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The Four New Laws to 
Save The U.S.A. Now!
NOT AN OPTION: AN IMMEDIATE NECESSITY

by Lyndon LaRouche

The following statement is for immediate 
action. The priority is assigned to all means 
and measures of public action, nationally 
and internationally, without reservation. 
That priority is existential for the policies of 
our republic, and for the general information 
of, and by all relevant circles world-wide, be-
ginning this date of June 8, 2014.

1. THE FACT OF THE MATTER
The economy of the United States of 

America, and also that of the trans-Atlan-
tic political-economic regions of the plan-
et: are, now, under the immediate, mortal 
danger of a general, physical-economic, 
chain-reaction breakdown-crisis of that 
region of this planet as a whole. The name 
for that direct breakdown-crisis through-
out those indicated regions of the planet, 
is the presently ongoing introduction of a 
general “Bail-in” action under the several, 
or more governments of that region: the 
effect on those regions, will be comparable 
to the physical-economic collapse of the 
post-“World War I” general collapse of the 
economy of the German Weimar Republic: 
but, this time, hitting, first, the entirety of 
the nation-state economies of the trans-At-
lantic region, rather than some defeated 
economies within Europe. A chain-reaction 
collapse, to this effect, is already accelerat-
ing with an effect on the money-systems 
of the nations of that region. The present 
acceleration of a “Bail-in” policy through-
out the trans-Atlantic region, as underway 
now, means mass-death suddenly hitting 
the populations of all nations within that 
trans-Atlantic region: whether directly, or 
by “overflow.”

The effects of this already prepared action 
by the monetarist interests of that so-desig-
nated region, will, unless stopped virtually 
now, will produce, in effect, an accelerating 
rate of genocide throughout that indicated 
portion of the planet immediately, but, also, 
with catastrophic “side effects” of compara-
ble significance in the Eurasian regions.

The Available Remedies
The only location for the immediately 

necessary action which could prevent such 
an immediate genocide throughout the 
trans-Atlantic sector of the planet, requires 
the U.S. Government’s now immediate de-
cision to institute four specific, cardinal 
measures: measures which must be fully 
consistent with the specific intent of the 
original U.S. Federal Constitution, as had 
been specified by U.S. Treasury Secretary 

Alexander Hamilton while he remained 
in office: (1) immediate re-enactment of 
the Glass-Steagall law instituted by U.S. 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt, without 
modification, as to principle of action. (2) 
A return to a system of top-down, and thor-
oughly defined as National Banking.

The actually tested, successful model to 
be authorized is that which had been in-
stituted, under the direction of the policies 
of national banking which had been actu-
ally, successfully installed under President 
Abraham Lincoln’s superseding authority 
of a currency created by the Presidency of 
the United States (e.g. “Greenbacks”), as 
conducted as a national banking-and-cred-

it-system placed under the supervision of 
the Office of the Treasury Secretary of the 
United States.

For the present circumstances, all other 
banking and currency policies, are to be 
superseded, or, simply, discontinued: as fol-
lows. Banks qualifying for operations under 
this provision, shall be assessed for their 
proven competence to operate as under the 
national authority for creating and compos-
ing the elements of this essential practice, 
which had been assigned, as by tradition, 
to the original office of Secretary of the U.S. 
Treasury under Alexander Hamilton. This 
means that the individual states of the Unit-
ed States are under national standards of 
practice, and, not any among the separate 
states of our nation.

(3) The purpose of the use of a Federal
Credit-system, is to generate high-produc-
tivity trends in improvements of employ-
ment, with the accompanying intention, 
to increase the physical-economic produc-
tivity, and the standard of living of the per-

sons and households of the United States. 
The creation of credit for the now urgently 
needed increase of the relative quality and 
quantity of productive employment, must 
be assured, this time, once more, as was 
done successfully under President Franklin 
D. Roosevelt, or by like standards of Federal 
practice used to create a general economic
recovery of the nation, per capita, and for
rate of net effects in productivity, and by
reliance on the essential human principle,
which distinguishes the human personali-
ty from the systemic characteristics of the
lower forms of life: the net rate of increase
of the energy-flux density of effective prac-
tice. This means intrinsically, a thoroughly
scientific, rather than a merely mathemat-
ical one, and by the related increase of the
effective energy-flux density per capita, and
for the human population when considered
as each and all as a whole. The ceaseless in-
crease of the physical-productivity of em-
ployment, accompanied by its benefits for
the general welfare, are a principle of Fed-
eral law which must be a paramount stan-
dard of achievement of the nation and the
individual.1

(4) “Adopt a Fusion-Driver ‘Crash Pro-
gram.’ ” The essential distinction of man 
from all lower forms of life, hence, in prac-
tice, is that it presents the means for the 
perfection of the specifically affirmative 
aims and needs of human individual and 
social life. Therefore: the subject of man in 
the process of creation, as an affirmative 
identification of an affirmative statement 
of an absolute state of nature, is a permitted 
form of expression. Principles of nature are 
either only affirmation, or they could not be 
affirmatively stated among civilized human 
minds.

Given the circumstances of the United 
States, in particular, since the assassina-
tions of President John F. Kennedy, and 
his brother, Robert, the rapid increase re-
quired for even any recovery of the U.S. 
economy, since that time, requires nothing 
less than measures taken and executed by 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt during his 
actual term in office. The victims of the evil 

1. The substitution of “3. Cancel Green Poli-
cies…” for the correct, “A Federal Credit-Sys-
tem,” is a travesty against the principles of any
actually scientific principle. Only affirmative
identifications of “Science,” could ever be al-
lowed. Only the previous title: “The Use of a
Federal Credit System” is permitted. Eliminate
all use of “reference to ‘Green Policies’ ”: the very 
use of that latter reference, is a fraudulent rep-
resentation.

brought upon the United States and its pop-
ulation since the strange death of President 
Harding, under Presidents Calvin Coolidge 
and Herbert Hoover (like the terrible effects 
of the Bush-Cheney and Barack Obama ad-
ministrations, presently) require remedies 
comparable to those of President Franklin 
Roosevelt while he were in office.

This means emergency relief measures, 
including sensible temporary recovery 
measures, required to stem the tide of death 
left by the Coolidge-Hoover regimes: mea-
sures required to preserve the dignity of 
what were otherwise the unemployed, while 
building up the most powerful economic 
and warfare capabilities assembled under 
the President Franklin Roosevelt Presiden-
cy for as long as he remained alive in office. 
This meant the mustering of the power of 
nuclear power, then, and means thermo-
nuclear fusion now. Without that intent 
and its accomplishment, the population of 
the United States in particular, faces, now, 
immediately, the most monstrous disaster 
in its history to date. In principle, without 
a Presidency suited to remove and dump 
the worst effects felt presently, those created 
presently by the Bush-Cheney and Obama 
Presidencies, the United States were soon 
finished, beginning with the mass-death of 
the U.S. population under the Obama Ad-
ministration’s recent and now accelerated 
policies of practice.

There are certain policies which are most 
notably required, on that account, now, as 
follows:

Vernadsky on Man & Creation
V.I. Vernadsky’s systemic principle of hu-

man nature, is a universal principle, which is 
uniquely specific to the crucial factor of the 
existence of the human species. For exam-
ple: “time” and “space” do not actually exist 
as a set of metrical principles of the Solar 
system; their only admissible employment 
is for purposes of communication is essen-
tially nominal presumption. Since compe-
tent science for today can be expressed only 
in terms of the unique characteristic of the 
human species’ role within the known as-
pects of the universe, the human principle 
is the only true principle known to us for 
practice: the notions of space and time are 
merely useful imageries:

Rather:
The essential characteristic of the human 

species, is its distinction from all other spe-
cies of living processes: that, as a matter of 
principle, which is, rooted scientifically, for 
all competent modern science, on the foun-

dations of the principles set forth by Filippo 
Brunelleschi (the discoverer of the onto-
logical minimum), Nicholas of Cusa (the 
discovery of the ontological maximum), 
and the positive discovery by mankind, by 
Johannes Kepler, of a principle coincident 
with the perfected Classical human singing 
scale adopted by Kepler, and the elementary 
measure of the Solar System within the still 
larger universe of the Galaxy, and higher 
orders in the universe.

