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Forget Broadway!

REVIVE ALEXANDER 
HAMILTON’S GENIUS

In four reports presented to the U.S. 
Congress, Treasury Secretary Alexander 
Hamilton made clear that only his ap-
proach would solve the young nation’s 
unprecedented crisis: resolve the nation-
al debt in good faith, preserve the inter-
national role of U.S. credit, initiate and 
expand broadscale productivity and full 

manufacturing employment, and fulfill 
the scientific advancement that Hamilton 
uniquely foresaw would achieve Ameri-
can greatness.

In June of 2014 Lyndon LaRouche pro-
vided his precise scientific assessment and 
cure for the economic crisis facing the 
American people today. This program is 
now known as his Four New Laws.

Now, two and a half years later, his as-
sessment in the wake of the recent election, 
could not have been more prescient. If the 
incoming Administration has sufficient 
wisdom and courage, the path towards 
economic recovery and national success 
has been provided. This is not an opinion, 
nor an option, but as LaRouche indicates, 
an immediate necessity. These four laws, 
as developed by Mr. LaRouche, not only 
address the perceived problems of our na-
tion, as are well known, but they also have 
the power to address the underlying root 
cause for the long-tolerated degradation of 
our nation—which fundamentally lies in 
our misconceptions regarding the volun-
tary creative power of the human individ-
ual as it relates to Universal development.

There is a unique quality known to qual-
ified persons of political leadership: when 
facing an unprecedented crisis there is 
only one pathway which will suffice to suf-
ficiently resolve the intrinsic contradiction 
of the problem. That contradiction can be 

defined in this way: that the cultural as-
sumptions that had until that point been 
regarded as true, whether about society, 
economics, the Universe more generally, 
etc., must now be considered failed as-
sumptions, and acknowledged as such. Yet 
the new cultural outlook, the one which 
is now required for successful survival—
though it is entirely distinct from its pre-
decessor and shares no similar assump-
tions—remains lawful when perceived 
from the progress achieved in past periods 
of cultural advancement.

It is this quality of transformation, from 
a failed system towards one with long-term 
success, which is now dominating the ma-
jority of the human race throughout much 
of Eurasia and beyond. As Russia and Chi-
na each emerged from the collapse of the 
Cold War system in 1989, albeit through 
various incarnations, they have consolidat-
ed a new state of success within the frame-
work of a new paradigm of human devel-
opment (one entirely consistent with, if 
not inspired by Alexander Hamilton). This 
new paradigm is a far cry from the post-
Cold War framework within which west-
ern elites have perpetually deluded them-
selves of their own intrinsic greatness. 

To achieve this transformation of U.S. 
culture, also known as successful survival, 
the LaRouche-Hamilton pathway must be 
both followed and fulfilled, i.e., the nec-

essary direction must be taken, and the 
subsequent actions must be sufficient in 
comprehensive effect. The college try, or 
being practical, will not only be the cause 
of failure, but at moments of great crisis, 
they will beget far greater destruction and 
loss of trust, all while the catastrophic ef-
fects are felt in far away places. 

Presidents Lincoln and F.D.R. each rec-
ognized this higher, narrow path as an 
intrinsic quality of the Universe, a quality 
which lies behind the veil of mere appear-
ances. Nothing less than this quality of 
leadership will suffice today.

This road today is the narrow path set 
forth by Hamilton 225 years ago, distilled 
into four simple laws by Mr. LaRouche, 
whose public political record began no 
later than 1966 in New York City with his 
unrivaled forecast of the collapse of the 
Bretton Woods gold-reserve system. This 
was followed by his eight consecutive cam-
paigns for the U.S. Presidency, beginning 
in 1976—all of which were run in accor-
dance with the political and economic 
tradition of Alexander Hamilton—and 
sustained by his ongoing leadership today.

In summary: 
First the Glass-Steagall Act must be re-

instated, and Wall St. speculation elim-
inated. Second, a Hamiltonian National 
Banking System must be established, to 
secure the economic power to rebuild the 

nation. Third, Public Credit must be issued 
for technologically advanced great proj-
ects, including collaboration with other 
nations such as China, to create millions 
of productive jobs. And fourth, the pro-
ductivity of each individual citizen must 
be increased with a commitment to master 
the Universe, with an emphasis on the de-
velopment of thermonuclear fusion power 
in a crash effort comparable to the Man-
hattan Project during World War II.

It’s time to get to work!

Alexander Hamilton, not Felix Rohatyn!
by Paul Gallagher

The Nov. 18 New York Times carried on its 
front page an exhortation, “Trump-Size 
Idea for a New President: Build Something 
Inspiring,” discussing and proposing a 
number of regionally important infrastruc-
ture projects.

But the leading economic power of Asia, 
China, is rapidly building new infrastruc-
ture projects, domestically and internation-
ally, which make the Times’ proposals look 
small and “uninspired” by comparison. 
China has built a national high-speed rail 
network which surpassed 12,000 operating 
miles in 10 years, to cite just one example.

As Lyndon LaRouche said to associates 
on November 20, regarding the deeper fail-
ure underlying U.S. policy, “If we don’t see 
these higher considerations (such as what 
Einstein considered -ed.) which people try 
to overlook in saying, ‘We’ll reach that later, 
we’ll come to that state of progress earlier, 
don’t push yourself too much.’ And that’s 
what I’m concerned about… The idea is a 
certain kind of higher mediocrity, which is 
killing us. You have to go to a higher level 
than practical ones.”

