
Let’s Realize the Dream of All of Mankind!
by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

We are witnessing right now an epoch-
al battle for the true identity of mankind: 
Are human beings, as the proponents of 
the New Green Deal suggest, parasites 
that put a strain on nature, and whose 
number must, therefore, be kept as low 
as possible? Or is the human species the 
only creative one known in the universe 
so far, a species with a limitless capacity 
for self-perfection both of its mind and 
the beauty of its character, with infinite 
capabilities to discover new principles of 
our physical universe?

This is not an esoteric question; it is the 
central axiomatic controversy underlying 
the present strategic battle between the col-
lapsing old paradigm of the neoliberal sys-
tem and of geopolitical confrontation, and 
the emerging new paradigm of an econom-
ic model devoted to the common good of 
all people of this world, living in a harmo-
nious relation of the development of all.

The old paradigm is the British Empire 
paradigm of voracious greed and of oli-
garchical control of the world. It express-
es itself in the fact that fewer and fewer 
people own the wealth of the world—a 
2018 report found that just 26 individ-
uals possess half the wealth of the entire 
human population—at the expense of the 
poor becoming poorer and more numer-
ous. The hardships this paradigm causes 
for the ordinary man, woman, and child, 
are the reasons for the Brexit vote in 2016, 
for President Trump’s election by what 
Hillary Clinton cynically called the “de-
plorables,” for the election victory of the 
present Italian government, and for the 
protest of the “Yellow Vests” in France, a 
protest which is spreading to other Euro-
pean countries.

A New Paradigm in the United States?

President Trump promised not only to 
defend the living standard of the popu-
lation, by recreating productive jobs for 
everyone, but also to end the permanent 
foreign wars and to set US relations with 
Russia and China on a positive basis. But, 
so far, the British-designed coup attempt 
pushed by the Democrats and by neocons 
in the Republican Party is designed to pre-
vent Trump from carrying out his inten-
tion, to force a continued confrontation 
with Russia and China, and even to draw 
Trump himself into a new quagmire of 
foreign interventionist war in Venezuela.

Concerning Russia, in respect to the 
withdrawl from the Intermediate Nucle-
ar Forces (INF) Treaty, President Trump 

may have one intention—possibly replac-
ing the INF with a new agreement—but 
the Russians are reacting to the reality 
of the hawkish tones coming from other 
members of the administration, such as 
John Bolton, Michael Pompeo, Dan Coats 
and others, as well as the British “minister 
of war,” Gavin Williamson, who threatens 
to use “hard power” and who claims that 
the “boundaries between peace and war 
are becoming blurred.”

In response to this strategic environ-
ment, President Vladimir Putin declared, 
in his annual address to the Federal As-
sembly, that in the wake of the US with-
drawal from the INF treaty, Russia does 
not intend to deploy intermediate-range 
missiles in Europe, but that if the US 
does, “It will dramatically exacerbate 
the international security situation, and 
create a serious threat to Russia, because 
some of these missiles can reach Moscow 
in just 10-12 minutes… Russia will be 
forced to create and deploy weapons that 
can be used not only in the areas we are 
directly threatened from, but also in areas 
that contain decision-making centers for 
the missile systems threatening us.”

Putin stressed, that Russia does not seek 
confrontation, but that it is enhancing 
its defence capabilities in order to make 
sure that “nobody would even consider 
pressuring us, or launching an aggression 
against us.” In other words: if this spiral 
of a new arms race and possible confron-
tation goes out of control, Europe would 
not be the only nuclear rubblefield. Rus-
sian defense minister Shoigu commented 
on Putin’s speech, that Russia’s new weap-
on systems, such as the hypersonic glider 
“Avangard,” which can travel at speeds be-
yond Mach 20, are a hundred times less 
costly than the American missile defense 
system, which can only reach a speed of 
Mach 5, and which, according to experts, 
is therefore obsolete.

Defeating the Attempted Coup 
Against Trump

So it is high time to stop the coup 
against President Trump, especially in 
light of the fact that not only has the 
Senate confirmed that there was not one 
shred of evidence of collusion between 
Trump and Russia, but also that members 
of the Veteran Intelligence Professionals 
for Sanity have produced evidence that 
the so-called “Russian Hack” was actual-
ly an inside job. They have produced the 
technical evidence, that the emails of the 
DNC were downloaded and not hacked.

What we now see unfolding in the 
Russiagate coup is what the military an-
alyst Pat Lang correctly calls a “seditious 
conspiracy,”  an effort to “overthrow, put 
down, or to destroy by force the Govern-
ment of the United States.” The perpetra-
tors of this conspiracy must be brought to 
justice, and all the documents concern-
ing the role of the infamous Christopher 
Steele dossier and the role of British intel-
ligence in collusion with forces inside the 
US must be made public.

President Trump has waged a tremen-
dously courageous fight under these con-
ditions, but he now needs the support 
of every patriotic American, to free him 
from the chains of the “seditious conspir-
acy” of the so-called “Russiagate,” whose 
entire aim was from the beginning to pre-
vent him from improving relations with 
Russia, and by implication, with China.

What the fake media have hidden from 
the American population is the fact, that 
a new paradigm has been developing 
with a speed and a depth about which 
most people, who have been subjected 
to a wartime-like propaganda campaign 
against China, have absolutely no in-
kling. President Xi Jinping, whom Trump 
continues to call his “very good friend,” 
has initiated with his Belt and Road Ini-
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The Jan. 27, 1989 Jailing of Lyndon LaRouche 
Defined an Era, Which Now Must End

We Call Upon President Trump to Exonerate LaRouche!
Many Americans sat in stunned amaze-

ment earlier this month as the venerable 
New York Times and Specaial Counsel 
Robert Mueller’s apparatus moved to put 
the President of the United States, Donald 
Trump, on trial for treason, because he 
dared to meet and converse with Russian 
President Vladimir Putin; because he has 
referred to NATO as being “obsolete” and 
questioned its role; and because he fired 
his director of the FBI, James Comey, as 
the Constitution prescribes he has the au-
thority to do. Jaws dropped as it became 
public that top echelons of the FBI, the 
CIA, and the Democratic Party—all on 
instructions from British intelligence—
had been, and still are to this day, engaged 
in an active coup d’etat against the elected 
President of the United States. 

Many of you reading these lines today 
are rightly aghast at the fact that these ac-
tors, although they have not yet achieved 
their objective, have so far gotten away 
with their plot, and that they act with 
seeming impunity. “How is that possi-
ble?” you ask yourself and your friends.