Or, similarly, later, the modern phys-

ical-scientific standard implicit in the 
argument of Bernhard Riemann, the ac-
tual minimum (echoing the principle of 
Brunelleschi), of Max Planck, the actual 
maximum of the present maximum, that 
of Albert Einstein; and, the relatively latest, 
consequent implications of the definition 
of human life by Vladimir Ivanovich Ver-
nadsky. These values are, each relative abso-
lutes of measurement of man’s role within 
the knowledge of the universe.

This set of facts pertains to the inherent 
fraud of the merely mathematicians and the 
modernist “musical performers” since the 
standard of the relevant paragon for music, 
Johannes Brahms (prior to the degenerates, 
such as the merely mathematicians, such as 
David Hilbert and the true model for every 
modern Satan, such as Bertrand Russell, or 
Tony Blair).

Continued on page 2

Treasury Secretary Alexander Hamilton’s prin-
ciples of economics allowed the economic suc-
cess of the U.S.

Russian/Ukrainian biogeochemist Vladmir 
Vernadsky identified human creativity as the 
defining characteristic of mankind, differentiat-
ing us from all other forms of life. Picture taken 
approximately 1910.

Ozymandias
By Percy Bysshe Shelley

I met a traveller from an antique land 
Who said: “Two vast and trunkless legs of stone 
Stand in the desert. Near them, on the sand, 
Half sunk, a shattered visage lies, whose frown, 
And wrinkled lip, and sneer of cold command, 
Tell that its sculptor well those passions read 
Which yet survive, stamped on these lifeless things, 

The hand that mocked them, and the heart that fed: 
And on the pedestal, these words appear: 
‘My name is Ozymandias, King of Kings;  
Look on my Works, ye Mighty, and despair!’ 
Nothing beside remains. Round the decay 
Of that colossal wreck, boundless and bare 
The lone and level sands stretch far away.”

Obamacare Falls with Obama, 
Rome Burns

The summary of Obamacare found in this 
article was originally written in March of 
2010.

Americans have now irrefutably discov-
ered what the LaRouche Organization told 
them seven years ago, that Obamacare, and 
Obama, represent a craven, evil attempt to 
establish the philosophy, and the specifics 
of Hitler’s system into U.S. law. The very 
foundations of the healthcare bill, in sum-
mary, tell the story. 

The entire rationale of the bill, as ex-
pressed by the President, his budget direc-
tor Peter Orszag, Orszag’s special advisor 
Ezekiel Emanuel, and others, was to cut 
health-care costs, which the Administra-
tion repeatedly and lyingly asserted was the 
cause of the fiscal problems of the United 
States, while they continued to pour tril-
lions into the financial sector—a banking 
system which is yet again about to crash 
due to Obama’s failed policies. 

The process for determining what health 
expenses are supposedly “not worth it,” 
were provided in the legislation, including 
tools such as “comparative effectiveness 
research.” The underlying philosophy of 
this research is identical to the Nazis’ view 
that some lives “are not worthy to be lived,” 
because the monetary cost of treatment is 
too expensive. This cost criteria was clear-
ly identified by Dr. Leo Alexander, who 

attended the Nuremburg Tribunals, as the 
foundation for Nazi mass-murder policies 
including the final solution and Holocaust. 

Another tool was the attempted establish-
ment of an Independent Medicare Advisory 
Board, a panel of experts identical in func-
tion to that set up by Hitler in 1939, called 
Tiergarten 4, i.e., a “death panel.” Those ex-
perts ruled on the life or death of patients 
based on a fascist austerity program which 
fundamentally neglected the well being of 
the population, for the benefits of interna-
tional corporations. A prime example is the 
ruling by the Preventive Services Taskforce 
on mammograms, which said without am-
biguity, cut them back! 

The primary targets of the cutbacks have 
been the old and sick, or what Hitler called 
the “useless eaters.” Obama expressed the 
same philosophy, when he said, even he was 
not sure that Medicare should have paid for 
his grandmother’s hip replacement. 

Throughout this failed system, Obama 
has strengthened the control of the HMOs 
and the drug conglomerates over the health 
care system, guaranteeing their income 
stream, profits, and power: a corporatist/
fascist arrangement, which threatens the 
very sanctity of our society.

As stated in an email released to Wikileaks 

Continued on page 2
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The knowable measure, in principle, of 
the difference between man and all among 
the lower forms of life, is found in what 
has been usefully regarded as the natural-
ly upward evolution of the human species, 
in contrast to all other known categories 
of living species. The standard of measure-
ment of these compared relationships, is 
that mankind is enabled to evolve upward, 
and that categorically, by those voluntarily 
noëtic powers of the human individual will.

Except when mankind appears in a mor-
ally and physically degenerate state of be-
havior, such as within the cultures of the 
tyrants Zeus, the Roman Empire, and the 
British empire, presently: all actually sane 
cultures of mankind, have appeared, this 
far, in a certain fact of evolutionary prog-
ress from the quality of an inferior, to a 
superior species. This, when considered in 
terms of efficient effects, corresponds, with-

in the domain of a living human practice of 
chemistry, to a form of systemic advances, 
even now leaps, in the chemical energy-flux 
density of society’s increase of the effective 
energy-flux-density of scientific and com-
parable expressions of leaps in progress of 
the species itself: in short, a universal phys-
ical principle of human progress.

The healthy human culture, such as 
that of Christianity, if they warrant this 
affirmation of such a devotion, for exam-
ple, represents a society which is increas-
ing the powers of its productive abilities 
for progress, to an ever higher level of 
per-capita existence. The contrary cas-
es, “the so-called zero-growth” scourges, 
such as the current British empire are, 
systemically, a true model consistent with 
the tyrannies of a Zeus, or, a Roman Em-
pire, or a British (better said) “brutish” 
empire, such as the types, for us in the 
United States, of the Bush-Cheney and 
Obama administrations, whose charac-
teristic has been, concordant with that 
of such frankly Satanic models as that of 
Rome and the British empire presently, a 
shrinking human population of the plan-
et, a population being degraded presently 
in respect to its intellectual and physical 
productivity, as under those U.S. Presi-
dencies, most recently.

Chemistry: The Yardstick of History
We call it “chemistry.” Mankind’s prog-

ress, as measured rather simply as a species, 
is expressed typically in the rising power of 
the principle of human life, over the abilities 
of animal life generally, and relatively abso-
lute superiority over the powers of non-liv-
ing processes to achieve within mankind’s 
willful intervention to that intended effect. 
Progress exists so only under a continuing, 
progressive increase of the productive and 
related powers of the human species. That 
progress defines the absolute distinction of 
the human species from all others presently 
known to us. A government of people based 
on a policy of “zero-population growth and 
per capita standard of human life” is a mor-
al, and practical abomination.

Man is mankind’s only true measure of 
the history of our Solar system, and what 
reposes within it. That is the same thing, 
as the most honored meaning and endless 
achievement of the human species, now 
within nearby Solar space, heading upward 
to mastery over the Sun and its Solar sys-
tem, the one discovered (uniquely, as a mat-
ter of fact), by Johannes Kepler.

A Fusion economy, is the presently ur-
gent next step, and standard, for man’s gains 
of power within the Solar system, and, later, 
beyond.

