TR Feature

When Democracy
Becomes Tyranny:
A Warning to Patriots

by Nancy Spannaus

Aug. 31—Will the United States survive the Presidency of that “democrat”
Barack Obama? For that matter, will the world survive? Not if current
trends, particularly those in the thinking of the currently leading political
circles of the United States, continue to reign.

Only look at those travesties called the national political party conven-
tions, to see the horrifying degeneration of a culture in which would-be
political leaders pander to an increasingly ignorant, cowardly population
which is ready to accept dictatorship.

We have to admit that the current trends run very deep. Ever since the
days of Andrew Jackson, who is still much viewed as the virtual “patron
saint” of the Democratic Party and, in fact, of American populists on the
right and the left, the dominant political philosophy has been to pledge al-
legiance to the creed of democracy, and set this nation on a pathway to de-
struction. For “democracy” is the very antithesis of the concept of the re-
public upon which this nation was based. The rule of democracies leads
directly to the triumph of tyranny.

The American Founding Fathers knew that; Plato knew it; and. it is
about time that the the leaders of today’s United States learned it—before
we go into a disaster that could lead to the disintegration of our nation, and
thus our planet.

The irony is this:

Obama, even more flagrantly than his predecessor, and Cheney’s toy,
George W. Bush, is in fact moving the nation inexorably toward a dictator-
ship, one in which Obama has thrust aside the rules (and principles) that
were established by the U.S. Constitution, under the claim of protecting the
interests of the American people. Whereas, while Bush and Cheney had
used the mere name of “national security” as their pretext, Obama, has
gone to heretofore unseen limits, with his claims of “we can’t wait.” He
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White House photo/Pete Souza
With a demagogic appeal to “the people,” Obama is moving toward a full-
fledged dictatorship. In fact, history shows that the rule of democracy
lawfully leads to the triumph of tyranny. Here, Obama in October 2011
speaking to youth in Emporia, Va.

pretends to be “saving” the U.S. population by exercis-
ing merely alleged Executive powers which are, in fact,
violations of the Constitution. All this being done “in
the name of the popular will.”

The so-called “democratic” system thus put into
place has led to such a state of paralysis and conflict on
the policy front, while people are terrified into a virtual
stupor, and tolerate lies of politicians from all parties,
that the conditions have been created which allow an
Obama to continue to destroy the last shreds of what
had once been our Constitutional system.

The Danger that Must Be Prevented

The danger is imminent: The powers sponsoring
Obama in this dictatorial course of action are the con-
temporary representatives of an oligarchical system
modelled axiomatically on the series of Mediterranean
imperialist systems represented, successively, by the
original Roman Empire, Byzantium, and the original
and New Venetian imperial Empire, a presently almost
global system of virtually global, political and financial
control over the community of nations.

It is a system now centered in such locations as the
U.S. Presidencies since the beginning of this new cen-
tury, together with the British monarchy and its subordi-
nated political and economic systems exerting virtually
dictatorial control over the present European continen-
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tal system. It is a system committed, as the Brit-
ish monarchy has aptly described its policy, to
extermination of the human race, through
“greenie” policies which that monarchy has
identified as representing a commitment to the
rapid, ongoing genocide among nations, whose
intent is to reduce the human population from
an estimated 7 billion people, to approximately
1 billion. Such a policy leads inexorably to de-
population, and global thermonuclear war.

I am referring, of course, to that British fi-
nancial oligarchy which is centered around the
British monarchy, and which controls Obama.
But, because Obama is appealing to the “demo-
cratic will” of the people, not policies or prin-
ciples, this reality is not directly addressed, and
most people choose to ignore it.

This model, again, is nothing new. “Demo-
cratic” leaders (some would say demagogues)
have repeatedly been the vehicles for muster-
ing popular or populist support for policies that
will enslave and destroy those whom they are
allegedly championing.

The American Founding Fathers, most of whom had
carefully studied the history of ancient Rome and
Greece, had attempted to establish a system that would
avoid precisely this pitfall. They wished to have no po-
litical parties whatsoever, and no pure democracy. But
no formalisms, such as the separation of powers, would
do the job, if the population itself has lost the concept of
the republic.

In a republic, the people have sovereignty, but are
committed to both understanding and implementing the
public good—something which the adherents to “de-
mocracy” deny as even existing as a knowable scientific
principle. To the “democrats,” of whatever political
party, the public good is only an average of what “public
opinion” might be at a certain period of time, a public
opinion which can become increasingly manipulated,
especially in a mass-media-dominated society, such as
ours has tended to become, more and more, today.