To find the answer to that question, 
you only need look to the events of Jan. 
27, 1989—precisely 30 years ago—when 
Lyndon H. LaRouche and a group of as-
sociates were railroaded into prison with 
lengthy sentences, for crimes they never 
committed. The frame-up and jailing of 
LaRouche, facilitated by years of lying 
media vilification of LaRouche and his 
movement, which continues to this day, 
was carried out by the same British-run 
political apparatus—in many cases, by 
the same individual hit-men, including 
Special Counsel Robert Mueller—that to-
day is out to topple the President of the 
United States.

And it is because they were able to car-
ry out that injustice against LaRouche 30 
years ago, despite massive opposition na-
tionally and internationally from promi-
nent civil rights and human rights leaders, 
elected officials and legal scholars, that they 
are at it again today, on a grander scale.

In fact, the five-year jailing of Lyndon 
LaRouche defined an entire era of mod-
ern U.S. history, much as the 1963 assas-
sination of John F. Kennedy did.

There is no exaggeration in that state-
ment. Ramsey Clark, who served as At-

torney General of the United States un-
der President Lyndon Johnson, and who 
also represented LaRouche in his appeals 
to the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals 
and the U.S. Supreme Court, stated in an 
April 26, 1995 open letter to then Attor-
ney General Janet Reno:

I bring this matter [the LaRouche 
case] to you directly, because I believe 
it involves a broader range of delib-
erate and systematic misconduct and 
abuse of power over a longer period 
of time in an effort to destroy a po-
litical movement and leader, than any 
other federal prosecution in my time 
or to my knowledge.

Clark also said:

The purpose can only be seen as 
destroying— it’s more than a political 
movement, it’s more than a political 
figure; it is those two. But it’s a fertile 
engine of ideas, a common purpose of 
thinking and studying and analyzing 
to solve problems, regardless of the 
impact on the status quo, or on vested 
interests. It was a deliberate purpose 
to destroy that at any cost… In what 
was a complex and pervasive utiliza-
tion of law enforcement, prosecution, 

media, and non-governmental orga-
nizations focused on destroying an 
enemy, this case must be number one.

With LaRouche’s jailing, America and 
the world were deprived of their most il-
lustrious statesman and economist.

Because LaRouche’s policies for replac-
ing the deadly looting of Wall Street and 
the City of London with a just New World 
Economic Order of universal, high tech 
development, were not implemented, 
hundreds of millions of people around 
the world remained in poverty and tens 
of millions perished unnecessarily. It has 
only been with China’s recent adoption 
of policies very similar to those proposed 
by LaRouche up to 50 years ago, that the 
genocide has stopped in at least large 
parts of the planet.

Because LaRouche’s SDI policy, as ad-
opted and proposed by President Ron-
ald Reagan in 1983, was sabotaged and 
not carried out, the world today teeters 
at the edge of thermonuclear confronta-
tion. Only a return to LaRouche’s original 
design of the SDI ballistic missile defense 
system—based on new physical princi-
ples and cooperation with Russia and 
China, not against them—can now pull 

Helga Zepp-LaRouche addressing the Schiller Institute conference “Let Us Create a New, 
More Human Epoch for Mankind” in Morristown, New Jersey, on February 16, 2019.

On December 11, 2017, President Trump signed “Space Directive 1,” which states that “the United 
States will lead the return of humans to the Moon for long-term exploration and utilization, fol-
lowed by human missions to Mars and other destinations.” Credit: NASA

On January 3, 2019, China’s Chang’e 4 lander and Yutu-2 rover became the first manmade objects 
to touch down on the far side of the Moon. Credit: CNSA/CLEP

Continued on Page 4
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Lyndon LaRouche, as a political prisoner, in Rochester, Minnesota, 1991. The legal assaults against 
LaRouche and his movement were characterized by Ramsey Clark, former Attorney General of the 
United States, as the “number one” case of “a complex and pervasive utilization of law enforcement, 
prosecution, media, and non-governmental organizations focused on destroying an enemy.”
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Obituary: Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. (1922–2019)
Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., the American 

economist and statesman who compiled, 
between 1957 and 2007, the most accu-
rate record of economic forecasting in the 
world, passed away on February 12, 2019. 
The author of thousands of articles and 
over 100 books and book-length pam-
phlets and strategic studies, LaRouche 
was one of the most controversial politi-
cal figures in all of American history.

One reason for this was LaRouche’s 
proud, vigorous, and enduring Presiden-
tial campaign, 1976–2004, to re-establish 
American Constitutional self-govern-
ment following the 1963–1968 assassi-
nations of John F. Kennedy, Malcolm X, 
Martin Luther King, Jr., and Robert F. 
Kennedy. Another reason was his suc-
cessful establishment of an independent 
news service and intelligence gathering 
capability that allowed him and his asso-
ciates an unfiltered evaluations capability, 
which equipped them to accurately report 
the true state of the American economy, 
and often, the true nature of otherwise 
mysterious American and international 
political processes. 

LaRouche also created an internation-
al philosophical association, on the basis 
of re-creating the knowledge about the 
millennia-old controversy between the 
Platonic tradition and the school of Ar-
istotle, the fight between the republican 
model of state and the oligarchical system 
of empire.

LaRouche’s reach outside the Unit-
ed States was the result of his successful 
recruitment of hundreds of politicized 
students from many nations, particular-
ly in Europe, Canada, and Central and 
South America. This self-selected intelli-
gentsia gave him the power to originate 
and implement policy shifts through the 
deployment of modest but well-trained 
and extremely well-informed units that 
catalyzed much larger forces in various 
nations to sometimes act as “one mind 
across many continents.”

LaRouche was known for his insistence 
that each citizen of the United States, as 
well as citizens of any sovereign nation, 
have the responsibility to educate them-
selves on the crucial matters of policy that 
affect the future of their nations, and of 
humanity; to propose and defend only 
those policies that “promote the General 
Welfare of ourselves and our posterity;” 
and to defeat predatory financial mea-
sures enacted in the pursuit of racialist 
depopulation policies, sometimes dis-
guised as “environmentalism” or “sus-
tainable development” aimed particularly 
at the nations of Africa, Asia, and Central 
and South America.

Though prominent international per-
sons and institutions have recently begun 
reporting about LaRouche, despite his 
having been one of America’s most pro-
lific writers, no “major media source” has 
yet dared to quote Lyndon LaRouche’s ac-
tual views on any policy matter for which 
he was noted. This fear of LaRouche is 
notable, but not new. It was always true 
that the power of the ideas of LaRouche, 
as much as, or even more than the person 
of LaRouche, were deeply feared by his 
opponents. That fear will not abate with 
his physical demise.

