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From the Managing Editor

Wall Street and the White House are determined to smother the
report of the Federal Financial Crisis Commission, headed by Philip
Angelides, beneath a thick blanket of silence. The LaRouche move-
ment is equally determined not to let that happen, because the An-
gelides Commission has very competently analyzed the events that led
to the crash of 2007-08. The facts speak for themselves, as we summa-
rize them in the chronology of events in our Feature (p.34), and this is
the first time that anyone outside the LaRouche movement has put to-
gether the picture so clearly and accurately. As some commentators are
now saying, the commission deserves a place in history next to the
1930s Pecora Commission, which exposed the skullduggery behind
the 1929 stock market crash and its aftermath. The Pecora Commis-
sion laid the basis for incoming President Franklin D. Roosevelt to
successfully challenge Wall Street and give the country a New Deal.

The Angelides Report proves that Lyndon LaRouche was right when
he warned, time and time again over decades, that the financial and eco-
nomic practices of the U.S. government would lead to catastrophe. La-
Rouche reviews that record in his major contribution to this issue, “The
Crucial Atlantic Triangle,” and he points the way—once again—to the
solutions immediately required to prevent such a catastrophe. There are
specific solutions, such as restoring the Glass-Steagall standard and
launching history’s most magnificent development program so far, the
North American Water and Power Alliance (NAWAPA). And there are
also solutions that are even more challenging: changing the way people
think, to a scientific comprehension of economics and creativity.

This is LaRouche’s “New Deal.”

Both Lyndon and Helga LaRouche, in our Strategic Studies sec-
tion, underline the threat to Europe and the United States, if these
urgent measures are not taken. Events in Egypt are a case in point, be-
cause without international intervention to assure that Egypt’s youth
have a future, no “transition to democracy” can succeed.

Angelides wrote in an op-ed on Feb. 6, that “The greatest tragedy
would be to accept the notion that no one could have seen this crisis
coming, and thus nothing could have been done. If we accept this
notion, it will happen again. Now it falls to all of us to make different
choices if we want different results.”

Well said. Get your Congressman to read the Angelides Report,
and act on it by supporting LaRouche and his solutions.
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OUR U.S.A., OUR TRAITORS &
TODAY'S ROMAN EMPIRE:

The Crucial
Atlantic Triangle

by Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

January 24, 2011

In February 1763, in the Peace of Paris, the future U.S.A. was divided be-
tween the Liberal faction of the British East India Company and the Amer-
ican patriots. Since the period from the February 1763 “Peace of Paris” to
the United States’victory at Yorktown, that division has existed to the pres-
ent day, as between the American patriots and the “party of treason,” that
of the so-called “Tories” of the British East India Company faction in
North America. This division, as it has been described by Anton Chaitkin’s
Treason in America!, has been the continuing quarrel between our patri-
ots and what is regarded as of such offshoots of the British East India Com-
pany as the Wall Street gang associated with the legacy of the traitor Aaron
Burr’s founding of the Bank of Manhattan. So, Burr had remained a British
agent against the United States, and associated with the name of “Wall
Street.” U.S. Presidents such as Richard M. Nixon, George H.W. Bush,
George W. Bush, Jr., and Barack Obama, are merely typical of that same,
Wall Street-to-London “party of treason” which has been, still lately, the
agents of influence of the British empire’s interest inside the financial cen-
ters and government of our United States. Such was the division between
the patriots and the “White Shoe” Anglophiles’ faction within its own, Wall
Street part of the U.S. wartime Office of Strategic Services (0.S.S.); that
division within the O.S.S. has remained the key to politics within the U.S.A.
since that time, to the present day. That is our story, still today.

1. Washington, D.C.: Executive Intelligence Review, Second Edition, 1999.
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Emergence of the SDI
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The LaRouche
movement, then
known as the U.S.
Labor Party,
circulated this
pamphlet widely
during the late
1970s, calling for
a U.S. beam-
weapon strategic
defense program.

