es or withholds credits, builds 
up or destroys. It controls the 
daily press; finances the dope 
propaganda; wields an unseen 
sceptre over thrones, cabinets 
and populations; and is the 

Australian Patriots Have Always Fought the British Empire

“We the people of the United States, in Order 
to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, 
insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the com-
mon defence, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of Liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity, do ordain and establish this Consti-
tution for the United States of America.” 

Whitlam government Deputy Prime Minister and Treasurer Jim Cairns (l.) fought 
the British and their mineral cartel, in order to develop our country, continuing 
the proud tradition of Commonwealth Bank founder King O’Malley. 

The first headquarters of the Com-
monwealth Bank, in Sydney. 

Rev. John Dunmore Lang, our greatest 
republican leader. 

W.G. Spence, founder of the Austral-
ian Workers Union and ally of King 
O’Malley. 

Continued p.6.
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1. Fitzroy River. 
The Fitzroy has an annual runoff of 8 million 
megalitres, compared to greater Sydney’s 
annual use of one-half million megalitres. 
2. Ord, Victoria, Daly Rivers.
Potentially one of the greatest irrigation 
projects in the world.  
3. The Roper River has significant develop-
ment potential.
4. The Flinders River would be key in the 
revised Bradfield Scheme, with the Nicholson 
and Leichhardt Rivers. 
5. The Reid Scheme, and the Mitchell, 
Staaten, Gilbert and Norman Rivers. 
Brisbane engineer L.B.S. Reid in the 1940s 
proposed a Snowy-scale scheme to chan-
nel the floodwaters of the Walsh, Tate, 
Lynd, Einasleigh and Gilbert Rivers into the 
Diamantina. The Mitchell, Staaten, Gilbert 
and Norman Rivers also have development 
potential.
6. The Bradfield Scheme.
In the 1940s and 1950s, the Bradfield 
Scheme was the next great project to follow 
the Snowy Scheme.    
7. The Dawson Scheme. 
A dam on the Dawson could support a $3 
billion development project.
8. The Burnett  River Scheme.
A dam and weirs on the Burnett River could 
alleviate the Bundaberg/Hervey Bay region 
shortages.
9. The Clarence Scheme.
Diverting the upper Clarence and Nimboida, 
(and also the Macleay River) over the Dividing 
Range into the Murray-Darling Basin would 
open up great new irrigation projects.
10. The Murray-Darling Basin.  
The Murray-Darling Basin needs completely 
new irrigation systems. The Basin  comprises 
75% of Australia’s irrigated agricultural acre-
age, and could double its existing $16 billion 
output. 
11.  The Franklin Dam and the Summer 
Rains Project.
The Franklin Dam is still needed. In 1998, 

Bosch Engineering Pty Ltd. proposed the 
Summer Rains Project, 48 projects which 
would double Tasmania’s irrigated acreage.
12. Melbourne.
Using stormwater and treated wastewater 
could solve Melbourne’s chronic water short-
ages until nuclear desalination plants could 
be built. 
13. Melbourne waste water diversion.
As an alternative use of Melbourne’s waste 
and stormwater, Prof. Endersbee proposes 
to pump it over the Great Dividing Range 
into the Murray-Darling Basin, for large-scale 
irrigation. 
14. Northwest Victoria.
Dozens of dams in Victoria need urgent main-
tenance or upgrading; the Wimmera-Mallee’s 
open channel irrigation system should be 
converted to pipes to prevent water wast-
age; and the Victorian government in 1998 
proposed to double the size of the irrigation 
system in the north-west, to help boost the 
state’s food exports from $4 billion per annum 
to $20 billion by 2010.
15. Adelaide.
Adelaide’s chronic water problems cry out for 
nuclear desalination.
16. The Finke River. 
Dr. J.J.C. Bradfield also proposed a Central 
Australia scheme, based upon a series of 
dams at gaps on the Finke and its tributaries 
in the McDonnell-Musgrave Ranges.  
17. Esperance to Kalgoorlie.
United Utilities Australia has proposed desali-
nating seawater off Esperance and piping it 
to ultra-dry Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  
18. Perth/Wheat Belt.
If desalinated seawater were pumped from 
Esperance to Kalgoorlie, the water now 
pumped to Kalgoorlie in the Mundaring-
Kalgoorlie pipeline could stay in the Perth 
area. Ultimately, Perth needs nuclear de-
salination. 

Reprinted from the February 
2002 New Citizen

The situation in much of ru-
ral and regional Australia 

was starkly portrayed by Er-
nie Bridge, upon his quitting 
the ALP in 1996. Bridge was a 
former Western Australian MP 
and Minister for Resources De-
velopment, and is presently the 
chairman of the Watering Aus-
tralia Foundation.

 “Governments nowadays 
are simply mauling inland Aus-
tralia. The practice of so-called 
micro-economic reform or eco-
nomic rationalism, call it what 
you like, has brought about 
the most destructive disman-
tling of basic infrastructure in 
this nation’s history and it is 
apparent the major parties are 
not prepared to recognise this 
and alter their economic poli-
cies.… When one sees popu-
lation reductions of over 50% 
in some areas of our nation, it 
emerges as a frightening situ-
ation. I cannot stand back and 
see good battling Aussies sim-
ply handing over the keys to 
banks at such regular intervals 
as is happening. When you 
talk and look into the eyes of 
many people of the outback, 
you see signs of fatigue and a 
loss of hope.”

As the 1996 Australian En-
cyclopedia was forced to ac-
knowledge, in describing such 
projects as the Clarence, Brad-

field and Reid Schemes fea-
tured above, “Modern investi-
gation methods have ensured 
that most of the proposals are 
feasible in technical and engi-
neering terms,“ though it pro-
tests that “the same can not be 
said for their economic feasi-
bility.”

However, such well-chosen, 
well engineered projects, pro-
vided that they are integrat-
ed with other vital aspects of 
infrastructure, such as a high-
speed rail system to get prod-
ucts to market, are always 
“cost-effective”, both because 
they would solve the drought 
which periodically ravages 
Australia, and because they 
create hundreds of thousands 
of jobs and unleash far more 
revenue-generating econom-
ic activity than they cost. For 
a refreshing refutation of the 
“costs too much” nonsense 
of “user pays” economic ra-
tionalism (which is designed 
to ensure that nothing would 
ever be built), see the Queen-
sland Government’s Office of 
Northern Development’s fig-
ures on the economic activi-
ty to be unleashed by the re-
vised Bradfield Scheme, ver-
sus the cost of that scheme. 
They prove, hands-down, that 
the scheme will more than 
pay for itself—in fact, it al-
most pays for itself in a single 
year! (available from the of-
fice of MP Bob Katter, who has 

spearheaded the effort to final-
ly build the Bradfield Scheme, 
or from the CEC).