LaRouche’s Four Laws, his proposal for 
a United States-Russia-China-India Four 
Powers Agreement, his invention of the 
1983 Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI) 
announced by then-President Ronald 
Reagan, and his unique five-decade ad-
vocacy of thermonuclear fusion power 
cannot be allowed to be mentioned by 
“mainstream media” today, even upon 
the occasion of LaRouche’s death. Were 
the American people to now know about 
these policies, and therefore what they 

had been denied by the decades-long 
enforced conspiracy of silence around 
LaRouche, particularly during the finan-
cial crises and useless predatory wars of 
the past 15 years, they would immediate-
ly conclude that someone has been trying 
very hard all these years to keep them 
away from Lyndon LaRouche’s ideas.

“He’s a bad guy, but we can’t tell you 
why” will no longer suffice as an expla-
nation for these people, as to why they 
should not, even now, know “who Lyndon 
LaRouche is.” In successfully breaking the 
confines of fake news at this moment, 
the real Lyndon LaRouche can finally be 
heard and become known. To that end, 
the following brief, very incomplete ac-
count of his life and work is supplied.

The Development of 
a World Statesman

LaRouche established himself over 
more than four decades as the foremost 
enemy of the British Imperial System, in 
both its pre-World War II and ongoing 
post-war Commonwealth incarnations. 
LaRouche’s service in World War II, par-
ticularly in the Burma theatre was per-
sonally decisive. “It was the experience 
in Calcutta, in 1946, which defined my 
principal lifelong commitment, that the 
United States should take postwar world 
leadership in establishing a world order 
dedicated to promoting the economic 
development of what we today call ‘de-
veloping nations,’ ” LaRouche wrote in 
his autobiography, The Power of Reason: 
1988. LaRouche began to do battle with 
the “political economic theorists” and 
slave-traders of the modern-day Brit-
ish East India Company, whose theories 
dominated American university Eco-
nomics departments in the aftermath of 
World War II.

LaRouche fiercely opposed the con-
ception of man-as-a-beast advocated by 
Francis Bacon, Thomas Hobbes, Parson 
Thomas Malthus, and John Locke. In-
stead, LaRouche re-established the sci-
ence of physical economy in the United 
States, a science invented in 1672 by the 
German philosopher Gottfried Leibniz, 
inventor of the calculus and co-inventor 
of the steam engine. Through an inten-
sive period of study between 1948 and 
1952, LaRouche advanced his indepen-
dent studies in physical science in or-
der to develop his method of economic 
forecasting. The 1983 book, LaRouche: 
Will This Man Become President? states: 
“What LaRouche first recognized during 
1952, was that by adopting a conception 
of energy which is fully consistent with 
[Bernhard] Riemann’s 1854 dissertation, 
‘On the Hypotheses Which Underlie Ge-
ometry,’ it is possible to measure both 
technology and economic growth in 
terms of energy so defined. In LaRouche’s 
work, economic value—real economic 
growth—is measured primarily in terms 
of increases of the potential relative pop-
ulation density of society.”

LaRouche, however, looked at all of his 
work on physical economy as the specif-
ic expression of a deeper epistemological 
task. In his 1988 article “Beethoven as a 
Physical Scientist,” LaRouche writes:

“My most important discoveries, in ev-
ery field which I have contributed, are 
based upon my successful refutation of the 
famous Kantian paradox reasserted in Im-
manuel Kant’s Critique of Judgment. Kant 
asserted two things of relevance here.

“First, he insisted that although cre-
ative processes responsible for valid 
fundamental scientific discoveries exist, 
these processes themselves are beyond 
all possible human understanding. That 
I proved to be false, and from that proof 

developed an approach to intelligible rep-
resentation of those creative processes, 
and hence the implicit measurement of 
technological progress as such.

“Second, on the basis of the first as-
sumption, Kant argued that there were no 
intelligible criteria of truth or beauty in 
aesthetics. The toleration which has been 
gained so generally by all modern irra-
tionalism in matters of art, has depended 
upon German and other acceptance of 
this thesis on aesthetics advanced by Kant 
and Friedrich Carl von Savigny later.”

The prolific nature of Lyndon 
LaRouche’s writings, in the fields of mu-
sic, economics, history, language, and 
the physical sciences, inspired many col-
laborations and exchanges with people 
throughout the world. LaRouche, im-
portantly, was a statesman—not a poli-
tician—a practitioner of statecraft, in the 
Socratic-Athenian sense. He established 
organizations through teaching, starting 
with a several-part lecture series in 1966, 
through which he advanced and debated 
his method of economic forecasting, es-
pecially on university campuses. Many 
first encountered LaRouche on one side 
of a debate, held with campus econom-
ic and political authorities of the 1970s. 
This stopped after LaRouche’s famous 
1971 debate with economist Abba Lerner, 
who lost by admitting that if the auster-
ity policies of German Finance Minister 
Hjalmar Schacht had been implemented 
in the 1920s, “Hitler would not have been 
necessary.” Within months, no one could 
be found to debate LaRouche, and no 
such debates ever again occurred.

LaRouche’s lectures on what were at 
the time called “dialectical economics,” 
were precisely that—dialogues between 
LaRouche and philosophical, economic 
and scientific figures from history, por-
trayed by him with storyteller precision, 
always done without notes, and often 
done without any books at all. Students 
were supplied with an extensive syllabus 
of reading material, with suggested read-
ings detailed week by week. One student 
recalled that “passages were referred to 

from a work like Kant’s Critique of Prac-
tical Reason, for example. You would be 
told to read it. If you did so, and came to 
the class the next week, he would first de-
scribe what his idea was of the passage, 
which was persuasive as well as accurate. 
He would then proceed to destroy it piece 
by piece, and because you had read it, and 
accepted it, you got to discover the falla-
cies lurking at the bottom of your own 
mind. He demonstrated to you the differ-
ence between reading and thinking. They 
weren’t classes: they were soliloquies. 
And that’s how we got interested.”

LaRouche’s primary organization was 
the National (later International) Cau-
cus of Labor Committees, a philosophi-
cal association organized as a “system of 
conferences,” usually held twice yearly. 
From this association sprang many other 
organizations, such as the Fusion Ener-
gy Foundation, the U.S. Labor Party, the 
National Democratic Policy Committee, 
the Anti-Drug Coalition, and others. 
LaRouche also founded and worked with 
organizations in France, Germany, Italy, 
Sweden, Canada, Denmark, Mexico, Co-
lombia, Peru, Australia, and many other 
nations.

In December of 1977, LaRouche mar-
ried Helga Zepp of Germany, later the 
creator of the Schiller Institute, a policy 
institution for the promotion of statecraft 
and a renaissance of Classical culture.