Long before, and long
after President Reagan’s
announcement of the
Strategic Defense
Initiative (SDI), Lyndon
LaRouche organized for
a beam defense program
in cooperation with the
Soviet Union, as a
science-driver for the
world economy. This
Presidential campaign
pamphlet is from 1983.

Why We Need Urgently a
= i
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Jefense

Initiative

PROLOGUE:
The SDI Experience

To be clear in this matter, during my relatively short
time in military service during World War II, I was
never an assigned part of the U.S. intelligence services.
However, even then, as to the personal role which I
played in Calcutta during the immediate post-war
period that I was still in military service abroad, it was
to be proven, years later, that what I conducted in Cal-
cutta, then, was an action fully consistent, paradigmati-
cally, with what had been the patriotic faction of the
war-time Office of Strategic Services (O.S.S.), rather
than the British-aligned. “White Shoe” faction.
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Ronald Reagan Library
Above: President
Reagan makes his
famous address to the
nation on the SDI,
March 23, 1983.

Left: Dr. Edward
Teller endorsed the
SDI as a program
that, in cooperation
with the Soviet Union,
would further “the
common aims of
mankind.” He is
shown here in April
1983.

EIRNS/Stuart Lewis

In the meantime, with the close of my military ser-
vice, once I had resumed my role as a civilian back in
the U.S.A., not many years were to have passed before
I came to be increasingly suspect, even hated to the
present day, by that Liberal faction associated with cer-
tain “Wall Street” and related, pro-British factions’ cir-
cles of political and financial, reductionist opinion still
today. As it is said: I “have had their number.”

During my U.S. Presidential candidacies, beginning
the late 1970s, 1 did play a 1977-1983 role within an of-
ficial framework, an initiating role in what came to be
known officially as “A Strategic Defense Initiative
(SDI).” The original design of that endeavor was my
own; but, relevant senior forces of several leading gov-
ernments had taken over the leading official role within
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the evolving framework of that organized effort.

During the course of the post-World War II period,
what can be identified as many leading military, diplo-
matic, and scientific circles from among an impressive
listing of nations, including some on both sides of the
Atlantic, echoed President Charles de Gaulle’s notion
of a “Europe . . . from the Atlantic to the Urals,” as I
emphasized that connection among relevant U.S.A.,
European and other prominent circles through the time
of my October 12, 1988 Berlin address on behalf of this
perspective. Similarly, as Dr. Edward Teller had spoken
at a relevant Erice conference of that period, the object
of bringing the Soviet Union into this new configura-
tion was to “achieve the common aims of mankind.”
Leading senior figures of sundry nations participated in
this effort prior to and following President Ronald Rea-
gan’s public declaration of his proposal for a shared
Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) between the Soviet
Union, on the one side and the allies of the United States
on the other.

Thus, the objections of such Soviet figures of the
1980s as the Yuri Andropov and Mikhail Gorbachov
opposing the SDI proposal, went to great lengths to pre-
pare what turned out to be not only the doom of the
Soviet Union during that time, but, as we have seen
since, the degradation of all continental Europe, and
areas and peoples beyond, into the present advanced
stage of a general breakdown-crisis throughout the
planet’s trans-Atlantic regions, and, implicitly, the
planet in its entirety.

That had not been my specific goal when I first re-
turned from overseas service; but, the changes which
occurred in that direction were consistent with the
trends in my outlook throughout the period of my expe-
rience beginning my overseas war-time service, to the
present day.

My present role, as it had been expressed afresh in
my voluntary “State of the Union” address this past
Saturday (Jan. 22), is best understood from the van-
tage-point of the kind of strategic-intelligence func-
tion which I had first performed, briefly, in Spring
1946, according to the public instructions for the post-
war period which I had heard uttered by President
Franklin Roosevelt, earlier. Such were my views from
the time of my return to the U.S.A., especially since
the period I composed my forecast of the severe U.S.
recession to break out during the February-March in-
terval of 1957. This led to a later time, as when I played
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a similar role as a forecaster, but with increasing po-
litical significance, since my celebrated, December 2,
1971 debate against Britain’s Professor of a Nietzs-
chean (“creative destruction”) disposition, Abba
Lerner, at Queens College.

