
LaRouche: We must provide leadership
Here are Lyndon LaRouche’s remarks, entitled “To Win the
World War, We Must Transform the Soul of President Clinton
and the U.S. Population,” to the Schiller Institute-Interna-
tional Caucus of Labor Committees Labor Day conference,
in Reston, Virginia, on Sept. 5. His remarks were delivered
by audiotape. Subheads have been added.

I’ll speak to you on the subject of leadership. By leadership,
I mean to put to one side all ideas about presenting suggestions
to various people as to how they should do things, put to one
side local programs, local projects, all these sorts of things.
And also, in a sense, put aside program.

The world is now in a crisis which is best compared to a
world war. We must win the world war. If we do not win the
war, everything else we do will be, in effect, a waste of time,
and a waste of effort. So, we must concentrate, always, on
winning the war; that is, to exert the leadership which results
in a transformation of the world as a whole, from a world
dominated by what has led to the present crisis, the present
threatened New Dark Age, into a new world, which is a world
of reconstruction and recovery. We must win that war, and
we must keep our eye on that ball, and not be diverted by
so-called “other questions,” or “questions which must also
be considered.”

Let me make this clear. As far as a program is required,
the program required to take this world out of its present mess,
and to launch a program of reconstruction worldwide, which
will permit the solution of most of the leading problems of
humanity, that program is already defined. It need not be
invented again. It has been invented. We’ve presented it.
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The events of the recent period have demonstrated that
our argument, my forecast, the forecasts of my associates,
have been correct. The program we’ve presented, is based on
the same considerations as those forecasts, which means that
what we’ve prepared, as a program, is correct, and all of the
alternatives are wrong. So we simply have to go with the
program we already have for reconstruction.

What is needed, is to realize that the reason the world
is in the mess it’s in, is not merely because we’ve had bad
leadership. We’ve had bad leadership for over 30 years. That
is, we’ve had a shift, for over 30 years, from policies of, say,
up to 1963-64, which worked, despite all their shortcomings.
And beginning 1964 through 1972, we introduced in the
United States and globally, policies which do not work, or
work to the effect of destroying the world economy, destroy-
ing society—destroying people. A policy which is headed
toward Hell.

Now, the problem is not merely that leadership has pro-
vided bad advice, or introduced bad principles, although they
have. The problem has been, that most of the institutions, and
the so-called average people in society in the United States
and other nations, have accepted these changes. And there-
fore, their heads don’t work properly. Because even if you
give them a correct program, they won’t carry it out.

Why? Because their heads have been scrambled to fit this
post-industrial, utopian New Dark Age/globalization/free-
trade psychosis. And as long as people think in the ways that
they learned to think, in order to live in the world of post-
industrial society and the world of globalization, the world of
free trade; as long as people continue to think with the habits



of mind associated with the past 30-odd years, there’s no
chance, even with the best leadership, that the United States
and other nations will survive.

So therefore, what we have to concentrate on, is changing
the inside of the individual heads of a lot of people, beginning
with the President of the United States. We have to change
the characteristics of individual human behavior, the mental
characteristics of individual human behavior. In a sense, to
go back to the way we used to think before 1964-72, not quite
that, but that’s a good comparison.

The President must change the way he thinks
Now, how are we going to win the war? It’s impossible to

change the world in time to save humanity, including the
people of the United States, or East Oshkosh, for example,
from a New Dark Age, unless the President of the United
States changes his mind and behavior, from what he’s been
doing up until now, to provide the world the kind of leadership
role of the United States and its President which echoes the
role performed by Franklin Roosevelt in the late 1930s, and
during the war.

That’s number one. That’s number one ball.
Now, the President of the United States can not do this

alone. He needs the support of the American people, or at
least a lot of them, of course. But also, he needs partners. Not
only many partners, but certain partners are crucial.

For example, the only major nation on this planet, which
has been functioning successfully for the past 20 years, is
China. Every other nation has been a failure, in terms of its
general direction of performance. China, which has probably
one of the best governments in the world today, in terms of
the quality of leadership, the kind of quality of leadership
required to get through crisis, is one of the strong forces in
the world, and is a key factor, both in Southeast and East and
South Asia; as with its potential collaboration with India, its
collaboration with nations of Southeast and East Asia, its
collaboration with countries in Central Asia. Its important
relationship to Russia, for example, even though Russia’s a
mess—the relationship of China to potential cooperation with
India, Russia, and nations of Central Asia, is crucial. There-
fore, the relationship of Clinton to China, and to the other
nations with whom China has a natural partnership in Asia,
and Eurasia, is crucial.

A return to American System methods
However, we’re not going to get out of the mess simply

by a good partnership. We’re going to have to transform the
world technologically. That is, we’re going to have to go back
to what used to be called the American System, in which
science, working together with the machine-tool-design sec-
tor, is transmitting new technologies, not only in the sense of
big projects, but into every pore of society, improving the
productive powers of labor, improving the quality of product,
and so forth. We’re going to have to provide that to all parts
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of the world. If we don’t, we can not have the kind of recon-
struction program which we need.