Democratic stupidity, as it is so rampant today,
could now lead to the death of us all.

‘The People’

Unfortunately, even in the most successful periods
of our republic—the best that’s ever existed—republi-
can principles and modes of thinking did not dominate
the popular mind. Rather, it took the extraordinary lead-
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ership of a few political leaders,
such as George Washington, Abra-
ham Lincoln, and Franklin D. Roo-
sevelt, to mobilize the people
behind the correct policies that
would put the country on the course
to progress. They ruled from the
standpoint of principle, “deriving
their just powers from the consent
of the governed,” as the Declara-
tion of Independence specifies.

Contrast the Fireside Chats of
FDR, where he patiently explained
the  Constitutional reasoning
behind the decisions he was
making on banking, infrastructure
development, and even war-fight-
ing, with the depraved pandering
which the American population
now accepts as political leader-
ship, or campaigning. That kind of
leadership, which was echoed by
President Kennedy in his discus-
sions of our mission to space and
water infrastructure development,
provided the basis for Americans to move out of the
stupidity of tradition, and make breakthroughs that
have been crucial for all mankind.

But, today, outside a handful of leaders around the
world, including in the LaRouche movement, there is
no leadership, no mission, no high standard set for po-
litical action. An appeal to “the people” is worse than
useless. Without leadership, informed by republican
and scientific principles, and fortified with courage,
leadership which rejects opinion polls and the lure of
popularity, we will not survive.

As 1 shall show in two crucial cases—Classical
Greece, and the Andrew Jackson era in the United
States—the triumph of “democracy” as a political para-
digm necessarily heralds the degeneration of a society
into tyranny. Armed with that knowledge, today’s patri-
ots must gain the courage to stand up against the trend,
starting with disarming Obama in order to prevent nu-
clear war, but then proceeding to restore the principles of
our republic, before it is too late for our nation’s survival.

Plato Knew the Score

All good law or government must presume that it is
truth, not opinion, which must reign in a form of gov-
ernment qualified to survive. The famous European
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In a republic, leadership involves raising up the population through informed dialogue.
Exemplary was the Presidency of Franklin Delano Roosevelt, shown here socializing
with government officials, and the workers, at a Civilian Conservation Corps camp.

empires, such as those of ancient Rome and Byzantium,
that of old Venice, and that of the New Venetian system
of such as the William of Orange who crushed the Mas-
sachussets Bay Colony, have been intrinsically evil sys-
tems for exactly this principal reason.

The principle which implicitly satisfies such a re-
quirement, is the unique quality of the human species
which no other living species has demonstrated. Man-
kind, the species of “fire-burners” which succeeds
through the successive discoveries of a physical in-
crease of human productivity through successive stages
of “energy-flux density” of usable power, presents us
with the evidence for true success of the specific mis-
sion on which human progress and survival depend.

Thus, “truth” can never be honestly defined by mere
popular opinion. It is the survival of the human species
through successive increases of its power per-capita,
which permits the progress of the condition of the
human individual, and that survival, and progress of
man’s power to overcome the adversities with which
not only the human species, but our Solar System itself,
challenge our powers to progress. Truth, not opinion,
must prevail to that end. It is the urgency of sustaining
arelentless commitment to the improvement of the life
of the human species, of the respective nations, and of
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the development of the individual’s powers of
creativity employed to those ends, which mea-
sures truth in practice, per capita and per square
kilometer.

On precisely that account, Plato knew from
bitter personal experience the disaster repre-
sented by the rule of democracy. I refer to the
condemnation and execution in 399 B.C. of Pla-
to’s mentor Socrates. Socrates was convicted of
“corrupting the youth” and “impiety” by a jury
of hundreds of Athenian citizens, under the in-
fluence of the Democratic Party demagogues of
the time. As you can read in his The Apology,
Plato’s reproduction of Socrates’ speech to the
jury, the 70-year-old teacher refused to kowtow
to public opinion in any way, shape, or form, and
went uncomplainingly to his death.

While Plato does not directly reference this
particular travesty of justice in the discussion of
democracy in his ten-book dialogue, The Repub-
lic, it is impossible to conclude that it did not
affect his negative view of that political system.
Others, of course, have either implicitly or ex-
plicitly attacked Socrates for his arrogance in
not propitiating democratic norms, concluding
that he actually deserved to die. That’s the “dem-
ocratic” way: Go along with the majority, also known
as public opinion, no matter what the truth of the matter,
or suffer the consequences.