Fairly said, since my overseas service at the close of
the war, such had been my virtual instinct, then, as now.
The same kind of significance is to be emphasized re-
specting my leading role in the development of what
came, later, to be termed as a “Strategic Defense Initia-
tive” (SDI), a policy which I had launched, in fact, as
the seedling of a strategic mission-orientation over the
1977-1982 interval, and into 1983 and beyond, a part
which I conducted in opposition to British-leaning
Soviet officials Yuri Andropov and Mikhail Gorbachov,
a long-term perspective which remains my commit-
ment to the present date.

Since the mid-1950s, my performance in economic
forecasting of major medium- to long-term trends in the
U.S. economy, and, also, sometimes others, has been
outstanding among economists generally. Many of my
successful forecasts have had significant, or even cru-
cial significance for our own republic, and, often, also
others, too. Now, with the combination of a set of most
recent developments, including the report of the An-
gelides “2008 Commission,” my successes as a fore-
caster to date, have a most extraordinary, immediate
significance at the highest level of attention to policy-
shaping.

To that point, the following is now to be said.

Now that the Angelides (“2008”) commission’s
report has been delivered to the public, during this
week, | have come to enjoy an enhanced degree of in-
ternational authority in the matter of urgent economic
reforms, an enhancement derived from the fact that I
have been fully demonstrated to have been correct in
pushing my defense of the principle of the 1933 Glass-
Steagall legislation in my own July-August 2007 draft
legislation for a Homeowners and Bank Protection Act.
This was continued in such notable occasions as my
2008 denunciation of the launching of a lunatic, inher-
ently fraudulent “bail-out” practice, a real-life carica-
ture of the children’s game called “Monopoly,” the
opening of the great “bail-out” swindle which has been
played out at greatly fraudulent public expense, by
leading political figures which should have known
better, a fraud for which there had never been any com-
petent sort of actual authority.

EIR February 11,2011



Now, only the cancellation of the entirety of that
“bail-out” swindle, under the authority of a renewed
1933 Glass-Steagall Act, could save our United States—
and also other nations, from an oncoming plunge into
a global, chain-reaction sort of general economic-
breakdown-crisis now threatening to become a catas-
trophe comparable to Europe’s Fourteenth-century
plunge into “A New Dark Age.” Since I have been the
only notably competent public authority in general eco-
nomic forecasting, the fact that the “2008” and later
“bailout” has been such a terrible fraud, requires that
official institutions of the U.S.A., including the two aw-
fully incompetent Presidents, George W. Bush, Jr. and
Barack Obama, must now act abruptly, and most ur-
gently, as by aid of Section of #4 of the 25th Amend-
ment of the U.S. Federal Constitution, to remedy the
sheer and reckless incompetence of their widespread
and ruinous error of 2007-2008, their folly which is
being stubbornly continued, still today.

The facts which support the findings of Professor
Phil Angelides’ “2008” echo of the Franklin Roosevelt
era’s Pecora Commission, show beyond any presently
reasonable objection, that I had been correct in both my
strategic assessment, and, also, the remedies which I
introduced as my policies of the 2007-2008 interval—
and beyond. This included my 2008 denunciation of the
2008 launching of what has been a fraudulent bail-out
scheme, where those who had opposed me in this matter
are now shown to have been awfully misguided in this
matter.

Shame on them? Yes; but, the important thing is not
to whimper and whine, but to reverse the fundamental
errors of policy-shaping leading into the “bail-out,” by
returning immediately to a full and immediate reversal
of the entirety of the bail-out hoax, before it is too late
to save civilization from the effects of that fallacious,
London-steered policy.

So, today, in the light of the “2008” Commission’s
references to those developments of the 2007-2008 in-
terval and beyond, I must include an explanation of
why I must now explain my essential distinction be-
tween those two, contending, U.S. factions, from the
World War II period, to which I referred, as follows.