What is actually required
Though the Times proposed high-speed 

rail lines along parts of the East and West 
Coasts, it was unable to conceptualize 
the great projects the U.S. economy real-
ly needs. These include an entirely new, 
continental water-management and wa-

ter-creation (desalination, ionization) sys-
tem to rescue the productive West of the 
continent from drought and advancing 
desertification; a continental high-speed 
rail network which includes going across 
the Bering Strait to Eurasia and down into 
Mexico and through the Darien Isthmus 
into South America; a project to industri-
alize the Moon; breakthroughs for fusion 
energy and plasma industrial technologies; 
a major revival of NASA’s solar and deep-
space plans.

This poses two conditions for presi-
dent-elect Trump’s “big plans” for infra-
structure. They must be carried out in 
cooperation with China and its new in-
ternational development banks. And the 
proposals for financing them—including 
that suggested by the Times article—must 
be scrapped, in favor of Alexander Ham-
ilton’s founding design of national credit 
institutions.

Franklin Roosevelt’s “Four Corners” and 
other infrastructure great projects are cited 
as exemplary throughout the Times piece. 
But the Hoover Dam was not just a large 
project, it was a tunnel-and-dam project 
on a scale never attempted before, requir-
ing tunnel-boring machines and other 
industrial capacities which did not exist 
prior. The Tennessee Valley Authority was, 
among other things, a semi-continental 
integrated system of water management, 
flood control, power production, and rural 

electrification. Very 
large national sci-
ence facilities were 
developed at Oak 
Ridge, Los Alam-
os, Livermore, and 
Chicago; they were 
also great industrial 
projects at the very 
frontiers of the nu-
clear sciences. The 
nation’s power ca-
pacities were vastly 
increased pre-War. 
And so on.

President Kenne-
dy’s Apollo Project 
was “transportation 
infrastructure” tak-
ing human beings and spacecraft into the 
Solar System. It was infrastructure work at 
both the scientific and industrial frontiers.

Doing these “things that are hard,” as 
Kennedy called them, caused productivity 
leaps in the U.S. economy and labor force 
1935-65 which were unprecedented since 
the 1870s. There has been no such produc-
tivity growth in the last 50 years.

The “public-private partnerships” (PPPs), 
made famous in Democrats’ policy shop-
talk since their promotion by Felix Roha-
tyn of Lazard Bank decades ago, are com-
pletely incapable for these purposes. Here 
there are no private financial profits to be 
had (except for the constructors and their 
lenders) on a scale of less than a decade at 
best; there are only new levels of produc-
tivity. A breakthrough to fusion power will 
not provide “user fees,” only a new future 
for America and humanity.

From the Republican side, the circulated 
“Trump plan” for an infrastructure bank is 
even more unworkable; it could be called a 
“private-private partnership.” The Treasury 
merely provides $140 billion in tax cred-
its up front to induce investment funds to 
form an “infrastructure bank”; then Un-
cle Sam steps aside and guarantees these 
plungers while they borrow roughly anoth-
er $850 billion and control the selection of 
infrastructure projects to be financed by 
the trillion-dollar bank!

With the infamous zero-interest rates 
already rising rapidly at the very smell 
of these kinds of things, that’s one big 

mass of debt service incurred by this per-
haps-Trumpian bank. The Treasury is sup-
posed to recoup its $140 billion, gradually, 
by taxes paid by construction workers, en-
gineers, etc. on the projects. But the lenders 
of the $850 billion are to be provided for 
by “user fees” (which are also a big feature 
of PPPs).

But at the frontiers of “great projects,” 
such as described above, there are no user 
fees for quite some time! If user fees are the 
means of paying the infrastructure bank’s 
debts, its managers will grab at short-term 
“things that are easy,” like airports, toll 
bridges, etc. Forget productivity advance. 
The chance to rebuild America’s economy 
will be thrown away.

Hamilton provides the answer
Enter Alexander Hamilton—who in-

vented national credit for manufacturing, 
productivity, and infrastructure—and his 
students: John Quincy Adams (2nd Bank 
of the United States); Henry Clay (Fiscal 
Bank of the United States); Abraham Lin-
coln (Greenback and National Banking 
Acts of 1862, 1863 and 1864); and Franklin 
Roosevelt (Reconstruction Finance Corpo-
ration).

Using Hamilton’s principles, a national 
bank should be capitalized with existing 
Federal and state debt, stretched out by the 
Bank to the timescale of the great infra-
structure projects themselves. A national 
bank can offer holders of Treasury debt the 
option of having their holdings turned into 

debentures of the national bank, of long 
term but with healthier interest rates and 
a Treasury guarantee. Remembering that 
both China and Japan each hold more than 
$1 trillion in Treasuries, and are the world’s 
leading builders of modern infrastructure; 
direct cooperation both in credit issuance 
and in new productivity growth can be 
foreseen.

The Bank can obtain its working funds 
by discounting its subscribed capital with 
the Federal Reserve; or better, by an issue 
of Treasury notes (“Greenbacks”) equal 
to the Treasury debt which has been con-
verted into the Bank’s stock. A Hamiltoni-
an national bank is a commercial bank as 
well—states and municipalities, as well as 
businesses, will use it as a bank of deposit, 
while it buys or discounts their own infra-
structure bonds.