And remember, by the stan-
dards prevailing in 1939, we 
“couldn’t afford” to fight 
World War II. Yet, as Ben 
Chifley used to emphasise, 
we spent 350 million pounds 
per year during the war ver-
sus 60 million per year pre-
war, and, notwithstanding the 
great losses of men and mate-
rial (and the fact that war pro-
duction itself, as opposed to 
its technological spin-offs, is 
usually a dead loss) we came 
out a far richer nation than we 
went in. The present depres-
sion must be tackled with sim-
ilar methods, and similar de-
termination. Australia’s grow-
ing water shortages, will only 
be overcome through the kind 
of bold projects outlined on 
the map above, and through 
the projects elaborated on the 
CEC’s website at http://www.
cecaust.com.au.

***
NOTE:  While we “couldn’t 

afford” to build the $40 bil-
lion of great water projects 
the CEC outlined in Febru-
ary 2002, Howard and Costel-
lo since then have wrung a cu-
mulative budget surplus out 
of our economy of $62.1 bil-
lion (budgets from 2002-03 to 
2006-07) as a gift to the finan-
ciers which own them. 
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It were impossible to under-
stand Howard’s present NT 

“intervention” without under-
standing the phenomenal min-
eral wealth over which the Ab-
original Land Rights (Northern 
Territory) Act 1976 (ALRA) 
granted custodianship to the 
Aboriginal people, who now 
own 53% of the NT’s land and 
a sizeable portion of its sea-
coast. By the ALRA, Aboriginal 
people did not own the mineral 
wealth, but no minerals could 
be mined on their land without 
their approval of both the initial 
exploratory licenses, and then 
of the actual mining projects 
themselves. (Those powers still 
exist, although they were later 
watered down in an amendment 
to the ALRA which specified 
that the grant of an exploration 
license also signified granting 
approval to mine.) 

In a 2005 survey of 150 inter-
national mining companies, the 
Northern Territory was deemed 
the eighth most prospective 
area for mining in the world. 
(See Map 1.) Mining is by far 
the largest industry in the NT, 
accounting for 20% of its GDP 
(as opposed to 4% nationally). 
The Territory has several world-
class mines and ore bodies, in-
cluding the world’s third-largest 
managese producer (Groote Ey-
landt); one of the world’s larg-
est known ore bodies of zinc, 
lead and silver, at the McAr-
thur River mine; Australia’s 
third-largest bauxite mine, near 
Gove; and Rio Tinto’s Rang-
er mine, which supplies 11% of 
the world’s uranium. Enquiries 
for geoscience data on NT min-
eral deposits have risen 300% in 
the last two years, while the Ter-
ritory has just granted its 1000th 
exploration license, with anoth-
er 500 in the pipeline. 

Speculation on minerals ex-
changes along with central 
banks’ present, hyperinflation-
ary money-pumping to try and 
bail out a collapsing interna-
tional monetary system, and the 
oligarchs pouring investment 
into raw materials and food, has 
caused prices of petroleum and 
some minerals to skyrocket. And, 
although the price of uranium 
has recently fallen after soaring 
for the last two years, uranium 
is particularly valuable because 
dozens of countries around the 
world have announced ambitious 
plans to construct nuclear pow-
er plants, while supplies of stock-
piled uranium (including that re-
cycled from decommissioned 
nuclear weapons) are only suf-
ficient to supply 55% of current 
need. Reflecting this, the value 
of uranium stocks has jumped 
83% over the past year, and a 
staggering 700% over the past 
three years as The Australian re-
ported on July 26, much of which 
are in the Territory. Putting aside 
for the moment the ongoing fi-
nancial collapse, it is this world-

wide shift into nuclear power 
which lies behind Howard’s re-
cent move to a nominally pro-nu-
clear position, whose actual pur-
pose is not so much for the con-
struction of urgently-needed nu-
clear power plants for Australia, 
so much as it is to open up Aus-
tralia’s vast supplies of uranium – 
which are concentrated in South 
Australia and in the Territory -- 
for exploitation by the Crown’s 
minerals cartel. 

Australia has a staggering 
40% of the entire world’s iden-
tified resources of uranium re-
coverable at low cost, and now 
produces 22% of the world sup-
ply, second only to Crown col-
ony Canada’s 29%. The bulk 
of Australia’s present output 
comes from Rio Tinto-owned 
Ranger mine in the NT (11% of 
world production) and BHP Bil-
liton’s Olympic Dam in SA (9% 
of world production). In addition 
to its 40% of the world’s low cost 
recoverable uranium, Australia 
also leads the world in overall 
known recoverable resources of 
uranium. ( See Table 1) 

Rio Tinto’s Ranger and Jabi-
luka uranium reserves were ex-
cluded from the Kakadu Park 
when the park was declared in 
1979, as was the very-rich Koon-
garra deposit, which otherwise 
sits within the park. The compa-
ny is chomping at the bit to open 
its $50 billion mine at Jabiluka, 
over which Aboriginal people 

still maintained their veto as of 
July of this year, the same month 
Howard announced his NT inter-
vention. The French company 
Areva also intends to open its de-
posit at Koongarra which holds 
at least 14,500 tonnes of uranium 
worth over $5 billion, but which 
has also been blocked by an Ab-
original veto. In August 2005, the 
Howard government seized con-
trol of uranium from the NT, and 
declared it open for new urani-
um mines. Already during 2005, 
some 70 companies were explor-
ing for uranium in over 280 proj-
ects, compared to only five com-
panies and 17 projects in 2003. 
In 2006, the Howard government 
signed deals to supply uranium 
to China (1.4 billion people) and 
India (over 1 billion people), and 
signed a similar deal with Rus-
sia in 2007.  Even before these 
deals, Australian uranium sup-
plied a substantial percentage of 
the electricity of numerous na-
tions. (Graph 1)

Although much of the North-
ern Territory is highly-prospec-
tive for minerals, it is nonethe-
less curious that numerous of the 
coordinates cited in the Northern 
Territory National Emergency 
Response Act 2007 for Aborigi-
nal communities targeted for in-
tervention, lie precisely on top 
of major mineral deposits. Af-
ter the passage of the ALRA in 
1976, former Reserve Bank gov-
ernor Nugget Coombs, known 

as the “father of land 
rights” and his hordes of 
anthropologists encour-
aged to set up small, in-
herently unviable out-
stations over as much 
territory as possible, all 
the better to stake “land 
rights”. The establish-
ment of these outstations 
on any significant scale 
was made possible only 
along with the passage 
of Community Develop-
ment Employment Pro-
gramme (CDEP) legis-
lation by the Fraser gov-
ernment in 1976. Now 
that that phase of occu-
pying the land and se-
curing the land rights 
has been accomplished, Howard 
and the ALP are simply sweep-
ing them off that land by cancel-
ing all CDEP grants and related 
measures. 

A classic case of Howard’s 
land and minerals grab is that of 
the Tiwi Islands (Bathurst and 
Melville Islands north of Dar-
win), whose traditional people 
signed the nation’s first long-
term lease on August 30 this 
year. Since 2004—long before 
any issue of sexual abuse and 
its accompanying 99-year leas-
es over Aboriginal land hit the 
news, the Howard government 
had been arm twisting the Ab-
original people there to lease 
their land, or they would not 
get 25 new houses, $1 million 
in health programs, or a 
desperately-needed new 
school. The lease will 
open up some very rich 
mineral sands deposits 
for mining. The islands 
have the highest suicide 
rate in Australia, so its 
inhabitants were under-
standably desperate to 
get the assistance which 
they should have received 
from the Federal Govern-
ment in any case. 