China does not have that kind of capability. It has some
machine-tool sector, it has some science. No country in South
Asia, or Southeast Asia, has that kind of capability. No coun-
try in Africa even approaches that kind of capability. Argen-
tina used to be a leading country of that sort, a machine-tool
country. That was destroyed successfully, since the end of
World War I. Brazil had potential, but that’s being destroyed.
Mexico could have had that potential, but that was prevented
in the 1970s, and then, from 1982 on. Kissinger and Brzezin-
ski were key factors in that problem.

What we’re going to have to do, is we’re going to have to
mobilize countries which used to be the world’s big machine-
tool-design exporters, to crank them up, not only for their
own domestic needs, for restoring domestic progress, techno-
logical progress, domestic increase in the productive powers
of labor. We’re going to have to supply this technology, or
this flow of technology, into countries which do not have
good, solid machine-tool-design capabilities.

The countries which traditionally have this kind of capa-
bility include the United States, Germany, Japan, some other
countries in a lesser degree in Europe. We’re going to have
to mobilize those countries as major exporters on long-term
agreements—that is, long-term credit and other agree-
ments—with these countries of Asia, and so forth, for a global
recovery program.

A crime against humanity
We’re going to have to also revive Russia. Now, what has

been done to Russia, is a crime against humanity, particularly
since 1989. Everything that was done in the name of reform
in Russia, was wrong, criminally wrong, if not just criminally
stupid, as some of those proposals that have been made from
the United States.

Russia’s potential lies, not in its raw materials, or becom-
ing a raw materials exporter. That was crazy, that was stupid.
It has to stop. Russia’s potential, like that of any industrialized
nation, lies in the effective utilization of its most skilled sec-
tion of its productive labor force. This includes farming, of
course, good farming. It includes good industry, good manu-
facturing, good infrastructure, all those things. But especially,
a modern industrial nation rises or falls on the quality of both
its agricultural progress, technological progress in agricul-
ture, and, in the same sense, in its machine-tool-design sector,
the most advanced, science-driven sector of making machine
tools that make machine tools.

Now, Russia had such a capability in the Soviet Union.
This was called the military-scientific-industrial complex of
the former Soviet Union, which has been now largely
wrecked. But elements of these institutions, as typified by the
Russian space program, still exist—in bad repair, but they
exist. The people exist. Russian skilled scientists and related
technicians still exist.



If we can mobilize Russia for itself, to rebuild itself not
as the kind of mess that Viktor Chernomyrdin and company
have built, but help it to mobilize itself as, in a sense, on an
emergency war economy kind of basis, to get its people back
to work, to rebuild and reactivate its machine-tool-design po-
tentiality, which was formerly located in the military-scien-
tific-industrial complex, then Russia can become a major con-
tributor, especially in parts of Asia—East Asia; China; South
Asia, as in India; Southeast Asia; and into, also, Africa—can
provide a massive flow, a growing export of machine-tool-
design capability, working in partnership with the same kind
of effort from the United States, from countries in Europe,
such as Germany, and from Japan, if we can get Japan back
on the ball, so to speak.

So, the President of the United States must bring this kind
of leadership to nations, that is, the nations I mentioned are
not the only ones, but these are the core nations, around which
other nations can group themselves for the kind of undertak-
ing which is required, for a global economic and moral recon-
struction of this planet.

Giving leadership to Clinton
For that, we require leadership. We can not simply say,

“Support Clinton.” Well, Clinton often does the wrong thing.
He’s not a bad guy. I don’t know about some of the things he
does or does not do, or is alleged to do. But I know that he
often falls short of the requirements of leadership. But we’ve
elected him as President. And as President of the United
States, he must, as President, be the person who takes the
responsibility for the initiatives which are required to save
this planet. Not all of the initiatives, but he must play a key
role, to permit the other parts of the planet to function: China,
East Asia, Southeast Asia, Europe, and Russia, and so forth.
He must do that.

We must provide him leadership, so that he can provide
leadership.

Now, we also have another problem, in addition to that
kind. The other problem is, the degeneration of the moral and
intellectual quality of the populations of the United States, of
the nations of Europe and other parts of the world. If you go
back to the 1950s and early 1960s, and if you can recall the
way people thought, what they knew, what their cultural level
was, what their intellectual level was, you would recognize
that during the succeeding two generations, over the past 30
to 40 years, that the quality of the populations of the United
States and Europe in particular, the intellectual, the moral
quality has collapsed.

