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Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche 
visited Türkiye, June 13–17, 2003, and among other 
speaking engagements, gave the keynote address to the 
conference, “Eurasia: New Key for Global Development 
and Peace,” co-sponsored by Yarin monthly and the 
Cultural Affairs Department of the Istanbul 
Municipality. Further reporting on that five-day visit is 
available in the July 4, 2003 issue of EIR. We include 
here only his full speech, and the last question posed to 
Mr. LaRouche after his keynote address. The full 
discussion, and introductory material from the host, is 
available in the July 4, 2003, EIR issue.

Since I am standing for the position of the U.S. Pres-
ident, I shall stand here.

I want to focus primarily on the situation that 
confronts Turkey, both in dangers, and opportunities, in 
the present world economic and strategic situation.

I shall begin by referring to an address I gave shortly 
before the inauguration of the present President of the 
United States, in January of 2001. I was then an 
announced candidate for the Democratic Presidential 
nomination for 2004, but I made some observations 
about what was going to happen in the intervening 
period, especially in the years immediately ahead. And 
I said that since the President of the United States was 
not a particularly intelligent person, he was going to 
follow certain economic policies, which would mean 
that the already unravelling world monetary-financial 

system, and the U.S. economy, would continue to 
unravel at an accelerating rate, during 2001 and 2002. 
Which they’ve done.

But I also said in this kind of crisis, one must look 
back, to 1928–1933, and the effect on Germany, in 
particular, of the great economic crisis of that period. 
And during that time, a [grouping] centered in 
London, but with financial backing from New York 
circles, adopted Adolf Hitler as their project. Their 
intent was to bring Adolf Hitler to power, in order to 
prevent a natural, or democratic, response to the 
great financial collapse which was then already in 
process.

At the end of 1932, Hitler’s party was defeated, in 
an election campaign. As a result of the defeat of Hitler, 
a Chancellor was appointed, von Schleicher, of 
Germany, who was not a bad Chancellor; but the Nazi 
Party leaders, such as Goebbels and Hitler, threatened 
to commit suicide, because the Nazi Party was bankrupt.

Then, the London bankers—headed by the former 
head of the Bank of England, Montagu Norman, backed 
by New York financiers—financed the recovery of the 
Nazi Party. And then on the 28th of January of 1933, 
von Schleicher was dismissed, by blackmail pressure 
on President von Hindenburg. And on the 30th of 
January, 1933, Hitler was appointed chancellor by 
Hindenburg.

The following month, the Reichstag was burned 
down; which was used to make Hitler, who was then a 
joke, as a political figure, suddenly the dictator of 
Germany. And the fate of the world, from that point on, 
until the end of the war, was determined by that 
sequence of events.
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The 9/11 Inflection Point
The danger was, in the year 

2001, and again today, the 
danger was and is, that a group 
of financial circles, of the 
Venetian fondi model—typified 
by those who were behind 
Hitler then, behind Vichy 
France, behind Mussolini in 
Italy, behind Franco in Spain—
that these small groups of 
bankers, who are strongly 
represented in the New York 
market, and who are very 
powerful influences there; that 
these groups would try a Hitler-
style solution, this time trying 
to use the nuclear power of the 
United States to establish a total 
world monetary-economic 
dictatorship of the planet, 
through some kind of coup, modelled on the Hitler 
precedent. I said, we must expect that to happen; that’s 
a likely prospect.

That is what happened on Sept. 11, 2001. For those 
who were military experts, who know security systems, 
and know also the security system of the United States, 
there was no possibility that some bunch of Saudi 
students, could have seized planes, and done what was 
done on Sept. 11, 2001. The United States security 
system is complicated. To run four aircraft; to abduct 
these aircraft on schedule, in the same blow; to deploy 
and coordinate the deployment of these four aircraft in 
different parts of the United States, so that the movements 
of the aircraft would coincide with a sequence in which 
the first aircraft would strike and the second one would 
then respond to that, by making a turn to make the 
second strike, and so forth and so on, and finally, into the 
Pentagon; this could not happen, inside the United 
States, without inside knowledge and coordination.

