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From the Managing Editor

This week will be decisive for the nation, as we go into the final 
days before the Nov. 6 Presidential election. The fact that we have 
just been through one of the worst storms in our history, which has 
crippled New York City, and left 8 million people without power, 
brings to mind the Erinyes, who must have concluded that only a 
shakeup of Olympian proportions could possibly derail the horror 
that one of the two Presidential candidates will be elected. As Lyndon 
LaRouche writes in our Feature this week: “While Obama is an im-
mediate threat to the very continued existence of the United States . . . 
Romney has failed to grasp publicly the crucial set of points which 
are now of the utmost urgency for our republic’s survival. . . .”

Continuing this theme, Helga Zepp-LaRouche, in International, 
asks, “Is Mankind Smarter than the Dinosaurs?”: “The world is . . . al-
ready in the midst of a dynamic that could very quickly lead to global 
thermonuclear war and the extinction of the human species.” Yet no 
one—not in Germany, nor in the U.S.—is talking about it.

In each case, it is as if we were all sleepwalking to Armageddon.
Digging into the historical background to the current plunge into 

global war, is the discussion from the Oct. 20 LaRouche Show, with 
EIR’s Hussein Askary and Ramtanu Maitra, on “The Two Kingdoms 
of Terror,” which is summed up by Askary: “the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia and the British Kingdom are actually inseparable; they are one 
entity.”

In National, we review LaRouche’s Oct. 29 webcast, whose theme 
was “Dump the Parties, Put Recovery Program in Now!” There is also 
Obama’s “Benghazigate,” and a sobering warning from an unexpected 
source: Zbigniew Brzezinski.

In Economics, find coverage of the life-or-death fight for Glass-
Steagall; and an interview with the Irish patriot Thomas Pringle who 
is leading a fight against the bailouts.

A first-hand report from the International Aeronautical Congress 
which met in Naples, Italy, in early October, “amidst uncertainty and 
hope,” rounds out the issue.

This Friday, LaRouche will deliver a double whammy: a press con-
ference in Washington, and the fourth of his “Friday” webcasts. Both 
will be available at www.larouchepac.com.
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generate the effect of a shocking change, for the 
sake of which society must now profoundly 
redefine its outlook respecting almost everything, 
on Earth, and under the Sun. . . . The necessary 
effect should be a powerful effect of a happy 
discovery, a discovery which has been adopted by 
people who have come, really, to know what 
constitutes a really important discovery of a 
sweepingly new quality in viewing the future of 
our species.
      “In the history of the human species, that is the 
way we should read our experiences. It is the 
experience which should define for others, both 
what the members of our species really are, or have 
merely chosen to be, or, what we might come to 
discover, later, even much later, that we really have 
been heretofore.”
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October 18, 20121

Several Opening Points Urgently To Be 
Considered:

1. The estimated ability of mankind to continue to 
live under the presently reigning, but evolving condi-
tions of our present Sun, is by no means a kind of ar-
rangement designed to endure simply forever. As some 
academic estimates which had been kicked about 
among physical-science circuits, have indicated, there 
is an estimated range of about two billions years, until 
the Sun “explodes,” or, a much earlier doom for human 
beings still remaining on Earth would occur.

2. Nonetheless, if there is no evidence, yet, that the 
human species itself, even if not also our present Sun, 
might actually become capable of outliving such kinds 
of currently “guess-timated” dates, that remains a pos-
sible option until shown otherwise.

On this account, mankind is already known to us as 
being, intrinsically, unlike any other species known to 
us as presently existing now, or having existed. Man-
kind is essentially unlike all other living creatures pres-
ently known to us here on Earth; mankind is, for us 
presently, the only known case of a form of life which 
has actually voluntarily creative capabilities. The prac-
tical challenge to be considered for our references, 

1.  Here, I return to a topical area which I have touched upon in some 
depth on earlier occasions. Here, I go into the core of that issue.

here, is: “Should we believe that our species, with its 
uniquely, categorical noëtic abilities, might, therefore, 
be capable of continuing to survive indefinitely?”

3. I present these introductory points on that account 
from where I am now situated on certain, admittedly on 
“shaky” evidence, but evidence which is, nonetheless, 
sound argument. The systemic distinction of the already 
established “history” of our species, is that of a species 
which is biologically unique, a species which is presently 
contrasted, thus, to all others presently known to us.

This thought is not “wild guesswork” in any sense. 
Our own species possesses an inherent potential, which 
lies beyond the limits of the primitive notions of what is 
called “sense-perception;” we are capable of willfully 
upward evolution of its already demonstrated potential 
for action, that with an accessibly unique quality of sys-
temically willful, noëtic characteristics. These noëtic 
characteristics are both absolutely unlike, and far, far 
beyond, the achievements of any other species known to 
exist, or to have existed for us presently.

Yet, we continue to surprise the usual doubters, that 
while we remain merely mortals, we now remain none-
theless, essentially a living testament to the specific 
uniqueness, among all other expressions of known life, 
of what is presently known as mankind. Individual per-
sons are ostensibly mortal, intrinsically, but the noëtic 
mental capabilities within the bounds of our species, 
are in that degree, potentially immortal in our conse-
quences.

A THESIS CARRYING A UNIQUELY ORIGINAL MESSAGE:

The End for Dummies!
by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

EIR Feature
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4. There are several, sequential elements of qualita-
tive-historical evidence, which now point us into the 
relevant directions for discovering what I am claiming 
in the course of presenting this report.

First of all: on that account, there is the fact that our 
human species has already proven its powers to embody 
a qualitatively innate, and evidently unique potential 
for mankind.

Second: that potential has been shown to such a 
foreseeable effect, that what we should choose to be-
lieve presently in this matter, must become recognized 
as the absolutely unique potentials respecting our spe-
cies’ future existence, potentials which are not known to 
exist in any other living species presently known to us, 
other than our own.

5. As I shall indicate in the course of this report, our 
species has, thus, an inherently unique prospect, for 
being able to endure as a species, like no other in the 
known history of this planet’s living species today. The 
crucial question posed as a challenge to us now, is, 
“does our species really wish to achieve that kind of im-
mortality in its character, if not of the individual person 

as such, but as a species with that species’ im-
mortal potentials for achievements of con-
tinuing as a species with our higher qualities 
of life?”

Therefore: On the subject of this latter 
question, if and when we take into account, as 
now, the world’s existing trends in govern-
ments, whether that of the U.S. Obama ad-
ministration, or the oligarchical systems of 
such as the original Roman empire, or of the 
present British imperial monarchy, for exam-
ple, there are some very ugly reasons for what 
should be any of my continually persisting 
doubts concerning the actual realization of 
mankind’s effective potential to bring on its 
own species’ continued survival beyond that 
“barrier to continued human life” which is 
implicitly global, thermonuclear warfare.

It should now be obvious, that these con-
siderations also include the requirement that 
we become capable of defeating the danger to 
life from asteroids and comets.

6. Nevertheless, the hope must remain 
within some among each of us, for the human 
species’ actions to improve itself in the quality 
of a potentially immortal species, despite the 
fact, that each among us, is mortal, and that 

even despite the opinions of all those mean-spirited va-
rieties of human beings which infest some past and 
present governments on this planet. That necessary evi-
dence exists which is clear on this point; you, each, 
have but to discover it.

Therefore, in this conclusion of my opening sum-
mary: The evidence for a hopeful conclusion already 
clearly exists, as the recent “Curiosity” landing affirms 
this. Such is the discoverable nature, context, and the 
prospective outcome, of the converging array of sub-
ject-matters which I am now bringing for your consid-
erations here.

 

I. On “Energy-flux Density”

Now, join me in considering, more deeply, that 
part of the evidence which most readily demonstrates 
what has been, and is in fact, that which might seem to 
be the relatively miraculous power of the human spe-
cies. I emphasize that relatively unusual power which 
is potentially specific to each newborn from among 

NASA

While the best estimates are that we have approximately 2 billion years until 
the Sun (shown here, in a coronal mass ejection)  “explodes,” it behooves 
mankind on Earth, as a unique species, to begin to muster our noëtic 
capabilities to confront and overcome that, and other cosmic challenges.
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our human species: the power 
to continue the individual’s de-
velopment of those unique 
qualities needed for the acqui-
sition of ever more powerful 
means for our unique species 
to exist, and to gain increased 
influence within the setting of 
our living existence.

I restate the point, that this 
particular, implied intention, 
the which is embedded in our 
human species’ nature, is ap-
parently unique, a fact which is 
expressed in those actions taken 
on behalf of some additionally 
gained, demonstrably more 
potent, and universal physical 
principle. I intend such as the 
manifest principle which is 
properly identified as the will-
fully expressed subsuming 
“rates of relative increase in 
our own species’ mode of en-
ergy-flux density,” as by those many varieties of human 
cultures, which remain now still in a tortured state of 
intellectual decline which is now, unfortunately, more 
and more typical of recent trends and generations in 
the main.

The Matter of “The Green Pest”
For the purposes which I might hope that you and I 

will share in identifying contrasts, consider the dis-
tinction represented by the phenomenon of the preva-
lently chronic decadence among the increasing ration 
of contemporary so-called “greenies,” in particular.

When that deepening, “green” decadence within 
contemporary society is examined according to the 
physical test-principle of “increase of relative energy-
flux density,” the “greenies” represent, inherently, a 
decadent variant amid mankind defined more broadly. 
The “greenie” type is one which has committed itself 
to persist in dooming itself to ruin, and to becoming 
eventually extinct, all that amid such obscene and 
homicidal-suicidal follies as being the product of the 
influence of the current British Queen’s argument. I 
mean her devotion to what is fairly identified, as large-
scale and sweeping measures for promoting of that 
“green genocide” which is a presently fast-spreading 

stench of doom amid the general population of the 
human species, most notably that within the trans-
Atlantic sector.

Continuing the category of relevant plain fact, con-
sider the reductionist scheme of Her Majesty: she 
claims to represent us by means of her repeatedly 
stated intent to bring about a currently rapid, and in-
creasingly depraved form of savage reduction of the 
global population of the human species. Whatever that 
which you might consider her own specific fancy on 
this account to be, what Her Majesty has actually 
done now, presents us with undeniable evidence of 
her avowed intent to bring upon us all, that scale of 
relative genocide implicit in her presently publicized, 
explicitly stated intention. Hers is the present form of 
a long-traditional, oligarchical cult-doctrine, whose 
present intention has been to reduce the present 
world’s human population from a currently estimated 
seven billions persons, to about one billion, or, who 
might know how much fewer than that is ultimately 
intended.

The resulting conclusion is, that this must be con-
sidered as the kind of evidence which is sufficient to 
prove the case for Her Majesty’s currently incumbent, 
implicitly genocidal social system’s moral unfitness to 

EIRNS/James Rea

Green “pests,” like those shown here at an anti-nuclear demonstration in Berlin, 
Germany (2010), “represent, inherently, a decadent variant amid mankind defined more 
broadly.”
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reign among mankind.2 Nonetheless, our species itself, 
considered otherwise, continues to embody a naturally 
far nobler intention than Her Majesty’s own would now 
permit. Our argument on behalf of the contrary effect, 
depends on the condition of the sustaining of a qualita-
tively endless progress in accordance with the standard 
result which we should have committed ourselves to 
bring into play.

To introduce our subject more adequately, consider 
the following, ironical case in point:

2.  That British Queen’s stated motive on this account, is, in the end, 
nothing more, nor less, than sheer, wicked meanness among those rele-
vant cases of those supporters of her professed cause who are dwelling 
on our planet today. The demeaning ones of her retinue, and their types, 
have refused to tolerate any cessation of their continued rule over this 
planet, which, by its nature, might offend the intentions of that oligar-
chical tyranny which has oppressed the greatest portion of the human 
species during the many centuries, even millennia, since some most dis-
tantly ancient times. That includes such as the guilt for an exceptionally 
guilty genocide and for the salting of a formerly inhabited territory, a 
horror which was reportedly conducted against a defeated Troy. The 
Roman empire and its legacy are typical of the subsequently recurring 
threats of a potential self-extinction of the human species, which has 
been a still recurrent contemporary focus of particular defense of the 
legacy of that oligarchical system still currently based in the Mediter-
ranean and beyond. The pertains, especially now, to the conditions 
under the reign of the current British system of imperial outreach.

A Slice from Recent History
Shall we now say “Back then”?
During one among my past political visits into more 

or less prominent British circles, I was invited to meet 
with a person of a certain relatively significant official 
rank, in what had begun as a mutually most courteous 
tea-session. It ended differently, in that moment when I 
was informed by a suddenly-turned-irate British host-
ess, that her particular British political interest was sol-
idly committed to British alliance with that particular 
sort of British preferred asset, then known as the same 
François Mitterrand, the one whom I had happened to 
have justly deplored in our discussion, and whom I had 
continued to deplore, in effect, over the course of not 
only that immediate moment, but as a continuing view 
among her political circles for the following, disastrous 
years to come.3

The most notable outcome of that, brief, if modestly 
memorable encounter in London, would be brought to 

3.  I shall return to the implications of that particular subject, in a suit-
able place, below here.

Behind both 9/11-One and 9/11-Two is the British-Saudi imperial 
impulse—a reincarnation of the Roman Empire, and its offspring, the 
New Venetian party: The objective is permanent war. Right: the World 
Trade Center, Sept. 14, 2001; above: the U.S. consulate in Benghazi, 
Libya, Sept. 11, 2012.

U.S. Navy/Jim Watson
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the surface a virtual decade later, which would occur in 
Mitterrand’s using the occasion of the sudden fall of the 
Soviet system, to impose the tyranny of his own French 
administration to effect a virtual rape of the sovereign-
ties of both Germany’s Chancellor Helmut Kohl’s and 
of other continental European governments, and to 
throw them into a hyperinflation which has been con-
tinued to accelerate and to loot the so-called “Euro 
zone” through the time of the most recent report.

The result of that, has been, in turn, a development 
which had come like a remorseless movement of the 
Earth’s surface, quickly to comprise what has now 
become the present day’s quality of the captive, virtu-
ally “stateless,” and also seemingly hopeless, “Euro 
system.”

In effect, what that experience has meant, expresses, 
in fact, what had been a recurring tradition left over 
from the Roman Empire, as “empire” is expressed in its 
contemporary British re-incarnation of, first, the New 
Venetian party associated with William of Orange, and 
the subsequent Peace of Paris which established the tri-
umph of the British empire as a globally extended 
empire in fact. The tradition so expressed, has lately 
included the Saudi kingdom as the starring, and most 
wicked companion of the very much presently-exist-
ing, present British empire. That presently continued, 
latter connection, also typifies the same British-Saudi 
imperial impulses which had launched the original 
“9-ll” horror of the year 2001, first under the then nom-
inal President George W. Bush, Jr., and then, the more 
recent Anglo-Saudi renewal of “9-11,” as expressed re-
cently in Benghazi, under British-sponsored virtual, 
but evil U.S. puppet-President Barack Obama.

In summation on this immediate point, examine the 
residue of the span of “world war” since the ouster of 
Germany’s Prussian Chancellor Otto von Bismarck in 
1890, a period continuing through the continuing (de 
facto) state of general international warfare over the 
span since, in fact, Bismarck’s ouster.

Since then, there has been a continuously “off-on” 
state of general warfare through much, or even virtually 
all of this planet. This has been continued through to the 
immediately present hovering of the threat of global 
thermonuclear warfare. The nominal wars, greater, or 
smaller, of the span of such global developments since 
William of Orange’s rise to power in Britain, have been 
essentially successive outbursts of increasingly ex-
treme intensity of violence-in-fact, per capita, and per 
unit of territory, all within a continuing domain of a 

general state of fluctuating pattern of mixed war-fight-
ing intervals, and, otherwise, preparations for reacti-
vated warfare.

With the recent advent of transition from nuclear-
fission weaponry, to presently global states of ripeness 
for a relatively immediate global breakout of general 
thermonuclear warfare, the world’s affairs “have been 
careened” into a nearby, global state of threatened, im-
minent extermination of the human species on Earth. 
We are at the brink of a quality of immediately threat-
ened outbreak of thermonuclear warfare which threat-
ens to become the very early end of the existence of the 
human species.

All of that pattern to be seen from among those lead-
ing political circles to which I have been sharply op-
posed, increasingly, of late, has been promoted by rep-
resentatives from the same set of leading players which 
have included, notably, the effect of what I have just 
pointed out: those under, particularly, the British mon-
archy’s asset President Barack Obama. That is the same 
Obama who had now recently re-launched a far more 
virulent evil than merely an expanded variety of that 
original version of savagery against the United States’ 
citizenry, and also the world at large, an evil echoing 
that which had earlier surfaced, in a more limited 
manner of evil, during the nominal tenure of U.S. 
puppet-President George W. Bush, Jr.

On “The Oligarchical Principle”
The most essential error of presumption, respecting 

the cases of such reigning models of oligarchism as that 
of the worshippers of the legendary Zeus in the war 
against Troy, is the presumption, as implicitly accord-
ing to the likeness of the legendary Zeus, that neither 
the Roman Empire, nor the modern Royal British oli-
garchy itself, had submitted itself to the same general 
standards of the civilized existence properly accorded 
to human beings other than itself.

So, the personal characteristics of the original set of 
ancient Roman emperors had been more or less “faith-
fully” adopted by successive European and related 
models of empire, by, and since the notable case of the 
Roman empire. By all that which might be considered 
normal human standards, the fact is, that imperial rule, 
as under the British empire, or by that empire’s auxil-
iary, the current Anglo-Saudi imperium of that BAE 
which had been employed for launching of both the 
original “9-ll” and its recent sequel, had been continued 
under imperial British-Saudi puppets such as President 
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Barack Obama. Each of those are to be recognized 
as possessing an actually, intrinsically ultimate, 
and also evil destiny for itself. This echoes the 
case of the implications of the execution of any 
human being murdered in the manner of such as 
the Duke of Clarence who had been drowned in a 
butt of Malmsey by the wish of evil expressed on 
behalf of Richard III. Such are among the notably 
relevant models for the particular quality of evil 
expressed by the present case of President Barack 
Obama.

Consider Emperors and Empresses in the 
actual, real-life likenesses of such as the Emperor 
Nero then, or such as the cases of the murder by 
such as Richard III, or by President Obama now. 
We have the typical case of Obama’s actions, and 
UNO representative Susan Rice’s complicity, in 
the matter of the maliciously intended wrongful 
death of the highly respected U.S. diplomat, Chris 
Stevens, and of his immediate companions. This 
case of Obama’s actions now, typifies the ambi-
tious lackeys of mass-murderous modern impe-
rial oligarchs turned loose.

For the British empire, it is as for the case of 
the self-inflicted extermination of that satanic 
Emperor Nero, when his continued presence had 
affronted even an evil Roman god: that of the real-
life principle of the Satan which was and remains 
as his memorably true master. So, there was 
Nero’s departure, who was to pass pickled in his 
own self-won torment, vanished from life, as with a 
great sucking-sound, which left him as ultimately less 
than nothing, without as much as a consoling sip of the 
sweet taste of Malmsey given to his mouth. But, let 
such malefactors live a long life, whether Nero or 
Obama, dwelling amid the stubbornly persisting, living 
shame which each now bears in common, forever, that 
for the great evil he has already done. That was done not 
only to our republic and its citizens, but, to him, that 
creature of seething, Satanic-like hatreds, whose guilt 
has been, simply, on his own account, that for being that 
tragically despicable thing which those of his likeness 
have so willingly, and so wickedly become.

That much just said, such is the nature of the forego-
ing facts which now point to the root of the complexi-
ties of the present circumstance which I am presenting 
to you for your solemn reflections at this point in my 
account.

The principal source of the brutish developments 

now suffocating the legiti-
mate rights of the general-
ity of the citizens of my 
own United States, and, 
also, of Europe among 
other victims generally, 
represents the continua-
tion of the denial of those 
rights which my own re-
public, that of the United 
States, had once claimed 
as its own. Thus, our re-
public has been repeat-
edly looted through such 
means as the British im-
perial grip which is ex-
tended via such instru-
ments as “Wall Street,” as 
repeatedly then, and as 
now.

It is from that vantage-
point, that the obstacles to mankind’s future are to be 
considered, as is being presented, by me, to you, here, 
and now.