The NT intervention 
is a classic case of how 
Howard and his mates 
in the ALP function as 
British imperial stooges, 
whatever minor squab-
bles they might otherwise 
have. Rio Tinto, BHP Bil-
liton and Anglo Ameri-

can/De Beers are all headquar-
tered in London and are the very 
essence of British imperialism, in 
which local populations are op-
pressed, little or no infrastruc-
ture is built, and raw materials 
are stolen from the native popula-
tion. The awesome control which 
these British imperial giants ex-
ert over Australia’s government 
and resources is less surprising, 
when you look at their sheer fi-
nancial muscle. BHP Billiton’s 
share value (on the London and 
Sydney exchanges) is A$488 
billion, more than the com-
bined share value of all of our 
Big Four banks, while Rio Tin-
to’s share value is A$236 bil-
lion. The two together are there-
fore worth A$724 billion. When 

you add theA$98 billion of An-
glo American/De Beers, which 
is also controlled out of Lon-
don, that totals A$822 billion. 
By comparison, the world’s 
most valuable company, the oil 
cartel’s Exxon Mobil, is worth 
A$558 billion. Also bear in 
mind that, like the oil multina-
tionals once known as the Sev-
en Sisters, these top three miner-
als giants also constitute a world-
wide cartel, and deploy them-
selves that way, and all three are 
active in the NT. In combined tax 
and royalties paid to the Austra-
lian government, Rio Tinto and 
BHP Billiton accounted for al-
most $5 billion in 2006 out of a 
total for the entire mining sector 
of $7 billion. 

Behind the NT “Intervention“:

The British Empire Grabs for Mineral Wealth

Known Recoverable Resources* of Uranium

             Tonnes U         % of world     
Australia   1,143,000 24 %
Kazakhstan     816,000 17 %
Canada      444,000   9 %
USA      342,000   7 %
South Africa     341,000   7 %
Namibia      282,000   6 %
Brazil      279,000   6 %
Niger      225,000   5 %
Russian Fed.     172,000   4 %
Uzbekistan     116,000   2 %
Ukraine        90,000   2 %
Jordan        79,000   2 %
India        67,000   1 %
China        60,000   1 %
other      287,000   6 %
World total  3,622,000 

* Reasonably Assured Resources plus Inferred Resources, to US$ 130/
kg U, 1/1/05, from OECD NEA & IAEA, Uranium 2005: Resources, 
Production and Demand.

Table 1

The Tiwi Islands (Bathurst and Melville Island), north of Darwin. The Howard govern-
ment has struck one of its first 99-year leases for the traditional lands of the Tiwi people. 
The map shows what is at stake:  the numerous deposits of valuable heavy minerals 
(including zircon and rutile) throughout the islands. 
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These three maps tell the story of Howard’s “intervention” on behalf of the Crown’s mineral cartels. The dark coloured regions of Map 1 (l.) signify rich mineral deposits. Compare those with Map 2 (c.), 
the “Affected Areas” over which Howard has seized control. Map 3 (r.) depicts the enormous uranium riches at stake.
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Lyndon LaRouche addressed 
a three-hour international we-
bcast on October 10, 2007. 
His opening remarks were fol-
lowed by two hours of discus-
sion; it is archived at www.la-
rouchepub.com and www.la-
rouchepac.com. Here is an ed-
ited transcript.

9/11 Was an Inside Job
Lyndon LaRouche: Well, 

let’s start from the top.
In early January of 2001, be-

fore the inauguration of George 
W. Bush as President, I warned 
that the general nature of the 
catastrophe would be, that 
the U.S. economy would be a 
failure—the policies of Bush 
would be a total failure: We 
were headed into a downslide, 
which in fact has happened, all 
throughout this period. And the 
thing we had to fear, from inside 
the U.S. government, was that 
someone would set off a form 
of terrorist incident within the 
year, which would shock the 
nation into submission.

In the Summer of that year, 
2001, the recession was fully 
on. The collapse was on; the 
political systems were shaken 
by the collapse. And then, on 
the famous Sept. 11, someone, 
with cooperation from inside 
the highest levels of power in 
the United States, unleashed an 
incident which is called the 9/11 
incident. That job was done 
with the complicity of the Brit-
ish Empire. It was done with 
complicity of elements in Sau-
di Arabia, as all the evidence 
would plainly tell you. That was 
a terrorist act, against the Unit-
ed States, done with complici-
ty of people at a very high lev-
el inside the United States, with 
a coverup organized by people 
inside, a high level inside the 
United States.

Now, certain facts are not 
known, and I shall not say what 
I know now. But I shall say, that 
I do know, beyond doubt, that 
9/11 was an inside job. It was 
an inside job on behalf of what 
the Bush-Cheney Administra-
tion represents. And since that 
time, everybody who knows 
anything about the government, 
knows about our system, knows 
that more or less to be true. You 
see the behavior of members of 
the Congress and political insti-
tutions who are running scared! 
Because they know that kind of 
thing is on.

Now what I said in January of 
2001, prior to the inauguration 
of this President, the first time: 
I said that we had to look at the 
precedent, under these kinds of 
economic conditions which I 
indicated, in which Hermann 
Göering orchestrated the burn-
ing of the Reichstag, for the pur-
pose of making Hitler not mere-
ly the Chancellor of Germany, 
but the dictator. And Hitler re-
mained a dictator from the night 
after that burning of the Reich-
stag, until the day he died! No-
body got rid of him. I would say, 
that what has happened is, with 
the case of Cheney, in particu-
lar—Cheney is the figurehead 
of this operation, Vice President 
Cheney, the man everybody’s 
afraid of because of 9/11!—that 
everyone is running in terror, 
just as in Germany, they ran in 
terror from the burning of the 
Reichstag, and the Germans 
never got free of that, until the 
day Hitler was dead.

Now, the operation was run 
against the United States by 
whom? It was run against it by 
the British Empire. They’re the 
ones that ran it. And right now, 
you see in politics now, the 
shadow of exactly that kind of 

problem, because that’s what 
you’re looking at when you 
look at the U.S. Presidential 
campaign, right now. The Pres-
idential campaign, the political 
campaign on the Federal lev-
el, is a bad joke! Hillary Clin-
ton says a few things which are 
important. She does not have 
a clue as to what the problem 
is. She doesn’t have a clue as 
to what the solution is—but 
she is the closest to telling the 
truth, and all the rest of them 
are far from the truth. Dennis 
Kucinich says a few things that 
are true, but he has no grasp of 
this issue.

I do have a grasp of the is-
sue—and I know more than 
I’m saying: With complicity of 
certain people in Saudi Arabia, 
with the British Empire, which 
shares power with Saudi Ara-
bia, through the BAE, a job 
was done on the United States 
on 9/11. And we’ve been liv-
ing under the heat of that, ever 
since. That I stand by. Other 
facts will come out at a suit-
able time. …

[LaRouche then summarised 
two projects orchestrated by 
the British-owned, nominal-
ly American financiers George 
Shultz and Felix Rohatyn: the 
collapse in the U.S. Democrat-
ic Party during 2005 after the 
Democrats’ successful fight 
(under LaRouche’s leadership) 
to save U.S.-government guar-
anteed pensions (“Social Se-
curity”) from being taken over 

and looted by Wall St., as well 
as the collapse and the increas-
ing transformation of the U.S. 
military into a mercenary, Nazi 
SS-style formation.]