Now, why was that done? It was done to bring 
Cheney to power in the United States, the Vice-
President. It was not done by George Bush, I don’t think 
he even knows what an aircraft is—he was trained on 
one but I’m not sure he knows. And Cheney immediately 
came forth, on Sept. 11, and the following day, Sept. 
12th, with a proposal for war based on policies which 
he had presented in 1991, where they had been rejected 

by the previous Bush Administration; which he had 
presented again in 1996, and which were his standing 
program.

So, it’s obvious that the reaction to 2001, September 
11, was this. Now, it took time to get the President of the 
United States conditioned to accept Cheney’s program. 
The acceptance was certified in a State of the Union 
address in January of 2002, in which the Cheney 
program was presented as the “Axis of Evil” element in 
the address of the President of the United States on that 
day.

That is what is operating.
This problem is a group of, as I said, of financiers. 

They’re not known as major banks. They’re the kinds 
of people who control banks from behind the scenes, 
wealthy financial circles, who are running exactly this 
kind of policy for no purpose but to use nuclear 

EIRNS
U.S. Presidential pre-candidate Lyndon LaRouche meets the Turkish press on his arrival in 
Istanbul, June 13, 2003. His candidacy and the subject of his visit—his Eurasian Land-
Bridge strategy for the world economic crisis—received wide coverage in Türkiye. The visit 
was sponsored by Yarin political monthly, which has regularly published LaRouche’s 
writings.
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weapons—including the so-called mini-nukes—to use 
them against countries which have no nuclear weapons. 
And to find pretexts for doing so. Their general objective 
is not to target Iraq, or merely to target Islamic nations, 
though that is their prime target; their intention is to 
create a geo-political condition under which, what I 
will outline as the alternative to this kind of policy, 
could not occur.

Revival of the World Economy
The potentiality for the revival of the world economy 

today, lies, as I shall indicate, in Eurasia. The 
potentialities of Eurasia. If you start enough wars in 
Eurasia, so there is no coordination, or no possible 
coordination among the principal nations of Eurasia, 
then there will be no recovery of the world economy, in 
a meaningful sense. Therefore the issue is really today, 
as it was in 1933, when Franklin Roosevelt was about 
to be inaugurated as the President of the United States: 
Which road will we take? Will we take the road which 
is typified by what happened in Germany with Hitler? 
Or the road which is typified by what happened in the 
United States with the election, and the subsequent 
inauguration, of President Roosevelt?

Will we, in short, do what was proposed in Germany 
in 1931, at a secret conference of the Friedrich List 
Gesellschafft, in Berlin? Where a leading economist of 
Germany, Dr. Wilhelm Lautenbach, presented a 
proposal, and said,

We cannot use fiscal austerity to balance budgets 
under conditions of depression. Rather we must 
use straight state credit, focussed on large-scale 
infrastructure projects, as the way of increasing 
employment, increasing production, and there-
fore launching a recovery through this kind of 
fostered growth.

Roosevelt did that for the United States. Lautenbach 
and his circles in Germany had intended to do that, but 
did not do it, because of the Hitler coup. We intend to do 
that in the United States, and other countries intend to 
move in that direction, as I shall indicate. The question 
is today: Which shall prevail?

We’re now in a process where I, and others, in the 
United States—not all my friends, not my collaborators, 
but people who happen to have views that coincide with 
mine on this issue—are moving to impeach, potentially, 
the Vice-President of the United States, Dick Cheney, 

Mr. Wolfowitz, Mr. Rumsfeld, Mr. Bolton of the State 
Department, Mr. Wurmser of the State Department, and 
Mr. Libby of the office of the Vice-President, and so 
forth and so on—to clean out this nest of so-called neo-
conservatives, many of whom have Trotskyist 
backgrounds; to clean them out of government, and just 
simply put, shall we say, more normal people into those 
positions of government, under which the institutions 
of government can function in a normal way.

Under those conditions, I’m convinced from what I 
know now, that in conditions of crisis, the United 
States—after such an impeachment cleanout of this 
nest of rascals, as we call them—that the United States 
will tend to respond in a healthy way, to the onrush of 
the present world financial-monetary-economic crisis. 
And therefore, we can have the equivalent of a Roosevelt 
alternative to a depression, as opposed to the Hitler 
alternative expressed by World War II, and the things 
associated with that.