A means of servicing the longer-term 
debt of the bank must be provided, which 
must be—for the initial building period—
independent of the Bank’s great projects: a 
new tax, or, the increase and assignment 
to the Bank of an existing one, such as the 
Federal gasoline tax. Neither Hamilton, 
nor Washington, nor Lincoln, nor FDR, 
nor JFK were sissies about imposing the 
taxes necessary—and no more!—to sustain 
the credit for their great advances in our 
nation’s productivity.

These principles of productivity are 
those of Lyndon LaRouche’s Four Laws to 
Save the United States. They are the actions 
which deserve to be called “inspiring.”

LaRouchePAC.com

Russian President Putin and China President Xi’s commitment to long-term physical economic de-
velopment is an benefit to the United States, were we to adopt a Hamiltonian development policy. 

China’s high speed rail network exceeds 20,000km, and is projected to reach 50,000km by 2020.  The United States has cur-
rently 764km of high speed rail (generously speaking) with no plans to expand.
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ZEPP-LAROUCHE TO PERU ECONOMISTS: 

THE NEW NORMAL IS CREATIVE GENIUS 
 

Helga Zepp-LaRouche Keynote to 23rd National Congress of the Association of Economists of Peru, Delivered November 17, 2016

Schiller Institute founder Helga Zepp-
LaRouche delivered the following keynote 
address to the XXIII National Congress of 
the Association of Economists of Peru, held 
in Pucallpa, Ucayali, in the Amazon region 
of Peru. The title of the Nov. 17-19 congress 
is “The Peru-Brazil Bioceanic Train: Impact 
on the Economy of the Amazon Region and 
the Country,” and Zepp-LaRouche’s presenta-
tion, delivered at the opening session on Nov. 
17, was on “The New Silk Road Concept, 
Facing the Collapse of the World Financial 
System.” The Peruvian Economists’ congress 
was timed to coincide with the Nov. 19-20 
APEC summit in Lima, Peru, with the ex-
pected participation of numerous heads of 
states, including China’s Xi Jinping and Rus-
sia’s Vladimir Putin.

Dear ladies and gentlemen, honorable 
guests of this very important conference, 
where I’m extremely honored to be able to 
speak to you.  Now, this conference is very 
important not only for Peru and all of Lat-
in America, because it deals not just with 
infrastructure and rail lines, but it is really 
about a paradigm shift to a completely new 
economic system which is eminently possi-
ble to realize.  Now, obviously, the context 
of everything has changed with the unex-
pected, or for some unexpected outcome of 
the American election.  Because it was not 
just that people voted for Trump, they vot-
ed against the war policy of Hillary Clinton, 
which they perceived as the continuation 
of the present confrontation of the Obama 
administration towards Russia and to a cer-
tain extent against China. And they also 
voted against the absolute injustice of a sys-
tem which has increased the gap between 
rich and poor to an unbearable degree.

Now, if you look at what caused the actual 
election result, it was the voters in the so-
called “rust belt” in the formerly industri-
alized states of Ohio, Wisconsin, and Penn-
sylvania, people who lost employment, who 
became impoverished, who had no future, 
and they just gave an absolute refutation 
against these policies.

It is an open secret that the U.S. economy 
is a much worse state than the official sta-
tistics would try to tell you.  As a matter of 
fact, in certain European economic circles, 
they call the United States “the country of 
the limitless statistical possibilities,” mean-
ing that these statistics are all massaged and 
are a paper tiger.  And as people know, you 
can’t eat a paper tiger, you can’t fill a hungry 
stomach with that.

The revolt of the population took a first, 
very, very dramatic expression in June with 
the Brexit, the announced exit of Great Brit-
ain from the European Union and I would 
say that the Trump victory in the United 
States is a reflection of the same rejection 
of the policy of the establishment, where 
people feel that this establishment has com-
pletely gotten out of synch with the interests 
of the common people.  Therefore, unless 
the policies are dramatically changed, in all 
of the United States and in all of Europe, 
and many other parts of the world, one has 
to expect more such populist revolts, such 
rejections of existing policies.

In his acceptance speech, where Trump 
all of a sudden was more statesmanlike, 
he not only promised that he would be 
the President for all Americans, but he an-
nounced that he would rebuild the United 
States economy:  Build roads, bridges, train 
systems, he even said that he would make 
the United States the most modern in-

frastructure in a few years, which is a big 
promise, given the infrastructure develop-
ment in other parts of the world already. 
But he promised that he would reconstruct 
the real economy of the United States.

This obviously will have a big impact on 
the ability for the Latin American countries 
to put a lot of emphasis on their infrastruc-
ture development.  This is not an option, 
this is an absolute necessity, because the 
world, at least concerning the trans-Atlantic 
part of the world economy is facing a larg-
er explosion than 2008.  Many people have 
illusions about that, but we are sitting on a 
powder keg, where basically the too-big-to-
fail banks, those you cannot let go under 
because they would bring down the whole 
financial system, and whose managers you 
cannot put in jail for the same reason, they 
are much bigger today than they were in 
2008; the debt and derivatives exposure is 
40, 60, 80% larger.  Take Deutsche Bank 
alone: They have a derivatives exposure of 
EU42 trillion, that is four times the entire 
GDP of the European Union and 12 times 
the GDP of the German economy.