So, we had a second program 
that year, in 2005, which was to 
defend the automobile indus-
try, preventing it from going 
into the dissolution it’s under-
gone since then, now, by say-
ing, “Let’s take the automo-
bile industry, which is over-
bloated by the way it was mis-
managed, and let’s take valu-
able sections of the automo-
bile industry, which are a ma-
chine-tool capability with an 
attached labor force; and use 
this capability as a government 
takeover of this capability, to 
deal with things like fixing up 
power stations, fixing up rail 
systems, fixing up water man-
agement systems and so forth.” 
Which would have been actu-
ally a Roosevelt-style recovery 
program, which means going to 
public infrastructure first! And 
by employing forces which ex-
ist for public infrastructure, you 
create a market which builds 
up your private sector, which 
is what in a sense we did with 
Harry Hopkins under Franklin 
Roosevelt. That kind of method 
would have worked.

However: In comes Felix Ro-
hatyn, with Shultz behind him, 
and these monkeys say, “No, 
no, no!” So, what happened is 
that the Democratic Party, while 
they picked up and defended the 
Social Security system, did not 
defend the rights of the Ameri-
can citizens, because we had to 
defend the automobile industry, 
not necessarily to produce auto-
mobiles, but as an industrial ca-

pability, to keep the capability 
of running an economy here. 
When the decision was made by 
February of 2006, to let the au-
tomobile industry go down the 
chute—and that was the deci-
sion that was made: It was made 
at the highest levels of the Dem-
ocratic Party and the Republi-
can Party: “Let the auto indus-
try and what that represented go 
down the chute.” And they did. 
And we have since gone down 
the chute.

The last shards of the auto-
mobile industry, of the Amer-
ican-owned, American-run au-
tomobile industry, are being de-
stroyed. Throughout this nation, 
there’s desperation. The state of 

Michigan is a no-man’s land. 
The state of Ohio is virtually a 
no-man’s land. Throughout the 
United States, there is desola-
tion, because of these policies.

And the war continues! And 
the intention to extend the war 
into Iran and beyond continues. 
And the same thing behind their 
9/11—Cheney, the friends of 
Cheney in London, in the BAE, 
and the Saudi accomplices in 
the BAE—the same crowd that 
gave you 9/11, are behind it all. 
And many people in the Unit-
ed States know that, many peo-
ple in high places. But they’re 
afraid to say so. I’m saying so. 
A lot of us have been talking 
about this in private, at a high 
level: I’m saying so, now.

If you don’t give up the black-
mail, the fear of 9/11, the fear 
that something terrible will 
happen to us if we displease 
Cheney, and Cheney’s backers 
in London; if we don’t give that 
up, we don’t have a nation.

[LaRouche elaborated on the 
collapse of the Democratic Par-
ty-led  U.S. Congress because it 
has refused to fight. It had ma-
jority support when it was elect-
ed in November 2006 to end the 
war in Iraq, among other things,  
but it has plummeted to only 
10.7% popular approval today 
—less than that of the widely 
hated Dick Cheney.]

Now, where are we?
Right now, we’re on the short 

end of the end of civilization 
as we’ve known it: this present 
world monetary-financial sys-
tem is hopelessly bankrupt; it’s 
at its terminal end.

Now for reasons I shall ex-
plain to you now, here, you can 

never precisely predict a date 
on which something is going to 
happen, in economic process-
es: Because, economic process-
es are a reflection of voluntary 
powers of persons and institu-
tions. And so, they don’t oper-
ate on the basis of a Cartesian 
projectile system, where you 
launch a bullet, or launch a can-
non ball, and it goes out at a cer-
tain speed and comes to an inev-
itable end at a predictable point. 
In real life, in real economies, 
economic systems don’t func-
tion with that kind of predict-
ability. Economic processes are 
not statistical in nature, they are 
actually dynamic, in the same 
sense as the term dynamis was 
used by the ancient Greeks, the 
Pythagoreans, in defining sci-
entific method, and the way that 
modern scientific method which 
is based on Leibniz’s definition 
of dynamics, operates. We oper-
ate in a universe which has laws. 
These laws include laws which 
are discovered by mankind and 
used by mankind, and become 
an integral part of the way so-
ciety works.

In this process, there’s free 
will operating. There are choic-
es. Free will is operating at all 
levels, on an individual level, 
in powerful institutions, and so 
forth. But the rules which so-
ciety has adopted, rules which 
function like universal physical 
principles, these rules remain—
at least temporarily until they’re 
superseded—they represent the 
thing that controls what is go-
ing to happen in society. With-
in this set of rules, individuals 
have choices; they can make de-
cisions. Institutions have choic-
es; they can make decisions. 
You can shift the way the conse-
quences unfold. You can change 
the timing of events, by human 
will. But you can not change the 
characteristic direction, which 
the rules of the system have 
built into it.

So, now we have reached 
a point, where we are, at this 
point, in terms of dynamics, in 
terms of the system, this world 
monetary-financial system is 
finished. It’s as good as dead, 
right now—or as worse than 
dead, right now. There is no 
possibility, that, of its own voli-
tion, it will rebound. There is no 
possibility that it can have a re-
markably extended life. Though 
you can have an extended life, 
under a dictatorship. But as the 

kind of political systems we 
have now, it can not continue. 
You can have an exception to 
that—dictatorship, extended 
wars, other things that will de-
lay the point of decision, or res-
olution. But this system is fin-
ished. There’s nothing you can 
do within the terms of this sys-
tem, to prevent it from collaps-
ing. Somebody can alter the 
date on which the collapse of-
ficially occurs. But the inevi-
tability of the collapse is built 
into the system, and it’s on the 
short term.

But you can change the sys-
tem.

We Are a Unique Form of 
Government

Now, the United States has 
had quite a bit of experience 
with systems. The system which 
the United States represents was 
new in its time. We were a 
unique republic. Nothing like it 
actually existed in Europe. It did 
not exist in the 18th Century, it 
did not exist in the 19th Centu-
ry, and did not really exist in the 
20th Century. We are a unique 
form of government.

The European systems, and 
systems of the world in general, 
are oligarchical systems: That 
is, you have an upper ruling 
class, or influential class, which 
dominates society, typified by 
parliamentary systems. A par-
liamentary system is a system 
of tyranny. You have a parlia-
ment, elected officials, who 
presumably make certain deci-
sions. But the minute they try 
to make a decision that offends 
the leading powers, the parlia-
ment goes into a crisis, and you 
have a new parliamentary gov-
ernment, the end of the threat. 

That’s the way it works.
Our Constitutional system, 

inherently, is superior to any 
other system on this planet, 
when we use it, when our Con-
stitution is followed. Because, 
our Constitution is based on cer-
tain principles which flow im-
plicitly, from the intention of the 
Preamble of the Federal Consti-
tution. And also, that our system 
of government, constitutionally, 
is not a monetary system—it’s 
a credit system.