Plato’s discussion of forms of government takes up
considerable length in the eighth and ninth books of
The Republic, and is well worth reviewing here (al-
though people will want to study it for themselves). He
takes each of five forms of government, and analyzes
their dynamics in the functioning of the city-state, and
the characteristic behavior of individual citizens in
those types of states. There is a clear correspondence
between the nature of the state and the dominant char-
acter of its citizens, Plato argues—and he draws out the
consequences with devastating accuracy. Plato is clear
that the form of government directly reflects the domi-
nant character of its people.

The five forms of government are: 1) the republic,
which could also be called the rule by the best, an aris-
tocracy; 2) the timocracy, a society ruled by those seek-
ing honor (public approval); 3) the oligarchy, ruled by
the successful seekers of wealth, above all other goods;
4) democracy, in which the “will of the people” rules;
and 5) tyranny, in which the strongman comes in to
impose order in the face of the chaos created by democ-
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The Socratic method represents a mortal threat to the oligarchical and
democratic system, as his judicial murder by the Democratic Party of
Athens reflected. Socrates is depicted here in dialogue, with hands
outstretched. Detail from Raphael’s “The School of Athens” (1509-10).

racy. Plato shows how each of these models can law-
fully degenerate into the next, ending with the dictator-
ship that enslaves and destroys the population. But this
is not an “objective” process; the degeneration of the
state follows precisely from the degeneration of the
moral character of the citizenry.

Do you recall how frequently George Washington,
Abraham Lincoln, and others insisted that the ability of
the United States to avoid tyranny depended upon the
American citizenry clinging to the path of virtue? That
was not rhetoric to them, but a solid commitment which
they lived, to govern themselves as they governed the
state, by the pursuit of the public good. They lived by
the very standard that the so-called idealist Plato had
elaborated so many centuries before. And no other
method will work today.

How Tyranny Evolves

Putting aside the still ongoing battles about the
actual prescriptions Plato (and Socrates) outlined for
the maintenance of a republican form of government
(Plato’s dialogue form deliberately avoids the simple-
minded declarative answers which shallow minds
seek), we can clearly identify the principles that this
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greatest of Greek philosophers considers inherent in
such a state. The republic, and the republican citizen,
are governed by the rule of Reason, which, in Platonic
thought, corresponds to the Good and to Truth, both of
which are not to be found in the day-to-day experiences
of sense-perception, but in the principles that govern
both the physical universe and the mind of man.

Contrary to some, the Good and Truth are not objects
in themselves—some Baal-like idols to be worshipped—
but lawful processes, new aspects of which mankind is
constantly discovering. It is here that the coherence of
morality and science reside, and the role of the state is
not only to foster the Good itself, but to provide condi-
tions under which individuals and society can constantly
improve their knowledge and powers of reason.

Thus, the successful republic must be governed by
those with the best knowledge of the Good, who also
are committed to imbuing more and more of their fellow
citizens with that same knowledge. Its opponents have
consistently smeared this concept by calling it dictator-
ship, because it asserts the supremacy of Reason gov-
erning the laws of the universe. How foolish! What else
but Reason, embedded in natural law, dictates that soci-
eties that fail to follow the laws of progress fall into
decay, and die? Deny natural law’s existence, and it’s
you who die. That, as LaRouchePAC videos have
shown in reviewing the history of the biosphere, and as

the history of the decline of civilizations through human
history has also shown, is the hard reality.

Call it an aristocracy of merit, or a republic, the
ideal form of government is one which is based on, and
governed by, citizens committed to the principles of
universal justice and truth—the very opposite of seek-
ing approval from public opinion.

But, as Plato describes it, there is a lawful process of
devolution from the concept and practice of an aristoc-
racy. The first level he calls a timocracy, where indi-
viduals strive for the appearance of merit, rather than
working to actually achieve it. There is a deterioriation
in culture, the abandonment of the study of philosophy,
and the introduction of ambition and other baser mo-
tives into leading individuals in this system, including
the desire for an accumulation of wealth.

From this condition, it is a small step to what Plato
calls an oligarchical society, one in which wealth is the
dominant value, rather than virtue and knowledge.
Those motivated by the acquisition of wealth take over
the leading offices, and move to turn the rest of the pop-
ulation into a class Plato calls “drones,” who share the
characteristic of being motivated by greed, but are
largely poor, even beggars. Property qualifications, ex-
plicit or implicit, are established for political positions,
and any aspiration other than the acquisition of riches is
devalued.