LaRouche’s 
 “Four Laws”

Continued from page 1

from Sidney Blumenthal to Hillary Clin-
ton, Obama and his supporters knew 
well that the LaRouche Organization led 
the opposition to this disaster known as 
Obamacare, as well as Obama general-
ly. In that email from January, 2010, Mr. 
Blumenthal quotes his son Max: “The sin-
gle most damaging rumor, adopted from 
the cult of Lyndon LaRouche was that 
Obama’s health care reform proposal in-
cluded a plan to implement ̀ death panels.’ 
While the president pleaded for compro-
mise and reason, the right repeated the 
baseless charge over and over, insisting 
that the president had a secret plan to 
pull the plug on grandma, euthanize the 
severely handicapped, and kill the sick. 
Though healthcare reform appears certain 
to pass, albeit in a severely diluted form, 
Obama never recovered from the damage 
the right’s mortality reminders did to his 

political standing.” [emphasis added—ed.]
While Obama’s entire Presidency has 

been a dangerous failure—millions dis-
placed and killed by his policies at home 
and abroad—Lyndon LaRouche has never 
sold the American people out. It is now 
time to go with the LaRouche option.

The LaRouche-Hamilton Science of Physical Economy
by Matthew Ogden

“The annual produce of the land and labor of 
a country can only be increased in two ways: 
by some improvement in the productive pow-
ers of the useful labor which exists within it, 
or by some increase in the quantity of such 
labor…” — Alexander Hamilton, Report on 
Manufactures (1791)

With his publication of a document titled 
“The Four Laws to Save The U.S.A. Now,” 
Lyndon LaRouche has authored a concise 
summary of the principles to be applied 
to reverse the approximately half-centu-
ry trend towards deindustrialization and 
decay which has led to the United States 
to the point that, for the first time in de-
cades, death rates are now on the rise, and 
the country finds itself on the precipice of 
a Wall Street blowout of unprecedented 
proportions. In that document, Lyndon 
LaRouche prescribes four essential actions 
which must be taken: 1) the immediate res-
toration of Franklin Roosevelt’s Glass-Stea-
gall, 2) the return to the policies of National 
Banking, 3) the issuance of vast flows of 
credit towards generating a dramatic in-
crease in the skills and productivity of the 
U.S. labor force, and 4) the adoption of a 
crash-program to achieve an entirely new 
economic platform, defined by controlled 
thermonuclear fusion technology and space 
exploration, which, LaRouche states, is an 
affirmation of the creative nature of man as 
distinguished from other forms of life.

LaRouche identifies these “four specific, 
cardinal measures” as being “fully consis-
tent with the specific intent of the origi-
nal U.S. Federal Constitution, as had been 

specified by U.S. Treasury Secretary Alex-
ander Hamilton.”

Hamilton was a revolutionary founding 
father of the United States and, more sig-
nificantly, the founder of a revolutionary 
new science of economics which freed 
mankind from its former slavery to a feu-
dalistic system of the belief in raw labor 
power, much as Prometheus freed mankind 

from its slavery to Zeus by giving man ac-
cess to “fire.” Rather than an oligarchical 
society attempting to support itself through 
the exploitation of the raw animal labor 
of its people—an evil which continued to 
dominate the slave system of the Southern 
Confederacy—Hamilton demonstrated 
that through the application of technology 
the productive powers of a society’s labor 
force may be multiplied, while at the same 
time increasing the quality of life for the en-
tire society.

In his watershed series of reports to Con-
gress, culminating in his Report on Man-
ufactures (1791), Hamilton spelled out 
this new science of economy, which was 
later proven with the unparalleled rates of 
growth and economic progress achieved 
under Hamilton’s personal guidance as Sec-
retary of the Treasury. Every time Hamil-
ton’s principles have been adhered to, our 
nation has experienced great leaps in eco-
nomic growth, progress, and prosperity; 
every time Hamilton’s principles have been 
neglected (or rejected), our nation has been 
thrust into economic collapse, deteriora-
tion, and decay.

“The Next Great Work to be 
Accomplished”

Contrary to Thomas Jefferson and his 
followers, who wished the United States 
to remain a feudalistic, slave-based plan-
tation society dependent on cash crops for 
export, Hamilton committed to a radical 
new system based on the urgent and rapid 
industrialization of the newly independent 
republic, which he declared to be “the next 

great work to be accomplished” following 
the securing of political independence with 
the victory of the Revolution. He begins the 
Report on Manufactures by refuting the var-
ied arguments of Jefferson and his support-
ers. The reality, as Hamilton demonstrates, 
is that in fact an economy which is depen-
dent on agriculture alone can support a far 
lower population density than an economy 

engaged in manufacturing and agricultur-
al cultivation both. A nation possessed of 
both manufacturing and agriculture has 
a far greater potential population density, 
Hamilton states, because “each furnishes a 
certain portion of the produce of his labor 
to the other, and each destroys [consumes] 
a correspondent portion of the produce of 
the other. In the meantime, the maintenance 
of two Citizens, instead of one, is going on; 
the state has two members instead of one; 
and they together consume twice the value 
of what is produced from the land.”

Hamilton continues: “The annual pro-
duce of the land and labor of a country can 
only be increased in two ways: by some 
improvement in the productive powers of 
the useful labor which actually exists with-
in it, or by some increase in the quantity 
of such labor.” Without merely increasing 
the quantity of labor engaged in a given 
task, increased production by the existing 
labor force can only achieved by means of 
“improvement in its productive powers, 
whether to be derived from an accession of 
skill, or from the application of ingenious 
machinery.” Hamilton states as the central 
thesis of his Report on Manufactures “that 
the establishment and diffusion of manu-
factures have the effect of rendering the to-
tal mass of useful and productive labor in a 
community greater than it would otherwise 
be… It may be inferred that manufacturing 
establishments not only occasion a positive 
augmentation of the produce and revenue 
of the society, but that they contribute es-
sentially to rendering them greater than 
they could possibly be without such estab-
lishments.”

“To Stimulate the Activity of the Human 
Mind”

Hamilton enumerates seven reasons for 
the role manufacturing plays increasing the 
productive powers of labor, among which 
he includes “the extension of the use of ma-
chinery” which he describes as “an artificial 
force brought in aid of the natural force of 
man; and, to all the purposes of labor, is an 
increase of hands.” He emphasizes, howev-
er, that labor power is not merely an arith-
metic quantity to be considered mathemat-
ically, but in fact, the driver of economic 
progress is the creative power of the indi-
viduals engaged in that economy, and that 
the purpose of the productive activity is 
nothing less than “to stimulate the activity 
of the human mind.” The advantage of an 
industrial and technologically driven econ-
omy is in encouraging the individual talents 
of each citizen. Hamilton states:

“The furnishing greater scope for the 
diversity of talents and dispositions which 
discriminate men from each other, is a 
much more powerful mean of augmenting 
the fund of national industry than may at 
first sight appear. It is a just observation, 
that minds of the strongest and most ac-
tive powers for their proper objects fall be-
low mediocrity and labor without effect, if 
confined to uncongenial pursuits… When 
all the different kinds of industry obtain in 
a community, each individual can find his 
proper element, and can call into activity 
the whole vigor of his nature… To cher-
ish and stimulate the activity of the human 
mind, by multiplying the objects of enter-
prise, is not among the least considerable 
of the expedients by which the wealth of a 
country may be promoted. Even things in 
themselves not positively advantageous, 
sometimes become so by their tendency to 
provoke exertion. Every new scene, which 
is opened to the busy nature of man to 
rouse and exert itself, is the addition of a 
new energy to the general stock of effort.”