Read the Constitution! How 
is money created, under law, un-
der our Constitution? A bill is 
presented in the House of Rep-
resentatives. That bill autho-
rizes the Department of Trea-
sury, and therefore, the Presi-
dent, to utter credit of the Unit-
ed States, in the form of curren-
cy or some other form of cred-
it—public credit. This credit is 
then released, and applied, ac-
cording to law, at the discre-
tion of government. This credit 
forms the basis for our curren-
cy, the utterance of our curren-
cy; it forms the basis for pub-
lic credit, such as investments 
in public infrastructure: build-
ing a railway system, building 
power systems, dams, and so 
forth; funding certain kinds, or 
launching certain kinds of pri-
vate projects, as well as for war-
fare. Public credit is our sys-
tem. We regulate our currency, 
as we did best under Franklin 
Roosevelt, to have a fixed-ex-
change-rate system, among na-
tions. That works the best.

We are unique, in that sense. 
Every part of Europe, for exam-
ple, is still—well, forget East-
ern Europe, forget Russia for 
the moment—but every part of 

“Save the American Republic From the British Empire!”

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.  

The September 11, 2001 attacks on the Twin Towers in New York were orchestrated by the British and their Saudi allies, with complicity from high level circles 
inside the U.S.  They were modeled on the Reichstag fire of February 27, 1933, which the Nazis themselves set and blamed on the Communists in order to make 
Hitler dictator, in order to fight “Communist terrorism”. LaRouche (r.) had forecast a 9/11 event nine months earlier. 

Vice President Dick Cheney is an asset of the Crown and the City of London. 

U.S. President Franklin Delano Roo-
sevelt (1933-45) fought the British and 
their Wall St. allies, to bring the U.S. 
and world out of the Depression and 
defeat the Nazis.  

The theoretical journal of the La-
Rouche Youth Movement is reviving 
the greatest scientific discoveries in 
history. www.wlym.com.
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Central and Western Europe is 
actually an oligarchical system, 
in which there is a higher pow-
er than government. That higher 
power is central banking. Cen-
tral banking is private central 
banking. And private credit, in 
the form of a monetary system, 
controls the governments.

We’re living in, essentially, a 
British Empire: That is, the world 
is run by a money system, called 
a “free-market system.” Or the 
equivalent. The money system 
is controlled by banks and sim-
ilar financial institutions. Gov-
ernments, under free trade, are 
not supposed to interfere with 
the functioning of that system. 
You’re under a dictatorship of in-
ternational finance. The only al-
ternative to this, which is what is 
hated by the oligarchs, is Frank-
lin Roosevelt’s system: Franklin 
Roosevelt instituted a revival of 
the American System, based on 
public credit, rather than mon-
etary power, arbitrary mone-

tary power.
Now, the present system—to 

make as short of this as possible 
in terms of this aspect of the pre-
sentation—the present system, 
as long as we try to operate ac-
cording to the rules of an inter-
national monetary system, the 
United States is now hopeless-
ly doomed. … There is no hope 
for the continued survival of the 
United States, under the present 
monetary system.

However, under our Constitu-
tion, with a President, and with 
the backing of a Congress which 
supports him in this, the United 
States can turn on a dime: Pre-
cisely such is the key to my pro-
posed legislation, which is now 
before the Congress. That is: 
You can not reform this system. 
You can not improve it, it can not 
work, there’s no way of escaping 
catastrophe globally, under this 
system—none!

What you can do, you can do 
under our Constitution: The Fed-

eral government can act, to cre-
ate a firewall, in which we pro-
tect—for example—mortgag-
es, and banks, that is, legitimate 
banks, chartered banks. We move 
to protect them, absolutely, un-
der the same thing as a bank-
ruptcy procedure. In other words, 
you’re putting the system into 
bankruptcy, under the authori-
ty of the Federal government. 
That means that no household 
will have an eviction. We’ll sort 
it out later. No bank will be shut 
down; no regular bank, no char-
tered bank, will be shut down—
they’re protected, under bank-
ruptcy protection.

We now proceed to decide 
what is going to be paid in 
the future. We’re not going to 
pay gambling debts. And most 
of this monetary effluent, that 
you’re seeing floating out there, 
is gambling debts, what is called 
“monetary assets.” All of it is 
speculation, speculation, spec-
ulation, speculation—gambling 
debts. We don’t pay gambling 
debts. “What about my bank, 
my debt? I got this note, I got 
this note, who’s going to pay 
my note?” “We’re not paying 
your note, buddy. It’s a gambling 
debt. Can’t collect—it’s an IOU, 
not worth anything.” As George 
Bush said—wrongly—about So-
cial Security claims. That’s not 
an IOU, that’s an obligation of 
the Federal government. That’s 
not an IOU. Gambling debts are 
IOUs, Goldman Sachs is a bunch 
of IOUs, and I don’t think they’re 
going to pay them, either.

So, the point is, what you can 
do under the authority of govern-

ment, you can create a new sys-
tem. In our case, in our repub-
lic, the system you would create, 
would be a return to the princi-
ples of the Constitution, as typi-
fied, for example, by the prece-
dent of what Franklin Roosevelt 
did, with Harry Hopkins and 
others, to save the United States 
from the worst Depression we’d 
had up to that time, that is, in the 
20th Century. We do the same 
thing again.

A Firewall of Law
So what is required here, lead-

ership, means very simply, things 
that the average guy out there can 
understand. The average person 
on the state level, the state legis-
latures and similar institutions, 
are sane. The people in the Con-
gress are insane from the top 
down. That doesn’t mean they’re 
all insane, it means they’re intim-
idated by Harry Reid, they’re in-
timidated by Pelosi, and so forth 
and so on. Therefore, they will 
sabotage anything, which is not 
pleasing to the bankers, to the fi-
nanciers. And that is to the inter-
national financiers, in the City of 
London.

The center of the world econ-
omy today, is the City of Lon-
don. It’s not the British monar-
chy, as such. The British mon-
archy is an institution of the sys-
tem, but the British monarchy is 
not the controller of the system. 

The controller of the system is a 
Venetian-style system of private 
financier interests, sort of like 
a slime mold, which assembles 
and asserts its collective power, 
and uses the instruments of gov-
ernment, under its compulsion, 
to cause societies to submit to 
its will. That’s an empire. That 
was the empire, the medieval em-
pire, of the Crusaders and the Ve-
netians, the usurers. That’s been 
the British Empire since Febru-
ary of 1763, when we broke from 
the British on that issue.

All we have to do, is rees-
tablish the principle of sover-
eign government: That sover-
eign government is the highest 
authority on this planet, and es-
pecially in our own country. We 
say, we put the system into bank-
ruptcy reorganization. Our objec-

tive is to make sure that we can 
keep the economy, society going, 
without missing a step. No one 
is evicted from their homes. No 
bank, which is a chartered bank, 
is closed down. We take other 
measures of a similar nature, to 
ensure that what we’re doing to-
day that is good, will continue! 
And we will build on that to in-
troduce new things, which will 
get us back on the road to ex-
pansion.