“In the fall of 1977, I suggested that 
we marry…. I was a little surprised, but 
pleasantly, when she agreed.… There 
was nothing ordinary about the lives of 
either of us, nor was it ever likely to be 
otherwise. We married in Wiesbaden on 
December 29, 1977. The service was in 
German; the official of the Standesamt 
asked me in German, if I knew what was 
happening. There was laughter about that 
question among my friends for weeks af-
terward.” They remained married for 41 
years.

The combative nature and polemi-
cal style of the campaigns, electoral and 
non-electoral, of LaRouche and his as-
sociates were unique in American polit-

ical life in the 1970s, 1980s, and 1990s. 
LaRouche’s 1976 half-hour broadcast, 
“Emergency Address to the Nation,” 
was the first time an independent candi-
date had ever purchased that quantity of 
television time in a U.S. federal election. 
LaRouche appeared on television fifteen 
times during the Presidential election of 
1984 in 30-minute segments, virtually in-
venting what would later be imitated as 
the “infomercial.” The LaRouche Presi-
dential candidacies, and the candidacies 
of his associates, including the running of 
1,000 candidates for office in 1986 alone, 
both terrified LaRouche ’s opponents in 
the United States, and inspired others to 
have the courage not merely to run for 
office, but to support policies designed to 
benefit all of humanity, not merely “their 
local mud-hole.”

One such policy was the Internation-
al Development Bank (IDB), a 1975 
LaRouche proposal to replace the Inter-
national Monetary Fund, and to develop 
what was then termed “the Third World” 
through providing for the export of, not 
only American-built technology, but en-
tire cities. These cities were to be built as 
training sites for the rapid development 
of the skills of developing-sector popula-
tions, enabling them to create their own 
“full-set” economies, rather than become 
debt-slaves, as in fact occurred.

Persons such as Frederick Wills, the 
former Foreign Affairs Minister of Guy-
ana, advocated LaRouche’s IDB proposal 
in a 1976 session of the United Nations. 
Mexico’s President José López Portillo 
and India’s Prime Minister Indira Gand-
hi met with Lyndon and Helga LaRouche 
and adopted aspects of his proposals, 
many of which were presented as book-
length treatments, such as “Operation 
Juárez” for Mexico and “The Industrial-
ization of India: From Backwardness to 
Industrial Power in Forty Years” and a 
“A Fifty-Year Development Policy for the 
Indian-Pacific Oceans Basin”—all papers 
written by LaRouche in the early 1980s, 
and whose central outlook is still current, 
not only for today, but for the next decade 
or more.

The unorthodox method for dispers-
ing these ideas advocated by LaRouche 
was Socratic: talking to people one on 
one. This daily street organizing occurred 
at unemployment centers, post offices, 
airports and traffic intersections, street 
corners, downtown areas and shopping 
malls. This direct contact with the Amer-
ican population resulted in LaRouche 
having a better reading on what was hap-
pening in the United States “from on the 
ground” than any other political force 
in the country. Corrupt elements of the 
Justice Department, and “quasi non-gov-
ernmental organizations” who were giv-
en the green light to illegally disrupt the 
Constitutionally-guaranteed right of 
LaRouche’s associates to organize were 
forced to resort to characterizing the or-
ganization as a “cult” in order to dissuade 
citizens from contributing to companies 

Above: Lyndon LaRouche speaks with college students at Columbia University in 1973. Through 
economics courses, political organizing, and debates, LaRouche recruited and built a movement. 
Left: LaRouche meets workers at a Westinghouse plant in 1976, in the first of what would be his 
eight campaigns for the White House from 1976 to 2004, including in 1992, while in prison.

On Jan 17, 1990, Lyndon LaRouche, writing from prison on the occasion of Martin Luther King Jr.’s birthday, reflected on human mortality: “Imagine 
a time 50 years after you’re dead. Imagine in that moment, 50 years ahead, that you can become conscious and look back at the entirety of your mortal 
life, from its beginning to its ending. And, rather than seeing that mortal life as a succession of experiences, you see it as a unity. Imagine facing the 
question respecting that mortal life, asking, ‘Was that life necessary in the total scheme of the universe and the existence of mankind? Was it necessary 
that I be born in order to lead that life, the sum total of that number of years between birth and death? Did I do something, or did my living represent 
something, which was positively beneficial to present generations, and implicitly to future generations after me?’ If so, then I should have walked 
through that life with joy, knowing that every moment was precious to all mankind.”
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A Great Thinker of Our Time
by Sergei Yu. Glazyev, Academician of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Adviser to the President of the Russian Federation 

Lyndon LaRouche has left us. He 
was a titan of thought, a man of in-
credibly encyclopedic knowledge, 
great soul, and love for humanity.

He will always remain in our 
memory as an ardent fighter for 
mankind’s happy future, based on 
implementation of the principles 
of physical economy—a realistic 
school of economic thought, di-
rected towards the creation of ma-
terial benefits and the conditions 
for socioeconomic development.

In contrast to the libertarian 
tendency that today dominates 
mainstream economic ideology 
in the interests of the world finan-
cial oligarchy, Lyndon LaRouche 
developed genuine economic sci-
ence in the interests of the devel-
opment of the productive forces 
of mankind. His concept of a Eur-
asian development bridge from 
Western Europe to Russia’s Far 
East, and onward to Alaska and 

the USA, could become a real al-
ternative to today’s hybrid world 
war. LaRouche foresaw the Rus-
sophobic aggression of the Amer-
ican ruling elite and warned of its 
ruinous consequences, insisting 
on broad international coopera-
tion for the creation of transconti-
nental development corridors.

LaRouche forecast the inevi-
table onset of a global financial 
crisis, many years before it ar-
rived. LaRouche’s famous curve 
[the Triple Curve], depicting the 
growing gap between the volume 
of real output and that of financial 
speculation, was a serious warn-
ing for all economists who were 
really thinking. It turned out that 
not only in Russia, but also in the 
USA, no one is a prophet in his 
own country. Instead of being 
recognized, LaRouche was perse-
cuted by the American financial 
oligarchy, who imprisoned him 

on false charges.
I remember one of the leaders 

of the Brookings Institution urg-
ing me, in a whisper, not to have 
any contact with LaRouche, so as 
not to spoil my reputation. For 
me, who had come to the USA to 
take part in a scientific forum on 
issues of developing democrat-
ic institutions in the post-Soviet 
region, this was shocking. From 
then on, I started closely reading 
LaRouche’s publications and at-
tending conferences he organized. 
And I must acknowledge that his 
presentations were often a ray of 
light in the kingdom of darkness 
and hypocrisy, which had seized 
the public mind of “progressive” 
mankind.