“Minerals Acquire a Utility and Value 
Which Were Before Unexplored”

But perhaps the most significant f actor 
which Hamilton identifies, which resonates 
directly with the central point in LaRouche’s 
“Four New Laws” document, is Hamil-
ton’s seventh point, “As to the creating, in 
some new instances, a new, and securing in 
all, a more certain and steady demand, for 
the surplus produce of the soil.” Hamilton 
himself states that “this is among the most 
important of the circumstances which have 
been indicated. It is a principal means, by 
which the establishment of manufactures 
contributes to an augmentation of the pro-
duce or revenue of a country…”

Hamilton’s emphasis is not only that de-
velopment of manufacturing provides an 
domestic outlet to the natural resources of 
any given nation, but that it in fact creates 
new resources where no such resource was 
previously recognized: “It merits particular 
observation, that the multiplication of man-
ufactories not only furnishes a market for 
those articles which have been accustomed 
to be produced in abundance in a country; 
but it likewise creates a demand for such 
as were either unknown or produced in 
inconsiderable quantities. The bowels as 
well as the surface of the earth are 
ransacked for ar-ticles which were before 
neglected. Animals, plants, and minerals 
acquire a utility and value, which were 
before unexplored.”

This point goes directly to what 
LaRouche identifies in his document as 
“the domain of a living human practice 
of chemistry,” which is characterized by 
“society’s increase of the effective energy-
flux-density” of ap-plied technologies and 
use of resources. The historically evident 
upward advances and sudden leaps in 
mankind’s productive pow-ers due to the 
development of more efficient uses of 
resources or even the discovery of new, 
previously unknown resources and 
power sources, trace out the upward 
evo-lution of the human species. As 
LaRouche states, for this reason, this 
understanding of “physical chemistry” 
can be used as the “yardstick of history.” 
LaRouche writes:

“Mankind’s progress, as measured 
rather simply as a species, is expressed 
typically in the rising power of the 
principle of human life, over the abilities 
of animal life gen-erally, and relatively 
absolute superiority over the powers of 
non-living processes to achieve within 
mankind’s willful interven-tion to that 
intended effect. Progress exists so only 
under a continuing, progressive in-crease 
of the productive and related powers of 
the human species.”

LaRouche cites the Russian 
biogeochem-ist Vladimir Vernadsky, 
who defined the new state of nature 
created by this dis-tinct creative power 
of mankind as the “noösphere.” In a 
1943 paper on the sub-ject, titled “Some 
Words About the Noo-sphere,” 
Vernadsky identifies precisely the 
phenomenon which Hamilton cited as 
the emergence of entirely new resources, 
previ-ously undeveloped and unexplored, 
as the characteristic which defines man’s 
progress.

“As for the coming of the noösphere, 
we see around us at every step the 
empirical results of that process. That 
mineralogical rarity, native iron, is now 
being produced by the billions of tons. 
Native aluminum, which never before 
existed on our planet, is now produced in 
any quantity. The same is true with regard 
to the countless number of artificial 
chemical combinations newly created on 
our planet. The number of such artificial 
minerals is constantly increasing.”

And as depicted in the following 
graphic, the ability of man to harness new 
resources and develop new minerals and 
other ma-terials, depends on ever-
higher forms of 

“fire” with increasing levels of energy densi-
ty. LaRouche calls this “the essential human 
principle which distinguishes the human 
personality from the systemic characteris-
tics of the lower forms of life: the net rate 
of increase of the energy-flux density of ef-
fective practice.” These technological leaps 
create entirely new platforms for human 
development, with the productive powers 
of labor and thus the potential population 
density of the human species increasing ac-
cordingly.

This principle, as presented by LaRouche, 
by which the creative discoveries of the hu-
man mind allow man to achieve great leaps 
in his productive powers through increas-
es in energy flux density, accompanied by 
correlated leaps in man’s potential popula-
tion density, defines the core principle of 
economics. As is evident from his Report 
on Manufactures, Alexander Hamilton un-
derstood precisely this principle, and was 
able to apply it to develop the young Unit-
ed States from a backward raw-materials 
producing colony into the world’s leading 
agro-industrial power within a very short 
span of time. It will be only through the 
application of Hamilton’s principles again, 
in the form of LaRouche’s four economic 
laws, that the United States can reverse the 
collapse process it is now suffering and be 
restored to the path of progress once again, 
a path which leads towards unparalleled 
leaps in productivity and discovery. Can 
you imagine what Hamilton would think of 
human beings developing and mining the 
surface of the moon for resources such as 
helium-3 to be used as the fuel for thermo-
nuclear fusion? This would unleash a leap in 
the productive powers of man unequalled 
in all previous human history. As LaRouche 
states in conclusion of his “Four New Laws” 
paper: “A Fusion economy, is the present-
ly urgent next step, and standard, for man’s 
gains of power within the Solar system, and, 
later, beyond.”

Obamacare 
Falls

Continued from page 1

In the 1980s Lyndon LaRouche commissioned a series of historical case studies to demonstrate the 
fundamental physical principles underlying economic progress, with a particular focus on techno-
logical leaps and increases in energy-flux density. Here are the results of one study examining the 
history of iron production across the history of the United States. Increases in the productivity of 
iron workers have been enabled by increases in the energy-flux density of the blast furnaces em-
ployed in the productive process, and that leaps in productivity are expressed as a series of discrete 
transitions indicating shifts from one technology to the next (expressed as a series of hyperbolic 
curves). Source: “Blast furnace technology: A case study,” EIR, May 28, 1985

LaRouchePAC’s 2009 pamphlet identifying the 
true origin of Obamacare.

Read Hamilton’s 
complete paper  
“On the Subject of 

Manufactures” 
lpac.co/manufactures



The Hamiltonian — October 21, 2016 3

Hamilton’s Manhattan Against the Slave Power of Virginia
by Robert Ingraham

The following are excerpts from Mr. In-
graham’s article, available in full at:  
http://lpac.co/hamilton

April 20, 2015—There are myths and 
counter-myths surrounding the early 
history of the United States of America. 
It is often difficult for the mere observer 
to discern what was actually going on, 
and what the nature of the battle was. 
This document will demonstrate that 
from the very beginning, this nation 
was defined by a titanic war between 
two opposing forces, opponents who 
differed not merely on practical politi-
cal issues, but on the very nature of the 
human species itself. On the one side 
was the New York leadership who cre-
ated the United States Constitution and 
defined the mission of the United States 
during the Presidency of George Wash-
ington. Against them were arrayed 
the Virginia combine of the Southern 
“Slave Power,” an anti-human aristoc-
racy who were determined that it would 
be the slavocracy of the South who 
would control the future destiny of the 
nation. This is the story of that battle.

* * *
In the years immediately prior to the 

American Revolutionary War, four young 
graduates of King’s College (today’s Colum-
bia University) in New York City began a 
friendship, a personal bond, from which 
sprang forth the leadership of a new nation. 
This bond was strengthened and deepened 
during the years of the American War for 
Independence, a war which also witnessed 
the beginning of their intimate relationship 
with George Washington, and later, in 1787, 
it would be these four,--Alexander Hamil-
ton, John Jay, Gouverneur Morris and Rob-
ert Livingston,—who performed the vital 
role in the creation of the finished form of 
the United States Constitution, as well as in 
that document’s successful ratification one 
year later. Beginning in 1789, three of these 
individuals—Hamilton, Jay and Morris—
would form the nucleus of the leadership 
in the new Presidential Administration of 
George Washington, a Presidency whose 
nature can only be grasped by recognizing 
that it was a “New York Administration.”