LaRouche: ‘Democracy Is
Not a Rational Solution’

Lyndon LaRouche made the following remarks to as-
sociates on Sept. 1, 2012.

First of all, the problem lies in the fact that most
people are corrupted. They’re corrupted by what
they accept, as what they think is their own opinion,
and their own interest. And this is expressed most
clearly, when they start talking about “my interest.”
“It’s in my interest.” That’s where the problem starts.
Because you’re living in an oligarchical society, and
the oligarchical society was designed a long time
ago, as history tells us. You go back to think about
the siege of Troy, for example, Homer’s account of

this, and you begin to get a sense of how mankind
degenerated. And how all human cultures are degen-
erated cultures, in that sense.

Therefore, you try to say, let’s define a morality,
based on our experience, and our desires, and our
opinions, and let’s have a “democratic” opinion,
which as facts have shown, is the worst thing you can
do. Because democracy can not be a rational solution
for the human problem. You have to step outside
popular opinion entirely, because that’s what the
problem is.

The failure of humanity lies in popular opinion,
as a belief. Because the belief that they adopted was
the belief that was embedded in them by oligarchism.
And therefore, even without their master, they’ll
behave as slaves. They’ll be slaves to one another.
Democracy, as we see with the case of a certain Pres-
ident of the United States, was simply a process of
slavery. But it was jointly shared.
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From the oligarchical society evolves the
democratic one—a society in which every indi-
vidual is out for himself, for pleasure and gain. In
the name of spreading the wealth, social cohesion
increasingly collapses, creating a culture of licen-
tiousness and factionalization which defeats every
attempt to maintain the pursuit of reason and
virtue. Such a society’s vices—insolence, anar-
chy, prodigality, shamelessness—are mirrored in
the character of the average citizen in such a soci-
ety, who has no moral compass but yields to every
appetite of the moment.

It is this “democratic” anarchy that creates the
conditions (as sought by the oligarchy) for the
emergence of tyranny, which then brutally sup-
presses the population.

T T

With a view to the mindless adulation of “de- ||'
mocracy” today, look more closely at Plato’s in- ” |
sights into the fundamental characteristics of this
system, and how it leads to tyranny. Reflect on
how these characteristics dominate not only our
culture today, but the way you think.

We take up in Section XI of The Republic,
Book VII, with Socrates asking the questions
about the nature of the democracy, and Adeiman-
tus answering:

““What, then,’ said I, ‘is the manner of their
life and what is the quality of such a constitu-
tion?... To begin with, are they not free? and is
not the city chock-full of liberty and freedom of
speech? and has not every man licence to do as he
likes?’

“*‘Soitis said,” he replied.

“*And where there is such licence, it is obvious that
everyone would arrange a plan for leading his own life
in the way that pleases him.’

“‘Obvious.’

““All sorts and conditions of men, then, would arise
in this polity more than in any other?’...

“‘Possibly, this is the most beautiful of polities; as a
garment of many colours, embroidered with all kinds of
hues, so this, decked and diversified with every type of
character, would appear the most beautiful.’. ..

“*Owing to this licence, it includes all kinds, and it
seems likely that anyone who wishes to organize a state,
as we were just now doing, must find his way to a dem-
ocratic city and select the model that pleases him, as if

A Closer Look at ‘Democracy’ Wﬂm
P
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In pure democracies, the passions and opinions of the mob are allowed
to run loose, until people virtually beg for a tyrant to impose order.
That was the British strategy in the mob-dominated French Revolution,
depicted here.

in a bazaar of constitutions, and after making his choice,
establish his own.””!

Sound familiar? Is this not what we praise today as
our “democratic society”?

But Socrates draws very different conclusions, as he
goes along. He notes that this democratic spirit “tram-
ples underfoot” the noble ideals of mastering the prin-
ciples of justice and well-being needed by the state, and
honors a politician “if only he says that he loves the
people”! Le., the demagogue.

And the character of the democratic “soul”? Plato

1. Quotes are from the translation by Paul Shorey (Cambridge, Mass.:
Harvard University Press, 1935).
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describes the appetites running rampant:

“They seize the citadel of the young man’s soul,
finding it empty and unoccupied by studies and honour-
able pursuits and true discourses, which are the best
watchmen and guardians in the minds of men who are
dear to the gods.” And when they have emptied virtues
such as reverence and temperance from the youth’s
soul, “they proceed to lead home from exile insolence
and anarchy and prodigality and shamelessness, re-
splendent in a great attendant choir and crowned with
garlands, and in celebration of their praises they euphe-
mistically denominate insolence ‘good breeding,’ li-
cence ‘liberty,” prodigality ‘magnificence,” and shame-
lessness ‘manly spirit.””