EIR magazine, published by 
LaRouche, was a guidebook 
through the dark corridors of the 
Western ruling elite, exposing the 
hidden springs of the world finan-

cial oligarchy’s anti-human poli-
cies. Tracing the fonts of its origin 
from the time of the sack of the 
Byzantine Empire, he described 
the eternal struggle against that 
worldwide evil, which is incarnate 
in the oligarchical clans of capital-
ism in the West. Many of the re-
currences of racism, Nazism and 
fascism, and religious extremism, 
which we observe in the world to-
day, cannot be explained without 
LaRouche’s investigations, which 
were striking in their historical 
depth.

LaRouche enjoyed enormous 
respect among the expert com-
munity in many countries around 
the world. I have had the oppor-
tunity to meet his supporters 
in India, Latin America, China, 
Africa, and, of course, in Eu-
rope and the CIS countries. One 
would hope for this international 
expert community, inspired by 

the ideas of Lyndon LaRouche, 
to be prevserved. Today those 
ideas are coming to life in a new 
world economic paradigm, which 

we call “integral,” for it unites the 
interests of the peoples of various 
countries in the harmonious de-
velopment of humanity.

associated with the LaRouche political 
movement.

None of LaRouche’s detractors are 
able to deny his record of successful eco-
nomic forecasts, including the collapse 
of the Bretton Woods System on Au-
gust 15, 1971, the October 1987 collapse 
of the Wall Street stock market (which 
LaRouche forecast in May of that year), 
and his July 22, 2007 forecast, captured in 
webcast format, of what later became the 
September 2008 “trillions-dollar bailout.” 
Some of the most stunning of LaRouche 
forecasts, though, were not, strictly 
speaking, economic. On Columbus Day, 
October 12, 1988, Lyndon LaRouche, 
speaking at Berlin’s Kempinski Hotel 
Bristol, said:

By profession, I am an economist 
in the tradition of Gottfried Wilhelm 
Leibniz and Friedrich List in Ger-
many and of Alexander Hamilton 
and Mathew and Henry Carey in the 
United States. My political principles 
are those of Leibniz, List, and Hamil-
ton, and are also consistent with those 
of Friedrich Schiller and Wilhelm 
von Humboldt. Like the founders of 
my republic, I have an uncompromis-
ing belief in the principle of absolute-
ly sovereign nation-states, and I am 
therefore opposed to all supranation-
al authorities which might under-
mine the sovereignty of any nation. 

However, like Schiller, I believe that 
every person who aspires to become 
a beautiful soul, must be at the same 
time a true patriot of his own nation, 
and also a world citizen.

For these reasons, during the past 
15 years I have become a specialist 
in my country’s foreign affairs. As a 
result of this work, I have gained in-
creasing, significant influence among 
some circles around my own govern-
ment on the interrelated subjects of 
U.S. foreign policy and strategy. My 
role during 1982 and 1983 in working 
with the U.S. National Security Coun-
cil to shape the adoption of the policy 
known as the Strategic Defense Ini-
tiative, or ‘SDI,’ is an example of this. 
Although the details are confidential, 
I can report to you that my views on 
the current strategic situation are 
more influential in the United States 
today that at any time during the past. 
Therefore, I can assure you that what 
I present to you now, on the subject 
of prospects for the reunification of 
Germany, is a proposal which will 
be studied most seriously among the 
relevant establishment circles inside 
the United States. Under the proper 
conditions, many today will agree, 
that the time has come for early steps 
toward the reunification of Germany, 
with the obvious prospect that Berlin 
might resume its role as the capital.

Targeted for Destruction

Two days after his Kempinski Hotel 
speech, federal indictments were issued 
against Lyndon LaRouche and several 
associates. Later, LaRouche, in speaking 
at the National Press Club on the indict-
ments, stated: “One could say of the in-
dictment itself, that all those that perpe-
trate offenses against God, or humanity, 
or both, are sooner or later punished.” 
The indictments followed by two years 
an October 6, 1986 assassination attempt 
against LaRouche, about which LaRouche 
wrote in his 2004 pamphlet titled “ ‘Con-
vict Him, or Kill Him!’ The Night They 
Came To Kill Me,” the following: 

On October 6, 1986, a virtual army 
of more than four hundred armed 
personnel descended upon the town 
of Leesburg, Virginia, for a raid on 
the offices of EIR and its associates, 
and also deployed for another, darker 
mission. The premises at which I was 
residing at that time were surround-
ed by an armed force, while aircraft, 
armored vehicles, and other person-
nel waited for the order to move in 
shooting. Fortunately, the killing did 
not happen, because someone with 
higher authority than the Justice De-
partment Criminal Division head, 
William Weld, ordered the attack on 
me called off. The forces readied to 
move in on me, my wife, and a num-
ber of my associates, were pulled back 
in the morning.

This was the second fully docu-
mented case of a U.S. Justice De-
partment involvement in operations 
aimed at my personal elimination 
from politics.

Though LaRouche and six others were 
found guilty in an Alexandria, Virgin-
ia court in December of 1988, and were 
imprisoned on January 27, 1989, the in-
ternational and national outcry against 
those corrupt convictions continues 
to this very day. Former U.S. Attorney 
General Ramsey Clark characterized the 
LaRouche case as “involving a broader 
range of deliberate cunning and systemic 
misconduct over a longer period of time 
of time using the power of the federal 
government resources than any other 
prosecution by the U.S. government in 
my time or to my knowledge.” Executive 
Intelligence Review’s September 2017 dos-
sier, “Robert Mueller Is an Amoral Legal 
Assassin: He Will Do His Job If You Let 
Him” comprehensively reviews how the 
current special prosecutor against Donald 
Trump was a key component of the polit-
ical persecution of Lyndon LaRouche in 
the 1980s.

During his time spent in prison, 
LaRouche continued to write, but by 
often dictating whole chapters of book 
manuscripts on phone calls, again with-
out reference works of any kind. Apart 
from the collection titled The Science 
of Christian Economy and Other Prison 
Writings, LaRouche wrote or recorded 
many other documents, some of which 
have been compiled with other never-be-
fore-published writings.