So, therefore, in that sense, I’m optimistic.
What’s the situation?

How the System Became Bankrupt
Mankind often is insane. That is, governments, 

powerful institutions, will sometimes adopt absolutely 
insane policies. But because of the inertia of previous 
states of the economy, because of the blindness of 
people to what’s happening to them, because people 
tend to think, often, in the short term, not the long term, 
idiocy can go on for a long time, before public opinion 
and institutions react and recognize it has been idiocy.

That was the case in the United States during much 
of the early part of the 20th Century. The assassination 
of President William McKinley was a disaster for the 
future of the United States, and much of the rest of the 
world. The post-Wilson governments in the United 
States—especially Coolidge and Hoover—were an 
absolute disaster for the United States, a period of mass 
insanity. Then we had a Great Depression, not only 
because of bad U.S. policy, but bad policies in Europe.

So the question was: Do we go into the pit, or are we 
snapped back to our senses by the shock of discovering 
we’ve been in error? Do governments and others realize 
we have to make a change, recognize we’ve been 
wrong, and correct our errors, and go on with some kind 
of a program toward recovery?

That has often been the history of European 
civilization and civilization in general. Failure, failure, 
failure. But nonetheless, if we look at it from the 
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standpoint of history, the past two million years, the 
potential of mankind, were mankind an ape, would 
have been about 3 or 4 million living individuals on the 
planet. We now have over 6 billion human individuals 
living on this planet. Despite all the crises which have 
occurred, this represents a power for accomplishment, 
and development, and growth and progress of the 
human species.

Therefore, as a human species, we should be 
inherently optimistic, that within us lie the mental 
powers, and the spiritual powers, to respond to the 
challenge of crisis, to develop solutions. And so 
therefore, I tell people, the first thing to have, in a time 
of crisis, is to revive your optimism. Because it’s that 
spirit of optimism about humanity which may encourage 
you to find the ingenuity within yourselves, to recognize 
the error, and correct it.

Today, as since approximately 1964, the United 
States and Britain led the world, Europe, in general, the 
Americas, into a disaster. We emerged from World War 
II, the United States, as the leading productive power 
on this planet. We were the greatest productive power 
per capita this planet had ever seen. Much of this had 
developed under Roosevelt’s leadership of recovery, 

and building for the war. We, working with 
Europe and with other countries, other parts 
of the world. We helped to rebuild the post-
war economy of the world, in many parts. 
Until the middle of the 1960s.

Then we became insane. We turned toward 
a post-industrial society, or the so-called 
“’68er” phenomenon. We turned against 
progress—we turned to crazy ideas; and ideas 
which dominate many of the people who are 
50 or 60 years of age today, who dominate the 
leading institutions of Europe and the 
Americas. They’re in there; they have crazy 
ideas.

But this came to the point that, as a result 
of steps taken then, as a result of the 1971–72 
crashing of the Bretton Woods fixed-
exchange-rate system, the world today is 
largely bankrupt. The international monetary 
system is essentially bankrupt. The Federal 
Reserve System of the United States is 
bankrupt. Except for backing by the 
government. The banks, the leading banks—
like Citigroup, like Chase Manhattan, or JP 

Morgan-Chase Manhattan—these institutions are 
essentially bankrupt. The same condition exists 
throughout the banking systems of Europe. The banking 
system of Japan is bankrupt. The debts which are 
outstanding today in the world, on a world scale, could 
never be repaid, by present trends in the world economy. 
The system is bankrupt.

Carry Out Bankruptcy Reorganization
What do we do? Under those conditions, there’s 

only one thing you can do. The same thing you do with 
any bankrupt entity if it’s essential, and certainly 
governments are essential, nations are essential. You 
cannot eliminate nations because they’re bankrupt. You 
cannot eliminate governments of nations because 
they’re bankrupt. Therefore, what you must do, is you 
must have governments put the bankrupt part of the 
system into bankruptcy reorganization, in the same way 
you would with a useful bankrupt firm. The firm is 
essential. The institution is essential. It must continue 
to function. Pensions must be paid. Employment must 
be continued. Growth must occur. But the system is 
bankrupt.