To explain that situation competently, we must look
back to the foundations of our U.S. republic under the
17th-century, Massachusetts Bay initiatives, actions
taken then under the leadership of the Winthrops and
the Mathers.

February 11,2011 EIR

Man or Beast?

The original distinction between the Massachusetts
leadership of the Winthrops and Mathers, on the one
side, and the British East India Company crowd of the
likes of American Tories such as Judge Lowell, on the
other, was a fundamental, and often fierce difference of
principle. It was the distinction between man as essen-
tially human, and man as a talking and calculating sim-
ulation of a beast, the latter being predators of, for ex-
ample, the kind of present-day predators of the current
“Wall Street” design. That characterization is more than
justly identified, otherwise, as representing the differ-
ence between the U.S. constitutional commitment as a
system of credit, and a contrary, monetarist system of a
European type which remains, in fact, as descended
from the Roman Empire, still today.

The meaning of that distinction, the difference be-
tween what is identified as the “credit system” on
which the U.S. Federal Constitution was based and a
monetarist system of the sort now preferred in Europe,
will probably shock many readers at first glance; de-
spite that, the urgency of proceeding to that change,
reflects a difference between the two policy-outlooks
whose essential distinction lies in man’s urgent need
to conceive itself according to man’s true nature,
rather considering himself wrongly as virtually a
“talking beast” lured into folly by the worthless wor-
ship of mere money.

That is to emphasize, that the idea of credit, when
strictly defined in strictly scientific terms, such as those
of the modern European Renaissance’s Nicholas of
Cusa, depends on the role of what Cusa identified as
those creative powers of the human mind which consti-
tute the essential distinction of the class of living crea-
tures known as human, from the more limited category
of powers attributable to the beasts; the principle of
consciously voluntary creativity, which, speaking cate-
gorically in terms of the principle of science, does not
exist among the beasts.

I explain this crucially important distinction as fol-
lows.

There is a kind of specific incompetence which fre-
quently prevents human individuals, and also leading
governments of the world, from recognizing the sys-
temic nature of this crucial point of difference be-
tween, on the one hand, the mere symbol of money
and, on the other hand, the physical actuality expressed
as credit, as this were a difference between man and
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Riemann’s Crucial Insight

From Bernhard Riemann’s habilitation disserta-
tion, On the Hypotheses Which Lie at the Foun-
dations of Geometry, translated by Henry S.
White, in David Eugene Smith, ed., A Source
Book in Mathematics (New York: Dover Pub-
lications, 1959):

It is well known that geometry presupposes
not only the concept of space but also the first
fundamental notions for constructions in space
as given in advance. It gives only nominal defini-
tions for them, while the essential means of deter-
mining them appear in the form of axioms. The relation

of an actually universal physical
principle.
The most convenient illustra-
tion of that set of facts, is presented
as the concluding sentence of
Bernhard Riemann’s 1854 ha-
bilitation dissertation. There,
Riemann warned that we
must leave the department of
mathematics, so that we
might proceed with a compe-
tent physical science. All true
discoveries of principle in sci-
ence, are demonstrably fruits
of either the discovery of such an
original, universal physical princi-
ple, or represent an enrichment of

of these presuppositions is left in the dark; one sees neither whether and
in how far their connection is necessary, nor a priority whether it is pos-
sible.

From Euclid to Legendre, to name the most renowned of modern
writers on geometry, this darkness has been lifted neither by the mathe-
maticians nor by the philosophers who have labored upon it. The reason
of this lay perhaps in the fact that the general concept of multiply ex-
tended magnitudes, in which spatial magnitudes are comprehended, has
not been elaborated at all. Accordingly I have proposed to myself at first
the problem of constructing the concept of a multiply extended magni-
tude out of general notions of quantity....