And the first thing we’ll have 
to do, once I get this bill through 
the Congress, the next thing, is 
go back to do what we should 
have done, in 2005 and 2006: 
Take the capacity represented 
by the automobile industry of 

the United States—that is, U.S. 
corporations—take that capacity, 
which represents primarily a ma-
chine-tool capacity, in locations 
which still exist (the plant may 
be closed down, but the location 
exists; the people still live there, 
or most of them do). It has a ma-
chine-tool capability. It has also 
an associated labor force which 
worked with the automobile in-
dustry, and similar industries, to 
engage in the production to re-
alize the fruits of what the ma-
chine-tool sector does in terms 
of rebuilding.

We can use the remains of the 
machine-tool sector associated 
with the auto industry, by get-
ting it back into functioning un-
der government financing. We 
can use that to start a recovery 
program. We start it in the pub-

lic sector. We build nuclear pow-
er plants, rapidly, many of them. 
We rebuild our water systems, 
rapidly. We create a national rail 
system, immediately, rapidly.

We use these kinds of projects, 
which are government-related 
projects, we use these to stimu-
late employment and production 
in the private sector of industry, 
in agriculture and industry. The 
same way! The same way as the 
Homeowners and Bank Protec-
tion Act, the same method: We 
create a firewall of law, a fire-
wall of Constitutional law, which 
protects what is essential for the 
functioning of the nation and the 
security of its people, to separate 
what we do day by day, which is 
protected from claims of another 
nature. Those claims of another 
nature can stand outside the of-
fices and wait their turn to be 
considered: We are going to pro-
tect the people and nation of the 
United States. We’re going to en-
courage other nations to join us 
in doing the same thing.

We’re going to shut down the 
British Empire! Which, as I de-
scribed it, is the source of 9/11: 
We’ll shut it down. … We can 
begin to put things into place, 
to rebuild the world as President 
Roosevelt had intended, had he 
not died. The intention, coming 
out of the war, the idea of the cre-
ation of the United Nations, the 
idea of the elimination of colo-
nialism, systematically and im-
mediately—these kinds of things 
were the intention of Roosevelt. 
The [President Harry S] Truman 
Administration turned it around, 
and went with the British.

But today, the same kind of 
thinking applies: If we decide 
that we’re going to defend the 
U.S. economy, in particular, 
against what is now an immedi-
ate and virtually inevitable col-
lapse, disintegration of our econ-
omy, of our republic—if we de-
cide to do that, and use the meth-
ods I indicated, that can change 
the world. It will break the pow-
er of the British Empire: the em-
pire which gave us 9/11.  

The machine-tool designer, by introducing innovation into the productive process, 
and employing thousands of people in using the innovation, increases the produc-
tive powers of labour of the entire population. Above: Edgetek SuperAbrasive 
Milling (SAM) – High Speed Grinding Machine Tool.

The LaRouche movement is 
conducting a nationwide, in-
tensive grassroots campaign 
throughout the United States, 
around the following petition. 
Its three concluding points are 
a summary of LaRouche’s Ho-
meowners and Banks Protec-
tion Act 2007, which he em-
phasised in his October 10 
webcast, and which must be 
rammed through the U.S. Con-
gress in the immediate weeks 
ahead. It has already been in-
troduced into several state leg-
islatures. 

Such legislation is also a 
dire necessity for Australia, 
especially given our more 
than 800 home foreclosures 
nationally per week, and our 
1.8 million financially dis-
tressed households, as well 
as our debt-striken, endan-
gered farmers.  U.S. President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s 
actions against mass foreclo-
sures during the Depression 
provides a precedent for to-
day; as, for Australia, so do 
the almost identical actions of 
NSW Premier Jack Lang in his 
Anti-Eviction Act and Mora-
torium Act. 

The onrushing financial cri-
sis engulfing home mort-

gages, debt instruments of all 
types, and the banking system 
of the United States, threatens 
to set off an economic depres-
sion worse than the 1930s. 

Millions of American citi-
zens are threatened with fore-
closure and loss of their homes 
over the upcoming months, 
according to studies released 
by RealtyTrac and Moody’s 
Economy.com. 

The hedge funds which 
spread this financial collapse 
among markets worldwide, 
by dominating speculation in 
all those markets, are now go-
ing bankrupt and demanding 
government bailout of their 

securities and derivatives. 
The nominal value of the de-
rivatives based on mortgages 
alone is the size of the com-
bined GDP of the nations of 
the world. The hedge funds, 
the mortgage-backed securi-
ties, the financial derivatives 
can not be bailed out. 

This financial crisis is now 
threatening the integrity of 
both state and Federally char-
tered banks, as typified by the 
run on deposits of Northern 
Rock mortgage bank in Brit-
ain in September and Coun-
trywide Financial in Califor-
nia during the month of Au-
gust; and such a banking col-
lapse would wipe out the life 
savings of American citizens, 
and drastically undermine 
the economic stability of our 
states and cities. 

In a similar financial cri-
sis in the 1930s, President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt inter-
vened to protect banks and 
homeowners; for example in 
April 1933, he introduced leg-
islation as a “declaration of na-
tional policy ... that the broad 
interests of the Nation require 
that special safeguards should 
be thrown around home own-
ership as a guarantee of social 
and economic stability...” One 
month earlier, his Bank Holi-
day reorganized the nation’s 
failing banks under Federal 
protection. 

The principles of the Ho-
meowners and Bank Protec-
tion Act of 2007, proposed 
by economist Lyndon H. La-
Rouche, Jr., meet this crisis. It 
requires emergency action that 
only the United States Con-
gress has the capability to en-
act. This act includes the fol-
lowing provisions: 

1. Congress must establish 
a Federal agency to place the 
Federal and state chartered 
banks under protection, freez-
ing all existing home mort-

gages for a period of however 
many months or years are re-
quired to adjust the values to 
fair prices, and restructure ex-
isting mortgages at appropri-
ate interest rates. Further, this 
action would also write off all 
of the speculative debt obliga-
tions of mortgage-backed se-
curities, derivatives, and oth-
er forms of Ponzi Schemes 
that have brought the banking 
system to the point of bank-
ruptcy. 

2. During the transitional 
period, all foreclosures shall 
be frozen, allowing Amer-
ican families to retain their 
homes. Monthly payments, 
the equivalent of rental pay-
ments, shall be made to des-
ignated banks, which can use 
the funds as collateral for nor-
mal lending practices, thus 
recapitalizing the banking 
systems. These affordable 
monthly payments will be 
factored into new mortgag-
es, reflecting the deflating of 
the housing bubble, and the 
establishment of appropriate 
property valuations, and re-
duced fixed mortgage inter-
est rates. This shakeout will 
take several years to achieve. 
In the interim period no hom-
eowner shall be evicted from 
his or her property, and the 
Federal and state chartered 
banks shall be protected, so 
they can resume their tradi-
tional functions, serving lo-
cal communities, and facili-
tating credit for investment in 
productive industries, agricul-
ture, infrastructure, etc. 