Therefore, the state must use its power of 

The “Ceviz Kabugu” political program interviewed LaRouche for three 
hours. The show is widely watched by Turks all over the world, and he 
generated excitement and respect with his blunt challenge to bring down the 
neo-cons who’ve grabbed power in the United States. “Wolfowitz and Perle 
won’t dare come back here after that,” said one observer.
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government, its sense of absolute 
sovereignty as a nation, to put 
whatever is bankrupt, into 
bankruptcy reorganization, to 
keep necessary banks open, to 
keep employment going, salaries 
paid, pensions paid, necessary 
things happening. And find a way 
to build the growth to repair the 
damage caused by the 
bankruptcies.

The same thing you’d do with a 
firm you needed, which had gone 
bankrupt. But in this case, it’s the 
world system that is bankrupt. So, 
the option for a solution is to have 
the world, or much of it, agree, 
through their governments, to put 
these bankrupt elements of the 
present world monetary financial 
system into bankruptcy 
reorganization, into receivership 
under government control. Either 
the control of the relevant individual government, or 
the control of a concert of governments, in case of 
international institutions.

Look to Eurasia
If we’re willing to do that, the following can occur. 

Germany, Western Europe, as you may know, is 
bankrupt. That is, the current amount of earnings of 
Western Europe, is not capable of maintaining the 
Western European economies, nations, in functioning 
conditions. However, Europe has a function. If we look 
across Eurasia, we see that function. We have China, 
estimated at 1.3 billion people, and growing. We have 
India, a billion people. Hundreds of millions of people 
in Southeast Asia. Korea, Japan, Iran. The vast areas of 
central and North Asia, which include Kazakhstan, the 
states of central Asia, and the tundra region of Northern 
Siberia, of Russia.

This contains the largest concentration of mineral 
resources on this planet, largely in the central and 
northern part of Eurasia. It contains the largest 
concentration of population on this planet, and some of 
the most sparsely populated regions as well.

Now, China is growing. China is growing through 
large infrastructure projects, the largest water projects 

in the world. The highest-altitude railroad in the world. 
The greatest movement of water, from South China to 
North China, into Xinjiang, to transform these barren 
areas into areas of habitation and growth. India and 
China are considering a great project. The Brahmaputra 
River, one of the great rivers of the world, pours down 
from Tibet, in a steep declivity, into Assam, down 
toward Bangladesh and the Bay of Bengal. One of the 
greatest hydroelectric projects of this world is now 
being considered, inside Tibetan China, now, in 
cooperation with India.

We have vast projects of moving water, from the Ob 
River of Russia, into Central Asia, to bring back the 
Aral Sea, and other areas. Similar projects throughout 
the area.

So, here we have Europe, which is a font of ability 
to produce useful technology, now becoming engaged 
with its largest markets, in Eurasia, which are in China, 
and India. And China, the fastest-growing market. You 
have parts of Europe, where business is still functioning, 
are looking for exports in this part of the world.

So, therefore, if we can make the kinds of 
agreements, among nations, that are required, we can 
make 25- to 50-year agreements among the various 
parts of Eurasia; 25- to 50-year long-term agreements 

American candidate Lyndon LaRouche in discussion with some of the more than 400 
who attended his Istanbul conference on June 14, 2003. “We are much closer to victory 
than most of you believe, on the issue of stopping this war [in Iraq], and stopping this 
war process,” he told them.
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among governments, on general credit and policy 
agreements, on currency. We can issue credit, at 1–2% 
long-term interest, which can finance large projects. 
These projects, these large-scale infrastructure 
investments, will drive the rest of the economy. Europe 
will recover.

We can, among other things, rebuild the shattered 
Balkans, which is the key of the relation between 
Turkey and Europe—the Balkans region. If we can 
bring peace in the Middle East, by suppressing the war 
of Israel against the Palestinians, and bring peace there, 
and introduce large-scale water projects there, we can 
build peace there.