[In conclusion:] This path leads out into the domain of another sci-
ence, into the realm of physics, into which the nature of this present

the recognition of the applicable
implications of such a discovery.
The successful application of such
discoveries, or, of their derivatives,
is the essential, driving force of a
system based on the physical prin-
ciple of economic credit. The mar-
ginal gain, by society, of a pre-
sumption which satisfies that
requirement, is the root of that
principle of creativity expressed by
the progress of the Seventeenth-
century Commonwealth of Massa-

occasion forbids us to penetrate.

chusetts under its original charter.
That is also to be recognized as the

beast. That failure is the expression of an induced, in-
competent habit of ignoring the existence of those ef-
ficiently definable universal principles of scientific
practice which are categorically excluded by such
prototypes as Aristotle. The same is to be said of the
sheer ontological silliness of Aristotle’s foolish echo
Euclid, and the followers of Paolo Sarpi’s “neo-Aris-
totelean,” modern British Liberalism as echoed by the
black-magic hoaxster Isaac Newton and his echo
Adam Smith. The widespread, foolish rejection of the
scientific fact of Johannes Kepler’s unique accom-
plishment of the discovery of a universal physical
principle of gravitation, as Kepler’s discovery was
treated by Albert Einstein, illustrates this fact, all in
accord with a judgment of mine, and of others, which
is of great actual importance in all cases of a discovery
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expression of the physical principle
of credit.

Mankind is no wretch, no mythical “Old Adam”
borrowed from heathen legends, but, admittedly, man
has frequently, like the authors of the U.S. “bail out”
0of 2008-2011, made wretched choices among society’s
decisions. To the best of our present knowledge, man-
kind is the most accomplished of the known living
creatures we have encountered. Our species’ errors
must, therefore, be attributed to the failures of some,
often even many human beings to come up to the stan-
dard of creative performance which is the inherent dis-
tinction of mankind’s inherent powers. Nonetheless,
our existence is not an error, but, our failure to come
up to that standard 1 have prescribed, is, indeed, an
error. Therefore, let us now proceed here with that un-
derstanding of that distinction, accordingly.

EIR February 11,2011



Economic Reality

In a civilized society, this power of human creativity
has two, overlapping, but never contradictory expres-
sions.

Said most simply, we have the case of either an
actual discovery of principle, or a nearby approxima-
tion of such an accomplishment. The implied alterna-
tive expression of the same creative mental powers, is
that which is otherwise associated only with formally
Classical artistic creativity. These two, ostensibly dis-
tinct types, are, actually, differing phases of that cre-
ative process which distinguishes the creative powers
of humanity from the forms of innovative behavior
common to the beasts. The true principle of Classical-
artistic metaphor, coincides, in effect, with the import
of a genuine approach toward achieving a true scientific
discovery; the two types of human behavior are ulti-
mately of the same categorical quality.

The connection between the two “phase-spatial” ex-
pressions of specifically human creativity, is often to be
found in the way in which human Classical artistic cre-
ativity serves as the precursor of what is rightly to be
recognized as human physical-scientific creativity. To
the same end, the loss of a wont for the experience of
Classical-artistic creativity is, more than often, evidence
of the serious impairment, even the loss of scientific cre-
ativity among science professionals so afflicted.

My own unique success as a long-range economic
forecaster, from beginnings during the middle through
late 1950s, has depended upon, and expressed that dis-
tinction of the often elusive, true principle of human
scientific creativity from the murky, statistical waters of
both Aristoteleanism and modern, Sarpian Liberalism.

All that which I have to report in this present report,
should be situated by the reader within the setting of the
foregoing emphasis on the interchangeability of true
scientific creativity (such as that definable in terms of a
science of physical economy) and what are clearly
human forms of Classical-artistic creativity.

That point just made, is to be borne in mind in view-
ing the case of my own original design of the SDI. The
same point is to be made for the case of creativity within
the Seventeenth-century Massachusetts Bay colony
under its original charter.

The Case of the SDI

What all of Europe, including the former Soviet
Union, has since suffered from Andropov’s 1983 rejec-
tion of the SDI, has been the price paid, on both sides of
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what Winston Churchill had named “The Iron Curtain,”
a price to be blamed, essentially, in respect to the matter
of practice, on the consequences of Andropov’s and
Gorbachov’s rejections of what U.S. President Ronald
Reagan proffered as the SDI option, an option which
would have protected the world from the worst disas-
ters since suffered by the peoples of this planet.