Hence, a Message from Japan
Those considerations now bring us to turning about 

from the afore-stated facts presented by me this far, to 
focus attention on another topic, the more joyful alter-
native of a sharing among us the recollection of the re-
cently happier public experience of the implications of 
the Mars landing of the craft called “Curiosity.”

The most crucial implication of any significant ex-
perience of mankind in society, is not that a relevant 
event had happened, but, that, it had happened in a 
manner similar to the instance of a once famous pub-
lished, modern story from Japan.4

In that once-celebrated instance, what was report-

4.  The 1950 movie Rashomon, directed by Akira Kurosawa.

In the Japanese fable 
“Rashomon,” four people are 
witnesses to a rape; each 
interprets the events 
according to his or her 
particular perception of the 
crime. Shown: a poster from 
the classic 1950 film version, 
by Akira Kurosawa.
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edly experienced by each figure in that drama, came, in 
turn, according to the sundry, but differing manners 
with which the relevant onlookers had, each, chosen to 
report their relatively unique view of their experience, 
each systemically different. That case also illustrates, in 
a different way, my present reading of the effect of the 
differing, practical human interpretations of the out-
come of the successful landing of “Curiosity” on Mars.

The differing, even the conflicting readings of expe-
rience of that landing, are to be recognized as compa-
rable to the just referenced example supplied from the 
literature of modern Japan.

I emphasize, thus, that man is much less defined by 
what mankind had actually done during some certain 
time beforehand, than by what both the solitary indi-
vidual person, and also the relevant society intends to 
recognize that we must do, as an event’s presently future 
significance for mankind.

In my own personal experience in such matters as 
that, now, during a span about sixty years of active at-
tention to such matters, I have frequently experienced 
the fact, that very, very few members of society have 
yet grasped the kind of actual connection which I have 
just referenced. I include cases of even most of those 
persons who might be considered in their own opinion, 
as “sophisticated.” Errant reactions which have been 
borrowed from the habits of past times, must be cor-
rected, now.

The relevant, particular difference toward which I 
am pointing in this moment, lies within the precincts of 
what those among us may have chosen to consider as of 
importance. The case of the “Curiosity” landing, de-
mands exactly such a cause for revision of the manner 
in which the literate classes among our citizens should 
react. That case of “Curiosity,” when appropriately as-
sessed, should generate the effect of a shocking change, 
for the sake of which society must now profoundly re-
define its outlook respecting almost everything, on 
Earth, and under the Sun.

In this present case, that of the implications of “Cu-
riosity,” the necessary effect should be a powerful effect 
of a happy discovery, a discovery which has been ad-
opted by people who have come, really, to know what 
constitutes a really important discovery of a sweep-
ingly new quality in viewing the future of our species.

In the history of the human species, that is the way 
we should read our experiences. It is the experience 
which should define for others, both what the members 
of our species really are, or have merely chosen to be, 

or, what we might come to discover, later, even much 
later, that we really have been heretofore.

How the Human Mind Actually Works 
—or, more often, did not

The most essential distinction of the human mind, 
from that of other known creatures, is that the human 
being is the only presently known species whose mental 
processes are capable of knowing the changes which 
are specific to experiencing the future. To make that 
point clear, or clearer: in my experience of approxi-
mately sixty years of economic forecasting, most fore-
casters are inherently failures in that profession. The 
most typical of the failures of professionals of that type, 
is the prevalent case of systemic failures, the cases of 
that silly practice known as so-called “statistical fore-
casting.”

I, for example, have made numerous economic fore-
casts since my first such, that delivered to my profes-
sional circles in 1956, which turned out to be not only a 
unique success, but the basis, since February 1957, for 
what should have been foreseen as the rather immedi-
ately expected course of the U.S. economy, into the 
early 1960s. That has been the first of a series of fore-
casts of crucial turns in the U.S. economy, in particular, 
over the span of the remaining years of my life. In each 
of those cases, the usual outcome is not necessarily a 
specific future date-certain, but a relative turning-point, 
such as my warning of September 2007, which defined 
the pattern of that U.S. hyperinflation which is still 
soaring, at this present moment, into the now onrush-
ing, hyper-inflationary breakdown course correlated 
with that of western and central Europe presently.

The actually determining considerations under this 
present, actually global “breakdown-type” of crisis, are 
not actually monetary, but are physical-economic per-
capita in their basis. That is to say that the factors to be 
considered are not intrinsically monetary, but real.

The Current Examples
Consider the current U.S. hyper-inflationary surge 

since 2007. The root of this surge into the direction of a 
hyper-inflationary U.S.A. and European breakdown 
form of economic physical collapse which is now still 
on-going, and also, naturally, still accelerating, has 
been rooted in the repeal of the Glass-Steagall law. The 
general effect of that repeal was the original basis for 
the “uncorking” of what has become the trans-Atlantic 
hyper-inflationary spiral now approaching a general 
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breakdown-crisis, not only on both sides of the Atlan-
tic, but most recently, in the outbreak of signs of a 
broader crisis of the type reported from China which we 
might have anticipated in present global physical-eco-
nomic patterns.

To carry that case forward in a relevant way, the pre-
scribable remedy for such an onrushing form of general 
economic crisis, would be a threefold intervention:

A.	 Re-install the Glass-Steagall law immediately. Oth-
erwise the present situation is now, already virtually 
hopeless.

B. 	On top of reinstallation of a strict Glass-Steagall 
law, introduce U.S. Federal credit utterance to coun-
teract the depressed economy with physical-pro-
ductive and closely related expansion of the physi-
cal economy.

C. 	Introduce large-scale, medium- and long-term 
physical investments in long-term basic economic 
infrastructure, as the principal driver of a physical-
economic recovery.

At the present time, in the U.S.A., for example, 
there is no other reason for hope for avoiding a general 
economic breakdown within the U.S.A., in particular.

That typifies the same essential principle which was 
introduced successfully in the just-born U.S. Federal 
government under President George Washington. Later, 
altered policies, were largely failed national policies, 
until the general recovery under President John Quincy 
Adams, which was later destroyed, in turn, by British 
financial agencies operating under that nominal Jack-
son/Van Buren leadership which virtually bankrupted 
the United States in the resulting Panic which the Jack-
son-Van Buren Presidency had created. This is clear 
from a retrospective review of the contrast between the 
highly successful economic policies under John Quincy 
Adams, and the destruction of the U.S.A. economy 
under the incumbency of Andrew Jackson, Martin Van 
Buren, and the British spy and U.S. traitor Aaron Burr, 
the latter of whom was key to the economic looting of 
the U.S.A. accomplished through Manhattan-centered, 
but British-controlled banking.

That much said on that particular account, this far, 
the significance of monetary processes in a real econ-
omy, is located in the physical-economic processes and 
their effects, rather than the simply monetary consider-
ations. That is typical, precisely, of where the essence 
of economic practice lies. The healthy functioning of 

any economy which is not essentially a predatory op-
eration, is located essentially in physical-economic re-
alities, rather than monetarist standards. That, for ex-
ample, is exactly where the basis for competent 
economic forecasting lies, not in monetarist systems.

The Role of the Human Mind
The most typical failure of the performance of the 

human individual’s mental processes, on all accounts, 
is to be located, often, in an habituated, stubbornly ex-
clusive obsession of some, with the myth of “the actu-
ally past-completed” experiences of sense-perception. 
The urgently needed alternative to that, were mistak-
enly mis-classified frequently as “fantasy:” either 
pleasant, even euphoric, or otherwise.

The issue is, that actually competent physical sci-
ence is never expressed a matter of simply completed 
action. It is represented only by a set of aggressively 
contrary-to-popular rules. Those are the type of rules 
which should be adopted for the ever-fresh making of 
better opinions; as the true meaning of competent sci-
ence radiates, unceasingly, ever-outward, from within 
its extended reach into the new physically definable 
riches awaiting the future.

Now, extend the scope of what I have just presented.
To repeat a crucially important point: the essential 

distinction of creative thinkers, from those of merely 
ordinary opinion still today, is revealed in experiencing 
of the silliness of the customary manner in which what 
passes for “authoritative” economic forecasting, is cus-
tomarily done, done as “statistical methods of forecast-
ing.” Those are methods which are, according to the 
unfortunately customary, essentially “statistical,” and 
more or less “official” evidence available, and on prin-
ciple, always systemically inhuman in the end. The 
practical issue is, “What does ‘human’ mean, in prac-
tice,” within the context which I have presented, pre-
cisely here.

Enter Johannes Kepler
The future is to be defined for consideration as being 

a function which is inherently contrary to the systemic 
incompetence of so-called “conventional,” statistical-
forecasting methods. The discovery of the remedy for 
the customary incompetence of the popular, contempo-
rary economic forecasting (in particular), emerged 
from within modern European science through, chiefly, 
the initiatives of Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa, as empha-
sized in his De Docta Ignorantia (A.D. 1440). It was 
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from this source, that Johannes Kepler derived the orig-
inal general physical principle of modern physical sci-
ence, a principle best typified for references, by Jo-
hannes Kepler’s vicarious hypothesis as interconnected 
with, also, the concept of metaphor. Without under-
standing of this connection, there could not be a sys-
temically competent insight into the actually physical 
principles of economy.

These two notions, of vicari-
ous hypothesis and of metaphor, 
are the founding principles of 
any competent approach to the 
notion of modern physical sci-
ence, and, therefore, the unique 
quality of the powers of the spe-
cifically human mind, which are 
in opposition to all notions of 
customary reductionist meth-
ods. Those principles of Cusa 
and his follower Kepler, are, 
thus to be recognized as the truly 
universal principles embedded 
in a competently systemic, im-
proved notion of modern physi-
cal science, that in contrast to 
the follies inherent in the pre-
sumptions expressed as deduc-
tions from the popular and also 
commonly academic categories 
of “sense-perception.”

In modern European cul-
tures’ society, the discussion of 
the reconsiderations of currently 
future experiences, was intro-
duced chiefly by the greatest of 
the several leading scientific 
minds of both the referenced Cardinal Nicholas of Cusa 
and his nearest co-thinkers, as I have just emphasized 
here. The appropriate methods, otherwise, have been 
continued since the discovery of the fundamental prin-
ciple of physical science among such of Cusa’s follow-
ers as Johannes Kepler, the uniquely original discov-
erer of what is referenced today by the discovery of the 
principle of universal gravitation by, uniquely, again, 
Johannes Kepler.

That is to emphasize, now here briefly, that the point 
of Kepler’s discovery on that account, is that any com-
petent practice of physical science is necessarily asso-
ciated with what he identified as the universal physical 

principle of “vicarious hypothesis” and, implicitly, 
also as a reflection of a derivation of the same principle, 
which is known as that of “metaphor.”

Notably, the common use of “metaphor” during 
later centuries, most emphatically the Twentieth and 
Twenty-first centuries, has virtually shed the remains of 
its original, actually scientific meaning, as also hap-
pened, similarly, to the term “hypothesis,” that done 

over the course of the Nine-
teenth Century, and, worse, 
beyond. For some readers, the 
meaning of the use of the term 
“metaphor,” has not only lost all 
of its earlier intelligible mean-
ing, but that with some conse-
quently serious damage to the 
human capacity to understand 
the actually functional meaning 
needed for the serious work of 
“science.”

It is necessary that I shall 
return repeatedly to those spe-
cific considerations here later, 
since all competent presently 
improved approaches to the sub-
ject of “physical science,” 
depend on exploding the folly of 
those notions which attribute the 
roots of physical science to the 
attributed foundations of mere 
“sense-perception.” That is oth-
erwise intimated in the work of 
Bernhard Riemann, Max Planck, 
Albert Einstein, and the concept 
of “mind” which Max Planck 
shared with Wolfgang Köhler. 

Repeated emphasis on this point, is crucially required 
on behalf of competence today.5

The Culture Within Science
The root of what I have just pointed out here as the 

common cause for a loss of scientific competence, is to 
be located essentially in the modernist (e.g., “reduc-
tionist”) emphasis on the notion of “sense-certainty.” 

5.  Cf. The emphasis already placed on this in “The Coming End of the 
Cult of Sense-Deception.” See LaRouche PAC (http://larouchepac.
com/node/24227) or EIR (http://www.larouchepub.com/lar/2012/3942 
end_sense_deception.html).

Frankfurt University

It was from Cusa’s “De Docta Ignorantia” that 
Kepler derived the principle of modern physical 
science, best typified by his vicarious hypothesis 
(metaphor): “Without understanding of this 
connection, there could not be a systemically 
competent insight into the actual physical 
principles of economy.”
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Thus, as in Cusa’s argument in De Docta Ignorantia, 
the competent scientific thinker does not believe in a 
merely alleged, physically efficient “reality” of “sense 
certainty.” Hence, Kepler’s “vicarious hypothesis” and 
the experienced, related object of apparent “sense-per-
ception,” are to be assessed as being mere shadows of 
what is the actually experienced notion of Metaphor, 
as that which determines the symbolic actuality of what 
conventional speech defines as the “action” which is 
customarily identified as “sense-perception,” and 
which is the essential truth of all composed Classical 
drama and Classical musical composition.

To restate the core of the content of that just preced-
ing paragraph: “sense perception” is not reality; it is but 
merely the notion, of “the shadow cast” upon the human 
sensory processes, and is used, thus, as the symbolic 
surrogate for the actual experience of an event within 
some actually physical space-time. It is the actually 
physical principle which is reflected as the mere shadow 
which the actually physical domain, as distinguished by 
Kepler’s definition of vicarious hypothesis and meta-
phor casts upon the human apparatus of sense-percep-
tion. Notably, this includes, categorically, among other 
considerations, a shared consequence of Wolfgang 
Köhler’s and Max Planck’s notion of “mind” as being 
“inclusive,” rather than merely “included,” in the rele-
vant totality of reference for what lies contained within 
the bounding process of conception.

It is crucially important to be noted, that the emerg-
ing of opening of general warfare during the late Nine-
teenth Century, began with the events pivoted on, and 
within the bounds of that 1890 ouster of Otto von Bis-
marck, which actually unleashed the British measures 
for what began as “The First World War,” a preparation 
which was continued with warfare which had erupted 
preceding the death of Johannes Brahms. The worst af-
ter-effects of the first period of “World War”-fare, called 
“World War I,” had begun in the same Nineteenth-
century period marked out, in one phase, by the assas-
sination of France’s President Marie François Sadi 
Carnot, and, in the relatively later phase, by the 1920s 
surge of the influence of the figure of monstrous evil 
known otherwise as Bertrand Russell.6

6.  The actual warfare which set off what was later identified, mistak-
enly, as “World War I,” was set into motion in 1894, shortly after the 
assassination of France’s President Marie François Sadi Carnot. It was 
the combination of the assassination of President Carnot, and of the 
fraudulent pretext for the Dreyfus Affair, which set into motion the 
preparations for bringing France into the configuration which had al-

We shall return to the subject of what I enjoy identi-
fying as “the riddle of the story from Japan.”

II. �The Decline Since the Twentieth 
Century: The Immediately 
Present Economic Crisis of  
Our Planet

I now interpolate here, some highly relevant, wait-
ing sectors of what Presidential candidate Governor 
Romney, has now set forth for my insight, in his conclu-
sion to the immediately just-concluded set of so-called 
“public debates” between President Barack Obama and 
Governor Romney. Note that Governor Romney has 
many short-comings, but, his ostensible rival, President 
Obama’s re-election—even during a transition to a dif-
ferent President, represents a threat to civilization gen-
erally. This is the predicament which confronts the 
United States now, the immediate prospect of general 
thermonuclear war for as long as Obama remains Presi-
dent.

The presently ongoing, mass suicide-plot, virtually 
national in scope, called the candidacy of President 
Barack Obama, is an example of the degree to which 
some recently incumbent Presidents have dived into 
their respective political cess-pools. While Obama is an 
immediate threat to the very continued existence of the 
United States above all; yet, former Governor Romney 
has failed to grasp publicly the crucial set of points 
which are now of the utmost urgency for our republic’s 
survival, even during the immediate short term of the 
transition to a new term in the Presidential office.

My own estimate, after my having taken note of the 
Governor’s proposals, is that under certain very special, 
but limited past conditions, he could become a fungible 
proposition. That were a possibility, if we could now 
presume certain crucial, changed features of his poli-
cies which would make that urgently needed transfor-
mation in his current “pitch” which could generate a 

ready launched the British imperial intention to set into motion what 
was to be become “World War I,” and which set into preparation the 
revival of active hostilities under the rubric of what as to be mistakenly 
identified as “World War II.” Bertrand Russell was a key figure of cor-
ruption launched against competent science with full force during the 
interval between the Versailles Treaty and the 1939 version of “The 
Guns of August,” and played a crucial and similar role in the period 
since 1945, up to, and even implicitly beyond his own demise.
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successfully workable change in what must be 
considered as a fundamental change from what 
had become “the usual kinds of packages.”

Romney’s highly exaggerated admiration 
of the cult of “the businessman,” is “the prover-
bial Achilles heel” of his stated programmatic 
outlook. Romney understands “business” as he 
has defined it publicly; but his stated intentions 
are not relevant to the present condition of the 
world’s economy. What he has proposed so far, 
is to be commended as an escape from the sheer 
evil of the eyes of the savagely maddened, 
“stone-cold killer,” President Barack Obama, 
but without a certain sort of help, the Governor 
would not be a successful President. Given the 
circumstances, the Governor would deserve 
his election, with certain crucial adjustments 
definable as within the domain of a science of 
physical economy, rather than the assured utter 
catastrophe which a “monetarist business-
man” approach would virtually guarantee. That 
much now said in this present chapter, several 
very profound issues must be settled quickly.

However, having just stated that much on 
this matter, we must be aware that, at Romney’s appar-
ent “least worse,” I repeat: he would still fall short of 
what is required as being a virtually beyond-compro-
mise sort of need. I repeat my intent to indicate here and 
now, those relatively absolute preconditions for any ac-
tually acceptable sort of the most urgently needed 
changes in what might be identified as a proposal for a 
“reformed” Romney administration at this juncture. 
After I have set forth the nature and implications of 
these basic reforms, I shall turn to relevant matters of 
details.

A Governor Romney believing himself a “supreme 
businessman” in the White House, should make both 
him and any competent economist shudder—if one 
could find such an economist these days. Given the 
choices which confront the United States at this state of 
the national election-process, a President Romney in 
“the White House,” might be tolerable, if the “business-
man” side of his nature were subordinated to the impli-
cations of the original U.S. Glass-Steagall law. Without 
that Law, the U.S.A. were now doomed, and that would 
now come on immediately.

The fact of that matter is, most unfortunately, that 
the real state of U.S. affairs at this time, is, that we are 
likely to be left with Governor Romney as the only ac-

tually tolerable choice at this time. The question is, 
therefore, what would be required to induce Romney to 
become a success, but not as a business-man-in-occu-
pation. He would tend to behave as “a business man,” 
as he has admitted this weakness in his concluding this 
present series of debates with President Obama. He has 
failed, so far, to take into account his lack of the actual 
scientific competence absolutely required now, if the 
United States were to survive the crisis which is already 
accelerating under way.

Turn now to certain crucially urgent passages on the 
subject of the indispensable economic and matching 
social reforms immediately required. They are reason-
ably simple in outline, but profound in implications.

The History Behind Romney’s Crisis Now
Just to begin that core-sector of the needed adjust-

ments, we must summarize the history of modern global 
warfare systems since the specific “iron date” of the 
1890 ouster of Chancellor Bismarck from the German 
Chancellory: that was the development which had set 
into motion all of the major warfare on this planet since 
that time, to the present date.

The set of rules required, against the backdrop of the 
continued implications of the Bismarck ouster of 1890, 

Creative Commons

“Romney’s highly exaggerated admiration of the cult of ‘the businessman,’ 
is ‘the proverbial Achilles heel’ of his stated programmatic outlook,” 
LaRouche writes. Romney and Ryan campaign in Norfolk, Va., Aug. 11, 
2012.
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is what must be called into 
play for assessing former 
Massachusetts Governor 
Mitt Romney’s essential na-
tional-economic and related 
social concerns. Those con-
cerns of his have essentially 
nothing which does not fall 
far, far short of the actually 
desperate economic and 
social crises of either the 
United States, or the world 
as a whole at the present 
time. However, in contrast to 
Romney’s implicit such 
short-falls, there is no condi-
tion under which President 
Barack Obama is fit for office 
as U.S. President. Whereas, 
Governor Romney’s short-
falls lie in his shallow attrac-
tions for a sort of pragmatic 
“business management 
lore,” but are nonetheless, 
actually “old hat” business 
management lore, which has lost those pragmatic, 
short- or medium-term “business” viabilities, which 
went out of circulation with certain reckless lunatics’ 
repeal of President Franklin Roosevelt’s original Glass-
Steagall Law.