If we can build this, and do the same thing with 
Central and South America, with the United States, we 
can fix Africa.

So, we’re at a point of despair, but a point also of 
opportunity, in which large-scale agreements among 
the nations of Eurasia—putting bankrupt parts of the 
world into bankruptcy reorganization, creating 
gigantic masses of credit at low-interest rates, agreeing 
on long-term projects, and cooperation on long-term 
projects—can open up for humanity for the next two 
generations, the greatest period of growth and 
prosperity in all human existence. So we have the 
choice, between the two. The question is: How do we 
bridge the gap, between the two? What agreements do 
we make?

Well, my proposal has been severalfold.

A Community of Principle
Several concrete steps that have to be taken, jointly 

by a number of governments, which are necessary to 
start a general economic recovery. My view is that these 
proposals, if adopted, will create the political optimism 
and the sense of unity, required to overcome the threats 
to the security of the world today. That if we establish 
institutional agreements among states, on these kinds of 
projects, we will have the power and commitment 
among governments, that the kind of threat we’ve seen 
recently, as in Iraq and elsewhere, will go away, and 
will not return.

We’ve come to a point in history, when we can not 
eliminate defense. We can not eliminate the requirement 
for large-scale defense capabilities in nations, but we 
can eliminate the possibility of anything but strategic 
defense as a military policy. We can build military 
institutions which make a contribution to engineering, 

which is the traditional peacetime function of military 
institutions. We can do these things.

And under these conditions, we will have entered a 
period from which we will emerge, not as—war as 
we’ve thought about it in the past, will no longer exist. 
In which the relations among states will be increasingly 
a community of principle among what are respectively, 
perfectly sovereign nation states, but united in 
cooperation by certain principles.

Now, here’s what some of the guidelines are.
We had a good system, back in the 1950s, the 

Bretton Woods System, established on the initiative of 
Roosevelt, in 1944. That system worked. It was a fixed-
exchange-rate system, with a gold reserve basis. It was 
based on protectionist programs, to ensure that long-
term agreements could be honored, through protectionist 
arrangements on trade, and tariff, and so forth. That 
worked.

In 1964, we began to tear that apart, in the United 
States and the United Kingdom. We went toward a 
consumer society, rather than being the greatest 
productive power on this planet. Similar things were 
done in the United Kingdom. We became disgusting. 
We became like the Roman Empire, producing less and 
less at home, and using our imperial power to steal, by 
force and power, from other countries, whatever we 
wished, at whatever prices we wished to pay. We 
regulated the currency values of other countries, by 
various kinds of manipulations, and thus could get their 
goods as cheaply as we pleased. And we rotted away, at 
home.

We extended this rot, as a so-called post-industrial 
society ideology, in the “’68” phenomenon, in Western 
Europe, in Japan, and elsewhere. We destroyed the 
impulse of civilization to reproduce and improve itself. 
So therefore, now that we’re paying the price, of these 
follies of these past 40-odd years, the first thing to do is 
to go back, and say, “What worked before 1964, was 
successful. It wasn’t perfect. There were many errors. 
But it worked. So, let us, as a first step, return from the 
foolishness we’ve done, to do what worked before, as a 
model for the approach to take now.” Because we need 
quick agreements. The system is bankrupt; we must act 
immediately. We cannot go into 10-year long debates 
about what the policy should be. We must act 
immediately. We have an emergency!

Then, there are some other things we must do, in 
addition to creating new credit under the new system.
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Build Development Corridors
We must build, in Eurasia, the devices by means of 

which we can unify the continent of Eurasia, in the way 
needed. Now the obvious thing, in former times, was 
the model of the United States in the middle 19th 
Century, where we build railroads quickly, which 
unified the Pacific and Atlantic coasts of the United 
States. And those railroads were used for the internal 
development of the areas of the United States which 
had been undeveloped. These were not simply rail 
connections, these were development corridors, along 
which agriculture boomed—this kind of thing. So that 
happened.

We need it now in a new form. We can transport 
goods, technically, at high speed, by rail, from 
Rotterdam to Pusan, in Korea, far more rapidly and 
more cheaply than by ship. Because when you run a 
corridor of development, and a transport route as a 
corridor development, every mile along that route 
becomes an area that is generating wealth. And the 
wealth you generate as a result of having that railroad 
system, or that transportation system, is far greater than 
the cost of creating and maintaining it.