This, then, is the “liberty” of the democracy, which
was established in reaction to the oligarchy, nof in order
to set aside the base criterion of gaining wealth as the
social ideal, but to give everyone the chance to exercise

a pursuit of his own interest, including wealth, and ulti-
mately pursue “liberty” to the point of anarchy. In the
midst of this war of each against all, factions proliferate
and men turn into wolves, forming packs which band
together to make war on others. The beasts take over,
inside the human soul, and in society as a whole. It is
from this process that the strongest, the tyrant, backed
by the oligarchy which was never crushed, and sup-
ported by the unmoored population itself, emerges to
take over and suppress the others.

The U.S. Republic

Even in seeking to throw off the tyranny of the Brit-
ish monarchy, the American Revolutionary leaders
were acutely aware of the dangers of anarchy, or what
might be called the “democratic mob.” They were con-
stantly fighting against the eruption of mob rule, and
attempting to set a standard of the pursuit of the

Jeremy Bentham’s
Public Opinion Tribunal

Jeremy Bentham (1748-1832), the
hired pen commissioned to write a
rebuttal to the American Declaration
of Independence for the British oli-
garchy, spelled out the principles of
the British Empire’s manipulation of
public opinion as a path to tyranny in
his infamous tract An Introduction to
the Principles of Morals and Legis-
lation (1780), in which he dismissed
any notion of human creativity. He
declared instead:

“Nature has placed mankind
under the governance of two sover-
eign masters, pain and pleasure. It is
for them alone to point out what we ought to do, as
well as to determine what we shall do.... Every
effort we make to throw off our subjection, will serve
but to demonstrate and confirm it. The principle of
utility—the greatest happiness or greatest felicity
principle—recognizes this subjection, and assumes
it for the foundation.... Systems which attempt to

Painting by Henry William
Pickersgill (detail).

question it deal.... in caprice instead of reason, in
darkness instead of light.”

For Bentham, as for his master, Lord Shelburne,
the architect of the post-1763 British Empire, public
opinion was to be created, manipulated, and used as
the ultimate mechanism for social
control. Bentham and Shelburne
were the architects of the French Ja-
cobin Terror, exploiting their net-
work of traitors to the French Re-
public, to spread mob violence, as
the means to impose the Napoleonic
dictatorship and war.

To make pure mob democracy an
instrument for oligarchical tyranny,
Bentham drafted a model constitu-
tion, based on his pleasure-pain
principle. In the over 1,000-page
document, Bentham established an
absolute dictatorship, led by what he
called the Public Opinion Tribunal, a
“liberal” junta with absolute authority, utilizing their
manipulation of popular opinion to secure their
power.

Bentham’s Public Opinion Tribunal is the es-
sence of the British Empire’s system of tyrannical
control by mob manipulation.

—Jeffrey Steinberg
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“common good” or “general welfare” of the nation as
a whole, as against the spirits of faction and localism.
A mob swayed by the passions of the hour—as the
British utilized to ultimately defeat the attempt to carry
out an American-style revolution in France in 1789—
was recognized as a tried-and-true tactic used by the
oligarchy, in this case the British monarchy, to re-es-
tablish power.

The form of the U.S. government was set up in order
to avoid such a pitfall. George Washington famously
described the division of the Legislative branch as the
equivalent of a tea cup and saucer, where the House of
Representatives was the tea cup, holding the hot liquid,
but the hot tea was allowed to pour into the saucer
where it would cool. The role of the saucer, Washington
said, was to be played by the Senate, which would cool
down the passions reflected in the House. The Legisla-
tive branch as a whole then was balanced by the Execu-
tive and the Judiciary, which had their own separate
functions.

Politics should not involve the pursuit of popularity,
but of the proper policies for the development of the
nation, protection of its sovereignty, and improvements
in knowledge and conditions of life for its people: that
was the credo of Washington, Alexander Hamilton,
John Quincy Adams, and others. Hamilton, in particu-
lar, was famous for intervening to prevent mob vio-
lence, even by his revolutionary allies, and gave his life
in the attempt to abort the rise of a man whom he saw as
a would-be Caesar, Aaron Burr.