The degree of functional validity that the economic 
and related social policies require to meet the actually 
required standards, would require that his policies take 
into account the actually practical issues presently con-
fronting our planet as a whole—and beyond—which 
require us to step virtually outside all of the “program-
matic issues” of the campaign of competition under the 
British Queen, which momentarily pits Governor 
Romney, presented as “fast forward,” against the mo-
mentarily incumbent Barack Obama.

Romney has learned some useful lessons, but those 
apparently fail to reach the category of the ABCs of 
economic survival under present conditions now.

At the Threshold of “General Death”
The essential preconditions, which it appears, pres-

ently, Governor Romney does not yet know, are noth-
ing less than those minimal preconditions on which the 
continued existence of a viable U.S. economy most ur-

gently depends immediately, now. The consequent con-
clusion respecting Governor Romney’s qualifications, 
is that the ordinary qualifications of the Governor as a 
standard of a certain type of successful “business man,” 
are “respectable;” but, unfortunately, he shows no 
public insight into the minimal requirements for the 
current survival of the present U.S. economy under the 
conditions since those set into motion by a systemically 
incurable trend of hyper-inflation since the repeal of 
Glass-Steagall in the U.S.A. itself, especially since the 
breaking-point reached in, approximately, 2007, and 
into economic Hell itself in late 2008.

The world taken at large, at this time, signifies that 
the world economy as a whole, has been caught up in an 
accelerating rate of combined physical-economic de-
cline, and a galloping rate of global hyperinflation: a 
form of hyperinflation whose character has already 
now departed all possibility of any recovery from this 
under presently “conventional” anti-inflation recipes.

So far, Governor Romney has shown scant inkling 
of a comprehension of this fact. While his projected re-
forms fortunately lack the characteristic quality of per-
sonally Satanic evil of an Emperor Nero, or an Adolf 
Hitler, a type which has been presently oozing out from 

EIRNS/Andrew Spannaus

The world economy as a whole, has witnessed an accelerating rate of physical-economic 
decline, since the onset of the 1970s “deindustrialization,”  culminating in the 1999 
overturning of Glass-Steagall, and its aftermath. Shown: Bethlehem Steel plant, July 1999.
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the political hide of President Obama; yet, Romney 
himself appears to lack any sign of the perspective 
which is indispensable for effectively challenging the 
presently accelerating rate of spread of global hyper-
inflation.

More radical reforms for this crisis are indispens-
able, and, they exist, as I have prescribed those meth-
ods, but Romney has shown no sign that he yet under-
stands that kind of situation. Therefore, what do I mean 
in pointing toward an alternative as being an active 
choice under presently immediate circumstances?

How the World War Began
If any significant distinction is to be made between 

the British empire’s spreading of what was to become 
known as the British-Japan war against China and the 
later phases of so-called “World War I,” it was the as-
sassination of President McKinley, which worked to 
the effect of bringing an implicit child of treason, some-
time U.S.A. Vice-President Theodore Roosevelt, into 
the Presidency through the means of the assassination 
whose effects were traced explicitly, by name (that of 
the traitor, his treasonous uncle James Bullock, by his 
name), to the network accountable to wretched Vice-
President Theodore Roosevelt himself. The treasonous 
features of President Theodore Roosevelt’s past as an 
incumbent trained under his uncle, the former leading 
British spy against the United States, were therefore 
thoroughly British, in what were the keys to bringing in 
another scoundrel of kindred treasonous breed, the later 
Woodrow Wilson, into play.

As U.S. President, Woodrow Wilson was notable 
for such White House achievements as launching a 
vastly expanded rebirth of the Ku Klux Klan directly 
from the White House itself, and was the worst among 
the political operatives in the conduct and outcome of a 
Versailles treaty which quickly mustered the arrange-
ments for what was to be misnamed as “World War 
Two.” Lest something had been left behind in that tran-
sition, another President of the United States, Warren 
G. Harding, was said to have died of an attack of fresh 
shell-fish poisoning, while dining, astonishingly, during 
a railway trip in the middle of the desolation of the 
American desert. (I can plead that I was an infant during 
that time.)

President Franklin Delano Roosevelt was a far, far 
different case; the best authorities in the matter have at-
tested with evidence that Winston Churchill bitterly 

hated that President. President Franklin Roosevelt suf-
fered the wretched Wall Street crony Vice-President 
Harry S (no period) Truman. The General, and, later, 
President, Dwight Eisenhower, contributed much to 
saving the U.S. Republic. President John F. Kennedy 
was not much feared to be a serious threat to London’s 
Wall Street clowns, at first; but, when he did appear to 
be such a serious threat to British interests, President 
Kennedy was suddenly dead by assassination, amid the 
same antipathies which also menaced France’s Presi-
dent Charles de Gaulle, and which were also part of the 
great warfare in Asia against which General MacAr-
thur—the most brilliant commander of forces, on point 
of principle of method, in modern U.S. history—had 
warned, which brought the United States into a condi-
tion of accelerating disasters.

That turned out to be the end of the true indepen-
dence of our U.S. republic this far.

Since that time, our United States has, frankly, slid 
into virtual economic (and, also other varieties of) Hell. 
In fact, since the murders of Jack and Robert Kennedy 
during the 1960s, our U.S.A., and much of the world, 
besides, has been sliding at uneven, but unbroken rates, 
into a sheer Hell, with much, much worse to come, 
under the very worst of them all so far, the “kill-crazy” 
mad-man, Barack Obama. Voting for Obama is virtu-
ally taking out membership in a suicide-plot, even 
against oneself!

I sense a demand from some quarters: “Explain 
what you mean!”

I now reply.

III. Human Nature, Then and Now

Taken at so-called “face value,” and looking back-
ward from modern, and even medieval, and ancient cul-
tures, even the history of modern Europe remains truly 
a mystery, or a faith in mistakes, to most even in the 
relatively more familiar elements of the trans-Atlantic 
region. From the standpoint of a competent practice of 
science, what is required is a deeper insight into the 
human mind than is available through reliance on the 
notions of sense-perception as such.

The powers of the human mind must be regarded by 
aid of recognition of that which underlies the ordinary 
notions of the experience lodged within the bounds of 
sense-perception as such. For ordinary purposes other-
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wise, direct observation of sense-per-
ceptions is useful, even indispensable 
in part. That evidence is usually 
useful, until we seek to penetrate the 
domains within which the powers for 
sense-perception fail: what lies 
beyond what sense-perception does 
encompass; to what extent does such 
a differentiation serve us as neces-
sary, even indispensable?

The insight into such matters of 
the human mind, as best known in or-
dinary circumstances, is found in the 
performance of Classical musical 
compositions such as those of the 
heirs of Johann Sebastian Bach, such 
as Bach himself, Arthur Nikisch, and 
Wilhelm Furtwängler. However, a 
deeper insight is found in the follow-
ers of Nicholas of Cusa and of his fol-
lower Johannes Kepler. The signifi-
cant differences which may be 
located there, are exposed in modern 
science through what I have identi-
fied above in preceding chapters of 
this report, as the notions of vicarious 
hypothesis, and the related, actually 
subsuming notion of metaphor. The 
significance of that paired set of dis-
tinctions of mind from mere sense-
perception lies in the evidence, as 
presented in connection with Ke-
pler’s unique achievement of the no-
tions of mind which were adduced 
from physical-scientific experiment 
as proofs which supplied the only 
demonstration of those universal 
qualities of universal principles 
knowable to mankind, as in the instance of Kepler’s 
unique discovery of the principle governing the exis-
tence of any competent notion of a principle of univer-
sal gravitation, a notion which is reflected in modern 
physical science by the exemplary influence of such as 
Bernhard Riemann on the specificity of the leading dis-
coveries by Max Planck and Albert Einstein: both of 
whom illuminated the physical reality of man’s access 
to knowledge of principles of the physical universe.

That specific correction, made by those indicated 

authorities as human beings, constituted proof beyond 
concessions to sense-certainties and made indepen-
dently of axiomatic presumptions derived from sense-
perception as such. It is now, virtually a greater part of 
a century, since Planck and Einstein made their crucial 
discoveries on this account, and aided the by shared ex-
ploration of the function of mind as such in and of itself, 
that mankind has finally touched upon a sound view of 
the universe from the vantage of an actual reality. It is 
thus, in the matters of this discussion this far of the 

“We human beings, ostensibly unique among the other creatures of our world, should 
consider the fact, that the adoption of sense-perception as the specific ground-basis 
for science, is an obvious absurdity.” Here, Albrecht Dürer’s “Melencolia” (1514): 
The objects of sense-perception are inadequate to achieve true scientific knowledge; 
hence, “Melancholy.”
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human mind, insofar as it is capable of knowledge inde-
pendent of mere sense-perception as such, that we grasp 
the implications of the view of the human mind which 
has finally enabled us to take upon ourselves the practi-
cal role of the work of the human mind as such: a point, 
incidentally, emphasized in the wrestling between 
Plank and Köhler in confrontation with the reductionist 
standpoint.

The specific kind of error which has tended to block 
the significance of such as Johann Sebastian Bach for 
the discovery of the underlying principles of musical 
practice, poses the same issues. The point to be stressed 
is the following.

We human beings, ostensibly unique among the 
other creatures of our world, should consider the fact, 
that the adoption of sense-perception as the specific 
ground-basis for science, is an obvious absurdity. The 
fact that that might be a popular habit, is not a scientific 
proof. How might, we therefore, adduce some essential 
facts about the parts of the universe which we inhabit 
most immediately, and claim that that quality of human 
sense-perception defines, in the sense of enclosing, our 
universe?

That question which I have just posed, begs two 

considerations immediately. First, how can you claim 
to understand the universe in which we live, within test-
ing the realities of that presumed relationship against 
proofs which depend upon ignoring the lack of a proof 
of the existence of the universe which, kindly, presents 
us with an habitat? The nature of the error of such pre-
sumptions respecting the nature of mankind should be 
obvious. It is only when mankind is asserting its powers 
within and upon the universe we inhabit, that we barely 
begin to define the real universe itself. The issue, the 
question is whether mankind itself, is enabled to infuse 
its controlling influences within the bounds of the Solar 
system, and then, other places.

This achievement, which I have demanded be iden-
tified in the course of this publication, must be accepted 
as the test of whether you have any provable claims to 
knowledge of the principles of the physical universe at 
all. If we accept the notion, that mankind is, indeed, 
bred as mankind, as a force whose power is that of 
changing the universe, at least somewhat, as a power 
which inhabits our Solar system, and implicitly beyond, 
the we inhabit a creation, and we are apprentices in its 
work of creating with the permission of Who might be 
the owner.
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It’s almost inconceivable: The world is not just on the 
brink of war, but already in the midst of a dynamic that 
could very quickly lead to global thermonuclear war 
and the extinction of the human species; yet in Ger-
many, there is no debate in the media about the threat, 
none of the parties that are represented in the Bundestag 
has anything to say about it, and there are no mass dem-
onstrations in the streets. Will human civilization come 
to an end under a state of general anesthesia, because 
we are too busy with our daily lives?

At the height of the medium-range missile crisis in 
the early 1980s, when the deployment of the Soviet 
SS-20s and the U.S. Pershing II missiles in Europe had 
reduced the warning time for the launch of nuclear 
weapons to a few minutes, many hundreds of thou-
sands of people were on the streets, warning against 
the threat of a “nuclear holocaust.” Over 10 million 
people worldwide demonstrated before the launch of 
the 1990-91 Gulf War, while in Berlin alone, there 
were over 500,000 on the streets before the Iraq War in 
2003.

A Drumbeat for War
And today? Since the “humanitarian intervention” 

in Libya and the brutal murder of Qaddafi last Fall, 
there has been a growing concentration of nuclear 
weapons in the Persian Gulf, the Arabian Sea, the Indian 
Ocean, the eastern Mediterranean, and the western Pa-
cific—weapons whose “overkill” capacity could de-

stroy the human species and probably everything else, 
a few dozen times over. The policy of “regime change” 
plunged first Iraq, Afghanistan, and Libya into chaos, 
and now the conflagration has spread not only to Syria, 
but to Turkey, Lebanon, and Jordan, while the entire 
Middle East looks like the Balkans before the First 
World War, with several fuses for catastrophe already 
burning.

The three-week “Austere Challenge 2012” maneu-
vers, which had been delayed since the beginning of the 
year, began on Oct. 21, with 3,500 U.S. soldiers from 
the U.S. European Command and 1,000 Israeli soldiers. 
This is the largest joint air defense exercise of the two 
armed forces, whose goal is to strengthen their “in-
teroperability.” U.S. Aegis-class ships are deployed, 
which are a key component of the ballistic-missile de-
fense systems which the United States and NATO are 
constructing, and which have been denounced by 
Russia and China as a dramatic change in the strategic 
balance.

Officially, the maneuvers have nothing to do with 
specific current events. The Wall Street Journal, how-
ever, wrote on Oct. 22 the exercise “signals to Iran that 
an attack on Israel would involve drawing the U.S. into 
a conflict.” American military circles around the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, who are opposed to a military strike 
against Iran, however, are acutely concerned that the 
maneuvers could provide the context for a provocation 
of third parties, drawing the United States into a mili-

A NUCLEAR POWDERKEG
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tary operation against Iran through a staged incident, 
which would, in all likelihood, mean a Third World 
War.

The trail of destruction across the whole region is 
horrific. The war against Iraq, far from being a “cake-
walk,” was staged by Tony Blair and the U.S. neocons 
on the basis of blatant lies; 6,000 American soldiers and 
civilians lost their lives; at least 125,000 Iraqis were 
killed, 350,000 wounded, 2.8 million displaced; and it 
all cost the U.S. taxpayers at least $3.5 trillion. In Af-
ghanistan, more than 3,200 NATO soldiers have been 
killed, including 53 Germans, and according to the 
German Institute for Economic Research, the deploy-
ment of the Bundeswehr (German army) alone has al-
ready cost EU17 billion, while the United States has 
paid considerably more than a trillion dollars.

A Spiral of Terror
The drone war, started by Bush and Cheney and ex-

panded by Obama, has so far killed some 5,000 people, 
including many civilians; it has not reduced the number 
of terrorists, but on the contrary, has enormously in-
creased the recruitment potential for al-Qaeda and a 

myriad of spin-off organiza-
tions.

The Washington Post ran a 
three-part series Oct. 23-25 
about a new project of the 
Obama Administration, in 
which a so-called “disposition 
matrix” of character traits has 
been compiled, which is sup-
posed to allow the identification 
of potential terrorists. Obama 
presides over the weekly deci-
sion-making process as to 
which individuals on the so-
called “kill lists” will be se-
lected for drone attacks.

Terrorism experts agree, ac-
cording to the Post, that the 
short-term “successes” of the 
drone killings perpetuate the 
spiral of terror, because for 
every dead terrorist, a large 
number of new ones are re-
cruited, whose hatred of the 
U.S. and the West as a whole 
grows immeasurably. “The 

problem with the drone is, it’s like your lawn mower,” 
Bruce Riedel, a former CIA analyst and Obama coun-
terterrorism advisor, told the Post. “You’ve got to mow 
the lawn all the time. The minute you stop mowing, the 
grass is going to grow back.”

You can hardly get more inhumane than this. At 
least one in every four victims of drone strikes is a civil-
ian, and of these, over a quarter are children. Indict-
ment, proof of guilt, a trial? No way! The definition of 
a militant is: anyone who is killed by a drone. So there 
will never be a shortage of terrorists!

The policies of regime change and drone warfare, 
started by the neocons and escalated by Obama, have 
led to, if anything, an enormous loss of prestige for the 
U.S.: Abu Ghraib, killings transmitted by live video, 
violations of the Geneva Conventions, training of 
Afghan soldiers and policemen who then massacre 
their trainers, countries that have been bombed back to 
the Stone Age and where tribal and religious wars are 
being kindled.

The previous heads of these states were certainly no 
Western-style showpiece democrats, but in their secu-
larly governed countries, different religions coexisted 

IDF/Staff Sgt. Yuval Haker

Soldiers in the joint U.S.-Israeli military exercise, Austere Challenge 12, on Oct. 24. While 
officials stress that these maneuvers occur every few years and are not a response to specific 
events in the region, the dangers of a staged incident or provocation are high in the current 
powderkeg situation.
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in a relatively unproblematic way, and living standards 
improved through economic development. The policy 
of regime change has contributed to turning the tender 
shoots of the Arab Spring in some countries into a re-
pressive version of Islam, making the Muslim Brother-
hood seem like liberal softies. Russian Foreign Minis-
ter Sergei Lavrov rightly warned of the danger that the 
Arab Spring will become a nuclear winter.

It is clear how close are we to a thermonuclear ca-
tastrophe, when none other than Zbigniew Brzezinski 
speaks out vehemently against arming the rebels in 
Syria, condemns the British and French policy as re-
sponsible for the disaster, and instead urgently advises 
working with Russia and China to propose an accept-
able solution to Syrian President Hafez al-Assad. 
Brzezinski was no less than the architect of the Trilat-
eral Commission’s policy in 1975, to play the “Islamic 
card” against the Soviet Union in Afghanistan and train 
the mujahideen, which is where the disaster began. 
Now, Brzezinski warns that there is a threat of religious 
warfare throughout the region between Shi’ites and 
Sunnis, which would, among other things, have cata-
strophic economic consequences for Europe. There-
fore, he says, cooperation with Russia and China is ur-
gently needed.

The strategic situation is now more dangerous than 
even during the Cold War, the Cuban Missile Crisis, or 
the medium-range missile crisis. We are on the brink of 
the thermonuclear annihilation of the human species. 
Among other things, 450 land-based Minuteman III 
nuclear missiles are in a state of high alert, and could 
reach their designated targets in 13 minutes or less, by 
order of the U.S. President, and obliterate the world. In 
the early 1980s, the NATO and Warsaw Pact nuclear 
arsenals were on “launch on warning” status, in case of 
a suspected or actual attack by the other side, because 
the warning time was only a few minutes. Today the 
entire nuclear arsenals of NATO, the U.S., Russia, 
China, India, Pakistan, Israel, Britain, France, and 
North Korea are probably also set at “launch on warn-
ing.” Mankind is minutes away from being wiped out. 
If you can still sleep well in the face of that, there’s no 
help for you.

This whole situation is the reason that American 
statesman Lyndon LaRouche is trying to encourage, for 
the post-election period, a Presidency that is above 
party politics, that governs on the basis of the Constitu-
tion, and that especially puts a peaceful solution with 
Russia, China, and other sovereign states on the agenda.

The policy of regime change and supposed humani-
tarian intervention must be ended, and international law 
reinstated, as laid down in the UN Charter. The princi-
ple of the Peace of Westphalia—i.e., the recognition of 
national sovereignty, which ended 150 years of reli-
gious warfare in Europe, and which is the basis of inter-
national law—must absolutely be upheld again.

We also need a real development strategy for the 
entire region of Central Asia, Iran, Iraq, the Gulf, 
Israel, Syria, Turkey, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Egypt, 
and the Mediterranean region. If the money had been 
spent on real development of these countries and the 
improvement of living standards, instead of destruc-
tive wars, subversion, and drones, then this region 
would not be the powder keg for a Third World War, 
but rather these countries would have an interest in 
building upon the best traditions of their respective 
cultures.

In the age of thermonuclear weapons, war can no 
longer be a means of conflict resolution. Either we end 
wars once and for all, or we end the human race.

Translated from German by Susan Welsh

Planetary Defense
Leading circles in Russia have 
made clear their intent to judo the 
current British-Obama insane 
drive towards war, by invoking the 
principle of Lyndon LaRouche’s 
Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). 
Termed the Strategic Defense of 
Earth, the SDE would focus on 
cooperation between the U.S.A. 
and Russia for missile defense, as 
well as defense of the planet 
against the threat of asteroid or 
comet impacts.