Deutsche Bank alone, with their deriva-
tives exposure, has all the major too-big-to-
fail banks in Europe and the United States 
as their derivatives counterparties, so there-
fore if they go bankrupt, they would bring 
down practically all of these banks.  But the 
same condition is true for the Italian banks, 
for many of the British banks after the Brex-
it.  And then you have the problem that 
these banks all have had dramatic losses 
in the in the last years because of criminal 
fines, because they have been involved in a 
large variety of crimes:  LIBOR manipula-
tion, three-digit billion sums; money laun-
dering; HSBC.  You had the Wells Fargo 
in open fraud against their customers, the 
same for Deutsche Bank.  And so forth and 
so on.

The only way how you can stop that and 
prevent a repetition of  a 2008 explosion 
on a larger scale, is you have to implement, 
immediately, the Glass-Steagall banking 
separation law which Franklin D. Roosevelt 
implemented in 1933.  That has to be the 
absolutely necessary first step, but it has to 
be followed with the Four Laws of Lyndon 
LaRouche which I will talk about a little bit 
later.

Now, this is very dangerous and must 
be remedied.  With the election of Trump 
nothing is clarified yet.  The only thing 
which has been eliminated is the immedi-
ate danger of World War III, but if the eco-
nomic reforms which I’m now going to talk 
about are not being implemented on a glob-
al scale, we may be back in a war danger in 
the very short term.  So do not be at ease, 
but be optimistic, because the alternative 
economic system is already in place.  And 
since most of the media have not paid ade-
quate attention to that system, let me elabo-
rate it now, and you will see that we are ac-
tually in the middle of a huge development 
perspective already.

China, in particular President Xi Jinping, 
proposed three years ago the creation of a 
New Silk Road.  He consciously referred to 
the ancient Silk Road which 2,000 years ago 
during the Han Dynasty, connected China 
with Europe, and at that time it was not 
only the exchange of goods such as porce-
lain, silk, book printing, many other things; 
but it was also the exchange of culture, of 
ideas, and most importantly of technologies 
-- not just silk but the technology of how to 
make silk, how to print books, how to man-

ufacture porcelain.  At that time it led to an 
absolute increase in productivity, of culture.  
It means a tremendous upgrading of civili-
zation at that time.

Now, today, it would mean, and it is al-
ready meaning the exact thing in terms 
of modern technologies, such as fast train 
systems, space cooperation, fusion and fis-
sion research, other advanced technologies.  
Since President Xi Jinping announced this 
in Kazakhstan in September 2013, there 
was an absolute explosion of economic ac-
tivity, and already, now, this whole project 
is 12 times larger than the Marshall Plan 
which reconstructed the German economy 
in the postwar period.  It already involves 
4.4 billion people, the majority of man-
kind; it involves more than 100 nations 
and large organizations.  And to just give 
you an enormity of what has happened in 
these three years, I want to give you a short 
overview of the different projects which are 
already are near completion or under way.

There are presently six large land routes 
being constructed: This is the “belt” in the 
One Belt, One Road conception of the 
Chinese. Most of them are in different de-
grees of completion.  You have the Eurasian 
Land-Bridge connecting China, Kazakh-
stan, Russia, to Europe.  Then you have the 
different corridors: one going from China 
to Mongolia to Russia; a second one from 
China to Central Asia to West Asia; a third 
one is the corridor between China and Pa-
kistan, which China has invested 46 billion 
in alone. The fourth, Bangladesh, China, 
India, Myanmar; the fifth, from China to 
Indo-China; and then you have in addition 
to that, the so-called 21st Century Maritime 
Silk Road, which refers to the “road” in the 
One Belt, One Road.

From Chinese ports, this Maritime Silk 
Road goes to the South China Sea to the In-
dia Ocean, to Europe; a second route from 
China through the South China Sea to the 
South Pacific; and all of these projects are 
based on a “win-win cooperation” with the 
idea that not only China profits from them, 
but all participating countries equally.

Xi Jinping made this really his personal 
project.  And if you look how many person-
al travels he  conducted since these three 
years, he went to 37 countries on state vis-
its:  18 in Asia, 9 in Europe, 3 in Africa, 4 
in Latin America, 3 in Oceania.  He made 
free trade agreements with 11 states along 
the One Belt, One Road.  He made bilat-
eral agreements with 56 states.  He made 
joint Memorandums of Understanding for 
planning operations with scores of regional 
organizations, such as the European Union, 

the Central and East European Countries 
(CEEC), the Mekong neighboring states, 
the African Union, the Shanghai Coopera-
tion Organization, the Eurasian Economic 
Union (EAEU), ASEAN, ASEM (the Asia 
Europe Meeting); so this is developing to be 
a very integrated network of projects.

Part of this are transport lines which rep-
resent the traffic arteries along these coun-
tries.  It involves the agreements of telecom-
munications, power plants, power grids, the 
creation of conditions governing location 
which makes landlocked areas as suitable 
for investment as oceans or river sites.  It is 
important for agriculture and development 
to develop these conditions.  It includes the 
building of many new cities.

As of mid-2016, this year, 39 cargo routes 
have developed from China to Europe; 
bringing trains every week.  It involves the 
activities of many Chinese state corpora-
tions, such as the China Railway Group Ltd., 
the China Communications Construction 
Co. Ltd.  It involves 38 large infrastructure 
projects in 26 countries.  It involves new 
transport grids through landlocked areas 
which were completely unreachable before. 
It involves the upgrading of ports, the mod-
ernization of existing infrastructure.