What Britain’s Margaret Thatcher, France’s Fran-
cois Mitterrand, and the U.S.A.’s President George
H.W. Bush imposed upon Germany, and, ultimately the
planet in the large, in 1989-90, was a reflection of the
situation which the Soviet folly in rejecting of the SDI
had made possible. That rejection’s effects, have come
to include, most notably, the present-day subjugation of
continental European nations to the virtual slavery of
the “Euro” system imposed, by today’s British empire,
on nearly all of continental Europe at that same time,
including the separated parts of the former Soviet
Union. This is the root of the worst of what all of Euro-
pean civilization is now suffering, most bitterly, as its
grave, deepening, present crisis, still today.

Had Andropov, or Gorbachov, accepted President
Ronald Reagan’s proffer of SDI, those bitter conse-
quences suffered, still today, since 1989, particularly, in
the regions of the former Soviet Union, much suffering
of those people, and also the world more generally,
would have been avoided.

What happened, with the persisting rejection of the
SDI option, has been a reflection of the worst of the acts
of Nietzsche’s “creative destruction” which Nietzsche
and his followers aimed against global civilization, es-
pecially trans-Atlantic civilization. Theirs was a prin-
ciple of destruction deployed by such most notable fol-
lowers of Nietzsche as not only the Hitler period’s
economist Werner Sombart and, later, the London- and
Harvard-oriented Joseph Schumpeter and his Harvard
devotee Larry Summers, but their followers’ promoting
of that presently onrushing, British-orchestrated, gen-
eral breakdown-crisis which has taken over the trans-
Atlantic world at the present time.

Franklin Roosevelt’s Patriots

Virtually all of “Wild Bill” Donovan’s patriots are
now long deceased; but the tradition, and the cause,
lives on among us.

The core of the legacy of that leadership which
emerged within the SDI constituency during 1977-
1986, emerging in both the Americas, much of Europe,
and also beyond, is to be located in the two genera-
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tions of adults coming out of mili-
tary or comparable service during
what is called “World War I1.” These
to whom I refer now, were chiefly
scientists, notably including those
who had served in some notable mil-
itary, or related functions during the
second “World War” and beyond.
The most notable figures drawn most
directly into the SDI initiative itself,
were, in part, typically senior rank-
ing military and comparable figures
reflecting the experience of that war-
fare, whether in the U.S.A., France,
Germany, Italy, and elsewhere, that
of those drawn from either my own,
or an earlier generation, including a
significant representation of discus-
sion partners from inside the Soviet
Union itself.

Much of the support for what
became known as the SDI, reflected
fresh memories of the folly of permit-
ting the U.S.A. to destroy itself to the
degree it did in the folly of the Indo-China warfare of
1964-75, and of the so-called “Cold War” up to that
time. This reaction included living remnants from
among those who, decades earlier, had been intellectu-
ally and emotionally engaged in winning a war which
we hated, the so-called “World War II,” but a war which
we had, rightly come to consider, as, nonetheless, nec-
essary at that time, as I virtually broke with my Quaker
family on this account then.

However, then, since about the time of the break-
through at Normandy, we had sensed revulsion among
us, when we were presented with the thought of con-
tinuing World War II beyond the time of victory which
the Third Army was ready to achieve within either late
1944, or early 1945, as most of us were angered by
Churchill’s determination for continued war against the
Soviet wartime ally.

The reaction of the World War II veterans, on both
sides of the subsequent, so-called “Cold War” conflict,
reflected a more or less conscious awareness of the ex-
perience of modern European civilization since the
folly of Europe’s being drawn into the repeated stupid-
ity of falling into the British imperialist traps modeled
on both the so-called “Seven Years War” of 1756-63,
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Harry S Truman Library
British Prime Minister Winston Churchill (center) arrives in Berlin for the Potsdam
Conference, July 15, 1945. To his left is Field Marshall Bernard Montgomery, the
racist commander of the First Army responsible for prolonging the war:

the Napoleonic wars, and the state of the British Fabian
Society’s policy assigned to terrorist and gun-runner
Alexander Helphand (“Parvus”), over the course of the
entire span of general warfare, terrorism, and those of a
spirit like that of “Parvus,” as over the entire sweep of
the period of Britain’s “geopolitical warfare” over the
entirety of the period, from the 1890 British monarchy’s
ouster of Germany’s Chancellor Bismarck through the
warfare in the so-called “Middle East” today.