The destiny of mankind now is to 
meet the challenge of  our 
“extraterrestrial imperative”! Available from LaRouchePAC
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EIRNS/Michelle Rasmussen

Hussein Askary

The LaRouche Show on Oct. 20 hosted two EIR special-
ists, Arabic-language editor Hussein Askary, who is 
based in Stockholm, Sweden, and New Delhi corre-
spondent Ramtanu Maitra, based in Leesburg, Va. Each 
addressed the question of the Anglo-Saudi terrorism 
behind 9/11/2001 and 9/11/2012.

The Internet radio program runs every Saturday at 
3:00 p.m. Eastern Time, at http://larouchepub.com/
radio/index.html. This week’s host was Marcia Merry 
Baker.

Hussein Askary: First of 
all, the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia and the British 
Kingdom are actually in-
separable; they are one 
entity. Saudi Arabia, from 
its inception almost a cen-
tury ago, was a British 
project. And also, the 
domination of the so-
called Saudi and other 
sheikdoms in the region 
coincided with the British 
move into the Indian 
Ocean and India in the 18th Century; but then later 
became more and more involved in running the affairs 
of these countries. And all these small countries along 
the Persian Gulf and Saudi Arabia were created, physi-
cally and practically, by the British.

Now although there is a long history of the British 
Empire’s operations in Asia, in Southwest Asia, the 
thing is that since the murder of Qaddafi last October, 
we were put on a trajectory towards a global conflict. 
The United States, NATO, the British are face-to-face 
now with Russia and China, right in Syria, in the same 
region, where the Saudis, and the British, and the Obama 
Administration are very active in supporting a bloody 
war, which could expand beyond Syria into the whole of 
Eurasia, and get us into a direct conflict with Russia.

As Lyndon LaRouche has warned, that kind of con-
flict is not going to be irregular warfare, as we saw in 

Afghanistan in the 1980s, but it’s going to be thermo-
nuclear war.

The real issue here is that the British Empire’s inten-
tion—or the Anglo-Saudi Empire, we can call it—is to 
destroy the idea of the sovereign nation-state. That in-
cludes all nations, not only in the region, but including 
the United States and Europe. There are different meth-
ods being used to destroy this principle of national sov-
ereignty. In Europe, we see it here today, in the banking 
and financial crisis, whereby a super-European state is 
being established, or the intention is to establish it. In 
the United States, it’s to turn the United States from a 
sovereign republic into an empire, which would be a 
subsidiary of the British Empire.

When, in October last year, Russia and China vetoed 
the UN Security Council resolution for intervention in 
Syria, what they were discussing was exactly this prin-
ciple of national sovereignty. That this is the last front 
line we have before we go into a world war, and that has 
to be protected and preserved.

Religious War
So this is really what the story is. And Saudi Arabia 

and its allies—Qatar and Turkey right now—are ac-
tively involved in promoting this option for the British 
Empire, because they have their hands on control in the 
region and they are using this religious aspect, which is 
really a very, very dirty and nasty way of running war-
fare. We are faced with actually religious warfare in the 
whole region. It did not start with the murder of Qad-
dafi, but since the so-called Arab Spring, which was 
militarized by the Obama Administration and NATO, 
and the British and their allies, we have turned the 
whole thing from a protest against economic injustice, 
into turning the whole Southwest Asia/North Africa 
region into fanatic religious states, with the so-called 
Salafis and Wahhabis taking over, with money and 
weapons in the region.

This has been a project in progress for a long time, as 
I said, since the British got into the Indian Ocean. The 
Saudi Kingdom, I have to say, is not really a state; it’s 
some sort of a company. It’s like the British East India 

The LaRouche Show

The Two Kingdoms of Terror
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Company, which was not an English government. It was 
a financial-economic enterprise, which had armies and 
intelligence organs, and used the people in England and 
the colonies as the cannon fodder and the tool to run the 
policies for the British oligarchy and empire.

Unfortunately, it created a monster in its own image, 
which is Saudi Arabia and the other Gulf States, which 
are absolute monarchies. There are no elections, there 
are no real human rights for people. And these countries 
are being run—Saudi Arabia is a perfect example—by 
tribal alliances, intermarriages, and control of religion, 
which is the so-called Wahhabi sect or cult. It’s not really 
a doctrine of Islam; it’s a cult which was established in 
1744, when Muhammed Abdul Wahab, the founder of 
the cult, made a political alliance with Muhammed ibn 
Saud, who is the great-great-grandfather of the current 
king. And they established a political entity.

But they were, actually, in the area of Diriyah, in the 
eastern Arabian Peninsula (in the northern part of the 
capital, Riyadh), they were bandits, who were attacking 
other tribes, and looting them. They were attacking and 
looting pilgrims, who were coming from Iraq, from the 
other areas in the Ottoman Empire, and looting and 
raping.

They were a bunch of bandits, who expanded their 
power through their brutality, but also with British sup-
port. And by 1818, they became so powerful that they 
threatened the Ottoman Empire, and the Ottomans sent 
the son of Muhammed Ali Pasha from Egypt, and he 
almost finished off the al-Saud/Wahhabi alliance, and 
the al-Saud were sent into exile.

But in 1892, they had come back, and the British 
had become established there, in the whole Gulf region 
of their colonies, in what today is Kuwait, Qatar, Bah-
rain, the United Arab Emirates, in Yemen, Aden, and so 
on. They had established themselves on the ground. But 
in 1892, when the al-Saud family came back from exile, 
they entered an alliance and signed agreements with the 
British Empire, to get both financial support and weap-
ons, to recapture the areas which had been under their 
control.

During World War I, the British entered the war 
with the Ottoman Empire. The al-Saud family and the 
Wahhabis became a key factor in the fight against the 
Ottomans. In that process, al-Saud and their tribes, and 
the Wahhabis, got control of most of the eastern Arab 
Peninsula. Then, by 1925, still under the control of Brit-
ish Army offic0ers, including one called William 
Shakespeare—unfortunately, he had the same name as 
William Shakespeare—but also, Sir John Philby, who 
was the advisor to King Abdullah Aziz al-Saud, and 
they captured the western part of Arabia, called al-
Hejaz, which was under another of the British allies, the 
Sharif Hussein family (the Hashemites). And Sharif 
Hussein was sent into exile.

Then, by 1932, Abdul Aziz al-Saud established him-
self as king over Saudi Arabia. To my knowledge, this 
is the only country in the world which is named after the 
king. So Saudi Arabia is the al-Saud family’s own en-
terprise, which is a real tragedy. Because it’s not that the 
case that there are no people in Saudi Arabia who could 
govern themselves and establish a modern state. The 
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The beautiful Al-Askari Mosque in Samarra, Iraq, built 
in 944, is a shrine beloved of Shi’ite Muslims. It was 
bombed in 2006 (shown) and again in 2007. The British 
and Saudi empires are fanning the flames of religious 
war.
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problem is that the alliance with the British Empire had 
established the al-Saud family, and the Wahhabi cult, as 
the main power in the country.

Oil and Nationalism
And especially with the discovery of oil in 1938, the 

resources of Saudi Arabia turned from being merely a 
strategic asset, into an economic-financial-strategic 
asset in the British Empire’s world order, especially 
after World War II. The oil money was 
used and has been used, and is still used, 
for British operations of destabilizations. 
The most famous of them was the Afghan 
War, where the so-called jihadists in Af-
ghanistan were supported with Saudi and 
other Arab money, and arms and intelli-
gence from the British and the United 
States’ different organs, to start the war 
against the Soviets.

But even before that, when after World 
War II, you had nationalist movements in 
Egypt, in Syria, in Iraq, in North Africa—
these were nationalist movements against 
imperialism. The British, who were domi-
nating most of these countries—they were 
the colonialists—and the puppets they had 
put there after World War II to run the 
countries were threatened by the national-
ist movement. What the Saudi role was, 
and the so-called Islamist movement, has 

been to tarnish all the nationalist movements as “com-
munist, godless” people, just to undermine the nation-
alist movements in these regions, and the whole idea of 
establishing modern nation-states.

By 1968, actually, the Saudis had been involved in 
many coup attempts in Syria and against Gamal Abdul 
Nasser in Egypt. They supported the Muslim Brother-
hood to destabilize Nasser, all the way from 1952, to his 
death in 1970.

The alliance between the House of Saud and the British Empire. Above, 
Prince (and future king) Faisal (front) leads the Saudi delegation to the 
Versailles Conference in 1919, with British agent T.E. Lawrence to his left; 
on the right: Prince Faisal (center, top) in 1919 with other dignitaries and 
British agent St. John Philby, to his left.

CIA

Egyptian President Gamal Abdul Nasser was targeted by the Saudis and the 
British because of his nationalism and desire to create a modern nation-state. 
Here he is being cheered after nationalizing the Suez Canal Company, Aug. 1, 
1956.
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This operation was to create the so-called religious 
alternative, the so-called pan-Islamist movement, or 
pan-Islamist entity, as a replacement for the nation-
states and the anti-imperialist nationalist movements. It 
was spearheaded by the Saudis, especially from 1969, 
when other British puppets in the region, the so-called 
extremists in the Zionist movement, set fire to the al-
Aqsa Mosque in Jerusalem. And since then, the politi-

cal-military conflicts have been turned into religious 
conflicts.

The Saudis were sitting on a large amount of finan-
cial resources, intelligence, and military backing from 
the British, and later the United States, and their reli-
gious control, because tens of millions of people go 
every year in pilgrimage, from all over the world, to 
Mecca and Medina, in Saudi Arabia. So the Saudis have 
been using both their religious and economic position 
there, to spread the rigid so-called Wahhabi, or Salafi, 
teachings, which are actually a threat to other Islamic 
established sects.

Not only do we have the classical picture that Dick 
Cheney was pushing, during the Bush Jr. Administra-
tion, to create a so-called Sunni alliance against the 
Shi’a alliance—the Shi’a being Iraq, Iran, and Syria, 
and Hezbollah in Lebanon; and the Sunnis being the 
other Arab countries. But it’s not really true, because 
the Wahhabis are a threat to the other Sunni sects, too. 
Because of geopolitics, they say, “We support the Sunni 
movements in Syria and Iraq, against the Shi’a influ-
ence, and against Iran.” But in the end, they would be 
threatening the other Sunni sects, like the Maliki, 
Hanafi, Shafi’i, and Hanbali, which are dominant in 
Iraq, in Turkey, in Syria, in Egypt, and so on.

So it is a false picture that there’s a Sunni-Shi’a 
conflict. That’s not really the issue. The issue is that 
the Saudis, and the British behind them, have been 

pushing the sectarian conflict in the region, under the 
pretext that they represent the Sunnis. But even the 
Sunnis are totally scared about the Wahhabi influence 
in these countries, and it’s spreading like wildfire all 
over North Africa, even in Egypt. And ironically, they 
are in conflict now with even the Muslim Brother-
hood, because they don’t regard the Muslim Brother-
hood as following the pure teachings of the so-called 
Salaf there—what they think of as the original Islamic 
way of worshipping and living. But it has very little to 
do, really, with the origins of Islam. And there are 
many Sunnis in the Muslim countries who are now 
warning against this Salafi/Wahhabi invasion of these 
countries. And they understand it as part of an imperial 
force.

British-Saudi Terror
Now what we have had, also, is the Wahhabi/Salafi 

movement as the basic ingredient in the creation of the 
so-called Islamist terrorist groups, like al-Qaeda and 
their off-shoots, which started in Afghanistan, with the 
indoctrination of Wahhabi cult thoughts; these are 
spreading all the way to the borders of Russia and 
China, in the Caucasus in Central Asia, and in the west-
ern part of China. They are trying to increase their influ-
ence, and to use these Wahhabi and Salafi militant 
groups as tools against Russia and China, to destabilize 
these two countries.

EIR has actually had the record on this—both the 
history, but also practically, who is who, and who is 
running what. I recommend that the new report, 
“Obama’s War on America: 9/11 Two,” should be read 
by everyone who is interested in solving the question of 
terrorism. There are no so-called private terrorist 
groups! Al-Qaeda was a Saudi-British creation; it was 
run by the British. In certain periods, you have differ-
ences between them. But in the end, they cannot sur-
vive without the financial support, weapons, intelli-
gence, and even protection, but also drug money, which 
is being laundered in the Gulf countries.

Now Obama wants to bomb some groups in Libya, 
the people who killed Ambassador Stevens; these are 
not a small group, not even a large, separate group. 
These are all part of the whole Anglo-Saudi army which 
is now being run as a supranational force, a force of 
globalization. In economic globalization, you have the 
multinational companies; and now you have the multi-
national terrorist groups, who can run over borders of 
sovereign nations. And that’s really the issue with the 

It is a false picture that there’s a Sunni-
Shi’a conflict. That is not really the 
issue. The issue is that the Saudis, and 
the British behind them, have been 
pushing the sectarian conflict in the 
region, under the pretext that they 
represent the Sunnis. 
	 —Hussein Askary
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so-called Islamist terrorist groups. They are being run 
as an international army by the Anglo-Saudis, to de-
stroy nation-states, and terrorize populations to go to 
the side of the Saudi-Wahhabi cult.

So that’s where we have the danger, the abolishing 
of the principle of national sovereignty, creating reli-
gious war situations all over Eurasia and Africa; even in 
Sub-Saharan Africa, these Wahhabis are active right 
now. And this will put us into a direct confrontation 
with Russia and China—a global conflict. So that’s 
really the issue.

And time is running out actually for these countries, 
because this religious fanaticism, which is spreading all 
over the area, would be very, very difficult to wind 
back, to go back to a time when people were thinking 
about being citizens in modern, secular nation-states, 
where religious practice and religious rights were pro-
tected. These are modern nations, not religious states. 
The Turkish government maybe believes, or is dream-
ing of an Ottoman religious empire, and to establish 
empires across borders with this religious, fanatic belief 
structure.

So that’s really a very, very big danger to the world, 
but also to the societies there, who can make great con-
tributions to the world, economically, culturally, and so 
on; but now these countries are being destroyed. That 
really has been the intention of the British Empire, by 
creating and supporting the Saudi Kingdom.

Marcia Merry Baker: Everyone should recall that 
the commission that studied who was behind 9/11 
[2001], and how it came about, has a section in [its 
report] that Obama will not release; before him, Cheney 
and Bush would not release it—it was 28 pages. It was 
former Senator from Florida, Bob Graham, who has 
called for this to be released. He knows what’s in it, and 
this is the kind of thing you were just describing, that 
we presume is there. We’re told it’s there. And Obama 
said in 2009, a month after he was inaugurated, he told 
some of the families connected to those 3,000 people 
killed in New York City, “I will see that it’s released.” 
He has seen that it’s even more tightly locked up!

So everything you just described, the nature of what 
you described, is horrendous and places it in history, in 
terms of what the British Empire did in India. We have 
quite a task to turn this back, but it again focuses on the 
task, that people should un-elect Obama; we should 
have gotten him out of office, through impeachment or 
coercion, even before now.

But Tanu, you may want to say something on that 
aspect of this, and we can follow through.

It Didn’t Start with 9/11
Ramtanu Maitra: What I notice is that the British-

Saudi thing that Hussein Askary described, has hap-
pened through the centuries. However, one thing that 
really has created this enormous threat that exists today, 
definitely did not start 
with 9/11: 9/11 is a mani-
festation of that. Real 
problems started when the 
Soviets came into Af-
ghanistan, and then, the 
entire anti-Soviet forces 
in the world, which in-
cluded everybody who is 
considered as not a com-
munist, all the religious 
fanatics, the democracy-
lovers, and people who 
said they believed in the 
sovereign nation-state—all of them came together and 
started bringing up armed terrorists in Afghanistan, 
with the intent to defeat the Soviet Union. And that was 
done.

After the Soviets invaded Afghanistan, over the 
next ten-year period, enormous amounts of money and 
enormous amounts of arms training were given, and the 
whole area in this process got compromised, because 
anybody who wanted to prevent the Red Army from 
moving into the Arabian Sea or eastward, was eager to 
help them.

So, in 1989, when it was over, you had thousands of 
these trained terrorists, who became available then at a 
very cheap price to all those who wanted to use them. 
These terrorists had nothing, they had nowhere to go, so 
they lingered in Afghanistan-Pakistan’s undefined 
border areas. Most of the countries, like Algeria, Mo-
rocco, and others, Saudi Arabia and other Gulf coun-
tries, who had supplied these individuals to fight the 
Soviets, were not interested in taking these people back. 
They had given them, but they didn’t want to take them 
back, because these monarchies in Arabia were, and 
still are, extremely fragile. They’re run by families, and 
they rule these countries ruthlessly, suppressing the 
population. Often they take the sectarian line to sup-
press their people; often they adopt other methods. 
Nonetheless the basic objective of these small families 
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that rule those countries is to con-
tinue maintaining their rule over 
Arabia.

So, they didn’t want to take 
them back, because they know 
these people could be extremely 
dangerous, and could turn around 
and unseat them in no time. So, the 
British at that point in time, picked 
up a lot of these terrorists. And they 
got their projects all set up.

One of these projects, was, of 
course, to get rid of Muammar 
Qaddafi. Qaddafi was independent. 
Qaddafi had his flaws, but like 
some other rulers, he was very 
stable at that point in time. Qad-
dafi’s Libya was making a lot of 
money, and Qaddafi was distribut-
ing a lot of that money to his people. 
Despite the tribal tensions that ex-
isted in Libya, general living con-
ditions in Libya were much supe-
rior, on average, for the citizens of 
Libya in general, than in Saudi 
Arabia then, and even today.

But Libya has a lot of oil, and the British wanted to 
get rid of Qaddafi. They brought in a number of these 
well-trained terrorists, and Osama bin Laden, who was, 
by that time in 1989, already a wealthy merchant whose 
family owned one of the top construction firms in Saudi 
Arabia. In fact, the Binladen Group is one of the top 
companies in Saudi Arabia. Osama was handing out 
money to maintain his own group of people, who were 
preaching Wahhabism.

So Osama was brought into the fold by the British, 
and he was used in this project of getting rid of Qaddafi. 
A whole bunch of Libyan terrorists who were in Af-
ghanistan fighting the Russians could not go back, be-
cause Qaddafi would have nothing to do with them 
either. And so the Brits recruited them, and through 
Osama’s network, got them to participate in a plot to 
eliminate Qaddafi. With Osama’s help, the British, who 
were masterminding the whole thing, tried to assassi-
nate Qaddafi.

Although that plot failed in 1995, the British contin-
ued to hold onto their assets, and later, in 2011, they 
pumped them up again to achieve their objective. In 
2011, the Brits got much larger support—in fact, the 

whole Western world’s support—
to get rid of Qaddafi. So the old 
project was back, and the terrorists 
were sent in.

The Saudi Angle
Now, these terrorists, who were 

trained and armed in Afghani-
stan—a large part of their funding 
was done by the Arab monarchies. 
Britain never funded them. The 
British always laid down the policy, 
laid down the design, structured the 
plots, sheltered and harbored the 
terrorists, but the money was 
always coming from Arabia. Saudi 
Arabia has always been the largest 
donor in this whole business, and 
some money came from the Ku-
waitis, and to a certain extent, from 
Qataris and others.

But the Saudis always had an 
angle to all this. This angle of the 
House of Saud was always to prop-
agate, through violent means, their 

extreme orthodox form of Islam. Their form of Sunni 
religion—Wahhabism, accepted by a small sect, com-
pared to the overall Sunni population in the Islamic 
world—was pushed with the intent of getting control 
over the Islamic world. And therefore, these terrorists 
were also indoctrinated with the Wahhabi form of reli-
gion, the most virulent form of Sunni orthodox religion. 
After the Soviet Union collapsed, a large number of 
these Wahhabis were pushed into Central Asia—into 
Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, Kazakstan, and Uzbekistan, in 
particular, the four newly formed nations that had been 
part of the erstwhile Soviet Union.