In the Chinese part of the Silk Road, 
China built by the middle of this year, 98 
new airports; very soon it will be that no 
city in the One Belt, One Road region will 
be farther away than 100 km from an air-
port.  Within China, China has already 
built 20,000 km fast train of a very excellent 
model of fast train developed by China;  by 
the year 2020, they want to have 50,000 km 
fast train system inside China, connecting 
every major city through such a system.  
And this is supposed to be extended to the 
other countries.

The following Chinese state companies 
are involved:  Telecom China Unicom, Chi-
na Mobile, TDLTE Net 4G mobile telecom-
munication; and they have now contracted 
for plans in 30 countries, including China, 
the United States, Japan, India, Saudi Ara-
bia, Russia.

Already in the last three years, this has led 
to an explosion of trade: Between 2013 and 
2016 the trade volume increased by $3.1 
trillion trade.  There are $51 billion direct 
investments in these countries.  China has 
created five economic special zones across 
the borders.  One in Dongxing on the bor-
der with Vietnam; another one Ruili on the 
border with Myanmar; another in Erenhot 
on the border with Mongolia; another one 
called Manzhouli on the Russian border.  
Plus in the port of Mongla in Bangladesh in 

the Bay of Bengal.
In addition, in 

addition, they 
have created 15 
zones of economic 
cooperation across 
borderlines:  In 
the northeast of 
China in Liaoning 
in the border area 
with North Korea.  
A second one in 
Jilin, in the bor-
der area of North 
Korea and Russia. 
Another one in 
Heilongjiang, with 
Russia.  Another 
one in the south of 
China in Guanxi.  
And a fourth one 
in Yunnan at the 
border with Viet-
nam.  Four such 
zones have been 
built in Xinjiang 
on the border with 
Kazakhstan.

By mid-2016, 
China had agree-
ment for altogeth-

er 52 economic special zones in 18 coun-
tries along the One Belt, One Road.  Three 
of them are already fully operational:  the 
industrial park between China and Belar-
us; the second one between Thailand and 
China, the Rayong industrial zone; and 
the third one Indonesia-China Integrat-
ed Industrial Parks.  The other ones are in 
different degrees of realization, such as the 
industrial parks in Cambodia, Vietnam, 
Pakistan, Zambia, Egypt, Nigeria, Ethiopia, 
Hungary, and four such zones in Russia.

Part of this is an upgrading of the energy 
infrastructure.  China is presently partici-
pating in 40 energy projects abroad, power 
plants, electricity grids, oil and gas pipelines 
in 19 countries. The Central Asia-China gas 
pipeline which was started in 2014, the very 
huge Russia-China gas pipeline which also 
was started in 2014.  And it includes joint 
nuclear projects with China and Romania, 
with China and Great Britain, China-Paki-
stan, China-Argentina.

China is also involved in the construction 
of water projects in Angola, Brazil, Nepal, 
Pakistan, Argentina.

To finance all of this China also initiat-
ed, together with the BRICS countries, a 
completely alternative financial system, re-
sponding to the fact that in the last decades 
the IMF and the World Bank had betrayed 
criminal neglect of funding infrastructure 
in the developing countries, leading to the 
absolute underdevelopment of such conti-
nents as Latin America or Africa, or large 
parts of Asia.  China remedied that by cre-
ating the Asian Infrastructure Investment 
Bank (AIIB) in 2015, which immediately, 
despite massive pressure from Washington 
not to do so, had 57 founding members, 
including Great Britain, Germany, France, 
Australia, New Zealand and Canada -- very 
strong allies of the United States, which 
found it more attractive to join this bank.  
This bank have $100 billion founding cap-
ital.

Then in addition, the BRICS countries 
created the New Development Bank in July 
2015, also $100 billion starting capital.  In 
December 2014 already, China created the 
New Silk Road Fund, $40 billion; the Mar-
itime Silk Road Fund, another $40 billion.  
But the gist or the largest part of this financ-
ing still comes from state banks such as 
the China Development Bank which is in-
volved in more than 900 projects for trans-
port, energy, raw materials in 60 countries; 
then the China Export-Import Bank, which 
is involved in more than 1,000 projects 
-- roads, rails, ports, power plants, pipe-
lines, communications, industrial parks in 
49 countries.  Then the China Export and 
Credit Insurance Corp. supports invest-
ments totalling $2.3 trillion in medium- 
and long-term projects in the high-tech 
area, in machine-tool building and so forth.

Then, as a very important additional el-
ement in the new financial system, is the 
Contingent Reserve Arrangement (CRA) 
of $100 billion also, which was the reac-
tion of the Asian countries and the BRICS 
countries to the speculative attacks which 
caused the Asia crisis of ‘97 in which such 
speculators as George Soros speculated the 
currencies of a country in one week down 
by 80%.  So the CRA has been created to 
counter such speculative attacks for all the 
participating members.

Now, at the G20 Hangzhou summit, 
which this year was organized by China, 
China put a lot of emphasis on innovation, 
that innovation must be the driver of the 
world economy.  Until the middle of this 
year, China signed in this spirit, already 
Memorandums of Understanding with 56 
countries for scientific cooperation, joint 
space research, joint investment in research 
of energy environment.  They have created 
38 science centers and technology centers, 
research labs, R&D industrial parks, ex-
change of scientific personnel and especial-
ly an exchange of several thousand young 
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scientists of the countries along the One 
Belt, One Road.