So, actually, a high-speed transportation system of 
that type costs the nation nothing, because it causes the 
production of more wealth than it costs.

Now, if we do that, we would go across Eurasia, 
with several routes: a northern route, a middle route, a 
southern route, and a far southern route. These would 
not be simply rail lines; they would be development 
corridors, which would be high-speed transportation. 
We would be using things like magnetic levitation, in 

the fairly near future, for high speed transport—we’re 
talking about 300 kilometers an hour, that sort of speed. 
We would accompany that with the development of 
new urban centers, which would be industrial, 
agricultural complexes, along the routes of this travel. 
We would have large-scale water system. We would 
have large-scale power generating and distribution 
systems built into it, largely nuclear power, developed 
along these routes.

So these routes would be development areas. Now 
in these development areas—including, say, Central 
Asia—a shortage of water. We’ll move water from the 
Ob River, south. It now flows into the Arctic. A lot of it 
we’ll move south into the area of the Aral Sea. We have 
water also in the northern part, the eastern part of Asia. 
We can move that water south too. So Central Asia can 
now become an area of general economic and population 
development.

We can also—we have the techniques, which we 
have to develop, but we have them—for using the 
tundra area, under which large mineral resources lie, as 
an area which we can develop, in ways to be able to 
exploit the natural resources in this area. Under these 
conditions, we will have the mineral resources in 
Central and South Asia, supplementing those now 
existing, needed for the growing populations of East, 
Southeast and South Asia, and also for Europe. So this 
development of Eurasia is not simply a transport 
process; it is a process of development, which looks to 
the future, two generations from now, when these kinds 
of development will be crucial for the future of life on 
this continent.

LaRouche’s Presidential candidacy in the U.S., and his 
support there, was the focus of coverage in both the 
Turkish- and English-language press. Regarding his 
Eurasian economic initiative, LaRouche said: “You 
can not ignore the U.S. The other countries of the 
world, as I’ve worked with them, can not come to an 
agreement by which they could survive, without U.S. 
participation.”
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This will mean a transformation in the quality of life 
and standard of living, and education, and culture, of 
the peoples involved. That’s the general idea.

We’re also in a period in which there’s a change 
already in progress, provided that the present system 
doesn’t collapse upon us without remedy. We will no 
longer be thinking of exporting products, finished 
products, from one part of the world to the other. We’ll 
do some of that, but that will not be the primary 
characteristic of the economy. The primary 
characteristic will be technology transfer. In China, 
technologies are being developed which don’t exist in 
Europe. In India, technologies are being developed, 
which don’t exist in Europe. This will be a global 
pattern, partly determined by the ingenuity of people, 
partly determined by the conditions under which 
inventions occur. Therefore, more and more, it will be 
desirable to have these technologies developed in one 
part of the world, utilized for production in other parts 
of the world.

And therefore the products, in any part of the world, 
will tend more and more, to become the adaptation of 
combined development in technologies, to particular 
products. This will be the principal driver, in terms of 
production practice, for the growth of the productive 
powers of labor throughout the region.

These three things are generally obvious. The 
question is, the will.

My Job: To Change the United States
Now, go back to the United States. Will it happen? 

What I’ve outlined can happen. It is necessary, and it is 
feasible. The question is, will it happen? And you in 
Turkey will obviously ask that question loud and clear. 
And say, “This sounds fine, but who is going to make it 
happen?”

Most of the nations of the world, because of the 
characteristics of the nuclear weapons age, are terrified 
of Anglo-American power, and today, of the nuclear 
power of the United States. Therefore, no government 
in the world, in general, will think of defying the 
displeasure of the United States government. Therefore, 
governments do not make sovereign decisions; they 
seek to make sovereign decisions which will be 
permitted by the power of the United States. That means 
that the willful power of sovereignty, or government, 
has vanished. We have an imperial proclivity, in the 
relations among states; an imperial proclivity based 

largely upon the threat of nuclear supremacy, nuclear 
weapons supremacy.