They were joined and supported by oth-
er key New Yorkers, including Steven Van 
Rensselaer, Philip Schuyler, and Isaac Roo-
sevelt, along with Hamilton’s protégé Rufus 
King, who moved from Massachusetts to 
New York at Hamilton’s urging. Later, the 
legacy of this grouping would be contin-
ued through the efforts of DeWitt Clinton, 

James Fenimore Cooper, and others.
Even before the inauguration of Wash-

ington, stretching back to the Constitution-
al Convention and earlier, the philosophy 
and policy of what would become this 1789 
New York Administration was ruthlessly 
and bloodily opposed by the Slave Interests 
of the South.

There are two related delusions concern-
ing slavery and the American Republic. The 
first is that the founding fathers were either 
pro-slavery, or at least tolerant of that insti-
tution. The second is that slavery did not 
emerge as a decisive national crisis until the 
1830s or 1840s, or until the Kansas-Nebras-
ka Act of 1854. The truth, is that beginning 
with the inauguration of George Washing-
ton in 1789, war was declared against that 
Administration by the Slave Power, and 
beginning with the election of Thomas Jef-
ferson in 1800, the Southern Slave Power 
unleashed a relentless, unceasing effort to 
increase its power, expand geographically 
and ultimately take over the entire nation.

More was at stake than simply the in-
stitution of slavery. The first Washington 
Administration was an experiment as to 
whether the principles of the new Amer-
ican Constitution, a constitution steered 
to its completion by New Yorkers, might 
succeed in practice. It was the Administra-
tion of Alexander Hamilton’s creation of a 
National Bank, and Hamilton’s formation 
of the Society for Establishing Useful Man-

ufactures. The Washington Presidency was 
the battleground for the creation of a type 
of Republic never before existent in human 
history. From the beginning, the mortal en-
emy of this design was the Slave Power of 
the South.

...

Part II: The Constitution
A continuing lie surrounding the United 

States Constitution is that Alexander Ham-
ilton played a minor role at the Constitu-
tional Convention and had little input into 
the final document. The truth is that there 
would have been no Constitution without 
Hamilton. He was the initiator of the proj-
ect and, almost single-handedly, responsi-
ble for the convening of the Convention in 
the summer of 1787; and, afterwards, Ham-
ilton was the driving force for ratification 
in 1788. In addition, he intervened in two 
crucial and decisive ways at the Convention 
itself.

Hamilton’s campaign from 1783 to 1787 
to replace the Articles of Confederation is 
well-known, and the details will not be re-
peated here, except to emphasize his role in 
initiating the Annapolis Convention, which 
met on September 12, 1786 and ended two 
days later with the Hamilton-authored “An-
napolis Resolution,” calling for the conven-
ing of a national convention in Philadelphia 
in May of 1787, to be attended by all the 
states.

This was Hamilton’s project from the be-
ginning.

The Philadelphia Convention opened 
with the presentation of the “Virginia Plan,” 
a document which emanated from James 
Madison. Madison’s proposal was a mess, 
particularly in the extreme weakness of 
the Presidency and the Judiciary, and the 
extensive power it granted to the individ-
ual state legislatures. More important, the 
Madison plan had no intent; it was merely 
a social contract. Even worse, the Virginia 
proposal was followed several days later by 
the presentation of the “New Jersey Plan,” 
a rewarmed version of the Articles of Con-
federation. The grim choice between some 
version of these two bad alternatives would 
have been inevitable, but, on June 17, 1787, 
Hamilton met with George Washington 
and convinced him to turn over the entirety 
of the next day’s agenda to only one speak-
er, Hamilton himself. On June 18th Ham-
ilton spoke, uninterrupted, for six hours, 
presenting his own vision for the new 
government. Historians almost universally 
deride this intervention, calling Hamilton’s 
proposal the “British Plan” (despite the fact 
that it bears no resemblance whatsoever 
to the British government), and claiming 
that his speech had no support and little 

effectiveness. On the contrary! Through 
his sheer will and the brilliance of his ar-
gument, Hamilton transformed the entire 
nature of the gathering. From the moment 
of Hamilton’s speech, the New Jersey Plan 
died, and the nationalists gained the ascen-
dency in the Convention. The battle then 
became one to improve upon the Virginia 
Plan, to transform it into the basis for a sov-
ereign Republic.

Shortly after his speech, Hamilton left the 
Convention for most of the rest of the sum-
mer. Again, historians point to this as evi-
dence of Hamilton’s pique at the supposed 
lack of support for his proposal, but a ma-
jor reason that Hamilton absented himself 
from most of the convention, was due to his 
status. New York State had sent three dele-
gates, but two of them, allied with George 
Clinton, withdrew when they discovered 
that the Convention intended to overthrow 
the Articles of Confederation. Without 
them the New York delegation did not have 
a quorum, and thus lost its vote. Hamilton’s 
official position had been reduced, accord-
ing to the rules of the Convention, to that of 
a mere observer. This is why, at the end of 
the Convention, Washington stated that the 
Constitution had been signed by “11 states 
and Col. Hamilton,” New York not having a 
valid vote, and Rhode Island boycotting the 
Convention.

After Hamilton’s departure, it was Gou-
verneur Morris who led the battle against 

States’ Rights and Slavery at the Conven-
tion. More than any other individual, it was 
Morris who was responsible for the clauses 
creating a strong Presidency—the Ameri-
can Presidential System—and it was Mor-
ris who battled, almost alone, against the 
institutionalized Slave Power of the South. 
During the Convention, Gouverneur Mor-
ris roomed with Washington at the home of 
Robert Morris, and it was very clear to all of 
the delegates that when Gouverneur Mor-
ris spoke,- and he spoke more often than 
any other delegate at the Convention,- the 
views he propounded were sometimes his 
own, but often those of Washington as well.

This is what Hamilton and Morris togeth-
er accomplished:

First, the establishment of a strong, inde-
pendently-elected Executive, through the 
Office of the Presidency. Morris was un-
successful in his attempts to establish a full 
democratic popular election of the Presi-
dent, but he and Hamilton were successful 
in preventing the selection of the President 
by either the Congress or the State Govern-
ments, which were the majority views at 
the beginning of the convention. They also 
were able to empower the President with 
broad executive powers.

The inclusion of a broad General Welfare 
clause, both within the body of the Con-
stitution, and more importantly the Mor-
ris-authored Preamble, which charges the 
National government to protect and defend 
the General Welfare for future generations.

The establishment of a strong indepen-
dent Judiciary, something which later be-
came a major source of conflict with the 
Jeffersonians.

Morris and Hamilton were the most elo-
quent champions of nationalism at the con-
vention,—particularly Morris, who spoke 
repeatedly and passionately as the cham-
pion of national unity. He attacked states’ 
rights and localism from every angle and at 
each time it reared its head.

Morris led a critically important fight 
over slavery at the convention. Practical-
ly alone, he waged this fight all the way 
through to the closing hours of the conven-
tion, brilliantly and uncompromisingly. The 
Three-Fifths clause which vastly inflated 
the national political power of the slave 
states was adopted against Morris’s intense 
opposition.

At the conclusion of the Convention, a 
“Committee of Style and Arrangement” 
was appointed to write the final draft of the 
Constitution. The chairman of the commit-
tee was Hamilton, and both Gouverneur 
Morris and Rufus King were members. This 
Committee did not merely “polish” the fi-
nal wording of the Constitution. They were 
given a hodgepodge of individual clauses 
that had been approved by majority vote, 
and their instructions were to arrange them 
into a unified composition. In doing this, 
nothing that had been already approved 
was changed, but the wording and phrasing 
of the final document all derived from the 
Committee, and, repeatedly, the emphasis 
in the final document is such as to strength-
en the truly national character of the new 
government. Among other things, they 
clarified the General Welfare clause, and 
they made significant changes to Article III 
which strengthened the Federal Judiciary.