During 1989, as it became clear that 
the Soviet Union’s Comecon sphere was 
experiencing increasing economic dif-
ficulties, LaRouche and his wife Helga 
cooperated intensely on a program called 

the “Productive Triangle Paris-Berlin-Vi-
enna,” which after the disintegration of 
the Soviet Union was extended into the 
“Eurasian Land-Bridge.” After the elimi-
nation of the Iron Curtain, this program 
suggested the integration of the popula-
tion and industrial centers of Europe with 
those of Asia through so-called develop-
ment corridors. It was the only compre-
hensive peace plan for the 21st Century 
on the table at that time, an option which 
was fiercely countered by British and the 
Anglophile neo-cons in the United States, 
who instead pushed their policy of a un-
ipolar world and neoliberal system. The 
Eurasian Land-Bridge, very early on, 
became known as “The New Silk Road.” 
Over two decades later, the Chinese Belt 
and Road Initiative, which grew out of 
this concept, has become the primary lo-
comotive of world physical economy.

Changing Thousands of Lives

Upon his release from prison on Jan-
uary 26, 1994, LaRouche continued his 
career as a forecaster. He developed his 
“Triple Curve” pedagogy in 1995 to illus-
trate to non-economists how the process 
of “Weimar Germany-like hyperinflation” 
had gripped the trans-Atlantic world, 
and had so looted it that nothing could 
be done to preserve the dominant money 
system; It would have to be reorganized 
from the top down, utilizing Franklin 
Roosevelt’s New Deal-era Glass-Steagall 
Act to begin the process of bank reorga-
nization. He warned in January 2001 of 
the danger of a violent terrorist attack on 
one or more American cities, placing this 
warning within the context of reviewing 
why and how the financial system had 
entered a phase of a “high-tech bubble” 
during 1999–2000.

LaRouche spoke of a “Reichstag Fire” 
possibility in light of the emerging un-
governability of the United States, under 
conditions of deepening economic ruin. 
And, as with his May 1987 forecast of a 
collapse of the stock market in October 
of 1987, on July 22, 2007 LaRouche stat-
ed, one year before the Lehman Brothers/
AIG meltdown of September 2008:

The world monetary financial sys-
tem is actually now currently in the 
process of disintegrating. There is 
nothing mysterious about this; I’ve 
talked about it for some time, it’s been 
in progress, it’s not abating. What’s 

listed as stock values and market val-
ues in the financial markets interna-
tionally is bunk! They are purely fic-
titious beliefs. There is no truth to it; 
the fakery is enormous. There is no 
possibility of a non-collapse of the 
present financial system—none! It’s 
finished, now!

The present financial system cannot 
continue to exist under any circum-
stances, under any Presidency, under 
any leadership, or any leadership of 
nations. Only a fundamental and 
sudden change in the world mone-
tary financial system will prevent a 
general, immediate chain-reaction 
type of collapse. At what speed we 
don’t know, but it will go on, and it 
will be unstoppable. And the longer it 
goes on before coming to an end, the 
worse things will get.

LaRouche, as evidenced from the above 
forecast, produced at 84 years of age, 
not only continued to be uniquely pro-
ductive. At the turn of the millennium, 
LaRouche spearheaded a movement to 
recruit youth—a movement which be-
came so successful that the Democrat-
ic Party in various parts of the country 
even attempted to co-opt it. Thousands 
of youth went through this educational 
process.Groundbreaking contributions 
in the presentation of the work of phys-
icist Johannes Kepler, in the practice of 
bel canto Classical singing both for gener-
al secondary school education and as an 
antidote to cultural self-degradation, and 
the presentation of American history, in-
cluding American current history (rather 
than “current events” or the even more 
degrading term, “news”), in video format 
such as the program 1932, were produced 
by the LaRouche Youth Movement.

From the time of his emergence as 
a public figure over fifty years ago, the 
only tragedy that characterized Lyndon 
LaRouche’s life, is that he was never per-
mitted to carry out, either as President 
or as an adviser to the serving President, 
the economic reforms that would have 
improved the lives of tens of millions 
of Americans and hundreds of millions 
around the world.

Although Lyndon LaRouche has many 
friends who were leaders in the fields of 
science, music, economy, and politics, his 
greatest friend, apart from his wife, Hel-
ga, were the forgotten men and women of 
America and other countries.

At the invitation of Dr. Sergei Glazyev (right), then the chairman of the Duma 
Economic Affairs Committee, Lyndon and Helga LaRouche visit Moscow. Speak-
ing before an audience of 150 parliamentarians and government advisors, at a 
June 29, 2001 hearing before the Duma Economic Affairs Committee, LaRouche 
explained his policy to reorganize the world financial system and bring about a 
global economic recovery in the context of Eurasian cooperation.

Lyndon LaRouche with his friend Norbert Brainin, first violinist of the Amadeus Quartet. Their 
musical collaboration spanned decades. During the legal persecution of LaRouche in the 1980s, 
Brainin spoke out in his defense, performing in numerous solidarity concerts in support of 
LaRouche, and visited him twice in federal prison. One of the topics of discussion at those visits 
was Haydn’s discovery of what Brainin named Motivführung, a process of musical thorough com-
position developed further by Mozart. Inspired by these discussions, LaRouche published, from 
prison in 1992, his essay “Mozart’s 1782–1786 Revolution in Music.”

Lyndon LaRouche with his wife, Helga Zepp-LaRouche, the Founding President of the Schiller In-
stitute, and Schiller Institute Vice President Amelia Boynton Robinson, a civil rights heroine made 
famous by her actions in Selma. She saw in LaRouche a continuation of the struggles for justice and 
economic advancement that had been a driving force throughout her life.

On the campaign trail, LaRouche and Ronald Reagan chat before a presidential debate in New 
Hampshire in 1980. LaRouche’s vision of eliminating the danger of nuclear weapons, through joint 
(US–USSR) development of defensive systems based on new physical principles that would also 
drive economic development, was adopted by Reagan in his March 1983 announcement of what 
he termed the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). LaRouche warned at the time, that if the Soviet 
Union rejected Reagan’s proposal, its own economic errors would lead to its dissolution in about 
five years. When the Berlin Wall fell in 1989, LaRouche was in prison.
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The Green New Deal: A Presciption for Suicide
by Megan Beets

“In the event that I am reincarnated, I would 
like to return as a deadly virus, to contrib-
ute something to solving overpopulation.” 
—Prince Philip, Consort to Queen Eliz-
abeth II and Co-Founder of the World 
Wildlife Fund

The “Green New Deal” recently called 
for by a few unstable members of the U.S. 
Congress is a farce. It is neither “green,” 
nor is it new. It has nothing to do with 
concern for the environment or with 
so-called social justice. It is not, as some 
claim, an overly-inflated version of an 
otherwise worthy goal.

It is an attempt to cause chaos in U.S. 
policy; to further poison relations be-
tween President Trump and potentially 
collaborative members of Congress; and 
most of all, to lock the U.S. into an an-
ti-growth, anti-development policy at a 
moment when the Chinese-initiated Belt 
and Road Initiative is opening up a new 
paradigm of anti-colonial progress and 
development around the world—some-
thing the U.S. with its decaying infra-
structure and industry desperately needs.