Now, how are we going to get the world to agree to 
do something that people don’t think the government of 
the United States will allow? Particularly a government 
as nasty as the present Cheney, Rumsfeld, Wolfowitz, 
etc., government, the kind of threats they’ve made. 
People are terrified, governments are terrified. Prudence 
says, be terrified.

Therefore, my particular job, not as an individual 
alone, but as a figure, a kind of a central or pivotal figure 
in this process within the United States, is to create a 
different situation among states, in which we can meet, 
and decide upon policy as equals, and therefore, we can 
will to do things, in concert, that need to be done in 
concert. Therefore, if we, as a group of nations, agree 
upon this, and if the nations and governments of the 
world perceive that the United States is not going to 
crush them for having an idea, or expressing a self-
interest, then these kinds of ideas I’ve expressed, will 
become feasible. Fear, is the greatest danger to the 
people of this planet today. The governments’ fear of a 
dictatorship being exerted by a nuclear United States, is 
the greatest single threat to humanity today.

Now, you cannot solve the problem by eliminating 
the United States. You can’t ignore the United States. 
Because the other nations of the world are not prepared 
to make the kinds of initiatives—even if they felt free to 
do so—or effect the kind of cooperation, which is 
needed to bring about the kinds of changes I’ve 
indicated. You would tend to get anarchy.

Therefore, the solution is, from my standpoint, is to 
change the disposition of the United States, the 
government of the United States. I think that we are a 
heartbeat, so to speak, away from that. Our problem is 
not George W. Bush. He is a problem, but he is not our 
problem. The problem is a small cabal, typified by the 
Vice-President, by Rumsfeld, by Wolfowitz and other 
notables, who are essentially merely lackeys, overpaid 
lackeys, who are working for some financial interests 
behind the scenes, like the financial interests that 
orchestrated the Hitler coup in Germany in 1933.

If we deal with that—and I am moving for that 
impeachment of Cheney and others, to bring this 
about—if we succeed in that, then we will have an 
option: the option of meeting together, to make rational 
decisions; rational decisions based on the understanding 
that we must come to common decisions. Perhaps not 
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all nations, but the majority of leading nations must 
come to certain common decisions, very quickly, about 
reorganizing the international monetary system, and 
replacing it with something like, in many respects, what 
we had in the 1950s. Under those conditions, we will 
survive. And if we learn to cooperate with a new 
monetary system, a reformed monetary system, in that 
sense, then we will develop the habits, as a community 
of nations, of meeting together, making decisions under 
which I think this planet will survive. And that’s what 
I’m trying to do.

And I leave it now to the comments, and to the 
questions you might have. I’ll take them, as they come.

Closing Question 
The Kennedy Assassination:  
Neo-Cons and the Utopians

Question: I am from Zaman newspaper. We’re 
talking about Eurasia, but we always return to America. 
With the mentality of Brzezinski and Kissinger taking 
hold, is there any mass basis for this? What can you say 
about the assassination of President John Kennedy?

What is the level of support for Lyndon LaRouche 
in the population?

LaRouche: Okay. Our level of support: Right now, 
I am, in terms of the number of financial supporters for 
my candidacy in the United States, as of the last official 
record, the leading [Democratic] candidate among ten. 
And that has caused some problems among some other 
people, but I think that’ll work out fine.

The Kennedy assassination was the product of an 
operation done by a group which is tied to the neo-cons. 
That’s why you don’t joke about neo-cons. They’re 
silly, but you don’t joke about them. It’s like, if your 
brother-in-law gave birth to a crocodile, you wouldn’t 
joke about it.

Kennedy was killed to make way for what became 
known as the Vietnam War. The Vietnam War was the 
most notable effort to change the official U.S. military-
strategic policy into the direction we see reflected in the 
Iraq war recently here, and in other wars.

This was a fight by a group which was identified by 
President Eisenhower, inadequately, as the “military-
industrial complex.” These are the neo-cons. This is the 
group that’s organized around what’s called the 
“revolution in military affairs,” which you see 
operational in the policies of Rumsfeld & Company 

now. Rumsfeld was, from the 1970s on, together with 
Cheney, a key proponent of the revolution in military 
affairs, which is actually an attempt—which didn’t start 
with Rumsfeld—to reform the U.S. military in the order 
of the Nazi International Waffen SS.