Now, the problem was that these Central Asian 
countries are extremely poor. The Saudis used their 
money to print thousands of Qurans in Pakistan. Paki-
stan has air service to Tashkent and Dushanbe in Tajiki-
stan—and they used these air services to load cratefuls 
of the Saudi version of the Quran to these countries, and 
distribute them. These Wahhabis, many of whom were 
trained by the Britain-headquartered Hizb ut-Tahrir, 
opened up free food centers, and recruited locals, the 
way evangelical missionaries do in many poor coun-
tries. Also, at the same time, some of those Wahhabi 
evangelists were terrorists who were recruiting people 

Libya’s Muammar Qaddafi, although he 
certainly had his flaws, was improving 
living conditions in his country and was 
independent of the British and the Saudis. 
So they got rid of him.
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to arm them against their respective governments. It 
was easy. Because of the dire poverty, people were dis-
gruntled, and these locals were organized into terrorist 
groups.

There are two or three big terrorist groups that now 
operate in Central Asia, whose objective is to unseat all 
the Central Asian heads of state who were previously 
part of the Soviet Union. These Central Asian heads of 
states are secular, they have very little connection to the 
religious institutions, although they are all Muslims. 
They never became 100% Communists, and they re-
mained secular and tolerant of all varieties of Islam.

And so, in Central Asia, terrorists, who seek regime 
change in order to establish Wahhabi-controlled states 
under a Caliphate, were run top-down by the Saudis, 
using their money, and the British-controlled terrorists. 
The British interest is very clear. I think, even at the 
time the Soviet Union collapsed, the financial system 
run from the City of London and elsewhere was going 
down the drain. The Brits realized that their financial 
system could not be kept alive.

In order to extend this dying financial system’s life, 
they did a couple of things. One was to enhance the 
generation of money through drugs. Drugs were one of 
the major sources of money that was created through 
the Afghan War after the U.S. and NATO invaded Af-
ghanistan; the other measure they undertook was, of 
course, to unleash the the old colonial interest to grab 
resources. In Libya, for instance, if you look at the 
Libyan oil, the Chinese were investing quite heavily in 
exploiting Libyan oil, but the invasion of Libya up-
rooted the Chinese base from there, so, China lost about 
$2-3 billion. The British and the French took over.

The ongoing Afghan War, possibly, could also end 
in the same way. There will be efforts to make a grab for 
the Central Asian oil and gas so that it cannot go north-
ward towards Russia, but travel southward, and possi-
bly toward Europe. This is in the plans—the southern 
corridor.

So there is an element of resource-grabbing, the old 
colonial interests that exist in all of this.

The ‘Arab Spring’
Now, 9/11 [2001], basically was organized in such a 

way that the American geopolitical interest, after the 
Soviet Union collapsed, got completely enmeshed with 
the British colonial geopolitical interest, which was his-
torically run in Arabia by the Saudis and a few others, 
the Emirates and Qatar.

This has now taken the form of what some call the 
“Arab Spring.” This Arab Spring is basically to create 
total chaos in the Arab world. Such chaos has all the 
potential to break into a full-fledged global thermonu-
clear war.

One added element to that, is that Iran, the country 
which is on the outside of all this, is considered as 
enemy number one by all these forces, including the 
U.S., the U.K., and the House of Saud. So, this Iran ele-
ment is another factor that has created the threat of a 
global thermonuclear war. The view of these forces is 
that the Soviet Union is gone, but there exists another 
dangerous enemy in the area, which is Iran.

Now, the House of Saud’s operation, its modus ope-
randi—and I have followed closely that process in the 
Indian Subcontinent, and even beyond the Subconti-
nent, in its neighborhood—is basically to undermine 
the local Muslim population. In India, and in Pakistan, 
even today, despite all the things you hear about Paki-
stan, about 60-65% of Muslims, who are Pakistani citi-
zens, are Sunnis, but they are of a moderate variety. 
They are Sunnis, and they identify themselves as the 
Barelvis. This variety of Sunni theology was born in a 
place called Bareilly, which is now part of India; and I 
think not more than 20-25% of the Muslims in Pakistan 
are Sunnis of the orthodox variety. They are known as 
Deobandis. Their theology is pretty close to the Wah-
habi variety, but not quite the same. And then, another 
10 or 15% of Pakistani Muslims are Shi’as.

Now, the House of Saud’s operation to control 
these areas is, first, the terrorists who were created in 
Afghanistan, were indoctrinated with the Wahhabi 
version of religion. So, they went about undermining 
the Barelvi faction within Pakistan: threatening them, 
killing them, and all that. It is, as Hussein Askary 
pointed out, not a Sunni-Shi’a issue: Sunnis are killing 
each other. Wahhabis kill anybody and everybody. 
And in fact, in one of my articles,1 I wrote that one of 
the things that the Wahhabis had pointed out to the 
British, was their uniqueness: They kill them all; they 
don’t discriminate. Whether one is a Jew, or a Chris-
tian, or a Shi’a, or a non-Wahhabi Sunni—whatever 
the person’s religious affiliation may be, they kill them 
all! So, that is the Wahhabi version that the House of 
Saud stands for, and they have promoted it wherever 
Muslims exist, even in places like Sri Lanka, where 

1.  Ramtanu Maitra, “The House of Saud: British-Programmed Killer of 
Muslims,” and “What Is Wahhabism?,” EIR, Sept. 28, 2012.
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the Muslims are a tiny mi-
nority.

Creating the Taliban: 
The Madrassas

And what is the most un-
fortunate thing in this, is that 
the House of Saud’s version 
of Islam is being promoted 
by the people who are con-
sidered as Christians, consid-
ered as democrats, like the 
British, even the Americans. 
In recent years, I have seen in 
Sri Lanka—the Muslim mi-
nority there is pretty moder-
ate in their views, but there 
was the “fear,” quote/un-
quote, of the Americans, that the Iranians would have an 
impact on those Muslims. So, before such a thing could 
happen, the Brits and Americans brought in the Wah-
habis. The House of Saud is now pumping large sums of 
money in to create madrassas, which are schools for the 
young, to teach them their extreme orthodox variety of 
Islam. So, a number of these madrassas, as they are 
called, have been set up in Sri Lanka.

This was also the foundation on which extremism in 
Pakistan was created. These madrassas were the basic 
sources where, in the late 1990s, the Taliban forces in 
Afghanistan were born. The students in Pakistan were 
indoctrinated with this ideology, and then they were 
sent to Afghanistan, with the help of the Pakistan mili-
tary at the time, to take control of Afghanistan, which 
had had many varieties of Sunnis and non-Sunnis. But, 
importantly, the Afghans are not extremists, they didn’t 
want Afghanistan to be a religious nation! They wanted 
Afghanistan to be just like Afghanistan of the good old 
days. But these Taliban took control with the help of 
Saudi money. And Saudi money also went to the Paki-
stan military, which always needed money, and to the 
madrassas that they created. These three forces together 
created the Taliban.

The basic concept of creating these Taliban in Af-
ghanistan was to create an outpost of the House of 
Saud’s Wahhabi followers on the threshold of Russia, 
next door to Central Asia, and inside the belly of the 
Indian Subcontinent. The purpose was to use these 
Wahhabis to expand their control, and threaten Iran, 
which is located south and west of Afghanistan.

This is a project which is washed with blood; but at 
the same time, it has all the basic ingredients that can 
lead to a war. But, again, it is to be noted that the fund-
ing of this thing is not done entirely with Saudi oil 
money, but much of the money needed for this project 
is generated through production of opium and heroin. 
Money generated by huge amounts of opium and heroin 
then gets laundered through offshore banks. Note: 90% 
of these of offshore banks are located in former British 
colonies. And all that dirty money that came out of kill-
ing youths, ends up in the City of London and the Wall 
Street.

So, basically, what we are saying is, that this role of 
the House of Saud, working hand-in-glove with the 
British Empire, was endorsed by the Bush-Cheney 
crowd, and is now being officially moved forward by 
the Obama Administration. That’s what they’re doing. 
They are pushing this Libya thing, and then the Syria 
killings. You never know how wide-ranging this con-
flict may turn out to be. I mean, Lebanon is on the verge 
of collapse at this point in time. Jordan is teetering on 
the brink, and so is Kuwait.

Now, of course, two of these countries are monar-
chies and these monarchies, of course, will collapse. 
One may think that’s not a very bad thing to happen, but 
on the other hand, it will be, because the people who are 
removing the monarchies, are also being controlled by 
the House of Saud and the British Empire!

Therefore, the danger that we see threatens the 
world is increasing with all these terrorist-run opera-
tions.

The VJMovement

A madrassa (religious school) in Pakistan. The House of Saud is pumping large sums for the 
creation of extreme orthodox training centers in Pakistan and Afghanistan. This is how the 
Taliban was created.
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The House of Saud: Built on Sand
Having said that, I must also point out that the House 

of Saud itself is also in great trouble. Great trouble in 
the sense that it was never very stable to begin with. 
Abdul Aziz’s seven sons, who are known as the Sudairy 
Seven, are now vanishing from the scene. The last one 
is Salman, who I think is the Crown Prince, and is re-
portedly suffering from some sort of terminal disease; 
and King Abdullah, who is not one of the Sudairies, but 
had to make peace with the Sudairies, is now 94 years 
old, and most of the time he spends in ICU. When he is 
gone, then the next generation will come in, and some 
of the claimants to the throne from the next generation 
are very, very militant. It is a certainty that that they will 
fight among themselves for the Saudi throne.

At the same time, this will be a fight in which there 
will be no public support. The people in Saudi Arabia, 
in general, have long been deeply angered by the rule of 
the House of Saud, not because of what the House of 
Saud does outside, but what it does inside Saudi Arabia 
itself.

So, what we see here, is that a dangerous force like 
the House of Saud, with the British controlling this 
family, has brought about a total disaster to the entire 
world, and has now brought the world to the threat of 
another global war, but this time, it could be a thermo-
nuclear war.

This is the story of the Two Kingdoms, this is what 
they have done. Unfortunately, the American republic 
has been compromised, and the Bush-Cheney, and then 
the Obama Administration, in particular, have com-
pletely joined hands with these two vicious kingdoms, 
who are involved only in bloodshed, and in creating 
chaos in order to loot and plunder, and keeping the 
world on the brink of another war.

Askary: Because of all that has been said, I think 
that the investigation of 9/11/2001—the first 9/11—
could be the drop which could get the bucket to over-
flow on the British Empire and the Anglo-Saudi Empire. 
Because, there in the classified 28 pages of the report of 
the 9/11 Commission, you have the whole story of the 
BAE (formerly British Aerospace Systems), which is 
now the world’s largest arms and intelligence company, 
which is the real core, besides the financial City of 
London, of the British Empire and the Anglo-Saudi 
Empire.

And therefore, both the Bush Administration and 
the Obama Administration were so desperate to hide 

the truth about the BAE/Prince Bandar bin Sultan in-
volvement in the first 9/11 events. And that’s why we 
hope that people in the United States will pull the carpet 
out from under the feet of these imperialists. And 
whether by getting rid of Obama, or whoever comes 
after Obama, the truth about 9/11 should come out; but 
not in the sense of who did what immediately there, but 
the whole story. Because that can then bring to the fore 
this whole historical background we have discussed, 
and show what the forces are which humanity has to get 
rid of, to have a better future.

And of course, then, the other step is to get a new 
economic world order, a new financial and banking 
system, getting the Glass-Steagall banking act into 
place, getting credit to infrastructure, economic devel-
opment nationally and internationally. And people in 
Asia, in Russia, China, and Africa, are all ready to go 
ahead with a global Marshall Plan, or New Deal. And 
that will help us get rid of this religious fanaticism.

Against the Islamic Renaissance
Now, just to briefly demystify what this Wahhabi 

cult is, what the teachings are: It’s not a new phenome-
non. It was a reaction to the Islamic Renaissance of the 
Eighth and Ninth Centuries, which was a real Renais-
sance movement, which had established a fantastic eco-
nomic, cultural, scientific basis for civilization in Bagh-
dad, and also in Spain.

And the attack came from within the Islamic world, 
but was also part of a political conflict in the 10th and 
11th Centuries, when the Seljuk Turks, who were mili-
tary officers, were incorporated into the Islamic armies. 
In order to take over, they had to destroy this idea of the 
Renaissance, which is based on two very important as-
pects of the Islamic religion, and all other religions. The 
whole conflict was about, first, the free will of the indi-
vidual; and second, creativity. Does the human being 
have free will in doing what we need to do, and to be 
creative? And, what is said in Islam? That we should 
help build the world, the Earth, make the Earth flourish. 
Do we have free will? Or is everything decided by the 
will of God, which is that everything is predestined?

And does the creative human being have any con-
nection to the Creator? Or is the individual human 
being totally separated from God the Creator?

Now, in the Islamic Renaissance, these ideas were 
being explored. People like al-Farabi, ibn Sina, and al-
Razi, were arguing, in the sense that human beings do 
have free will to do the Good, and they are creative, and 
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they participate in the creativity of our Creator, by their 
acts of creativity and free will, by building the world, 
and getting scientific knowledge, and ennobling the 
human soul through culture, music, poetry, art, and so 
on and so forth—architecture. That was the basis of the 
Islamic Renaissance.

But then you had this reaction: It started with al-
Ash’ari and al-Ghazali (see box), who negated all the 
principles of free will and creativity, and the connection 
to the Creator. And then you had ibn Taymiyah, coming 
after the Mongols destroyed Baghdad; and then the 
Crusades, which were a Venetian operation. And then 
ibn Taymiyyah, who is the source of the Wahhabi doc-
trine, abolished all previous Islamic doctrines, includ-
ing the four main Sunni sects, the Maliki, Hanafi, 

Shafi’i, and Hanbali. Most Sunnis in the world 
follow one of these four; and then you have the 
Shi’a, who have lived actually in coexistence with 
the Sunnis. But the Wahhabis abolished all these 
previous ones, and they say, we will have a pure 
theology, which is based solely on the words in 
the Quran, and imitating some of people they 
select, who were around the Prophet Mohammed 
(God’s blessings be upon him).

They are very, very selective in choosing the 
Prophet’s tradition and the word of the Quran, 
which they interpret literally; there is no room for 
interpretation. And that way the Wahhabis became 
a tool to declare everyone who is not following 
their military force, or political force, a heretic.

Maitra: This is shutting down the ijtihad.
Askary: Exactly. You 

can have a free way of in-
terpreting the word of the 
Quran or the tradition of 
the Prophet, and in that 
way religion becomes an 
evolving, developing way 
of thinking, rather than a 
rigid, fixed set of rules 
which cannot change, 
which is the core of the 
Wahhabi sect. Therefore, 
they come into conflict 
with everyone, everyone 
around them!

But the trick is, that 
the Wahhabis of the al-

Saud family today, are not religious! They even ended 
up killing some of the Wahhabis, in 1930, because the 
Wahhabi religious administrants were not happy with 
al-Saud [being so close to the British]. . .

Maitra: They are as religious as the House of Wind-
sor is Christian.

Askary: Yes, exactly! But their power lies in their 
connection to the British Empire, and the enormous fi-
nancial and military resources they can have, and also 
intelligence operations. So, that’s where the danger is.

But as I said, from inside the United States, if we 
can get the truth about 9/11 and the coverup, then you 
can start exploring this whole story backward, into that 
the reality that the ones who attacked the United States 
republic were the British Empire and their Saudi pup-

The creation of 
the Wahhabi cult 
was a reaction to 
the Islam 
Renaissance. The 
magnificent Mosque 
of Cordoba, in 
Andalusia, Spain 
(left) was begun in 
784 B.C. On the 
right is the 
Alhambra Palace in 
Granada, Spain.
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pets. And that will set the world stage for abolishing 
empire, and re-establishing a community of sovereign 
nation-states working together to develop societies, the 
human individual, and the whole planet, and beyond 

the planet.
Maitra: It will also, again, give a potential for start-

ing a new Islamic Renaissance.
Askary: Exactly.

Wahhabism and Ash’arism

The highest Wahhabi religious personality in Saudi 
Arabia, the Mufti and Chairman of the Supreme 
Council of Ulama (clergy), Abdul-Aziz bin Abdullah 
Al-Asheikh, on March 12, described the acts of fund
raising and supporting the rebel Syrian Free Army as 
jihad under Islamic law, because, according to him, 
the Syrian regime is kafir (blasphemous or apostate). 
However, when it came to peaceful protests in Saudi 
Arabia by those demanding economic and political 
justice, these he declared to be evil.

This is a typical example of the selectiveness of 
the Wahhabi clergy, which always takes the side of 
the House of Saud. A former Mufti, Abdul Aziz bin 
Baz, was asked about Muslims wearing crosses and 
other ornaments; he declared it a sin. However, when 
he was asked about King Fahd wearing the Iron 
Cross of the British Empire, awarded to him by 
Queen Elizabeth II, making him an honorary British 
Knight in 1987, bin Baz replied that “if the Wali 
al-Amr (the ruler of Muslims) considers that wearing 
the cross has a benefit to the Muslim nation, then that 
cannot be considered an offense”!

This idea that the “ruler of the Muslim nation” 
cannot be faulted was an artificial creation of theolo-
gians who were used by Umayyad kings at the begin-
ning of the Eighth Century to get immunity for op-
pressing the people and killing other Muslim 
opponents, to acquire and preserve power. They ma-
nipulated the following verses from the Quran as a 
blank check for their rule: “O you who have believed, 
obey Allah and obey the Messenger and those in au-
thority among you” (Surah Al-Nisaa, verse 59).

One of the most vocal such theologians was Abu 
Al-Hasan Al-Ash’ari (875-935), the spearhead 
against the Islamic Renaissance. His concept was 
that Allah is the Creator of everything in existence, 
and so both evil and good acts of human beings are 
predestined by God’s will. Therefore, the evil com-

mitted by the ruler is not his own creation, but that of 
God, and if people tried to change that evil, they 
would be committing a sin against God’s will!

Al-Ash’ari, who started as student of the 
Mu’tazilites, turned against them in 912, and pub-
lished his book Clarification of the Bases of Religion, 
in which he argued for absolutely literal interpreta-
tion of the Quran, in a clear attack on the Mu’tazilites, 
who were calling for a rational method of interpreta-
tion, because the divine injunctions of the Creator are 
accessible to human reason, and that reason must be 
the ultimate criterion for judging good and evil. The 
Mu’tazilites had become a strong philosophical and 
scientific school in the early Renaissance age in 
Basrah and Baghdad in the Eighth Century.

Al-Ash’ari attacked, for example, their view that 
God’s references to his “seeing, hearing, having 
hands, ‘sitting on the throne,’ etc.” were metaphors. 
He claimed that God does indeed have such physical 
attributes, because that is what is stated in the Quran.

As part of the Seljuk power grab in Baghdad, 
Nizam-ul Mulk Al-Tusi (1018-92), the Seljuk vizir 
(minister) under Sultan Alp Arsalan, raised the 
Ash’arites to prominence in Baghdad to take over 
the Shafi’i Sunni sect, while undermining the other 
Sunni sects, creating sectarian strife in Baghdad. He 
established the Nizamiya school of theology, the in-
stitution from which a later theologian emerged, 
Abu Hamid Al-Ghazali (1111-58), who launched 
the final and most fatal attack on the science and phi-
losophy of the Islamic Renaissance. His most famous 
book, The Destruction of Philosophers, is entirely 
oriented to destroying the philosophical thoughts of 
Ibn Sina (980-1037), the greatest of Muslim scien-
tists and philosophers of the Islamic Renaissance, 
and his predecessor Al-Farabi. Al-Ghazali’s inquisi-
tion became a tool of destruction of rational thinking, 
pushing society into mystical fundamentalism. The 
socially and economically weakened and divided Is-
lamic state became an easy prey for the Venetian-run 
Crusades, and later, the Mongol invasion.

—Hussein Askary
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Oct. 30—In webcast statements on Oct. 26 and Oct. 29, 
Lyndon LaRouche hammered away at the revolution in 
political practice that has to be accomplished in the 
United States, if it, and the world, are to survive. First, 
the political party system which came into the United 
States with Andrew Jackson, and has produced the 
wretched choice of candidates now facing the Ameri-
can electorate Nov. 6, must be abandoned immediately. 
Secondly, the American population must be mobilized 
around the policies that will save the nation, specifi-
cally the three-point full-recovery program of Glass-
Steagall, national banking, and the North American 
Water and Power Alliance (NAWAPA).