The great history-changing accomplish-
ment of Hamilton’s Committee, howev-
er, was its addition of the Preamble to the 
Constitution. All contemporary witnesses 
agree that it was Gouverneur Morris who 
personally authored the Preamble, thus giv-
ing the entire document its philosophical 
intent. Reportedly, some of the delegates, 
upon receiving the completed Constitution 
from the Committee on Style, were unhap-
py with a Preamble they had neither asked 
for nor authorized, but it remained, un-
changed, in the final document. When you 
read the words:

“We the People of the United States, in or-
der to form a more perfect Union, establish 
Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, pro-
vide for the common defence, promote the 
general Welfare, and secure the Blessings 
of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, 
do ordain and establish this Constitution 
for the United States of America,” you are 
reading not only the words of Gouverneur 
Morris but the Principle which he, together 
with Hamilton, embedded in the founding 
document of our nation.

Morris vs. the Slavocracy
The great untold story of the Constitu-

tional Convention is that the slave interests 
of the South, led by Virginia, were deter-
mined and unyielding that the final agree-
ment would lead to a domination of the 
new nation by the Slavocracy. Their power 
and their system was to be enshrined, with 
legal finality, in the founding document of 
the nation. This included their demands for 
enhanced political power based on their 
states’ total slave population, for no restric-
tions to be placed on the slave trade, for no 
restrictions on the expansion of slavery into 
the territories, and for the use of various 

clauses in the Constitution dealing with 
property rights to protect slave ownership.

James Madison’s original Virginia Plan 
called for one-to-one representation of the 
slaves for the purpose of determining an in-
dividual state’s number of Representatives 
in the Congress, as well as that state’s num-
ber of Presidential Electors. For example, in 
1790, Virginia had 435,000 free inhabitants 
and 300,000 slaves, while Pennsylvania had 
434,000 free inhabitants and no slaves. Un-
der the Madison Plan, Virginia’s represen-
tation would be based on 735,000 people.

They almost got away with it, but there 
was enough opposition among some of the 
northern delegates, that on June Eleventh 
(when Gouverneur Morris was absent from 
the Convention), James Wilson of Philadel-
phia proposed the Three-Fifths “compro-
mise,” allowing the South to count 60 per-
cent of their slaves towards representation. 
This would, for example, allot to Virginia 
representation 
for 615,000 
“people.” Wil-
son’s proposal 
was adopted 
with eight states 
voting for it, and 
two (Delaware 
and New Jersey) 
opposed, and 
that is where 
matters stood 
for one month.

On July Elev-
enth, Gouver-
neur Morris rose 
to speak at the Convention to re-open the 
already-decided issue of the Three-Fifths 
clause. The record of his speech and the en-
suing lengthy debate with James Wilson is 
not preserved, but it must have been effec-
tive, for at day’s end, the Convention voted 
six states to four to eliminate the Three-
Fifths clause and to award no representa-
tion for slaves. However, the fight was not 
over, and during the next two days there 
were heated exchanges, with only Morris 
repeatedly taking a strong anti-slavery posi-
tion, in the face of Southern threats to walk 
out of the convention.

On July Thirteenth, another vote was 
held, and the Three-Fifths clause was rein-
stated, with the Southern concession that 
Three-Fifths of the slaves would be counted 
for both representation and direct taxation. 
The vote to reinstate the Three-Fifths clause 
was six to two, with two abstentions. Morris 
was the only member of the Pennsylvania 
delegation to oppose the compromise.

Morris was not yet done. On July 24th he 
delivered yet another speech demanding 
that the Convention revisit and remove the 
Three-Fifths clause. Incredibly, the five-per-
son Committee on the Whole, in response 
to Morris’s intervention, then voted to rein-
state full one-to-one representation (!) for 
slaves.

On August Eighth, when no other dele-
gate was willing to openly defy the ultimata 
of the Slave Power, Morris rose and faced 
the entirety of the assembled delegates. He 
said the following:

Upon what principle is it that the slaves 
shall be computed in the representation? 
Are they men? Then make them citizens 
and let them vote. Are they property? Why 
then is no other property included? The 
houses in [Philadelphia] are worth more 
than all the wretched slaves that cover the 
rice swamps of South Carolina.... The ad-
mission of slaves into the representation 
when fairly explained comes to this: that 
the inhabitant of Georgia and South Caro-
lina who goes to the coast of Africa and, in 
defiance of the most sacred laws of humani-
ty, tears away his fellow creatures from their 
dearest connections and damns them to the 
most cruel bond-
ages, shall have 
more votes in a 
government in-
stituted for the 
protection of the 
rights of man-
kind, than the 
citizen of Penn-
sylvania or New 
Jersey who views 
with laudable 
horror so nefar-
ious a practice....

Domestic slav-
ery is the most 
prominent fea-
ture in the aris-
tocratic coun-
tenance of the 
proposed Con-
stitution. The vassalage of the poor has ever 
been the favorite offspring of aristocracy. 
And what is the proposed compensation 
to the Northern States for a sacrifice of ev-
ery principle of right, of every impulse of 
humanity? They are to bind themselves to 
march their militias for the defense of the 
Southern States; for their defense against 
those very slaves of whom they complain. 

They must supply vessels and seamen in 
case of foreign Attack....

On the other side, the Southern States are 
not to be restrained from importing fresh 
supplies of wretched Africans... nay they 
are to be encouraged to it by an assurance 
of having their votes in the National Gov-
ernment increased in proportion, and are 
at the same time to have their exports and 
their slaves exempt from all contributions 
for the public service...

Slavery is a nefarious institution, the curse 
of heaven on the states where it prevails. 
Compare the free regions of the Middle 
States, where a rich and noble cultivation 
marks the prosperity and the happiness of 
the people, with the misery and poverty 
which overspread the barren wastes of Vir-
ginia, Maryland and the other States having 
slaves. Travel through the whole Continent, 
and you behold the prospect continually 
varying with the appearance and disap-

pearance of slavery. The moment you leave 
the Eastern States and enter New York, the 
effects of the institution become visible,—
passing through the Jerseys and entering 
Pennsylvania, every criterion of superior 
improvement witnesses the change. Pro-
ceed southwardly and every step you take 
through the great region of slaves presents 
a desert increasing, with the increasing pro-
portion of these wretched beings.

At the conclusion of his speech, Morris 
proposed one small editorial change: to 
insert the word “free” before the word “in-
habitants,” which would, of course, have 
eliminated all slave representation. Morris’s 
motion was overwhelmingly rejected, but 
in the aftermath of the speech, the Con-
vention voted to reinstate the Three-Fifths 
representation instead of the Committee’s 
one-to-one proposal. This vote effectively 
ended the debate over slave representation.

The slave trade was debated from August 
21st to 28th. South Carolina led the fight 
in demanding an unrestricted slave trade. 
Morris counterattacked, speaking repeated-
ly, even at one point proposing—as a prov-
ocation—that the constitution prohibit the 
slave trade, but that Virginia, Georgia, and 
South and North Carolina be exempted due 
to their commitment to “human bondage.” 
This caused a furor on the convention floor. 
Eventually, James Wilson proposed another 
compromise, one allowing the slave trade 
to continue for 20 years and imposing a 
head tax on imported slaves. Morris spoke 
sharply against it, but it passed. The effect 
of this “compromise” was that over the next 
20 years, from 1790 to 1810, 203,000 slaves 
were brought into the United States, com-
pared with only 56,000 in the previous 20 
years.

The last slave-related issue was that of 
run-away slaves. The Convention had al-
ready agreed to a clause requiring Gover-
nors to surrender criminals for extradition 
to other states, but on August 28th the 
South Carolina delegation demanded that 
fugitive slaves must be included in the defi-
nition of criminals. Wilson again proposed 
a “compromise,” whereby slaves would not 
come under legal extradition agreements, 

but slave-owners would have the legal right 
to enter into other states (or hire someone 
to do this for them), and seize their run-
away slaves, i.e., recover their rightful prop-
erty. This was the origin of all later “fugitive 
slave” laws. Again, Morris was vehement in 
his opposition, but it was voted up by the 
convention.