Writing to a friend in 1792, when he was working to
prevent Burr from becoming Vice President in the
second Washington Administration, Hamilton said:
“Mr. Burr’s integrity as an individual is not un-
impeached. As a public man, he is one of the worst
sort—a friend to nothing but as it suits his interest and
ambition. Determined to climb to the highest honors of
the State, and as much higher as circumstances may
permit; he cares for nothing about the means of effect-
ing his purpose.... In a word, if we have an embryo-
Caesar in the United States, ’tis Burr.”

And Caesar, of course, as Hamilton had explained
in earlier debates with the Jeffersonians, was “the Whig
of his day.” His antithesis, the Tory Cato, “frequently
resisted, the latter [Caesar—ed.] always flattered, the
follies of the people. Yet the former perished with the
republic—the latter destroyed it....”

Pure democracy, based on the whims of public opin-
ion, is the pathway to dictatorship.
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The Travesty of Andrew Jackson

As we have described at some length in previous
articles,? the election of Andrew Jackson as President,
and the way he destroyed the Bank of the United States,
was a crucial turning point toward the destruction of the
United States as a republican form of government.
Jackson governed in a style that can only be compared
to that of Adolf Hitler, throwing aside the lawful proce-
dures of government, including the prerogatives of the
Congress, in the name of directly representing the
“people”—and thus putting the country on the course
toward the divisions that the British Empire exploited
to instigate the Civil War.

Again, this was not a matter of political party. Popu-
lists from all sides of the spectrum adulate the scoun-
drel Jackson, lying that he was defending “the people”
from the “aristocrats.”

A recent video production by LaRouchePAC, “The
Condemnation of Andrew Jackson for Treason,” docu-
ments step-by-step how Jackson violated the Constitu-
tion in the way he went about the filthy business of ma-
nipulating public opinion in order to get rid of the
national bank on which the credit of the rapidly industri-
alizing United States depended. A stupid man himself,
whose popularity rested on some successful military ex-
ploits such as the Battle of New Orleans, Jackson was a
pawn of Wall Street and the British financial interests
which owned it. Author Bray Hammond, in his book
Banks and Politics in America, from the Revolution to
the Civil War, documents at some length the fact that the
key opposition to the Second Bank of the United States
did not come from agrarian America, as many claim, but
from the “money power” of Wall Street. Wall Street and
its British sponsors simply used Jackson, states’ rights,
and agrarian sentiment to achieve their goal.

The LaRouchePAC video provides a case study of
how the “democrat” Jackson used the manipulation of a
gullible public to assert his will, to the nation’s peril. It
could just as well be a case study of what Obama and
his crowd are doing today.

The overarching theme of the video documentary is

2. Anton Chaitkin, “The American Industrial Revolution that
Andrew Jackson Sought To Destroy,” EIR, June 22, 2012, http://
www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2012/eirv39n25- 20120622/06-
23_3925.pdf; Michael Kirsch, “The Credit System vs. Speculation:
Nicholas Biddle and the 2nd Bank of the United States,” EIR, July 20,
2012, https://www.larouchepub.com/eiw/public/2012/eirv39n28-
20120720/eirv39n28-20120720.pdf

3. http://larouchepac.com/jackson- treason
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BORN TO COMMAND.

OF VETO MEMORY .

EING ANDREW THE FIRET.

Library of Congress

Jackson the Democrat was widely recognized by his opponents as

having turned into an autocrat, by ignoring Constitutional procedures

in pursuit of aggrandizing his own power. Thus the cartoon, King
Andrew I.

established by its use of the “La Calumnia” aria from
Rossini’s opera “The Barber of Seville.” That aria por-
trays the building of a campaign of whispers and lies,
which grows like a tempest, until it utterly destroys its
victim—despite the fact that there’s absolutely no truth
fo it. That reality is then elaborated step by step in the
way that Jackson, his “kitchen cabinet” of advisor-con-
trollers, and the Democratic Party-controlled press of
the time orchestrated popular opinion against the Bank
of the United States, ultimately permitting the Jackson
Administration to take it down.

The first chapter of the documentary, “Formation of
the Kitchen Cabinet,” sets the stage for what Jackson
would do. The new President immediately established,
for the first time, what is called the “spoils system,” in
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which he replaced as many officeholders as he
could, especially in the postal system, with “his
own people.” Attempts by the Presidency to turn
the branches of the Bank of the United States into
political tools were rebuffed by the bank’s presi-
dent, Nicholas Biddle—and the war was on. A
massive press campaign condemning the Bank as
“against the people” was launched, with Sen.
Thomas Benton of Missouri taking the point in a
widely reported speech in 1831. At that point,
Jackson’s clique was able to utilize 150 newspa-
pers around the United States in its campaign to
destroy the Bank.