While sticking to his evaluation that the incumbent 
British tool Barack Obama must be removed from 
office, perhaps by impeachment for his high crimes 
and misdemeanors, LaRouche focussed on the broader 
systemic problem bedeviling U.S. politics. How did 
we get the point of being faced with two such disgust-
ing choices for President; one, Obama, being a mass 
murderous danger to our immediate survival, and the 
other, Mitt Romney, being an advocate of an economic 
program which will decimate our population by other 
means? It’s the partisan party system, which the British 
have played for more than a century. It must be dumped 
for politics of principle, as Presidents George Wash-
ington and John Quincy Adams, most famously, de-
manded.

The prospects for making that change are about 
equal to the chances for the United States to survive the 
coming financial and geopolitical storms.

Hillary Must Turn Obama In
During the LaRouchePAC candidates’ discussion 

on Oct. 29 (weekly at www.larouchepac.com/cam-
paigns), LaRouche homed in on the potential that an 

LaRouche: Dump the Parties, 
Put Recovery Program in Now
Special to EIR

EIR National

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

Lyndon LaRouche gives his webcast on Oct. 26, the latest in a 
series of “Friday webcasts” leading up to Election Day on 
Nov. 6.

http://larouchepac.com/webcasts/20121026.html
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immediate move for impeachment of Obama had for 
shifting the agenda appropriately. The firestorm of rev-
elations currently coming out about the Administra-
tion’s criminal negligence in the Benghazi terror attack 
(see following article) creates an opportunity, even at 
this late hour.

The key to the solution, LaRouche said, is Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton, who, according to recent leaks 
by sources close to the Clinton family, has direct evi-
dence that Obama’s White House was the entity respon-
sible for denying necessary security to the Benghazi 
consulate, where Ambassador Stevens and three other 
Americans were killed by jihadis. Hillary Clinton must 
“turn Obama in, for the skunk, the traitor, the enemy of 
humanity which he is, and has manifested himself to be.”

According to Ed Klein, author of The Amateur, a 
biography of President Obama, “the legal counsel to 
Clinton” told him that not only had the Secretary of 
State requested beefed-up security for the Benghazi 
consulate—as requested by personnel there—but 
Obama had denied the request. Speaking to The Blaze 
TV’s Andrew Wilkow on Oct. 26, Klein said that his 
sources report that former President Bill Clinton has 
been urging his wife to release State Department docu-
ments that would prove that she ordered the beefed-up 
security presence; but she has so far declined to make 
them public, knowing that this would virtually assure 
Obama’s defeat on Nov. 6.

But it’s Hillary’s duty to expose Obama, LaRouche 
insisted. “That would be the solution: Because what 
that would do, if she would do that, she would save the 
Democratic Party. Not let the Obama issue settle it, but 
let the downing of Obama settle it. Because once 
Obama is out, whoever frees the nation from slavery to 
this mass murderer, is going to catch the sympathy of 
the nation on a rational basis, not on a screwball basis of 
the type they make usually, now.”

Clearing the Way
Once we get rid of Obama, LaRouche continued, we 

greatly diminish the danger of thermonuclear war. Just 
voting him out, without impeachment, is more danger-
ous—since his rage at rejection, as well as the crisis 
state of his British masters, would tend to propel him to 
take more rapid rash steps toward themonuclear con-
frontation. Obama must be crippled politically, his au-
thority over government destroyed by the impeachment 
process—or even the invocation of the 25th Amend-

ment to the Constitution, a measure long advocated by 
LaRouche based on the President’s narcissistic person-
ality disorder.

But once Obama is prevented from being a danger, 
LaRouche emphasized, “we can, in the United States, 
proceed to save our economy by the obvious reform, 
Glass-Steagall, and what has to go with Glass-Steagall 
as its supplements.” Those supplements, outlined in La-
RouchePAC’s mass pamphlet “Program for a New 
Presidency,” mean the restoration of a Federal credit 
system, built around a massive jobs-creation, reindus-
trializing program such as NAWAPA XXI, the huge 
Western U.S. water-diversion program that would 
create 6 to 14 million jobs.

Once Hillary Clinton took the steps to sink Obama, 
LaRouche said, that would provide a new perspective 
for the Democratic Party. “It would give us a not-so-
good President, nominally, but the power of the Demo-
cratic Party, once it’s cleaned of the Obama affliction, 
the people who step forward in leadership, to dump 
Obama for the sake of the nation, would be a powerful 
force of the Democratic Party, particularly, when pres-
ently the Republican Party has no commitment to 
saving the lives of endangered people.

“They’re going with a ‘business program,’ a busi-
ness-based program, which is a vicious kind of auster-
ity which will have horrible effects, in any case, in its 
own right, on the people of the United States! And at 
that point, if you can mobilize the Democrats, even 
after a Republican has been elected, if you can mobilize 
the Democrats, or a good part of them, to come out from 
under the ether, by an action which is considered an act 
of salvation of the nation, then, we will have the basis 
for destroying the party system.”

The present party system, LaRouche went on to say, 
is what allows the British Empire to play people against 
each other, and destroy the nation—just as, in another 
venue, the Roman emperors got people to cheer for killing 
each other in the Colosseum. The British have consciously 
done this, he said—and we have to put a stop to it.

“This time, we’ve just got to do it,” LaRouche con-
cluded. “I think we’re right on it: Hillary Clinton has 
much more power for humanity than she probably 
imagines. If she dumps Obama, just by saying what the 
truth is about what happened in Benghazi, that would 
make her a hero, it would get rid of Obama, and it would 
enable us to dump the party system! And then, we’re 
ready to go!”
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On Election Eve

Benghazi Lies Blow Up 
In Obama’s Face
by Jeffrey Steinberg

Oct. 29—New revelations about President Obama’s 
coverup of his administration’s failures to protect 
American diplomats prior to and during the Sept. 11, 
2012 assault on the U.S. consulate in Benghazi, Libya, 
in which Amb. Chris Stevens and three other American 
officials were killed, are blowing up in the President’s 
face on the eve of the Nov. 6 elections.

Last week, three e-mails, sent from the U.S. Em-
bassy in Tripoli, as the assault on the consulate was un-
derway, were made public by Reuters.  Those three 
documents, which were sent to the White House Situa-
tion Room, the Director of National Intelligence, the 
Director of the CIA, the FBI, and numerous officials at 
the State Department, made clear that the attack on the 
consulate was a well-planned and heavily armed as-
sault.  In none of the diplomatic messages was there any 
mention of a demonstration out-
side the Benghazi consulate. In the 
third of the e-mails, the group 
Ansar al-Sharia was identified by 
name as taking credit for the 
attack, and calling for a similar as-
sault on the U.S. Embassy in Trip-
oli.

Now, in the past 48 hours, a 
series of damning additional leaks 
from within the U.S. military indi-
cate that there were rapid-reaction 
forces ready to intervene into the 
Benghazi events as they were still 
unfolding, but that no authoriza-
tion came from Washington. Ac-
cording to Lt. Col. Anthony Schaf-
fer (ret.), top officials of the Obama 
Administration, including the 
President himself, were monitor-
ing the events in Benghazi in real 

time, through drone surveillance relays back to Wash-
ington. Yet, special units attached to Africom, and even 
CIA paramilitary teams on the ground in Benghazi, 
were ordered to stand down, when they asked for au-
thorization to launch air strikes against mortar positions 
firing at the consulate.

According to a news report aired on Fox TV and 
several other conservative news outlets, Africom com-
mander Gen. Carter F. Ham was temporarily relieved of 
his command when he refused to accept the orders to 
call off the deployment of C-130 gunships to the scene. 
And a replacement for him has already been named, 
even though he is less than two years into what is nor-
mally a three-year tour.

What Did He Know, and When?
To date, President Obama has refused to provide 

any details about when he learned of the ongoing at-
tacks, what he did about it, and why. It is known that 
the President was at the White House at 4:05 p.m. on 
the afternoon of Sept. 11, 2012, when the first e-mail 
arrived from Tripoli. At 5 p.m., he met with Defense 
Secretary Leon Panetta and Vice President Joseph 
Biden. No further details of what the President did 
on Sept. 11, 2012 have been made public by the 
White House or by the President’s re-election cam-
paign.

White House/Pete Souza

President Obama repeatedly lied to the American people about the terrorist attack in 
Benghazi, including on the David Letterman Show, seen here.
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On the morning of Sept. 12, the President spoke 
briefly to the media in the Rose Garden, but did not 
characterize the Benghazi attack as an act of terrorism, 
contrary to what he himself claimed in the second Pres-
idential debate with Gov. Mitt Romney. Later in the 
day, the President went to the State Department briefly, 
and then flew to Las Vegas for a campaign fundraiser. 
There is no indication that the President convened the 
National Security Council or took any other action ap-
propriate under the circumstances of an attack on an 
American diplomatic outpost.

Senior U.S. intelligence sources have told EIR that 
the President and his campaign team panicked over the 
Benghazi attack, because the President had been cam-
paigning non-stop around the idea that he had destroyed 
al-Qaeda by killing Osama bin Laden, and by the drone 
and special forces assassination program. The Beng-
hazi incident made clear that al-Qaeda and its affiliates 
were very much alive and on the offensive.

When UN Ambassador Susan Rice went on national 
television on Sept. 16, and when the President appeared 
on the David Letterman Show and The View days later, 
they both lied to the American people, claiming they 
did not have enough information to declare the Beng-

hazi attack an act of terrorism. In reality, as the three 
9/11 e-mails make clear, the evidence was overwhelm-
ing that an al-Qaeda-affiliated group, led by a former 
Guantanamo Bay detainee, had killed the ambassador 
and three other Americans.

EIR’s intelligence sources have further reported that 
the Obama White House and top national security cabi-
net officials are furious and panicked over the fact that 
new details are being leaked to Members of Congress 
and the media, further exposing both the incompetence 
and the lying coverup by top officials, perhaps includ-
ing the President himself. According to the sources, 
military officers who were in a position to send emer-
gency teams into Benghazi are furious at the runaround 
they got in Washington, and are leaking to the media 
and Congress.

A number of Congressional Republicans have de-
manded specific answers from the President, including 
a detailed account of his actions on Sept. 11, 2012. Sen. 
Ron Johnson (R-Wisc.), appearing on Fox TV this 
morning, told host Chris Wallace that the Benghazi 
attack and its aftermath are the number one issue on the 
minds of voters in his state, and that the President must 
come clean on what happened.

NAWAPA XXI
A North American Water & Power Alliance 
For the 21st Century

FROM THE AUTHORS:

This report is written as a proposal for action, to be 
immediately undertaken by elected officials of government; 
and as a handbook for patriots who seek to re-establish the 
United States as a leader in science, technology, and industry.

IN THIS REPORT, YOU WILL FIND A PLAN TO:

•  Employ millions in productive labor and restore U.S. 
manufacturing.

•  Re-establish water, food, and power security for North 
America, establish a continental system of drought and 
flood control, and develop new infrastructure corridors 
involving most of the continent.

•  Restore the U.S. system of public credit.
•  Demonstrate mans ability to improve on nature.

LaRouchePAC Special Report

ORDER ONLINE: www.larouchepac.com
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Brzezinski: Don’t 
Back Syrian Rebels
by EIR Staff

Oct. 27—Zbigniew Brzezinksi, the former anti-Soviet 
hawk who, as Carter Administration National Security 
Advisor (1977-81), helped create the rebel mujahideen 
in Afghanistan, has vehemently rejected any proposal 
for arming rebels in Syria. Speaking on PBS’s Charlie 
Rose Show Oct. 23, the former Trilateral Commission 
operative denounced the British and French for creat-
ing the “mess” in Syria, and spoke of working with 
Russia and China to find solutions to the region’s con-
flicts. The alternative, he said, will be regional war.

In a webcast last night, Lyndon LaRouche assessed 
Brzezinki’s radical turnabout, saying, “He now looks at 
the world and says ‘Look, that time is over. There no 
longer is a Soviet Union to worry about. There are no 
longer these other kinds of things. I am an old man; I am 
a Catholic; I’m a devoted Christian. And in my time, as 
I’m reaching a terminal state in my life, what am I going 
to do with the remainder of my life?’ And, therefore, 
you have the case where someone who has acted like a 
reprobate from the standpoint of looking in from the 
outside, and you find that they’re coming out with a 
completely different policy. It’s their own policy, for a 
change. An old man who’s not going to go out of this 
world without taking some honor with him.”

Rose’s program was on the theme of a recent paper 
by National War College Prof. Michael Mazarr, that the 
current U.S. strategic posture is unsustainable. Mazarr 
was also a guest on the show, along with former Obama 
National Security Advisor Gen. James Jones and Wash-
ington Post columnist David Ignatius.

Host Rose asked Brzezinski how “strategic unsus-
tainability” applied to Syria. He replied that we must 
consider, “What are the prospects, perhaps, of that war 
rapidly spreading. Syria is next door to Iraq. Iraq is on 
the verge of a breakdown between the Sunnis and the 
Shi’ites, into a civil war. Syria is also on the brink, on 
the edge, of the Kurds, and their role in the region. It 
could be very, very destabilizing, if the war started 
spreading. There is, of course, Iran next door, which 
could become in some fashion involved.

“In brief, I have the feeling that it’s not exactly 
within the realm of our means, of our resources, or 
compatible with our recent experience, to enter the fray, 
without thinking very seriously about the likelihood 
that if we enter into it, particularly if we enter into it—
because we’re not exactly popular in the Middle East 
these days—the result will be a much wider war, with 
really serious consequences then for Turkey, and per-
haps for Jordan and Saudi Arabia, and because of its 
economic consequences, for Europe. So I’m afraid that 
the word I tend to emphasize in this context is ‘pru-
dence,’ rather than ‘engagement.’ ”

Rose began a description of the Presidential candi-
dates’ debate remarks about the various ways they 
thought they might aid the Syrian opposition, and 
Brzezinski interrupted, “You can’t start supplying arms 
to someone, without becoming engaged in the conse-
quences of that! You can’t maintain that kind of sealed 
detachment from the supply of arms, and eventually, 
engagement in the process. Especially if the supply of 
arms itself creates temptations to spread that war.”

Later in the show, Mazarr described how the Obama 
regime is groping toward a Syria policy in the new para-
digm, potentially arming opposition groups, and a vari-
ety of similar steps, “but they’re going to be very messy, 
and they’re not going to satisfy a lot of advocates of 

CSIS

Zbigniew Brzezinski, never known as a peacenik, warned in the 
strongest terms, on the Charlie Rose show, that a U.S. attack on 
Iran or Syria would be a disaster; instead, he urged, we should 
be working with the Russians and the Chinese, to bring 
stability to the region.
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short-term action, and we’re going to have to keep at 
them for a long period of time. It’s not going to be as 
clean as advocates of intervention had once thought.”

An Extremely Volatile Region
Rose, off camera, asked: “Zbig, you’re smiling as 

you heard him say that. What does that smile mean?”
The camera shifted to Brzezinski, who chuckled, 

and smiling broadly, responded, “Well, I just don’t un-
derstand how we can get involved in supporting and 
arming, and thus intensifying, the makings of a civil 
war, without thinking as to how long it may last, how 
much blood will it consume, how deeply we’ll have to 
become engaged, and how it might spread. This is an 
extremely volatile region. You have to think of it, not 
just as Syria, which is more that 20 million people. Yes, 
30,000 have been killed, but it’s 20 million people, and 
most of the 20 million people are still controlled by the 
government. So we’re going to try to overthrow that. So 
we’re going to make that civil war more intense, more 
extensive, more bloody.

“And, it will affect the neighborhood, because it 
will ignite the Sunni-Shi’ite conflict. It will destabilize 
Jordan. It’s already destabilizing Lebanon. It might 
draw in the Turks. Are the Turks prepared to lunge into 
Syria? Maybe they would like us to clean up Syria, but 
we have to ask ourselves about the consequences if we 
try. Are we prepared to do it seriously, or are we just 
going to provide arms, as it progressively gets worse? I 
think after ten years in Afghanistan, after the mess in 
Iraq, we’d better think calmly and coldly about this 
issue. It’s very emotionalizing, because there’s a lot of 
human suffering involved. But I would like someone to 
lay out a blueprint for how this problem is to be solved 
by us, starting first with arming the opposition—but ex-
cluding an eventual massive involvement? And with 
the region exploding?”

Work with Russia, China
To Rose’s question, “So, we do nothing?” Brzezin-

ski said there are a lot of other things we can do, and 
advocated working with the Russians and Chinese to 
develop a viable solution to be presented to the Assad 
government as something workable—rather than dic-
tating to it our ideas, and then denouncing Syria’s re-
fusal to accept them.

He added, “I’m saying, let’s see if we can still do it 
with the international community with us. And I think 
that having the Russians and the Chinese [work with 

us] is not yet to be excluded. We can’t really rely on the 
advice of the French and the British, because they are 
the architects of the mess that is now beginning to col-
lapse” (emphasis added). Rose hastened, as Brzezinski 
was finishing that last sentence, to shift the discussion.

Near the end of the program, Brzezinski reiterated 
the danger of triggering a regional war:

“There are two powers next to Syria, who are very 
important, and very relevant to the future of what hap-
pens. One is Saudi Arabia. We have to be very careful 
about that, because the Saudis are deeply involved right 
now, in fanning a Sunni-Shi’ite conflict in Syria. Is that 
really in our interest? Are we really supposed to be sup-
porting that? And how will this impact on the Iranian 
reaction? That’s something which I think warrants 
some caution.

“The second one is Turkey. Turkey is an important 
80-million country: 80 million people. It has the best 
army in NATO, outside of the United States, actually. 
What about the Turks? You’re going to have an Ameri-
can involvement in arming the rebels, and potentially 
an American engagement in the conflict?”

DOPE, INC.
Is Back In Print!

Dope, Inc., first 
commissioned by 
Lyndon LaRouche, and 
the underground 
bestseller since 1978, is 
back in print for the first 
time since 1992. The 
320-page paperback, 
includes reprints from 
the third edition, and 
in-depth studies from 
EIR, analyzing the scope 
and size of the 
international illegal 
drug-trafficking empire 
known as Dope, Inc., 
including its latest incarnation in the drug wars being 
waged out of, and against Russia and Europe today.

This edition, published by Progressive Independent Media, is 
currently available in limited numbers, so there is no time to 
waste in buying yours today. The cost is $25 per book, with 
$4 for shipping and handling. It is available through www.
larouchepub.com, and EIR, at 1-800-278-3135.
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Oct. 30—A testament to the fraud that is the U.S. Presi-
dential election campaign, is the fact that the bank-
ruptcy of the North Atlantic financial system, and the 
growing movement for reimposing Glass-Steagall reg-
ulations, have not even been mentioned in the official 
debates and campaign ads. Like the overriding issue of 
the British-Obama drive toward thermonuclear con-
frontation with the Russians, the restoration of FDR’s 
Glass-Steagall principle is a matter of life-or-death for 
the American population. And it stands within the core 
of principled issues required for a non-partisan U.S. 
Presidency to rebuild the economy.

As shown by the fight waged by Senators Maria 
Cantwell (D-Wash.) and John McCain (R-Ariz.) back 
in 2010, the Glass-Steagall dictate for strict separation 
of commercial and investment banking, with its de 
facto denial of bailouts to the investment banks, is a bi-
partisan cause, and a highly popular one at that. Over 
the Summer of 2012, top bankers who had previously 
fought to overturn Glass-Steagall, including members 
of the London elite, also joined the campaign to restore 
Glass-Steagall, making it clear that the refusal to do so 
was creating the danger of a new, even more devastat-
ing financial blowout in the trans-Atlantic economy. 
Eighty-two Congressmen, including a number of Re-
publicans, have signed on to Rep. Marcy Kaptur’s (D-
Ohio) HR 1489, which would reimpose banking sepa-
ration.

Up until last week, however, the Presidential candi-
dates remained silent on the issue.

Then, on Oct. 25, Rolling Stone published an inter-
view of President Obama with reporter Matt Taibbi, 
who asked the President about banking reform, and the 
Dodd-Frank bill. Obama replied by defending his bill, 
and noting that Rolling Stone had previously criticized 
him for not going with Glass-Steagall. He said:

“But there is not evidence that having Glass-Stea-
gall in place would somehow change the dynamic. 
Lehman Brothers wasn’t a commercial bank, it was an 
investment bank. AIG wasn’t an FDIC-insured bank, it 
was an insurance institution [both banks were allowed 
to go bankrupt—ed]. So the problem in today’s finan-
cial sector can’t be solved by re-imposing models that 
were created in the 1930s.’ ”

So, for the first time publicly, Obama rejected Glass-
Steagall. Romney headquarters, contacted by this news 
service for the Republican candidate’s view, did not re-
spond by deadline.