Though the Green New Deal is vague 
and laughable enough to be denounced 
even by prominent members of the Dem-
ocratic Party, it yet retains its prominent 
place in the daily news cycle, even cov-
ered by one news source as a policy root-
ed in the legacy of Alexander Hamilton. 
Hundreds of young people have suddenly 
appeared out of nowhere to call for its im-
plementation, traveling by bus to Wash-
ington DC to corner lawmakers and de-
mand “action.”

The obvious question for any thinking 
person is: Where did this come from, and 
why now?

The timing and intentions of this at-
tempted hijacking of U.S. policy are no 
mystery. In December 2018, the British 
House of Lords released a report on the 
implications of a “shifting world order” 
for UK foreign policy, which revealingly 
named the potential of a second term of a 
Trump presidency as an existential threat 
which the British Empire agenda simply 
could not survive.

As the post-war world order of geopol-
itics and speculative finance collapses, 

President Trump’s in-
stincts have been to end 
US involvement in re-
gime change wars; to re-
solve decades-long con-
flicts, such as that with 
North Korea; to form 
cooperative rather than 
antagonistic relation-
ships with other world 
powers like Russia and 
China; and to pull the 
U.S. out of the Paris Cli-
mate Accord. In short: to 
pull the rug out from un-
der the strategic control 
over nations which the 
Anglo-American elites 
have exercised for near-
ly a century. All of this, a 
desperate and dying em-
pire cannot abide.

Green Death and 
Neo-Colonialism

The modern environ-
mentalist movement, to 
which so many deluded 
people in the West today 
pay obeisance, was never 
a grassroots movement 
of concerned youth, and 
never had anything to do 
with saving the Earth. It 
was created and promot-
ed from the beginning 
by the British Empire to 
stop development: as a 
depopulation policy.

Emerging out of the 
eugenics movement, 
which became some-
what unpopular in the 
wake of Hitler’s geno-

cide, the re-branded “ecology” or “con-
servation” movement continued the goal 
of maintaining the pre-war colonial sys-
tem in the post-WWII world. 

In  1960, Julian “Master Race” Huxley, 
co-founder of the World Wildlife Fund 
and once-head of the British Eugenics So-
ciety, made very clear the “conservation” 
movement’s colonial intentions: “These 
newly independent African nations can-
not be trusted with the protection of 
natural spaces and endangered species. 
Therefore, we must have an international 
body which can take stewardship of these 
lands.” Huxley’s stewardship meant that 
by the mid-1990s, Britain, through the 
WWF, regained control over roughly 8% 
of the African continent, preventing the 
development of its resources for the peo-
ple of Africa.

In 1968, money from some of the big-
gest oligarchical families in the West was 
deployed to found the Club of Rome, 
which declared, “In searching for a new 
enemy to unite us, we came up with the 
idea that pollution, the threat of global 
warming, water shortages, famine, and 
the like would fit the bill… But in desig-
nating them as the enemy, we fall into the 
trap of mistaking symptoms for causes… 
The real enemy, then, is humanity itself.” 

In parallel, the United Nations spon-
sored a series of conferences on popula-
tion in the mid-1970s to promote the idea 
that human population growth is a can-
cer on the planet, and launched the hoax 
of “sustainable development.” 

Concurrently, under U.S. Secretary of 
State Henry Kissinger (who famously 
declared that he felt more British than 
American), NSSM-200 was authored, 
defining the economic development of 
other nations, especially in the so-called 
“Third World,” as a threat to U.S. na-
tional security interests, stating, “Wher-
ever a lessening of population pressures 
through reduced birth rates can increase 
the prospects for such stability, popula-
tion policy becomes relevant to resource 
supplies and to the economic interests of 
the United States.”

Out of this process—not honest scien-
tific work—came the formation of the 
UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) in 1988, with a goal of 
inducing nations into signing binding 
agreements to limit their own develop-
ment and industrialization based on lies 
of the dangers of CO2 and a coming cli-
mate apocalypse. Should we be surprised, 
then, that the resolution for a Green New 
Deal cites the October 2018 IPCC special 
report “Global Warming of 1.5°C” in its 
first sentence as the urgent basis for ac-
tion?

Youth Need a Future, 
Not a Suicide Pact

The public face of support for the Green 
New Deal is “the future”: school-aged 
children and young people. Is it the case 

that these youth are rising up on their 
own accord? Hardly. 

Take the Sunrise Movement, which 
claims to be a grassroots “army of young 
people” to stop climate change and cre-
ate jobs. Members of the Sunrise Move-
ment traveled to Washington, DC for 
the launch of the Green New Deal, and 
have been bussed to congressional of-
fices around the country to confront 
leadership about “our future.” The Sun-
rise Movement, and its partners such as 
350.org, People’s Action, and CPD Ac-
tion, have received millions of dollars in 
funding from oligarchical, establishment 
funding mechanisms, such as George 
Soros’s Open Society Foundation, the 
Rockefeller Family Fund, and the Sierra 
Club.

These are not only the same channels 
of funding of the original green genocide 
policies, but they are many of the same 
sources which are funding the coup oper-
ation against President Trump!

Instead of being used as pawns in an 
anti-development, anti-growth policy—a 
virtual suicide pact—our young people 

must be given opportunity to become 
geniuses in a society which is committed 
to human progress. The basis for mak-
ing this shift was outlined by Lyndon 
LaRouche in his “Four New Laws to Save 
the U.S.A. Now!” which calls for shutting 
down the Wall Street–City of London 
speculative financial system, and its re-
placement with a science-driver oriented 
policy for the development of fusion pow-
er and a full revival of the space program. 
Youth who are engaged in contributing to 
humanity by making new leaps of discov-
ery will have a very hard time believing, 
as many of their degenerate parents did, 
that resources are limited and mankind 
must stop progressing.

The Green New Deal is nothing but part 
of a rotting and desperate attempt to stop 
a new, pro-growth paradigm from taking 
hold across the planet. It is part and parcel 
of the coup against the Trump presiden-
cy, and was launched by the same British 
Empire apparatus. As the souls of the vic-
tims of British Empire-initiated genocide 
in 1930s Germany will cry out in warning 
to us: Been there, done that.

us back from the brink.
Because LaRouche’s proposal for co-

operation between East and West after 
the fall of the Berlin Wall and the reuni-
fication of Germany—famously forecast 
by LaRouche in October 1988—was re-
jected, and LaRouche was hauled off to 
jail scarcely three months later, Russia 
was ravaged and the West looted under 
Thatcher, Bush and Mitterrand. And a 
wave of permanent wars was unleashed, 
which is with us still today.