But what were the facts? As the second chap-
ter “Failed Investigation and Veto,” details, a
Jackson ally in the House of Representatives, Au-
gustin Clayton of Georgia, in 1832, called for an
official investigation of charges of corruption by
the Bank. Lurid testimony was given before the
House, and a report produced in May. Included
with the majority report was a minority report by
then-Rep. John Quincy Adams, which rebutted
Clayton’s charges decisively. The House endorsed
the minority report, and voted to recharter the
Bank, whose charter was set to expire in 1836.

Did Jackson listen to the facts? No. He vetoed
the recharter, as his masters demanded. The mi-
nority report was suppressed in the press, so that
the public was basically unaware of it. Nor were
many ever to learn that Representative Clayton
himself, albeit in 1834, ultimately recanted his
charges, admitting that they were false.

Jackson’s action did not go unchallenged.
While the Congress did not have the votes to over-
ride the veto, the President’s action was widely seen as
a threat to the legislature’s power over the control of the
currency. One paper compared Jackson to King George
III. In an effort to assert reality, in the face of a new
slander campaign against the Bank—claiming it was
insolvent and thus unsafe for government funds—Con-
gress set up a new investigation—which again said the
Bank was okay. Jackson’s allies responded by commis-
sioning another investigation, which came up with the
conclusion he wanted, but that was rejected by Con-
gress. Stalemate!

Jackson the Dictator
Unable to get Congress on his side, Jackson went

the next step—much as we can see President Obama
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doing today. Whipped up into a rage by his kitchen cab-
inet controllers, over the fact that Congress would not
bend to his will, he set about usurping the powers of the
legislature and judiciary by removing U.S. government
deposits from the Bank. This was such an insane thing
to do, from the standpoint of the economic welfare of
the country, that Jackson had to fire two Secretaries of
the Treasury who refused to carry out his orders. Ulti-
mately, it was the infamous unconfirmed Treasury Sec-
retary Roger Taney (later to become the Supreme Court
chief justice of Dred Scott infamy) who did the deed in
the Fall of 1833—Ieading straight to a raging economic
crisis within a couple of months.

What Jackson did, Rep. John Quincy Adams cor-
rectly charged, was nothing less than to exercise uncon-
stitutional, dictatorial power, claiming he was acting
for “the people.” Through the action of his agent, Taney,
he had become prosecutor, judge, jury, and executioner
of the Bank of the United States, and had taken all the
revenues of the nation into his own hands, for disposi-
tion as he would—to the pet banks of his choosing.

And what did the people do? To their credit, as the
LaRouchePAC video documents, hundreds of them
from all over the country mobilized memorial resolu-
tions to the House and Senate, blasting the President’s
usurpation of power. The Senate passed a motion of
censure against Jackson in the Spring of 1834. But until
Abraham Lincoln became President in 1860, and under
the war emergency, set up the equivalent of national
banking through his Greenback system, the population
showed itself incapable of reversing Jackson’s destruc-
tion of the Bank of the United States. And, perhaps
equally important, the reputation of the traitor Andrew
Jackson as a “defender of the people” continues to be
the widely popular view up to this very day.

The Issue Before Us Today

The corruption rampant in the United States (and
other nations) today as a result of “democracy’s” usur-
pation of the republic and its values, is not a partisan
issue. We have seen the degeneration proceed over gen-
erations, step by step—after the British assassination of
Lincoln, after the British assassination of McKinley,
after the death of Franklin Roosevelt, and the British
assassination of John Kennedy. Not just political cul-
ture, but literature, music, and art have all become in-
creasingly degraded, to the point that the depravity and
stupidity may even rival that of ancient Rome. It only
takes a couple of minutes of listening to the disgusting
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Andrew Jackson’s campaign poster reflects the appeal to
personal popularity that is characteristic of democracies—in
stark contrast to the appeal to policies and programs that will
save the nation.

“music” at the national political conventions to confirm
this judgment.