Many of us drawn to the conception of the SDI
option, recognized, that it had been the British empire
and its Wall Street backers of Adolf Hitler’s rise to
power, which had been the enemy to be fought. The
idea of dragging our United States into the role of a tag-
along of that Britain which had brought Hitler into
power, was far more than merely an utterly repulsive
piece of folly. Bertrand Russell’s 1946 scheme for a
pre-emptive nuclear-weapons assault on the Soviet
Union, later, disgusted us; we had no inclination to
become Churchill’s and Russell’s dirty fools.

So, the British were able to stretch out the continua-
tion of that warfare in Europe and the Pacific for an ad-
ditional five months of 1945, a tragedy which was justly
blamed by many on the role of the high-piping, shrill
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voice of anti-black-racist Montgomery’s British com-
mand of the First Army, as what was demanded, with
repeated use of similar pranks, by the British oligarchs
and their Wall Street cronies led by Winston Churchill.

The essential fact of that tragedy, was, that the Brit-
ish empire, typified by the often slurred voice of Win-
ston Churchill, demanded both an unnecessarily pro-
longed war in Europe, that for the purpose of an intention
to start a new war for exterminating, among others, our
common World War II ally, that against the Soviet ally
which played an indispensable part in defeating the
same Nazi-led fascism which British imperialists, such
as Winston Churchill, the Bank of England gang, and
Wall Street entities such as Prescott Bush of Brown
Brothers Harriman, had actually crafted and unleashed
upon the world.

Whatever service Winston Churchill might have
performed to his credit, as contrary to some even much
more repulsive other British leaders up to that time, the
fact remains, that Churchill’s “Iron Curtain” was as
much a crime as that we had been fighting against the
Adolf Hitler regime, a regime which no one had done
more to bring into power, despite a certain role by King
George VI, than the British monarchy beloved of the
tradition of both Churchill’s own Marlborough ances-
tor and the William of Orange of the “New Venetian
Party” tradition of the British empire itself.

The crucial point illustrated by that experience, is
that British Liberalism’s slimy system of ideology,
when followed strictly according to the slippery slope
of Liberalism’s moral standards, forbids a policy of
constructive actions among potential adversaries, as
the expressions to be employed on behalf of actually
human creativity, which must always be desired as an
attempted general practice by society. I know that very
well, as in my role as the original instigator and spe-
cialist in what President Ronald Reagan was to name
“A Strategic Defense Initiative.” I view those who op-
posed the SDI accordingly, still today, according to an
excellent judgment on this point respecting the dis-
tinction between cases of necessary and unnecessary
warfare.

The necessity of promotion of the organization of
mankind among a system of cooperating, but respec-
tively sovereign nation-states, rather than empires such
as the present British imperial scheme for locking the
nations of continental Europe into the slavery of a Brit-
ish “Euro” colony, means that the mere fact that we
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have come to a point proximate to warfare, does not
mean that we should plunge eagerly into new wars, or
continue, or renew certain old ones. A civilized modern
society hates the idea of destruction associated with
such as the Dionysian Nietzsche, and will tolerate much
to keep doors open for cooperation aimed toward the
appropriate “common aims of mankind.” Such a pre-
caution is most urgently required by what are regarded
as “great powers,” and is, especially, the obligation of
those powers.

So, with the need to proffer “thanks” to Churchill
and his like, there came the time, some decades later,
after the death of President Franklin Roosevelt, when
what was chiefly, a younger generation came into
power, the so-called “Baby Boomer” generation. This
was a generation which lacked the passion of my gener-
ation’s war-time