So China which has completely under-
stood the science-driving ability of the 
space program is now conducting prob-
ably the most advanced space program of 
all countries in the world.  They will go to 
the far side of the Moon next year, which 
will open up tremendous windows into 
space, because it’s more shielded from the 
radiation from the Sun and from the Earth, 
so you will find totally new insights into 
the laws of the universe at that time.  And 
China, by the year 2022 will also have, as it 
stands now, the only functioning space sta-
tion.  And they have invited especially de-
veloping countries to be part of that, so that 
their development is not held back.

If you look at this development it is abso-
lutely breathtaking.  The first maps which 
were published in 2013 just showed very 
narrowly the One Belt, One Road line from 
China to Europe and the Maritime Silk 
Road.  But if you look at the three years of 
development and fill in the projects which I 
just have named, you can see that this con-
ception has grown exponentially.  We, the 
Schiller Institute, are not unrelated to that, 
because this is a project we have pursued 
since more than 25 years: The so-called 
Productive Triangle linking the industri-
al zones of Western Europe with those of 
Eastern Europe was our answer to the fall of 
the Wall in 1989.  So the Iron Curtain was 
no longer there, so we proposed economic 
integration of Eastern and Western Europe, 
and when the Soviet Union disintegrated 
in ‘91, we simply extended the so-called 
“Productive Triangle” to connect from the 
European industrial and population cen-
ters to those of Asia through infrastructure 
development corridors, and we called that 
Eurasian Land-Bridge the New Silk Road.

And we kept making new projects, we 
kept developing this idea further for every 
part of the world, for Latin America, for 
Africa, for the Middle East, and natural-
ly when China put this officially again on 
the agenda, which they had done already in 
‘96, and that was halted through the Asia 
crisis; but when Xi Jinping again put the 
perspective of the New Silk Road on the 
table, in 2013, we intensified these studies 
and produced a 370-page study called “The 
New Silk Road Becomes the World Land-
Bridge.”  And when you look at the projects 
of that blueprint you can actually see that 
what China is doing right now with all the 
projects I named before, is growing very, 
very rapidly to fill out the proposed projects 
of the World Land-Bridge.

From that standpoint it is not a question, 
should the rail line built from Brazil to Peru 
or from Brazil to Bolivia to Peru, because 
all of these will be built in this larger World 
Land-Bridge.

In the beginning, when this discussion 
occurred in 2013, many countries in Cen-
tral Asia had exactly the same debate.  They 
said, “Oh, this New Silk Road is not good, 
because it only proposes the east-west al-
liance between China and Europe, and we 
want the north-south alliance from Central 
Asia to Russia.” This is all solved, because 
latest at the big conference in Vladivostok 
in September and then following other con-
ferences last month in St. Petersburg and 
Moscow, the full integration of the Eurasian 
Economic Union with the New Silk Road/ 
One Belt, One Road Initiative is already 
taking place.

What is really happening is that the Chi-
nese economic model has become the most 
attractive economic model in the world, 
because China, like Germany by the way in 
the postwar period, China also had a real 
economic miracle, where China was able to 
to speed up the economic development for 
which the industrialized countries needed 
200 years, China to do this in essentially 30 
years; and therefore when China had of-
fered in 2013 the participation in that mod-
el on a “win-win” basis what Xi Jinping re-
ally offered is the idea that every country in 
the world can participate in the kind of de-
velopment which China has demonstrated.

China has obviously the so-called “Chi-
nese characteristics,” which means a very 
strong influence of Confucian philosophy.  
It also means naturally a one-party system 
which many countries don’t have.  But in 
principle other countries can approximate 
this model absolutely if they focus on that 
which China was focussing on in its eco-
nomic model, namely excellence in educa-
tion, all the time new innovation, lifelong 
learning of the labor force, and leapfrog-
ging technology -- in other words the idea 
that developing countries must not repeat 
all the steps the industrial countries have 
taken, but they can choose certain state-of-
the-art technologies and become the best in 
these areas, and in that way pull the other 
areas of the entire economy upward.

The Chinese model has become so attrac-
tive that it is very, very clearly the center-
piece of a completely new dynamic, and a 
strategic realignment of many countries.  
The fact that there is such an option now 
has already changed the world.  The option 
for development for the developing coun-
tries did not exist since the assassination 

of John F. Ken-
nedy, or actually 
since Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, it ex-
isted for a short 
period with John 
F. Kennedy, but 
for the last 50 
years, there was 
to the contrary 
the clear attempt 
to prevent de-
velopment of 
the developing 
sector.  You had 
the completely 
fraudulent the-
ses of the Club of 
Rome saying that 
there are “limits 
to growth,” that 
we have some-
how reached the 
end of the ability 
of the planet to 
grow.  This was 
the basis for the 
creation of the 
Green move-
ment.  The Club 
of Rome and the 
famous book Limits to Growth was based on 
a completely fraudulent theses, that the re-
sources are limited, leaving out, conscious-
ly, the fact that what is a resource is entirely 
determined by the level of technology with 
which you work on that raw material.  You 
have either a stone to kill your neighbor in 
the Stone Age, or you have a piece of iron, or 
rare earth mineral, something an engineer 
can make absolutely the most advanced 
things out of, that entirely depends on the 
level of technology which determines what 
kind of raw material you have.

In the time of the first two decades after 
the Second World War, in the United Na-
tions you still had what was called at the 
time, “UN Development Decades” which 
was the idea that each decade would lead 
to an improvement of the developing coun-
tries.  But that was then replaced by a com-
pletely different idea.  In 1967, Pope Paul VI 
still produced an Encyclical which he called 
Populorum Progressio, which was the idea 
that every country had the right for full de-
velopment.