…
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From left to right: Alexander Hamilton, Gouverneur Morris, John Jay and Robert Livingston.

Manhattan celebrates ratification of the Constitution, July 23, 1788.

The swearing-in ceremony of George Washington as the first President of the 
United States on the balcony of the Public House, later called Federal Hall, 
New York City.
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Part III: The New Administration
It was not inevitable that Washington 

would head the new government. Follow-
ing his service in the French and Indian 
War and the American Revolution, Wash-
ington had informed many of his associates 
of his desire to retire from politics. Ham-
ilton and others knew that a Washington 
Presidency was indispensable to what had 
to be done next. Neither Hamilton nor any 
of his close associates were happy with the 
final Constitution, but as Morris was later 

to describe the finished document, “it was 
the best that could be accomplished ... and 
infinitely better than the existing Articles of 
Confederation.” The task now was to bring 
the words on the page to life, and to utilize 
all of the powers granted by the Constitu-
tion to secure the permanent continuance 
of a sovereign republic. To accomplish that, 
Washington was urgently needed.

Hamilton, Jay, Morris, and Henry Knox 
all communicated directly with Washing-
ton, expressing their belief that the historic 
mission could not be completed without his 
leadership. Morris wrote, “Should the idea 
prevail that you would not accept the Pres-
idency, it would prove fatal to ratification 
in many Parts... your cool steady Temper 
is indisputably necessary to give a firm and 
manly Tone to the new Government... you 
therefore must, I say must mount the Seat. 
The Exercise of Authority depends on per-
sonal character, and you are the indispens-
able man.” Three weeks after authoring that 
letter Morris traveled to Mount Vernon and 
spent three days in private discussion with 
Washington.

Washington was duly elected, and on 
April 30, 1789, in Manhattan, he was sworn 
in as the first President of the United States, 
Robert Livingston, the Chancellor of New 
York, delivering the Oath of Office.

Washington was the man in charge, and 
his word was final, at least to his friends and 
allies, but, from the beginning, it was Ham-
ilton to whom Washington turned for pol-
icy leadership. Washington was not a “fig-
urehead,” but he recognized in Hamilton 
that genius necessary for the establishment 

of the new Nation, and Hamilton’s role in 
the government became so pronounced, so 
quickly, that Jefferson and his allies began 
to denounce New York City, the Capital of 
the Nation, as Hamiltonopolis.

The Washington Administration was an 
experiment as to whether a self-governing 
Republic—a government of, by and for the 
people—could be created and sustained. 
Hamilton was the second in command and 
the recognized leader in matters of policy. 
John Jay became not only the first Chief 
Justice of the United States, but he was also 
the individual whom Washington repeated-
ly chose for key tasks of great importance, 
such as the Jay Treaty of 1795. Gouverneur 
Morris, Hamilton’s closest friend, spent 
the entirety of Washington’s eight years as 
President in Europe, to which he had been 
deployed in the role of Washington’s private 
agent, his “eyes and ears,”—and during the 
entirety of this period, it was Morris, rath-
er than the individual U.S. Ambassadors to 
France, Holland, Britain and Spain, who 
became Washington’s most trusted advisor 
in matters of foreign policy. There were oth-
ers as well, who played important roles, in-
cluding Hamilton’s protégé Rufus King and 
Henry Knox (the first Secretary of War), 
both of whom moved permanently from 
Massachusetts to New York; Philip Schuyler 
(Hamilton’s father-in-law), and Steven Van 
Rensselaer. All New Yorkers. This was the 
leadership of the Washington Administra-
tion in 1789.

In 1789 Washington wanted the perma-
nent U.S. Capital to be located in Albany, 
New York, while Gouverneur Morris lob-

bied for Newburgh, a city on the Hudson 
River just north of West Point. Hamilton 
was adamant that the capital should remain 
in Manhattan, and it was from Manhattan 
that the battle to create and consolidate the 
United States of America as a sovereign na-
tion was directed.

Thomas Jefferson, confronted with this 
phalanx of New York hegemony within 
the Washington Administration, and after 
failing to stop the approval of Hamilton’s 
National Bank in 1791, quit the administra-

tion so as to attack 
it from the outside. 
The idea that “Jef-
fersonianism” arose 
out of a later cor-
ruption of the Fed-
eralist Party under 
John Adams, or in 
opposition to the 
rise of the Boston 
Connecticut Essex 
Junto types, is sim-
ply a lie. By as early 
as 1790, at precisely 
the time that Ham-
ilton was attempt-

ing to create the National Bank and the 
Society for Useful Manufactures, the Vir-
ginia attack on the Administration was at 
full throttle, and it would reach a crescendo 
with the signing of the Jay Treaty of 1795.

Hamilton’s Principle
In his series of reports and actions be-

tween 1789 and 1793 Hamilton did not set 
forth a “program” nor a “formula” for eco-
nomic policy. The intent, the Principle, un-
derlying Hamilton’s initiatives is grounded 
in the goal of an ever-increasing National 
productivity, rooted in scientific and tech-
nological advancement. For Hamilton, this 
was the axiomatic principle at the heart of 
the Republic, without which there could be 
no republic, and thus the full power of the 
sovereign National Government, led by the 
Presidency, must be brought to bear to se-
cure that directionality.

Far too often, Hamilton’s financial ini-
tiatives are viewed as just that, financial 
or banking initiatives, and, after Hamilton 
left office, the functioning of both the First 
and Second National Banks was frequent-
ly relegated to that lower-level status, of a 
mere financial or monetary institution. To 
understand what Hamilton was doing, one 
has to look at the relationship between the 
National Bank, the Society for Establishing 
Useful Manufactures (SUM), and his Re-
port on Manufactures, not as separate ini-
tiatives, but one unified thrust.

Hamilton was determined to use the full 
power of the National Government to drive 
forward industrial and scientific expansion, 
and toward that end he battled intensively 

for a national policy of “bounties” 
to directly finance industrial en-
terprises. As Hamilton asked in 
the Report on Manufactures, “In 
what can it [the national debt] 
be so useful, as in prompting and 
improving the efforts of indus-
try?”—and Hamilton proposed 
that the National Government use 
two percent of the national debt to 
finance the creation of a “national 
manufactory.”

Hamilton’s Report on Manu-
factures, which was submitted to 
Congress on December 5, 1791, 
unveiled the formation of the 
Society for Establishing Useful 
Manufactures with the words, “It 
may be announced, that a society 
is forming with a capital which is 

expected to be extended to at least a million 
dollars, on behalf of which measures are 
already in train for prosecuting on a large 
scale, the making and printing of cotton 
goods.”

The Paterson, New 
Jersey works of the 
SUM were intended 
as a “pilot project.” 
The 1791 Report to 
Congress defined an 
ongoing policy of na-
tional manufacturing 
development through 
the use of bounties, 
intimately interwoven 
with the credit-gen-
erating power of the 
National Bank. In that 
Report, Hamilton ar-
gued that the autho-
rization to undertake 
such a policy of nation-
al development rested 
entirely in the powers 
granted to the National 
Government under the 
General Welfare provi-
sions of the Constitu-
tion.