3. State governors shall as-
sume the administrative re-
sponsibilities for implement-
ing the program, including 
the rental assessments to des-
ignated banks, with the Feder-
al government providing the 
necessary credits and guar-
antees to assure the success-
ful transition. 

 “A Firewall of Law”: The Homeowners 
and Banks Protection Act 2007

St Mark's Square, Venice. The oligarchy of Venice invented modern central 
banking. They ran the international monetary system from the 11th Century 
through the 17th Century, using it to loot the world; they also spawned the City 
of London and the Bank of England. 

Lines of frantic depositors form around the bankrupt Northern Rock Bank in 
Britain, in scenes reminiscent of the Great Depression. 

dominant ‘behind the curtain’ 
power in the government of 
modern States.

“Such is the modern ‘Mon-
ey Power.’ ”

As a minister in the Scul-
len Labor government, An-
stey fully supported Lang’s 
moratorium against London, 
while Anstey’s protégé and 
soon-to-be prime minister 
John Curtin wrote a pamphlet 
entitled, Australia’s Econom-
ic Crisis and the £55,000,000 
Interest Bill: How the Years 
of Money Power Extortion 
Have Brought Misery to the 
Nation. 

And, when the Whitlam 
Government (1973-75) at-
tempted to take back control 
of our nation’s vast mineral 
wealth from British firms led 
by Rio Tinto, and to build a 
vast infrastructure grid to unite 
and develop the continent, the 

British and their Murdoch-
dominated Australian press 
concocted a scandal known as 
“the loans affair”, under cov-
er of which British agent Sir 
John Kerr sacked Whitlam, 
as documented in the CEC’s 
The Fight for an Australian 
Republic. Whitlam’s Deputy 
Prime Minister and Treasur-
er Jim Cairns later observed,  
“We were conscious of the 
opposition of the Bank of 
England and the English es-
tablishment”. Queen Eliza-
beth personally bestowed the 
Royal Victorian Order upon 
Kerr for his deed as well as 
upon his private secretary Sir 
David Smith, who actually 
read the proclamation sack-
ing Whitlam.  

The present form of the 
British empire is more subtle 
than it was when the Queen 
sacked Whitlam, though it 

is for that very reason more 
deadly. Any thoughtful person 
will be aware that the plagues 
of “privatisation”, “deregula-
tion”, and “competition pol-
icy” all issued forth from the 
City of London during the 
era of British PM Margaret 
Thatcher, as, for that matter, 
did the scam of “global warm-
ing”, as the latter was docu-
mented in British TV 4’s fa-
mous The Great Global Warm-
ing Swindle. The British also 
cooked up the anti-Aborigine, 
anti-Australia fraud of “land 
rights”, as the CEC has chron-
icled in detail. As in their 19th 
Century imperial heyday, the 
City of London-centred finan-
cial oligarchy intends to wield 
such weapons to destroy agro-
industrial nation states, and 
thereby ram through the most 
far-reaching imperial looting 
in history. 

Cont. from p.2.
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LaRouche Youth Movement in Action

By Rachel Affleck

In times of crisis, wrote the 
great poet Shelley, “The most 

unfailing herald, companion, 
and follower of the awakening 
of a great people to work a ben-
eficial change in opinion or in-
stitution is Poetry. At such pe-
riods there is an accumulation 
of the power of communicating 
and receiving intense and im-
passioned conceptions respect-
ing man and nature.” 

A time of crisis has come for 
this nation, and it forces upon 
each of us, as it did upon our 
republican forefathers around 
the poets John Dunmore Lang 
and Charles Harpur, the “in-
tense and impassioned” ques-
tion, “What is my identity as an 
Australian? Am I an American 
republican-style thinker, or a 
British subject non-thinker?”

This is not a matter of nation-
ality in the strictest sense, but 
of identity. What is an “Ameri-
can”, really? Is an American a 
“gung-ho, trigger happy brute” 
striving for world empire? A 
baby-boomer might answer so 
(particularly given that Ameri-
ca since World War II has of-
ten acted as a pawn for Wall St. 
and City of London financiers).  
But not someone who has ever 
truly contemplated the ideas 
for which the American revo-
lution was fought, as enshrined 
in the Preamble of the Ameri-
can constitution. That Preamble 
defines the duty of the Ameri-
can citizen, and the mission of 
his country:   

“We the people of the United 
States, in order to form a more 
perfect union, establish jus-
tice, insure domestic Tranquil-
ity, provide for the common de-
fence, promote the general Wel-
fare , and secure the Blessings 
of Liberty to ourselves and our 
Posterity, do ordain and estab-
lish this Constitution for the 
United States of America.”

Was that merely idealism 
by Benjamin Franklin and his 
co-thinkers, simply nice ideas 
which were never acted upon, 
or only briefly? Or are these 
not the ideals which have al-
ways seen America through its 
great crises, from the Revolu-
tionary War of Independence; 
to the victory of the Union un-
der President Lincoln over the 
British-organised, slave-hold-
ing Confederacy; to the leader-
ship of President Roosevelt in 
the triumph over the Depression 
and leading the world to victo-
ry over fascism? 

Those ideals have been re-
vived again today by America’s 
greatest living patriot, the econ-
omist and stateman Lyndon La-
Rouche. LaRouche has defined 
a true republic as one in which 
each among all newborn infants 
will have the potential to be de-

veloped into poets, scientists, 
discoverers and statesmen, or to 
otherwise reach their very high-
est potential. It is this principle 
that is embedded within the his-
tory of the United States, even 
now when the elected congress 
chooses out of their own gen-
erational (baby boomer) impo-
tence not to respond to the lead-
ership which the American peo-
ple demand of them. 

What principle, if any, is stat-
ed in our own Australian Con-
stitution? Philosophically, what 
is the intended mission of the 
Australian? Is the role of the 
Australian simply to strip the 
natural wealth from our soils 
and to export it for British gain? 
Are we allowed no more than 
the role of “dirt-diggers” ex-
tracting the enormous wealth of 
our mineral deposits for multi-
national corporations? Under 
this system, we, the people of 
Australia, remain mere colo-
nists, with no say as to our own 
future. The generation which 
fought or lived through World 
War II has largely passed from 
the scene, while the following 
generations gave up the fight 
for national sovereignty, as ex-
emplified in the shift from the 
“old ALP” which still existed 
in the Whitlam era, to the pa-
thetic British stooges Hawke 
and Keating and on through to 
the present. 

The generations that experi-
enced the two great world wars 
of the past century remember 
the senseless slaughter of Aus-
tralians in the interest of the 
Empire, and so  had a devel-
oped sense of the necessity of 
our breaking from British co-
lonial rule. They knew what 
the British use of Australians as 
“cannon fodder” meant, where 
60,000 of our finest young men 
out of a population of only five 
million died in the senseless 
trench warfare in Europe, or 

charging machine guns at Galli-
poli for Winston Churchill. 

Now, we are a nation like an-
cient Athens, in that we have 
“no old men among us”, as the 
Egyptian priest admonished So-
crates. The ranks of our great 
patriots have been decimated 
by illness and death, and thus 
the knowledge of what Aus-
tralia should be has almost dis-
appeared from living memory. 
Therefore the Youth generation 
must now intervene on the stage 
of history. 