And this is particularly true since the 1968-1972 period
of change. People are less intelligent, less moral, less capable
than they were then. This change, this degeneration in the
qualities of our population, or our younger generations in
particular, has been, in a sense, deliberate. Our people have
been conditioned to operate on a morally inferior level of
functioning.
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For example, think today: How many members of the
U.S. labor force, if they were taken into a modern industrial
plant, using modern technology, how many of them would be
qualified for employment in those plants, in those jobs? As
opposed to, the great number of people who, in the period of
the 1940s—World War II—or of the 1950s, or of the 1960s,
were capable of performing those jobs?

We have destroyed not only the skills, the productive
skills, but the productive skilled potential of our own popu-
lation in the United States. We’ve also made our people
less rational. People today are much less rational, than they
were 30 years ago in the United States. The same is true
in Europe.

For example, let’s take the case of Germany. Under
Willy Brandt, who was owned by many people—that is,
many sponsors, including John McCloy, and also various
other governments, not with all of whom John J. McCloy
would have agreed—Brandt introduced, under his sponsor-
ship, an educational reform bill in Germany. The result of
this educational reform bill, called the Brandt Reforms, has
been to take a German population, which was of a very high
quality because of its previous Classical-humanist education
system, and taken from the same families, people of the
same backgrounds, and has made them today, almost non-
functional.

The level of literacy, the level of developed intelligence
of the typical German today, from the generations which
were graduated from secondary schools after the 1970s, is
much lower, qualitatively lower, than the populations from
the same families of the same general backgrounds, prior
to 1970 and 1972. It’s visible, in many ways.

Therefore, we can define a program—we have defined
a program—for reconstructing the world economy. The pro-
gram will work fine. Our big problem, is two. Number one,
to get leaders such as Clinton to do the things they must do:
to provide them the leadership they must have, to provide
for them in turn to play the leadership role which they
must play.

Secondly, we have to recognize that the population, in
its present state of mind, would fail to fulfill the performance
objectives of this program, because of what’s happened to
their minds, the minds of the population, over the past 30-
odd years. Therefore, we must make our people, our ordinary
people, from all walks of life, aware of the shortcomings
which have been introduced into the way they think.

A similar experience during World War II
A similar thing happened to many of us, some 50-odd

years ago. We went to war. Now, I was a little non-com,
lowest level, in that war. And I was involved in the training
command for a while, before going overseas. And we brought
in each batch from the streets, from the buses and the railroads,
we brought in people from every nook and cranny of U.S.
society, virtually. We put them together in training platoons



in the training centers. And we cleaned them up, we educated
them, we made them functional.

The first step of this was, of course, in the CCC. The first
major reserves we had for mobilizing divisions for World
War II, came out of the Civilian Conservation Corps, which
were turned into a military force, essentially, and were a key
part of our military mobilization.

So, our problem was, coming out of the 1920s and the
1930s Depression, was to take a shattered, demoralized popu-
lation, shattered by the effects of the Flapper Era, by the ef-
fects of the Depression, to mobilize them, to re-educate them,
to motivate them, to change their attitudes, to make them
more optimistic, to create a fighting force to rebuild the world
economy, especially the U.S. economy, and to deploy this
force internationally.

We did it. The big challenge for us today, is to not only
change the mind of the President and people around him,
to bring them up to a higher level of thinking and discipline,
and commitment, but also to think of our general citizenry,
who are demoralized, who have lost the mental skills for
making decisions which their parents had, or maybe they
had 30 years ago. To remoralize them, to encourage them,
to make them aware of what the problems are that they’re
going to face in their attempt to perform within this
global reconstruction.

That’s our job. That’s the job of leadership. We must not
simply go out and be practical people and say, “Okay,”—like
a wise guy—“Look, fella, I’m telling you what you’ve got to
do,” eh? And walk away as if somehow, you’ve solved the
problem by giving that instruction. That is not going to work.
You’re going to have to deal much more seriously with your
friends and neighbors, and people you meet otherwise, to
realize they need something else. They don’t need to be
merely kicked and told what to do, or be given suggestions,
and then you walk away, and see if they carry them out.

You’ve got to recognize, that we’re going to give people
instructions, which, at the present moment, they are psycho-
logically incapable, intellectually and culturally, of carrying
out. Just as we took people off the streets, and drafted them
into World War II, and turned the disheveled and confused
draftees into an effective military force, we’re going to have
to remoralize our people. We’re going to have to make them
aware, of what the higher level of thinking is. We’ve got to
have them become less mediocre, more moral, more optimis-
tic—eh?—more self-respecting.

And that’s the job we have to do. And that’s the job we
have to focus on. We have all the tools, we have all the knowl-
edge needed, as to how, what blueprints are needed for re-
building this world economy. But, we will fail, unless we
mobilize the inside of the heads of individual people, starting
with the President of the United States, to cause each to pro-
vide the leadership, or play the other crucial roles that each
must play, in order to make this attempt at a global reconstruc-
tion of civilization work.
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