In January 1792, 
James Madison, in the 
House, and Jefferson, 
inside the Cabinet, de-
clared war. Madison 
wrote to a colleague, 
“What do you think of 
the commentary on the 

terms general welfare... this broaches a new 
constitutional doctrine of vast consequence 
and demanding the serious attention of the 
public, I consider it myself as subverting 
the fundamental and characteristic princi-
ple of the Government, as contrary to the 
true & fair, as well as the received construc-
tion, and as bidding defiance to the sense 
in which the Constitution is known to have 
been proposed, advocated and adopted. If 
Congress can do whatever in their discre-
tion can be done by money, and will pro-
mote the general welfare, the Government 
is no longer a limited one possessing enu-
merated powers, but an indefinite one sub-
ject to particular exceptions.”

In February 1792, Jefferson circulated a 
memo, “Notes on the Constitutionality of 
Bounties to Encourage Manufacturing,” 
wherein he states that import duties were 
the only legal and allowable means of pro-
moting manufactures, and that direct gov-
ernment support for manufacturing has 
not been delegated by the Constitution to 
the General Government, but remains with 
the state governments.

In late February, during a meeting with 
Washington, held at Jefferson’s request, 
Jefferson attacked the Report on Manufac-
tures, which he charged meant to establish 
the doctrine that the power given by the 
Constitution to collect taxes to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States, 
permitted Congress to take every thing un-
der their management which they should 
deem for the public welfare. According to 
Jefferson’s own notes on the meeting, Wash-
ington’s response was frigid, and the meet-
ing ended abruptly.

Nevertheless, the Report was never pre-
sented before Congress for debate or a vote. 
One year earlier, the National Bank had 
been approved by the Senate by only one 
vote, with Philip Schuyler and Rufus King 
leading the fight for it, and James Monroe 
leading the opposition.

Virginia Declares War
The Slave Power assault on Hamilton 

began from the day that Washington took 
office. Just as Hamilton, Jay, and Morris 
were determined to complete the work of 
the Constitutional Convention, to create “a 
More Perfect Union,” the Virginia complex 
was insanely intent on destroying Hamil-
ton, breaking the grip of the New Yorkers 
on the new government, seizing power for 
themselves and spreading both slavery and 
the Slave Power across the new nation.

The attack on Hamilton began immedi-
ately. It was not confined to a policy fight, 
but included efforts to destroy him polit-
ically, financially, and personally. An in-
dication of their intent was the Jefferson/
Madison blackmailing of Hamilton to agree 
to moving the national capital into the very 
heart of the Slavocracy, in exchange for their 
cooperation in the national assumption of 

state debts, an action vital for the establish-
ment of a sovereign government. The battle 
erupted publicly with Jefferson’s 1791 decla-
ration of war against the proposed National 
Bank. Then came the all-out the attempt to 
destroy Hamilton personally through the 
Reynolds Affair, in which James Monroe 
played a particularly despicable role.

Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe were on 
the attack from Day One, at first within the 
Administration and Congress, but by no 
later than early 1791, they began organiz-
ing a national party. The method chosen 
was to create Jacobin Clubs, which on the 
surface were associations sympathetic with 
the French Revolution, but in reality were 
tentacles of the Virginia slavocracy reach-
ing into the North. These political clubs 
became the vehicle through which the en-
tire New York leadership of the Washing-
ton Administration was accused of being 
“aristocrats,” pro-British, and conspiring to 
establish a monarchy.

To my knowledge, the only prominent 
Federalist Party leader who ever publicly 
advocated a monarchy was John Adams. 
Hamilton, Morris, and Jay were all impas-
sioned in their commitment to republican 
government. Additionally, actions speak 
louder than words, and the policy initia-
tives which Hamilton battled for—and 
which Jefferson and Madison opposed—
would have led to a dramatic increase in 
scientific and industrial progress, and the 
concurrent uplifting of the cognitive skills 
and productivity of the American people,—
the true basis for a republic. Most incredi-
bly, the charges of “monarchist” and “aristo-
crat” which were hurled against Hamilton, 
all originated among Southern slave-own-
ers, who themselves parodied the lifestyle 
of the landed English gentry, and amused 
themselves by abusing their slaves, or in Jef-
ferson’s case breeding with them.

The Virginians began picking off and 
recruiting weaker members from among 
Washington’s supporters. 
John Jay’s intimate friend 
Robert Livingston went 
over to Jefferson in 1792, 
largely because Hamilton 
had blocked two of his 
personal initiatives in New 
York, the first being Living-
ston’s incompetent attempt 
to create a Land Bank, and 
the second when Hamilton 
secured a New York Sen-
ate seat, which Livingston 
coveted, for Philip Schuy-
ler. Tench Coxe is anoth-
er example, a man who 
throughout his career—as 
his private letters attest—was primarily 
driven by personal ambition. Supposedly 
Hamilton’s trusted assistant, by 1791 Coxe 
was de-facto Jefferson’s spy within the U.S. 
Treasury, reporting regularly to Jefferson 
and Madison on everything Hamilton was 
saying and doing.

This brings up a touchy subject. The 
story goes that Philadelphia became the 
birthplace for a new type of republicanism, 
Hamiltonian in policy but Jeffersonian in 
spirit. But there 
are also uncom-
fortable truths. 
P h i l a d e l p h i a 
was the north-
ern stronghold 
of the Jefferso-
nian Jacobin 
Clubs, which 
later morphed 
into the official 
electoral ma-
chine of the Jef-
fersonian Party. 
From 1791 to 
1794, thousands 

of Philadelphians marched around waving 
the Tri-Color flag, singing the Marseillaise, 
donning the Phrygian cap of the sans culotte 
and addressing each other as Citizen,—all 
of them pawns of the Virginia Slave Power. 
Remember, this was during Washington’s 
FIRST term as President, when Hamilton 
was fighting for the National Bank and 
the Society for Establishing Useful Manu-

factures, and these Jefferson “republican” 
clubs were deployed to stop Hamilton dead 
in his tracks. Painfully, it must also be stat-
ed that it was not just Tench Coxe. Rather, 
Mathew Carey, Alexander Dallas, and oth-
er later boosters of the Monroe Presidency 
all went over to Jefferson at this time,—not 
later, but in the very heat of the battle be-
tween Hamilton and Jefferson. In a letter 
dated September 13, 1792, Elisha Boudinot 
(one of the directors of the SUM), wrote to 
Hamilton noting that a petition campaign 
was beginning against the SUM, and that in 
Philadelphia, “a strong party is forming in 
that city against the Secretary of the Trea-
sury.”

Then, in 1792 Washington appointed 

Gouverneur Morris as Ambassador to 
France, and the Slave Power went wild. 
The slave-owner James Monroe denounced 
Morris as an avowed monarchist, unfit to 
represent the United States. Various Jeffer-
sonian allies attacked Morris’s “immoral” 
character, in which they were joined by 
John Adams. After a lengthy, intense fight, 
the Senate, despite Monroe’s efforts, con-
firmed Morris’s appointment by a narrow 
majority.
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Visit sinycchorus.com to sign up

The Schiller Institute Chorus is committed 
to creating a renaissance in the United 
States based on principles of Classical 
Composition. In music this means Italian 
“bel canto” placement of the voice at the 
proper scientific tuning, as advocated by 
Guiseppe Verdi of Middle C = 256 Hz. (A 
no higher than 432 Hz).

In September 2016, the Schiller Institute 
NYC Chorus, joined by friends from NJ, 
Boston, and Virginia, was able to perform 
the entire Mozart Requiem with a chorus 
of over 80 members, and a professional 
orchestra and soloists, in living memorial 
for those lost on 9/11/2001. 

The chorus has now expanded to 
Queens and Brooklyn over the past 
year, and has become a crucial part of 
Lyndon LaRouche’s “Manhattan Project,” 
to restore Manhattan as the intellectual 
and cultural capital of the United States, 
as it was during the time of Alexander 
Hamilton.

Create a Classical Renaissance with the 
Schiller Institute NYC Community Chorus
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