What you saw in Iraq, in terms of the incompetence 
of the troops—19- to 20-year-old troops—they were 
trained in video point-and-shoot games. They’re not 
soldiers. They’re video-game players doing it on the 
battlefield. That’s why they’re so incompetent in 
dealing with the situation they’re dealing with. They’re 
picked up off the streets and trained as point-and-shoot 
killers, on military video games, which get a high 
accuracy for point-and-shoot accuracy. The cheapest 
way to train someone to kill efficiently.

Bundesbildstelle Bonn
In reference to President John F. Kennedy, who is widely 
admired in Türkiye, LaRouche said Kennedy “was the last 
President who might have defeated this process. The problem 
is, he came into government, and was killed so soon.... And it’s 
been assured that nobody would become a President after that, 
who would return the U.S. to the tradition of President 
Franklin Roosevelt.
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So, this is our situation. We have this element in the 
United States, which are called the Utopians. They’ve 
been there; they were brought into existence by H.G. 
Wells and Bertrand Russell from England. Bertrand 
Russell was the inventor of preventive nuclear warfare. 
H.G. Wells was the author of the concept of using 
nuclear weapons as a weapon of terror to force nations 
to give up their national sovereignty, and become part 
of world government, or under world government. 
These are the ideas you’re dealing with. This is what 
I’ve fought most of my life.

Now, where do you get Brzezinski and Kissinger 
from?

You had a degenerate from Tennessee who was, 
spiritually, a follower of H.G. Wells, and a representative 
of the tradition of the Confederacy—the pro-slavery 
tradition: William Yandell Elliott, Professor William 
Yandell Elliott of Harvard University, Department of 
Government. This man trained a great number of 
people, sort of like Leo Strauss in Chicago. He trained 
a great number of people, including Brzezinski and 

Kissinger, who were his trained puppets. And he and a 
group, including Rockefeller interests and other 
interests, financed these people, stuck them into 
government. So that we had a transformation of our 
government under a Kissinger Administration, which is 
otherwise known as a Nixon-Bush Administration, 
which was a Kissinger Administration, followed by a 
Carter Administration, which was really a Brzezinski 
Administration.

Kissinger is personally the American who is most 
important in a connection with Ariel Sharon in Israel. 
Kissinger and Sharon steal together. Or they did steal 
together. We caught them at it.

So this is a special breed, which comes out of the 
British Commonwealth, the British monarchy. There’s 
an important part of the so-called American Tory 
faction in the United States, who represent those 
financier interests, such as Lazard Frères, and similar 
types of groups, which were connected to Vichy in 
France; they were connected to Adolf Hitler in 
Germany; to Franco in Spain; and so forth. These 
people, these financial interests, have used people like 
Kissinger, Brzezinski, as well as these neo-cons we’ve 
referred to repeatedly here—have used them as 
instruments to represent the interests, or perceived 
interests of powerful, behind-the-scenes financier 
groups of the type like Conrad Black’s press, or Rupert 
Murdoch’s press, other kinds of media. And this is 
used as a social-control mechanism.

Kennedy was the last President who might have 
defeated this process. The problem is he came into 
government, and was killed so soon, that he did not 
fully yet understand what he was up against, until about 
the time he was killed. And then they killed him. And 
it’s been assured that nobody would become a President 
after that who would return the United States to the 
tradition of Franklin Roosevelt.

That’s why I’ve had problems, for only that reason. 
I’ve had up to 25% of the vote, supporting vote, at 
various times in my career, for President. But it never 
happened, because of the intervention.

Now the time has come! Now the time has come, in 
which these guys have shot their load. The system is 
coming down. The financial system is coming down. 
We potentially have these financier interests, behind the 
Kissingers, the Brzezinskis, the neo-cons—we 
potentially have them by the throat. And, ladies and 
gentlemen, I propose that, now that we have them by 
the throat: Don’t let them go!
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