Because LaRouche’s proposed war on 
drugs against London’s Dope, Inc. bank-
ing apparatus was never implemented, a 
drug epidemic today is poisoning our na-
tion and the world.

And because LaRouche’s policies for 
generating a new Renaissance of classi-
cal culture and science were swept aside, 
we now stare into the pit of hell of a New 
Dark Age that is engulfing our youth in 
particular.

Some among you may disagree. Some 
may think that no jailing of a single man, 
no matter how unjustly, could possibly 
cause such results. But those thinking 
that way have yet to understand how real 
history works, how ideas are the driving 
force of humanity’s advance. In fact, the 
entire body of LaRouche’s life work and 
his extensive scientific writings, address 

precisely that central question: the role 
of man’s unique creativity in shaping 
his own history, and that of the physical 
universe around him. Read and study 
LaRouche if you wish to understand why 
the British Empire so fears him.

On March 30, 1984, Lyndon LaRouche 
wrote a Draft Memorandum of Agreement 
Between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R., with 
a vision for the future which remains as 
scientifically valid today as it was 35 years 
ago. In it, LaRouche stated:

The political foundation for du-
rable peace must be: a) The uncon-
ditional sovereignty of each and all 
nation-states, and b) Cooperation 
among sovereign nation-states to the 
effect of promoting unlimited oppor-
tunities to participate in the benefits 
of technological progress, to the mu-
tual benefit of each and all.

The most crucial feature of present 
implementation of such a policy of 
durable peace is a profound change in 
the monetary, economic, and politi-
cal relations between the dominant 
powers and those relatively subordi-
nated nations often classed as “devel-
oping nations.” Unless the inequities 
lingering in the aftermath of modern 
colonialism are progressively reme-
died, there can be no durable peace 
on this planet.

Insofar as the United States and 

Soviet Union acknowledge the prog-
ress of the productive powers of labor 
throughout the planet to be in the 
vital strategic interests of each and 
both, the two powers are bound to 
that degree and in that way by a com-
mon interest. This is the kernel of the 
political and economic policies of 
practice indispensable to the foster-
ing of durable peace between those 
two powers. It is time that the dam-
age done by LaRouche’s incarceration 
three decades ago be repaired—not 
only because such a terrible injustice 
was done to LaRouche, but because 
that injustice has emboldened the 
British Empire to use the same meth-
ods against a sitting President of the 
United States, which endangers all of 
humanity.

What better way to defend the United 
States of America and all of humanity 
than to exonerate LaRouche, ensure that 
his policies are at last adopted, and recog-
nize his ideas for what they are, the acts of 
one of history’s greatest geniuses, afford-
ing him his rightful place in history?

tiative a completely new system of inter-
national relations, of countries working 
together on a win-win basis for the com-
mon good of all. 

The media try to convince people that 
China is stealing US technology. But it 
was China that was the first nation of the 
world to land successfully on the far side 
of the moon, and which even got a cot-
ton plant to sprout and grow there! That 
means China is the first country ever, that 
has brought other life to an extraterres-
trial body! That is a new chapter in the 
history of mankind!

Reaching the Stars, Together

On December 11, 2017, Trump issued 
his Space Policy Directive 1, which called 
for the United States to “lead the return 
of humans to the Moon for long-term 
exploration and utilization, followed by 
human missions to Mars and other des-
tinations.” Immediately following Chi-
na’s successful landing of the Chang’e-4 
on the far side of the Moon, the Chinese 
National Space Administration (CNSA), 
said that China is willing to work with the 
international community, and especially 
the US, to push forward the frontiers of 
space exploration! At a recent meeting at 
the Great Hall of the People, Xi Jinping 

thanked the 400 scientists and engineers 
who worked on the Chang’e-4 mission 
and told them that space exploration is 
endless, that all great undertakings start 
with a dream, that dreams are the source 
of energy. 

So the US is truly at a crossroad: The 
road of confrontation with Russia and 
China could lead very quickly to the an-
nihilation of humankind. That danger is 
very real. On the other side, the new par-
adigm of all nations uniting in the pursuit 
of the common aims of mankind is de-
veloping very fast. Joint space exploration 
is maybe the most beautiful and lofty of 
all the domains, where mankind can and 
will work together for a joined future.

The Hubble Space Telescope found evi-
dence that our universe consists of at least 
two trillion galaxies! Wow! This means 
that the people promoting the Green 
New Deal (essentially, Wall Street) are not 
only greedy, but also completely off their 
rocker! Because we are not living in a 
closed system of the planet Earth, but we 
are an integral part of this incredible uni-
verse! To venture into that great beyond, 
requires nuclear fusion rockets in space, 
and an Earth civilization of development, 
science, and physical productivity, not 
energy poverty. As Xi Jinping said to the 
scientists and engineers of the recent lu-
nar mission: “Exploring the vast universe 
is the common dream of all of mankind!”

Let’s realize that beautiful dream!
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electricity infant mortality
Mongolia 2,018 16.9
Namibia 1,585 36.1
Australia 10,059 3.3
Iceland 53,832 1.8

Suriname 3,632 19.2
Libya 1,857 11.8

Botswana 1,749 34.4
Guyana 0 28.3
Canada 15,546 4.7

Mauritania 0 57
Kazakhstan 5,600 11.8

Central African Republic 0 93.9
Gabon 1,173 38.5

Russian Federation 6,603 7.8
Bolivia 753 31.1
Chad 0 78.4

Turkmenistan 2,679 44.4
Oman 6,554 9.6
Mali 0 71

Norway 23,000 2.3
Congo, Rep. 197 38
Saudi Arabia 9,444 7.8

Niger 51 53.5
Argentina 3,052 10.7

Sudan 190 47
Algeria 1,356 21.8

Paraguay 1,564 19.6
Papua New Guinea 0 45.7

New Zealand 9,026 4.7
Finland 15,250 2.1
Uruguay 3,068 8
Bhutan 0 28.6

Solomon Islands 0 19.2
Zambia 707 46.3
Somalia 0 86.6
Angola 312 60.9

Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez speaks in favor of her proposed Green New Deal on Feb 7, 2019.

Each dot on this scatter plot represents the per capita electricity use and infant mortality for a spe-
cific country. Without energy, it is impossible to expand life expectancy and living standards. Per 
capita energy use is a marker of economic progress.

And even more important is the use of suceessively more intense forms of power, such as the 
growing use of electricity rather than simple heat or mechanical motion. Lyndon LaRouche calls 
this metric “energy flux density,” and its increase is a necessary precondition for economic progress.