After this paradigm shift of the Club of 
Rome/zero growth oligarchy, they replaced 
the right to development with such notions 
as overpopulation, sustainable develop-
ment, appropriate development, which was 
really a synonym for no development at all.

Now, with the New Silk Road/One Belt, 
One Road Initiative, and the alternative fi-
nancial system, the AIIB and so forth, you 
have for the first time, again the chance to 
completely break out of this containment.  
But it is also clear that the international oli-
garchy which was behind this zero growth 
movement is still waging a war against de-
velopment.  I’ll give you one example: The 
so-called Saïd Business School of Oxford 
University published a completely absurd 
report in September of this year, where they 
say that infrastructure investment of China 
in the last decade of altogether $10.8 trillion 
would be the cause of a pending collapse of 
the economy in China, and consequently of 
the world economy.  This is absolutely ridic-
ulous, and the idea  behind it is that infra-
structure is not profitable.

When we talk about infrastructure, we’re 
not talking about transport lines from A 
to B; but we are talking about  -- in other 
words that the profit of such infrastructure 
would come out of a toll booth of a privat-
ized highway or a privatized railroad.  But 
we are talking about infrastructure in the 
context of physical economy, that it creates 
the absolute necessary framework for the 
development of agriculture, industry, the 
productivity of the labor force, and the un-
leashing of the creative powers of mankind.

Now infrastructure is only one aspect of 
what Lyndon LaRouche has called “physical 
economy,” a notion which actually originat-
ed with Gottfried Leibniz, who used it for 
the first time in the context of the discov-
ery of the steam engine and the increase of 
productivity through the input of science 
and technology in the production process.  
This tradition continued through the cam-
eralists, through Friedrich List, the author 
of the Customs Union in Germany, and 
the one who very clearly in his economic 
theoretical writings made the distinction 
between the American System of economy 
and the English system -- the fundamental 
difference between the national economy 
of Alexander Hamilton, the United States’ 
first Secretary of the Treasury, and the free-
trade advocate, Adam Smith. It is the fight 
between these two systems which is going 
on to the present day.  It is the fight be-
tween the oligarchical system trying to get 
maximum profit by keeping the population 
down and backward, and the republican 
model of economy which says that the only 
source of wealth is the creative abilities of 
the population.

Friedrich List is, to the present day, the 
most known and most studied economist 

in China.  At the Fifth World Congress 
in China in 2013 in Shanghai, the major-
ity of economists said that they based the 
Chinese economic model primarily on the 
theory of List.  List maintained that the 
development of the productive powers of 
labor and the industrial capacities is the 
much more important than so-called sta-
tistical wealth, monetary values, or like as-
set-driven economies like the United States 
and Great Britain.  Friedrich List wrote for a 
contest for the French Academy of Sciences 
in 1837; he developed a vision for the future 
role of transport systems, which he called a 
space and time  economy, ideas which are 
still completely valid for today.

Now, Friedrich List saw in the continuous 
perfection of transport and communica-
tions systems the precondition for the prog-
ress of humanity, enabling human beings to 
unfold increasingly the potential given to 
him by nature.  The idea was that the more 
talents could exchange their ideas and col-
laborate in all areas, the greater progress 
would be in all areas of knowledge, and the 
more science and art would be inspired and 
spread to all sectors and disciplines.

And, totally fit for our present jet age, he 
said that the easier it would be for human 
beings to move from place to place, the 
more they would save time and compress 
space.  The more the development and ef-
ficiency of his powers would increase and 
utilize the material riches of nature for his 
purposes.  He said the impact of this char-
acteristics of the space and time economy 
would be demonstrated by the wealth of 
nations which would develop an advanced 
transport and communications system 
even if their natural environment was unfa-
vorable.  The high degree of speed, regular-
ity and cost-efficiency of transport would 
facilitate new levels of the development of 
the mental and material productive forces.

In an almost prophetic forecast, he saw 
this new development orient towards the 
uniting of all nations in one humanity, in a 
republic of the planet based on the econo-
my of mankind.

Now, it is the realization of this program 
of the World Land-Bridge, proceeding from 
the common aims of the mankind, which 
will be exactly the fulfillment of what List 
called the “republic of the planet, the econ-
omy of mankind.”

Friedrich List was a visionary.  And in-
deed, the World Land-Bridge which he 
anticipated is the natural next phase in the 
evolution of mankind.  And I want to also 
remind of some other great person, whose 
ideas are very relevant for this, and that is 
the great German rocket scientist Krafft 
Ehricke, who looked at the long arc of the 
evolution of the development of our plan-
et and mankind.  He outlined how life has 
developed out of the oceans with the aid 
of photosynthesis to the land; how it then 
came to the evolution of one species to the 
next, always having a higher energy-flux 
density in their metabolism until you final-
ly arrive at the human being who is distinct 
from all previous species, through his cre-
ative intellect, through his creative reason 
which is not shared by any animal or any 
other possible form of life.

Now, in the early development, this hu-
man being, or man, only could settle on riv-
ers or on oceans.  Then as the development 
continued, with the help of infrastructure, 
man could open up the landlocked areas of 
the planet and as the technological devel-
opment became more efficient, man devel-
oped railways and in that sense the World 
Land-Bridge conception, which will open 
up the remaining landlocked areas of the 
planet, is really the logical next phase of the 
evolution of man.