Obama’s Lying
Obama’s argument for rejecting Glass-Steagall is a 

popular, and a lying one, as exposed by one of the lead-
ing banker proponents for its restoration, former Kansas 
Federal Reserve president Thomas Hoenig. In an inter-
view with Bloomberg radio June 26, Hoenig explicitly 
answered the charge that the mixture of the commercial 
and investment banking did not cause the blowout of 
2007-08, but that mortgage companies, investment 
houses, and insurance companies did. Hoenig re-
sponded:

Down to the Wire To Restore 
The Glass-Steagall Principle
by Nancy Spannaus

EIR Economics
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“Well, remember now, you’re talking about the end. 
If you think about it, though, the commercial banks, 
while they may not have originated some of the deriva-
tives, but many of them, the bank holding companies 
that they were part of, did—credit default swaps, 
CDOs—they sponsored the institutions and then they 
gave lines of credit to those very groups that they had 
sponsored for derivatives activity. That ended up 
coming back on their books, so, yeah, they were part of 
the problem. They did encourage the risk-taking, by 
mixing their banking activities with investment activi-
ties, there’s no question about it.

“Now, on the other side of it, that’s why I say, you 
have to also address money markets and repos, because, 
yes, the Bear Stearns, the Lehmans, were acting like 
commercial banks. They were issuing very short-term 
liabilities, overnight repos and money markets, and 
then funding long-term assets, real estate activities, 
CDOs, and so forth, putting that in their book, and that, 
in fact, exploded on them.

“So, it was part of the problem of ending Glass-
Steagall, separating out, then allowing, these shadow 
banks through money markets to arise that caused the 
problem. So they all are linked, and we can’t forget that.

“So I don’t think saying that they weren’t the source 
of the problem, that is, commercial banks weren’t the 
source of the problem, is accurate at all.”

The second fraud of Obama’s comment, of course, 
comes in on the other end—the bailout. No matter who 
or what caused the crisis, if Glass-Steagall were in 
effect, the Federal government would not back up and 
bail out the gamblers, like Lehman and AIG. And the 
health of the banking system would be the better for it.

But as the LPAC documentary, “Indictment of 
Barack Obama: Part Two,” shows, Obama is dead-set 
against cutting the gambling banks loose. He opposes 
Glass-Steagall because it will hurt his financial control-
lers.

Some Republicans Will Move
On the contrary, the motion for Glass-Steagall 

among some banking layers, ranging from the Bank of 
England to independent community bankers in the 
United States, is continuing to grow. As former Fed 
chief Hoenig, now a commissioner on the FDIC, has 
said recently, the danger of the financial blowout is 
growing along with the galloping hyperinflationary 
bailouts—and only reimposing Glass-Steagall can 
begin to stem disaster.

Former Reagan Treasury Seceretary and Secretary 
of State under George H.W. Bush, James Baker III, was 
the latest prominent Republican to express his support 
for reinstating Glass-Steagall. Following a Baker’s 
speech on “Civil Discourse and the Grand Bargain,” 
Oct. 23, EIR’s Bill Jones asked him about whether 
Glass-Steagall wasn’t the kind of issue “around which 
Democrats and Republicans could be brought together, 
perhaps under a Romney Administration, in order to 
begin to put the economy back on track?”

The moderator, Woodrow Wilson Center president 
and former Rep. Jane Harman, asked Jones, “Why 
don’t you tell people what Glass-Steagall is?” Baker 
replied, “It would separate the commercial banks from 
the investment banks.” Jones added, “This would re-
lieve the commercial banks of all the debt piled upon 
them when the investment banks moved in on them, 
and would save the commercial banking sector which 
provides the life-blood to our industries.”

Baker then added, “What it said was that if you are 
in investment banking, you cannot do commercial 
banking, and vice versa. I don’t think that Romney 
would be in favor of Glass-Steagall. But reinstating it 
would be a great idea. When I was Treasury Secretary, 
we worked under Glass-Steagall. Too big to fail is still 
with us today, and taxpayers may again be called upon 
to foot the bill. I would very much like to see a rein-
statement of Glass-Steagall. . . .”

James Baker III is a very senior member of the Re-
publican establishment, but he is not optimistic.

Would Romney support Glass-Steagall? It is true 
that his chosen running mate, the otherwise rabid bud-
get-cutter Paul Ryan responded affirmatively to an in-
terviewer last November, on whether he would support 
Glass-Steagall banking separation, and Ryan has railed 
against Dodd-Frank and bailouts. However, he admit-
ted to “setting aside his principles” in voting for TARP, 
and was one of those who voted to repeal Glass-Stea-
gall in 1999. And he has not signed on to HR 1489.

The issue is coming down to the wire, not because 
of the election, but because of the reality of the global 
economic blowout. International support for Glass-
Steagall is growing, for example, in Iceland, where a 
bill has been introduced in the parliament. But the lead 
has to be taken in the United States, still implicitly the 
world’s leading economy. And that means the next 
Presidency must be brought on line for Glass-Steagall, 
and American patriots, in or out of government, have to 
make it happen.

http://larouchepac.com/indictment-pt2
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The ESM in the Dock

European Court Hears 
Pringle’s Challenge
by Claudio Celani

Oct. 29—On Oct. 23 the European Court of Justice in 
Luxemburg heard the case of Irish Dáil (parliament) 
member (TD) Thomas Pringle against the permanent 
bailout fund known as the European Stability Mecha-
nism (ESM), following the decision of the Supreme 
Court of Ireland to refer Pringle’s constitutional chal-
lenge to it. The judgment is expected by the end of the 
year.

The proceeding took place as Europe confronted a 
social explosion, with the entire euro system about to 
blow. Germany’s Merkel government is rushing to hand 
over sovereignty to the Brussels bureaucracy, as the 
people of Greece, Spain, Italy, Portugal, and others, 
face life-threatening austerity and economic degrada-
tion, in an effort to appease “the markets.”

Last April, Sinn Féin president Gerry Adams 
launched his party’s “No” vote drive, in the lead-up to 
the May referendum in Ireland on the ESM and the 
Fiscal Compact.

“The choice is between austerity, and economic stim-
ulus and growth,” Adams said then. “The choice is be-
tween us handing over powers to unelected officials and 
bureaucrats in the European Commission and in the Eu-
ropean Court of Justice, and allowing them to run this 
state, and to police fiscal as well as monetary matters. Or 
we can vote ‘No’ to this, and assert the right of citizens to 
elect or sack our governments; and for citizens to have 
democratic authority over those who govern us.”

While the May 30 referendum passed, in mid-April 
Dáil Member (TD) Thomas Pringle (Independent) an-
nounced that he had begun legal proceedings challeng-
ing the government on fundamental aspects of the EU 
treaties.

Pringle’s argument is that the ESM operates outside 
of EU law, and that the change of Article 136 of the Eu-
ropean Treaty, which enables the ESM to override Eu-
rope’s “no bailout” clause, was not properly enacted. 
This case was made by Pringle’s attorney before the 

entire European Court, at which, for the first time, all 
the justices attended.

The plaintiff accused the European Union of twist-
ing and subverting its own law. European law forbids 
the bailouts of states, but now we have a permanent 
bailout fund, he said. To justify this, a sophism was in-
troduced, i.e., that the ESM is outside of EU law—a 
treaty among individual states. But European law says 
that financial policy must be coordinated within the EU 
legal order. The attorney also touched on the disruptive 
function of the ESM through its liquidity injections.

Against the plaintiff, the EU put on a show of force, 
deploying representatives of each and every member 
country, plus the European Council and the European 
Parliament. Each of them spoke, repeating all the same 
arguments, eventually letting the cat out of the bag. The 
German representative said: You must put this into the 
broader context. If the legal legitimacy of the ESM is 
openly challenged, this will upset the markets, and it 
will be the end of the euro.

In an interview with EIR (see below), Pringle ex-
posed the ESM as a fund to bail out the banks. “I think 
it’s obvious, that it’s for the banks. And that it’s for 
making the Irish bailout, a bailout right across Europe, 
where citizens become responsible for the banking 
debts, debts that they are not responsible for accruing, 
but citizens will be responsible for in the future.”

Asked if he would support a Glass-Steagall-style 
separation of the banks, he said, “We have to make the 
banks responsible for their own debts.”

Interview: Thomas Pringle

Governments Exist for 
Citizens, Not Banks
EIR’s Claudio Celani interviewed Independent Irish 
Dáil (parliament) member (TD) Thomas Pringle, in 
Luxembourg, on Oct. 23, 2012.

Claudio Celani: Mr. Pringle, we heard today, here 
in Luxembourg at the European Court of Justice, your 
arguments against the ESM, the European bailout 
fund. Your attorney basically said that the ESM vio-
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lates European law itself. Then we heard arguments 
from more than a dozen representatives of member 
nations, the European Parliament, the European 
Union, etc., and it’s not over yet; we are on a break. 
Can you tell me if you found convincing arguments 
from your opponents?

Thomas Pringle: I 
suppose, in a word: No. 
It’s very interesting listen-
ing to submissions from 
the other member states. 
Obviously, they were all 
party to the decision that 
established the ESM, so 
they have to defend their 
position.

It’s interesting what 
they haven’t addressed, 
rather than what they have 
addressed. In none of the 
submissions, have they addressed how the treaties 
could have actually been amended to make this possi-
ble. And I always have argued that that could have been 
done. Obviously, they took a decision, for whatever 
reason, not to do that and to establish this ESM outside 
the control of the [European] Union. And it’s interest-
ing, I think, that none of them has addressed what could 
have been done. And they say that it is the only option 
they had, while we have always argued that they had 
others.

Celani: Yes, we heard also some arguments which 
went into political contents, for example, the German 
representative, but also other representatives. He said 
that we must put this discussion in context, so he made 
it political. And he said, basically, that if there are 
doubts cast on the legality of the ESM, this would upset 
the markets, and this would be the doom of the euro and 
of Europe. Do you think this is a scare tactic?

Pringle: Well, obviously, because the decision to 
establish this ESM was taken in October 2010, over 
two years ago. And we know how the so-called markets 
have reacted all during that period. We couldn’t have 
had any more instability than we have had, since they 
made this decision.

So, I think that it is very important that this court 
leaves politics at the door, and the court considers the 
treaties as being the founding body of the Union and 
looks only at those purposes. And I think it’s wrong that 

politics should be brought into it, and looking at the 
wider political situation, in making the arguments 
before the court.

The City of London Weighs In
Celani: I was also struck by the speech of the Brit-

ish representative. Because the British are not in the 
euro, but they are in the European Union. And appar-
ently, his speech demonstrates that it’s not about the 
euro, otherwise the British would not care; they 
would be indifferent. Or how do you characterize that 
role?

Pringle: Yes, I suppose, when you look at the City 
of London and the financial services there, Britain, 
while they are not a member of the Eurozone, they are 
very closely linked to the Eurozone. And they would 
see the survival of the Eurozone and the protection of 
the euro as being very important to their own interest as 
well. And for that reason I presume that they went along 
with the amendment to Article 136 [of the Lisbon 
Treaty], because it’s in their interest.

Celani: Let’s take a step back from the discussion 
of legality, and let’s go into politics and into the econ-
omy. This raises the issue: What is the ESM for? Is it for 
the euro, for the states, or is it for the banks, to save the 
banks?

Pringle: Well, I think it’s obvious, and that it’s for 
the banks. And that it’s for making the Irish bailout, a 
bailout right across Europe, where citizens become re-
sponsible for the banking debts, debts that they are not 
responsible for accruing, but citizens will be responsi-
ble for in the future.

The ESM is intended to lend money to sovereign 
states who will use up that money to recapitalize the 
banks, and the citizens of those states are responsible 
for the repayment of that money. So, it is an Irish bail-
out for Europe.

Celani: Yes, your country, Ireland, has been victim-
ized in the first place, because in Euroland it’s not al-
lowed to let banks fail. So, the taxpayers have to come 
in and bail out the banks.

If we had had, in the first place, a strict division, as 
it’s being discussed right now, between commercial 
banks, deposit banks which are protected by govern-
ment, and investment banks, which speculate, this 
would not have been the case. So, are you in favor of 
this, now?

Pringle: Yes, that wouldn’t have been the case if we 
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had had effective regulation. If the German and French 
and English banks had acted responsibly in their lend-
ing to Irish banks, we wouldn’t be in the situation either. 
So the Irish problem is not the creation of Ireland solely. 
It is a problem of regulation and the neoliberal politics 
and market capitalism that have continued for the last 
number of years.

And I think that we have to make banks responsible 
for their own debts. At this stage in Ireland, we have 
given over EU80 billion to our banks. We will continue 
to pay for the next 30 years, possibly another EU50 bil-
lion for the saving of Anglo Irish Bank. All of this to 
protect the euro! And the Irish people are made respon-
sible for all that debt. Even last week, we paid EU508 
million into the ESM, where Germany and other coun-
tries are saying it can’t sort out our problems retrospec-
tively. So, it shows that the intention is to make citizens 
responsible for the banking system, and not the banks 
themselves.

Dark Clouds on the Horizon
Celani: Now, there is the unresolved financial 

crisis and the deepening economic crisis, because the 
world is now going again into a recession, and there 
are big, dark clouds on the horizon. But there are also 
big, dark clouds on the political horizon in the world, 
in terms of increasing conflicts. Do you see a connec-
tion? Is there a danger that we’re going towards a gen-
eral conflict, if the world economic and financial crisis 
is not solved?

Pringle: That danger is there, in times of uncer-
tainty, at least, further uncertainty. I think that the steps 
that are being taken, and the austerity right across the 
Eurozone and across the world, that have been imposed 
on citizens, are fueling that crisis and making it even 
worse.

In the Irish situation, the government tells us that we 
can take money out of the economy and expect the 
economy to grow, and we have seen now, over the last 
four years, that that can’t happen! And if you do that on 
a continent-wide basis—at least it is the situation we 
have in Ireland, where now one in ten people cannot 
afford to feed themselves; where we have 80,000 people 
a year leaving the country to go to other countries in 
search of work, which, as the economic downturn 
across the world takes hold, will mean that they will 
have nowhere to go, and that will create further poten-
tial for conflict. Where what we should have, is govern-
ments taking responsibility for their citizens rather than 

their banks, and dealing with the issues. And the solu-
tion to debt is not to add more debt to it.

Celani: Now, this legal procedure will resume in 
about one and a half hours, and some time in the future, 
this court will give a verdict, a ruling. What do you 
think, if the court supports the arguments of the Euro-
pean Union and of the governments—do we have tyr-
anny in this case?

Pringle: Well, I don’t like to think what will happen 
if they do. I think that it will be a very bad day for de-
mocracy, across Europe and for citizens. It will mean 
that the intergovernmental way that the decisions are 
being made now, will be made to be the future. So, we 
will see that large countries and strong economic coun-
tries will dominate and force their will on other coun-
tries, which I think will be a very bad thing for the 
Union.

Celani: Okay. This is a big challenge for this court. 
Thank you, Mr. Pringle.

Pringle: Thank you, very much.

Each Wednesday afternoon, Lyndon LaRouche 
sits down with LPAC-TV Weekly Report host 
John Hoefle and two guests from the “Basement” 
scientific team and/or the LaRouchePAC 
editorial staff, for an in-depth discussion of the 
most important issues of the week, be they 
political, economic, strategic, or scientific.

www.larouchepac.com

LPAC-TV Weekly Report



44  Science	 EIR  November 2, 2012

As space scientists, engineers, and program managers 
gathered for the annual International Astronautical 
Congress (IAC) during the first week in October, the 
global financial and economic crisis cast a pall over the 
creative and visionary plans put forward by representa-
tives from more than 70 nations. The crisis, referred to 
by many of the national space agency representatives, 
has left the future of space exploration plans uncertain, 
especially in the United States and Europe. As if to put 
a point on the crisis, during the week-long Congress in 
Naples, Italy, a one-day transport workers strike left the 
more than 4,000 IAC participants scrambling for alter-
nate ways to get to the conference.

Due to budget cutting, many of the visions and goals 
for future manned exploration and space science mis-
sions have narrowed. Mission planning is often circum-
scribed within what is considered to be “affordable,” or 
“sustainable” (whatever that means for space explora-
tion).

But the missions that are being carried out today are 
a testament to the stubborn refusal of space planners to 
acquiesce to the prospect that there will be no tomor-
row. The International Space Station (ISS) partners are 
looking forward to the next goals for manned space 
flight, as the assembled station evolves into a base for 
scientific investigation and preparation for deep-space 
manned missions. The stunning accomplishment of 
NASA’s Curiosity rover’s landing on Mars helps to lay 
the basis for more extensive and intensive unmanned 

planetary investigation, and poses the questions for the 
next steps on Mars.

The newer space nations, particularly China and 
South Korea, reported on their plans to expand their 
range of space activities, to become major participants 
in global exploration. And newly emerging space na-
tions, such as South Africa (which presented 23 papers 
at the Naples Congress), are, despite desperate domes-
tic economic situations, pushing forward to use and de-
velop space technology, with the understanding that de-
veloping such capabilities is a fundamental underpinning 
for real economic growth.

Even though many of even the most optimistic 
space planners presented new ideas and proposals with 
hesitation, often with the caveat: “This program has not 
yet been approved,” participants recognize that what 
they do, plays an important role in creating the future.

Station Complete: What’s Next?
Over the past year, the Herculean task of assembling 

the International Space Station has been largely com-
pleted, with just a few Russian modules remaining to be 
deployed. But the retirement of the Space Shuttle last 
year has left the station entirely dependent upon Rus-
sian transport, without any back-up system for the 
American, Russian, European, Japanese, and Canadian 
crew members. Now, various proposals are under con-
sideration to develop future Earth-orbital and then 
deep-space transport alternatives. But the overarching 

INTERNATIONAL ASTRONAUTICAL CONGRESS

Space Scientists Meet Amidst 
Uncertainty and Hope
by Marsha Freeman
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question, which would determine which transportation 
and other infrastructure capabilities should be devel-
oped, is: “Where do you want to go?”

For the past year, the world’s space-faring nations 
(minus China, which, thanks to the United States, is ex-
cluded) have conducted studies designed to answer that 
question. The near-unanimous conclusion is that the 
Moon should continue to be intensively studied roboti-
cally, in order to lay the basis for the exploitation of 
lunar resources, scientific observation, and future 
manned missions. The fly in the ointment has been the 
Obama White House, which, for no justifiable reason, 
has nixed lunar development as the next goal, opting 
instead for an imaginary manned mission to an asteroid.

At this year’s IAC in Naples, challenging proposals 
were put forward, which take a longer view, and move 
from past individual, single-goal missions, to a long-
term project of development of space infrastructure. 
Russian speakers at the Congress, in particular, outlined 

this approach to create the basis for a 
multi-decade exploration of space, 
rather than planning one mission at a 
time. It is clear to planners looking 
two or three decades into the future, 
that the next leaps forward in manned 
exploration of the Solar System will 
require an entirely new approach.

The Space Station, in order to 
offer the widest array of capabilities 
and to engage the largest number of 
participants, became “all things to all 
people,” often with conflicting tasks. 
In Naples, Russian presentations of-
fered a more rational approach for the 
future: an “open” rather than a 
“closed” space station architecture.

The “open architecture” approach 
was described in a paper by Oleg 
Saprykin and colleagues, from Rus-
sia’s Central Research Institute of Ma-
chine Building. This Institute—abbre-
viated TsNiiMash—is the Russian 
space program’s think tank, tasked 
with analyzing proposals and ap-
proaches for future space exploration.

Next-generation stations must be 
“flexible and adaptable,” TsNiiMash 
proposes, made up of orbital clusters 
of independent modules, which can 

be reconfigured and recombined. The value of creating 
specialized modules, rather than one all-purpose sta-
tion, was made clear in the presentation, which showed 
how materials science experiments, geophysics investi-
gations, life sciences experiments, astrophysics obser-
vations, and technology experiments carried out simul-
taneously, on one large facility, can pose conflicting 
requirements and interfere with each other on the ISS. 
A smaller core station, with attendant specialized mod-
ules, is more adaptable, and enables the focus of re-
search to change with new developments.