But, in facing the political tasks before us, we cannot
be “even-handed.” It is Barack Obama who occupies
the Presidency of the United States, the most powerful
position in the world, from which he has the power to
press the button for thermonuclear war. It is Barack
Obama, with his well-known psychological profile as a
Nero-like malignant narcissist, who represents a clear
and present danger to our nation’s survival, well before
the Presidential elections in November. It is Barack
Obama who must be removed from political power im-
mediately—constitutionally, but definitely.

It is not necessary, on this occasion, to review the
record of Barack Obama in violating his oath to uphold
the Constitution of the United States, or of acting to en-
danger the very existence of this nation by his adoption
of policies of Nazi health care, Hitler-like aggressive
war, and provocations toward a World War III that
could render the human race extinct. Those facts are
widely available. A large number of those who defend
him today are well aware of this record, and feel twinges
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of conscience, but refuse to act, citing their respect for
“democratic” opinion. Others rely on the ruse that
“Romney would be worse,” ignoring the reality that
Obama’s incumbency is threatening our very existence
now, and showing the cowardice that will kill us all.

Is anyone prepared to address the standard of truth,
as Plato would? Does anyone have the courage of a

John Quincy Adams, who braved the wrath of friend
and foe alike, particularly when serving in the House of
Representatives, in order to stand up for principle?
Who in the political arena in the United States will join
Lyndon LaRouche and his movement, in heeding Ben-
jamin Franklin, when he said the Constitutional Con-
vention had created “a republic, if you can keep it”?

LaRouche: ‘Public Opinion
Is Fatal Stupidity’

Lyndon LaRouche made the following remarks to as-
sociates on Sept. 1, 2012.

The U.S. population, U.S. institutions generally, are
not competent to save their own butts! Public opin-
ion is not competent to save its own butt. And that’s
the lesson to learn. Popular opinion is fatal stupid-
ity.

Because what people share as poop is criminal
stupidity. They believe in things, they believe in
practices, they believe in ideas, which are foolish,
and which can kill them. Now, thermonuclear war
is obviously the big killer, the big threat. But there
are other threats down the line, which can come, if
mankind continues to think the way it thinks now.

Anybody who likes popular opinion is too stupid
to govern nations. Popular opinion, of all forms—
forget it! What people popularly believe, what they
share, as affirmed authority, with their friends: “Me
and my friends, we believe this, we don’t believe
what you believe. We believe this.” Stupid jerks!
They don’t realize that it is they who have brought
this upon themselves. It’s the human species that has
voted to kill itself, exterminate itself, because it has
evolved habits of thought, habits of opinion, habits
of tendencies, which they smugly believe: Popular
opinion, popular opinion, you’ve got to go by popu-
lar opinion! What killed the United States was popu-
lar opinion! Like the case of Andrew Jackson: Jack-
son was a case of popular opinion that killed the
United States, at that time. And the American people
are going to die, probably, because they killed them-
selves, by popular opinion.

Threat of Thermonuclear War

Now, this threat of thermonuclear war is a prod-
uct of popular opinion. Even thinking about some-
thing as foolish as this idea was part of popular opin-
ion; that’s how it came into circulation. And if this
[danger] is passed over, then you’re going to have the
same problem to solve: Popular opinion will still be
there. You saved these guys’ butts, and they’ll still
believe in popular opinion, after a shocking effect!
They will still believe that their ideas are right, that
popular opinion is right. They will still believe that;
they’ll just change it a bit. They’ll modify it just a
little bit. But if they think what they think now,
they’re incompetent to save their own butt!

Because the rottenness, the evil, inside mankind will
still be there. If we get them out of one way of killing
themselves, they’ll come up with another one. That’s
the issue you have to deal with. And you have to deal
with that now, otherwise, you don’t understand how to
deal with the problem as it stands now. You can not
make a compromise with popular opinion! That’s the
one thing you can not do, if you wish to survive. You
have to recognize the inherent evil of popular opinion.

And people should recognize, that’s what kills
people, that’s what destroys them, is popular opinion.
They create an atmosphere of popular opinion. Soci-
ety is susceptible to this atmosphere of popular opin-
ion; people are controlled by that, because they say
they depend upon support from popular opinion. They
want acceptance by popular opinion; they want a job,
which they get through popular opinion; they want
another source of income; they want this kind of grat-
ification, this kind of entertainment. And that’s what
kills them; sends them into one trap after the other.

Mankind has got to wake up, to realize what man-
kind must become. All the cheap-shot solutions don’t
work. If we can stop this thermonuclear war, we’ll do
it, but that’s not the end of the problem. That’s the
beginning of the end of the problem.
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