If human civilisation is to 
continue, then we must reverse 
the assumptions that underpin 
the disgusting environmental-
ist ideology which the British 
have foisted upon us, by which 
we allow ourselves to be de-
stroyed. What are the axioms 
of that “left wing” zero-growth, 
post-industrial ideology of en-

vironmentalism? Are they not 
identical with those of “right 
wing” free trade and neo-liber-
alism, respecting man’s nature, 
whereby man is merely a beast? 
Do these “popular sentiments” 
not deny what makes man dif-
ferent from the beasts, which is 
his or her creative capacities in 
the image of God? It is the deni-
al of that “divine spark” in man 
which leads to the belief that all 
men and women are not equal, 
or are merely beasts, which in 
turn leads to policies of geno-
cide, as we see today being car-
ried out against our Aboriginal 
citizens and farmers alike, with 
the rest of us next in line. Does 
not each and every human being 
at inception represent equal po-
tential? Does not each one of us 
have something to contribute to 
posterity? How do we create a 
culture where mankind as a cre-
ative being is held in the high-
est respect? 

It is the intention of the La-
rouche Youth Movement to cre-
ate such a culture within Austra-
lia. Our fight is a continuation 
of Franklin Roosevelt’s inten-
tion before his premature death 
in April 1945: to free the world 
of British imperialism. That in-
tention defies the embedded 
ideogical crippling of the “sub-
ject” mentality, as expressed  in 
the deep cultural pessimism of 
the Australian who continues 
to vote for one or the other of 
the two “major” parties which 
have increasingly destroyed this 
country, who thereby choos-
es not to break from his men-
tal shackles, and who therefore 
chooses to remain a slave rather 
than become a free man. 

It is this torch of the pro-
methean fire-bringer which we 
hold high, as did former Indo-
nesian President Sukarno at the 
1955 Bandung Conference of 
the Nonaligned Movement. In 
his opening speech there, he 

evoked the image of the Amer-
ican War of Independence, 
which he called “the first suc-
cessful anti-colonialist war in 
history”, declaring that “the bat-
tle which began 180 years ago is 
not yet completely won”. 

The Larouche Youth Move-
ment internationally is fight-
ing a war of ideas respecting 
the nature of man, a fight ex-
emplified by Aeschylus’ great 
drama of Prometheus, who the 
tyrant Zeus tortured for giving 
fire (technology) to mankind, so 
that Zeus and the gods of Olym-
pus could keep the shackles on 
the minds of mortal men. This 
was the battle which Solon of 
Athens fought, to whom the 
Americans looked in their rev-
olution, a struggle continued in 
the Golden Renaissance in Ita-
ly in the 15th Century when  the 
modern nation state was found-

ed through the work of Nicho-
las of Cusa and the Council of 
Florence, which then burst forth 
in the American Revolution of 
Benjamin Franklin, George 
Washington, Alexander Ham-
ilton and the other American 
Founding Fathers, who estab-
lished the first true republic in 
world history.  

At present we Australians are 
a nation so rich with potential, 
yet a people kept so small by the 
suppression of the unique re-
publican identity within our na-
tional history as typified by J. D. 
Lang, King O’Malley and John 
Curtin. Their struggles have be-
queathed to us extraordinary in-
spirations, such as our original 
1912 “Commonwealth” Nation-
al Bank. This once represented 
the foundation for American 
System Hamiltonian econom-
ic development, a public cred-
it bank which our governments 
could use to fund infrastructur-
al development for nation build-
ing, the greatest example of 
which was the 1949-1974 con-
struction of the Snowy Moun-
tains Hydro-Electric Scheme, 
known as the “Eighth Wonder 
of the World”. The anglophile 
Menzies government already 
started to turn away from that 
tradition of nation building, 
a process which disappeared 
when Keating privatised and 
destroyed the Commonwealth 
“Savings” bank in 1996. 

Today, the United States must 
return to its own nation-building 
tradition. In so doing, it would 
find great partners in the na-
tions of Russia, China and In-
dia, who, unlike their Europe-
an counterparts, are respond-
ing to this crisis by calling for 
long-term investment in co-op-
erative development between 
their neighbours, including in-
vestment in great infrastruc-
ture projects such as Russia’s 
proposal for the Bering Strait 
tunnel which has the potential 
to become a global trade route 
through the Americas, across 
Eurasia and eventually down 
to Africa. 

With LaRouche leading the 
United States, that Four Power 
bloc would weave the threads 
for an intricate tapestry of glob-
al development of sovereign na-
tion states. These four nations 
cannot develop alone in this 
world of many cultures, but will 
anchor and also depend upon 
the survival and development 
of the nations of Asia and Afri-
ca. Within this Four Power al-
liance, Australia has a mission. 
Australia can play a crucial role 
in developing the regions to the 
north of our great land that are 
suffering from a 70-80% pover-
ty rate, if we mobilise our vast 
land and resources to mass pro-
duce the food and raw materials 

which Asian nations urgently 
require, along with clean wa-
ter. For this we must revitalise 
our own collapsed agro-indus-
trial base. Our responsibility to 
our northern neighbours is im-
plicit in our existence; this is the 
role we have to play in the fight 
for the future existence of man-
kind, as LaRouche outlined to 
the CEC National Conference 
in Melbourne in 1993: 

“We must give Australia a pur-
pose for existence, a cultural pur-
pose for existence, in terms of 
the entirety of the Western Pacif-
ic and Indian Ocean Basin. Aus-
tralia must make itself indispens-

able to the peoples of this region; 
and it can best do that by resolv-
ing to abandon the demontage, 
the destruction of its industrial 
and agricultural potential, the 
destruction of its scientific poten-
tial ... and become an outpost of 
the very best which the Americas 
and European 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 Aus-
tralia and the nation of Austra-
lia, is a beacon of benefit to them 
all, which they will treasure, as 
they would treasure any benefit 
of that sort. ” 

Contact the LYM. 
Phone: 03 9355 8654

Email: lym@cecaust.com.au
 Web: www.wlym.com/~australiaMISSION STATEMENT

This Southern Land of Ours
          By Charles Harpur

With clowns to make our laws, and knaves
   To rule us as of old,
In vain our soil is rich, in vain
   ‘Tis seamed with virgin gold!

But the present only yields us nought,
   The future only lours,
Till we have a braver Manhood
   In this Southern Land of Ours.

What would pygmean statesmen but 
   Our new-world prospects blast,
By chaining Enterprise and Thought
   To the misyielding past;
With all its misery for the mass,
   And fraud upholden powers:
But we’ll have a braver system
   In this Southern Land of ours!

And lo, the unploughed Future, boys!
   May yet be all our own,
If hearts that love their Native Soil
   Determine, (this alone,)
To sow its years for crops of truth,
   And border them with flowers,
Till we have a nobler Manhood
   In this Southern Land of ours.

Our greatest poet, the republican 
Charles Harpur (1813-1868).

LYM organising on a Melbourne university campus.

Passersby get to discuss crucial political issues with the LYM in busy Flinders 
Lane in the Melbourne CBD.

The LYM with provocative signs challenging students on campus.
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