The Time Is Now Ripe
Dr. Alexander Derechin, deputy chief designer of 

the S.P. Korolyov Rocket and Space Corporation Ener-
gia, also suggested in his presentation, that the replace-
ment for the ISS, when it has reached the end of its 
useful life, should be, not another large, highly com-
plex, and expensive multi-purpose facility, but a smaller 

NASA

The 12-mile-wide Shackleton crater, at the lunar south pole, harbors caches of water 
ice, in the permanently shadowed regions on the crater floor (in the center of this 
image). Its peaks are in near-perpetual sunlight, also making it a prime target for 
future lunar exploration.
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base that includes a “cloud” of dedicated, autonomous, 
man-tended modules. Although the basic hardware 
would be more economically “mass produced,” each 
module would have a specific purpose, for which it 
would be optimized, and could be “man-tended,” rather 
than continuously occupied. Derechin mentioned a 
module for astrophysics, oriented to look out at the 
heavens; one for geophysical studies and remote sens-
ing, looking down on the Earth; a module for the pro-
duction of materials and biological products in micro-
gravity, absent the disruptive vibrations caused by the 
movement of humans; and a module to test and verify 
advanced technologies.

Derechin placed his future space complex cluster in 
the context of what he proposes for the next 40-50 
years: the continued build-up of Earth orbit infrastruc-
ture, an Earth-Moon transport system, a lunar base and 
the exploitation of resources, and the infrastructure to 
extend human missions beyond the Moon.

This approach is not new, but the time is now ripe. 
For the past decade, manned space exploration has 
centered on missions aboard the International Space 
Station. Now is the time to set new goals. The infra-
structure described by Derechin, which he likened to 
the development of terrestrial infrastructure ele-
ments—roads, canals, ports, power supply networks, 

and communications—can, like the ISS, 
be deployed in low-Earth orbit.

But to set mankind on a pathway that 
can more efficiently service multiple de-
cades of missions to multiple destinations, 
it is increasingly being proposed to locate 
next-generation in-space infrastructure at 
an Earth-Moon Lagrange point, about 
64,000 km outside the Moon’s orbit around 
the Earth. At this L2 point (Figure 1) grav-
itational forces and orbital motions be-
tween the Earth and the Moon balance 
each other, such that a spacecraft placed 
there will need very little energy to main-
tain what is described as a “halo” orbit.1 
From the L2 point, a spacecraft can more 
easily head to any deep space destination, 
without having to expend the energy to 
climb out of the gravity well from a plan-
et’s surface, or break free of a planet’s 
orbit. Destinations could be to lunar orbit, 
to Mars, to an asteroid, or elsewhere in the 
Solar System.

In Russia, “we are close to deciding on a Lagrange 
point [space] station,” Derechin said in his presenta-
tion. Because “we don’t know yet” what the next desti-
nation will be, the “new principle for infrastructure” 
should be that “it is not so dependent on the task.”

A Cislunar Gateway
A second paper in Naples, which Dr. Derechin co-

authored with Michael Raftery from Boeing, zeroes in 
on a specific mission concept for lunar exploration, 
based on an L2 platform. The authors propose that op-
erations in this cislunar region (between the Earth and 
the Moon) in the near-term, would be integrated with 
the existing space station infrastructure.

Placing space assets at the Earth-Moon L2 point has 
advantages over other Lagrange points, or lunar orbit. It 
can provide global access to the lunar surface, without 
restriction or limitations on landing sites. As the L2 
point is positioned behind the Moon, relative to its orbit 
around the Earth, a platform there could be in commu-
nication with Earth from the far side (non-Earth-facing 
hemisphere) of the Moon. Dr. Robert Farquhar had pro-
posed that a communications relay satellite be placed at 

1.  See Dr. Robert W. Farquhar, Fifty Years on the Space Frontier: Halo 
Orbits, Comets, Asteroids, and More (2011).

Energie

Russian space planners have developed a concept for next-generation space 
infrastructure, which would include an array of elements, each optimized for a 
specific task, to lay the basis for future deep-space manned and cargo 
missions.
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the L2 point during the Apollo missions, so the crew 
would not be out of contact with Mission Control, but 
that was not done.

Raftery and Derechin explain that 
their Exploration Platform at L2 
could be used as a base for a small, 
reusable lunar lander, which could be 
refueled and maintained there. The 
Platform, the authors suggest, could 
itself be moved from L2 closer to the 
Moon, in a high lunar orbit, from 
which it would deploy a surface ve-
hicle, using less propellant for the 
landing system.

It is highly unlikely that crews 
would have long stay-times in cislu-
nar space, as the cosmic radiation is 
comparable to other deep-space loca-
tions. Robotic and teleoperated ro-
botic systems would carry out the 
next phase of lunar exploration, and 
deliver supplies to the surface, before 
the infrastructure were in place for 
manned landings.

While Lagrange point missions 
for exploration are under serious 
study in Russia, NASA has also taken 
a look. In Naples, NASA associate 
administrator, Human Exploration 
and Operations Directorate, Bill Ger-
stenmaier, commented on studies 
that have been done, describing the 
gravity “rivers” that could be fol-
lowed to chart out the frontiers of ex-
ploration. Starting from a halo orbit 
around L2, Gerstenmaier said, an 
Orion manned capsule, now under 
development, could be linked to a 
new kind of craft—a deep-space ve-
hicle—which would leave the L2 
port for an asteroid or Mars.

But a week earlier, NAS issued 
quick denials when the Orlando 
Sentinel reported the possibility that 
the space agency would be building 
a “gateway spacecraft” at the Earth-
Moon L2 point as its next step in 
human space flight.

On Sept. 25, a NASA statement 
said that the agency was considering “many options” to 
reach the ultimate aim of sending people to Mars, 
adding: “We have regular meetings with OMB [Office 

Boeing/NASA

A spacecraft that is placed in a halo orbit at the Earth-Moon Lagrange-2 point (EM 
L2) would need very little energy to stay in place. This region in space is about 
64,000 km farther from Earth than the Moon is, and would be a low-energy transfer 
point to lunar orbit, as seen here.

NASA

Various designs are being developed to place infrastructure at the Earth-Moon L2 
point. In this artist’s depiction, a NASA Orion manned space capsule (left) launched 
from Earth, has linked up with a platform, or “gateway” facility, to be placed at the 
L2 point, for more efficient travel to further reaches of the Solar System.

FIGURE 1
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of Management and Budget], OSTP [zero-growther 
John Holdren’s Office of Science & Technology 
Policy], Congress, and other stakeholders to keep them 
apprised of our progress on our deep-space exploration 
destinations. . . . President Obama’s current policy is to 
send humans to an asteroid by 2025.”

A variety of unmanned, scientific spacecraft have 
already taken advantage of the unique characteristics of 
Lagrange equilibrium points between the Earth and the 
Moon, and the Earth and 
the Sun. More are planned.

As Derechin explained 
at the IAC, developing 
technologies for infrastruc-
ture-building and man-
tended facilities at these 
Lagrange points will not be 
a simple matter of extend-
ing what we use in Earth 
orbit, but will challenge 
scientists and engineers to 
create the means, for the 
first time, to develop deep 
space.

Overall, it is important 
to recognize that there is no 
rationale to go to a La-
grange point in space as a 
destination. It is useful to populate it with infrastructure 
along a pathway to somewhere else. As with the com-
prehensive space infrastructure proposals on the table 
from Russian experts, these capabilities must be devel-
oped because there is a plan to go somewhere.

In the meantime, on the heels of new discoveries 
from ongoing missions to the Moon, more ambitious 
programs are being planned, to bring this nearest part of 
the Solar System within the domain of human activity.

Regardless of President Obama’s idiotic assertion 
that we need not go back to the Moon, because “we’ve 
been there, done that,” only a tiny percentage of the 
lunar orb has actually been intensively studied, and new 
discoveries from recent missions carried out by the 
U.S., Europe, China, and India have prompted a re-
newed thrust toward the Moon.

Learning To Land
Only the United States and the Soviet Union have 

successfully landed spacecraft on neighboring bodies 
in the Solar System. Thanks to recent scientific results 

indicating caches of precious water ice captured near 
the south pole of the Moon that are even more extensive 
than previously estimated, numerous nations are now 
planning to deliver scientific instruments to the lunar 
surface, to make their first in situ investigations. Re-
cently, for example, an analysis of data from NASA’s 
Lunar Reconnaissance Orbiter indicates that water ice 
may make up as much as 22% of the surface material in 
the lunar south pole Shakleton crater. Such a cache 

could be the raw material 
for chemical rocket fuel, 
and oxygen for future 
crews.

It has been known 
since the 1990s that per-
manently shadowed re-
gions on the floor of the 
huge, 12-mile-wide 
Shakelton crater have 
been the collection point 
for water ice arriving at 
the Moon, most likely 
from comets and meteor-
ites. This extremely cold 
and dark region near the 
south pole, therefore, has 
become a preferred desti-
nation for more intensive 

study.
The European Space Agency (ESA) has proposed 

a Lunar Lander project, which it hopes will be ap-
proved in November at the ESA Ministerial Council 
meeting. The objective is to demonstrate Europe’s 
first soft precision landing, as a precursor mission to 
future human lunar exploration. Launch would be 
planned for the end of 2018, with a landing near the 
Moon’s south pole. The challenges include the devel-
opment of precision navigation and control to safely 
set the lander down in a region where it must avoid 
hazardous slopes, obstacles, and, because it is solar 
powered, shadowed areas.

The payload carried to the surface by the Lunar 
Lander would examine the properties of lunar dust, the 
plasma and electric field environment on the surface, 
the feasibility of making radio astronomy observations, 
the chemical content of the regolith (soil), and measure-
ments of the radiation environment.

The early Soviet space program carried out a very 
successful robotic lunar exploration program, starting 

ESM

The European Space Agency hopes to gain approval at a 
Ministerial Council meeting in November, to proceed with 
Europe’s first soft landing on the Moon. Launch would be in 
2018.
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only two years after the 1957 launch of Sputnik. That 
history was dramatically recalled in a paper in Naples, 
by Prof. Vyacheslav Ivaskhin, from the Keldysh Insti-
tute of Applied Mathematics. But as scientists point 
out, all the data from more recent missions makes this 
in effect a “new” Moon, which requires more advanced 
high-precision landing, multiple assets operating at 
once, and the ability to operate under the Moon’s most 
extreme environment.

At the IAC in Naples, it was reported that the de-
layed Russian Luna-Glob project has been split into 
two missions, which are both under development. The 
failure of the Phobos-Grunt mission to Mars nearly a 
year ago, led to a reexamination of the upcoming lunar 
missions, and, according to officials from the Lavoch-
kin Aircraft and Space Design Bureau, which designs 
and builds Russia’s planetary spacecraft, some updat-
ing of the lunar spacecraft systems has been done. Sci-
entists also wanted to be able to deploy more payload—
up to 50 kilograms—than originally planned. Splitting 
the Luna-Glob program into two missions means there 
is more room available for experiments on each space-
craft, Roscosmos head Vladimir Popovkin explained 
earlier this month. The updates and changes that were 
made in the missions were approved by the National 
Academy of Sciences this Summer.

At present, the plan is for a 2015 launch for Luna-
Glob 1, which will demonstrate the soft landing of a 
small craft, to test new technologies. It will be followed 
the next year by the Luna-Glob 2 mission, which will 
deploy an orbiter, to study the Moon from a 500 km, 
then 150 km, and finally a low 50 km altitude. “We must 
touch down on the Moon in 2015,” Lavochin’s director 
general, Viktor Khartov, told ITAR-Tass on Oct. 12. 
“The Phobos probe failure is a scar on all of us,” he 
said. “We must touch down on the Moon to show our-
selves that we can do it.” The Moon missions have been 
fully funded, he stated.

The Luna-Resurs mission, scheduled for launch in 
2017, will be a 200 kg “scientific station,” able to drill 
for and analyze samples at the lunar south pole. Speak-
ing at the third International Solar System Symposium 
in Moscow on Oct. 12, Popovkin and Director of the 
Space Research Institute of the Academy of Sciences 
Lev Zelyony described the Luna-Resurs as “heavily 
laden” and “heavily tasked.” Upon touchdown on the 
surface, the lander will release a small Indian robotic 
rover.

Even in the U.S., where the Administration has 

downplayed the importance of the exploration of the 
Moon (although with some backtracking, in the face of 
strident criticism), new designs for small rovers are 
being developed, and scientists and engineers continue 
to develop possible future missions.

In Naples, the U.S.-Canadian RESOLVE mission 
was described, which is designed to land near the per-
manently shadowed regions of Cabeus Crater, to inves-
tigate the concentration of volatiles, such as water ice. 
The Regolith and Environment Science and Oxygen 
and Lunar Volatiles Extraction mission could be 
launched in 2016. The Canadian Space Agency is de-
signing a rover for the mission, and a drill, which would 
be one of the scientific payload elements.

Like the lander designs proposed by ESA, RE-
SOLVE is being designed as a solar-powered system. 
The rationale is that solar systems are cheaper, and be-
cause they are lighter, also reduce the weight of the 
spacecraft, and, therefore, the cost of launching it. The 
drawback is the constraint imposed, to find a sunny spot 
for solar recharge, when, depending upon the landing 
site, a rover is going to spend at least some time in dark-
ness. William Larson, from NASA’s Kennedy Space 
Center, explained that with solar power, the proposed 
mission would last only six days!

Japan and China, which have already operated 
spacecraft in lunar orbit, are now planning their follow-
on missions which will include landers. The Chang’e 3 
craft, scheduled to be launched next year, will position 
China as the first nation to make a soft landing on the 
Moon in more than 30 years. Unlike comparable mis-
sions, Chang’e 3 will include a nuclear “battery,” con-
taining plutonium 238, to provide heat and power, sim-
ilar to the arrangement on NASA’s Curiosity Mars 
rover.

Japan’s SELENE 2 is under study, to also include a 
lander and rover, although without the advantage of 
nuclear isotope technology. The team from the Japan 
Space Exploration Agency (JAXA) which presented 
the SELENE-2 plans, reported that “because of the 
shortage of the government budget, [the] development 
plan [for] SELENE-2 is delayed.” Even the 2017 
launch schedule, they reported, “is not authorized 
yet.”

A new entrant to lunar exploration is South Korea. 
Representatives from the Korea Aerospace Research 
Institute (KARI) reported on the conceptual design for 
a lunar lander demonstrator. A ground-based demon-
strator has been developed to test the feasibility of basic 
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structure and design, and landing tech-
nologies.

The timetable presented for the 
Korean lunar orbiter and lander is 
pushed out past 2020, it was reported, 
because a Korean rocket launcher that 
can lift the necessary payload is not 
scheduled to be ready until then.

Prelude to Returning Samples 
from Mars

The holy grail of Mars exploration in 
the scientific community has been the 
collection of carefully selected Martian 
soil and rock samples, and their return to 
Earth. No matter how sophisticated the 
analytic equipment put on unmanned 
rovers may be, there is no substitute for 
subjecting pieces from Mars to the ana-
lytic capabilities of laboratories on 
Earth.

Until last February, the next steps in 
Mars exploration to culminate in a sam-
ple-return mission, were the joint European-U.S. Exo-
Mars 2016 and 2018 missions. After the U.S. withdrew 
its participation, the missions have been reworked into 
a joint European mission with Russia.

In the 2020 time frame, ESA has plans to team with 
the Russian Space Agency, for a Lunar Polar Sample 
Return mission, as a precursor to a more challenging 
Mars Sample Return mission later that decade. This 
mission comes under a framework of long-term coop-
eration between the two space agencies, and leverages 
the near-term missions planned separately by each.

As described at the Naples conference, the proposed 
Lunar Polar Sample Return is “a very complex and am-
bitious mission” with many technical challenges. It is to 
consist of different elements, including landers, rovers, 
sample collection capabilities, and rocket stages to 
return the samples to Earth. All of these elements must 
be landed in close proximity to each other, and function 
together.

ESA will apply its experience from its 2016 and 
2018 ExoMars missions, and its proposed 2018 Lunar 
Lander. The Russians will have completed their 2015 
and 2016 Luna-Glob missions, and their 2017 Luna-
Resours mission will verify many of the technologies 
needed for the sample-return mission, such as landing a 

large platform, acquiring samples, and in situ scientific 
analysis.

Where is the United States in this long-range plan?
The unconscionable cancellation of NASA’s well-

planned and systematic Mars exploration program was 
followed more recently by the Congressional stupidity 
of cutting NASA’s travel budget. As a result, half of the 
scientists from the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, which 
manages NASA’s Mars and other planetary missions, 
were unable to attend the Naples Congress to present 
their papers. Similarly, the American Astronautical So-
ciety has cancelled its November annual conference, 
because NASA officials could not obtain the funds to 
travel to Pasadena.

As the Naples conference came only a month before 
the U.S. Presidential election, attendees recognized that 
the political landscape, and NASA’s future, could 
change overnight. How, remains to be seen.

The future is created by those who can imagine it. 
No space mission is done in the “here and now.” One of 
the encouraging signs at this year’s international con-
ference was that one third of the participants were under 
the age of 35. They will see the future.

But space exploration “during a time of austerity” 
can quickly become no space program at all.

KARI

The Korea Aerospace Research Institute is conducting a design study for an 
orbiter and lander project, and is developing a ground-based demonstrator to test 
the various subsystems that the project will require.
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Editorial

The major disaster the American population faces 
is not the effects of Hurricane Sandy, as devastat-
ing as that storm turned out to be. The real catastro-
phe is the fact that, six days before the U.S. Presi-
dential elections, there is no candidate on the ballot 
who has the competence to deal with the physical-
economic consequences of the storm, not to men-
tion the broader life-threatening strategic and eco-
nomic crises which face our nation, and the world. 
To the contrary, the stated policies of both will lead 
to our destruction.

In other words, this is not the time to “choose 
sides” between the “teams” fighting for the Presi-
dency. Rather, as Lyndon LaRouche is emphasiz-
ing, the only solution is to intervene to change the 
agenda, and the rules of the game; to, in effect, let 
Romney and Obama destroy each other, while true 
patriots impose an agenda of recovery and long-
term international war avoidance, which LaRouche 
has been laying out for quite some time.

It is in this context that LaRouche has taken the 
extraordinary step of publicly announcing an elec-
tion-eve press conference at Washington’s Na-
tional Press Club on Nov. 2, in order to define the 
strategic options the world faces. This will be only 
the second time in his long political career that La-
Rouche has taken this step—the first being after 
the election victory of two of his supporters in Il-
linois state elections in 1986. This event promises 
to shake up the nation.

In strategic significance, it can be compared to 
another “election-eve” appearance by LaRouche 
back in 1976, right before the watershed election 
contest between Jimmy Carter and Gerald Ford. At 
that time, LaRouche was a candidate for the Presi-
dency on a third party ticket, but he was not under 
any illusion that he could win. Rather, the explicit 

purpose of his political bombshell was to mobilize 
a new political combination around those policies 
which could bring the world back from the brink of 
a war confrontation between the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union.

LaRouche’s short presentation defined the 
issues facing the U.S. electorate “from the top” in 
shocking detail. He identified two Trilateral Com-
mission policies being pushed by the Carter cam-
paign: first, the outright genocidal, depopulation 
economic policy being promoted by Carter eco-
nomic advisor George Ball, among others, for 
the “Third World” and elsewhere; second, the in-
exorable consequence of such a policy in bring-
ing the United States and NATO, into confronta-
tion with the Soviet Union that would lead to 
nuclear war. He then laid out his own solution, 
which was already being adopted in part by lead-
ing Third World nations—the International De-
velopment Bank—which, he argued, would 
create the conditions for global cooperation and 
peace.

What was the impact of LaRouche’s interven-
tion? In the short-term, it did not succeed in stop-
ping the Carter war party from winning—although 
substantial evidence of vote fraud was available, 
and only a political decision by the top of the Ford 
campaign stopped viable election challenges from 
being pursued. But there is no question but that La-
Rouche’s election eve speech was crucial in laying 
the basis for later dramatic positive develop-
ments—such as Ronald Reagan’s Strategic De-
fense Initiative, and his offer for collaboration with 
the Soviets.

So, when LaRouche takes the podium Nov. 2, 
it’s time to pay very close attention—and be pre-
pared to act.

The Unnatural Disaster
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