And it does not stop here, because the 
next phase of the evolution is to bring this 
infrastructure into near space.  The indus-
trialization of the Moon which the Chinese 

are most advanced in pursuing, is the ob-
vious stepping stone for larger excursions 
into near space, to develop a much better 
understanding of the laws of our Solar Sys-
tem, of the Galaxy, and finally the laws of 
the Universe at large.

In order to solve the problems on Earth 
today, we all must assume the view of the 
astronauts, the cosmonauts, the taikonauts 
who all report when they come back from 
space, when the look down they only see 
our small, fragile, blue planet, and you don’t 
see borders, you don’t see divisions, you see 
one mankind, and one planet.

So obviously, Earth is not what the envi-
ronmentalists claim, an Earthbound, closed 
system, but life on Earth is part of the laws 
which are defined in the Solar System, and 
in the larger scale, defined by the Galaxy.  
So therefore, the solutions to all the prob-
lems on our planet have to take into ac-
count what is going on in the space around 
is and the interaction, for example, of the 
Solar System with Galaxy, the impact that 
has on the climate and similar things.

Now we can also, from that large arc of 
evolution determine the necessary next 
step of discovery, where must we put the 
focus.  Because mankind should not van-
ish -- you know there are many geologists 
who say that mankind only appeared one 
second before midnight, and will disappear 
one second after midnight in the longer arc 
of the evolution of the Universe.  Now, I 
don’t think that that is an acceptable view, 
because mankind is capable of mastering 
the laws of the Universe, and if mankind 
would vanish then all the great works of our 
forebears, of such musicians and compos-
ers, like Bach and Beethoven would have 
been in vain, because they would vanish.  
But mankind can go on a path of scientific 
and technological progress, where we will 
overcome all hurdles which we already can 
see clearly in existence, such as asteroids or 
developments on the Sun which affect the 
planet Earth; but we can encounter a path 
of overcoming these.

Now, let me go back to what I started 
with.  The U.S. election has created a po-
tential to go in this direction.  The abso-
lute precondition is that the relationship 
between the United States and Russia and 
the United States and China must be put on 
a new basis:  This is absolutely crucial for 
world peace, it is absolutely  crucial to solve 
the terrible crisis in Syria, in Ukraine.

Therefore, in order to make all of these 
things a reality, we need a completely new 
set of international relations among na-
tions.  We have to proceed from the UN 
Charter which has the absolute respect for 
the national sovereignty of all countries, 
which follows the principle of non-inter-
ference, respect for the different social sys-
tems.  President Xi Jinping has offered a 
new model of the relations among major 
powers which says, basically exactly that: 
non-interference, mutual respect for the 
sovereignty of the other.  But these are the 
principles which also must guide the rela-
tions of the countries working together on 
the One Belt, One Road.

So we have to absolutely replace the old 
geopolitical view, namely that one nation 
or group of nations has a legitimate inter-
est against another group of nations, and 
we must replace this geopolitical idea, with 
a new paradigm for mankind, which must 
be defined by the common aims of man-
kind.  President Xi Jinping has called that 
the “community of common destiny,” or the 
“community of a common future of man-
kind.”

This must be defined from the idea, 
where do we want mankind to be in a thou-
sand years from now? Or in 10,000 years 
from now?  And if you think back, 10,000 
years ago, from the standpoint of the de-
velopment of the Universe, it’s a very small 
part of time, so we have made a gigantic 

leap in the last 10,000 years.  And I imagine 
we will make an even more gigantic leap in 
the next 10,000 years, and if we are going 
to survive as a human species, we will have 
to change the way we think about our kind 
completely.  We have to think about it from 
the standpoint of a unified humanity.

Friedrich Schiller, who is the wonderful 
poet, according to whom the Schiller In-
stitute is named, was of the opinion that 
there must not be a contradiction between 
being a patriot and being a world citizen.  
I think that that idea is reachable in our 
time, because if we give every child, newly 
born on this planet, a universal education 
which transmits not only universal history, 
geology, music, science, the arts, but also a 
knowledge and love for the other cultures 
in their highest expression, of the German 
Classics, of Confucianism, of the Gupta 
period, of the Cervantes, of Goya, of ev-
ery high point of each culture, then these 
children will be able to develop the entire 
potential which each of them could unfold, 
and which in the past only very few excep-
tions could unfold.

Now the immediate steps ahead to solve 
this crisis must be the following: We must 
have an immediate, global implementation 
of the Glass-Steagall law implemented by 
Franklin D. Roosevelt in 1933.  We have to 
end the casino economy where money is 
reference point and not the development of 
the real economy and the creative potential 
of the population.  This, then, naturally must 
be followed by the other three fundamental 
laws developed by Lyndon LaRouche which 
must be the creation of National Bank in 
every country in the tradition of Alexander 
Hamilton, who created the United States 
with that measure; and then a credit sys-
tem in every country which gives credit 
lines for the development of infrastructure, 
research & development, education, and 
other things which contribute to the in-
crease of productivity and creativity of the 
population; and then, we need a combina-
tion of such credit systems through a New 
Bretton Woods system which will be the 
relation among the national economies and 
organizing the international investments 
in the projects of the World Land-Bridge, 
which will have international clearinghous-
es, to compensate for the fact that nations 
are different. They’re not all the same: you 
have small nations, large nations, thinly or 
greatly populated countries; we have coun-
tries which have a lot of raw materials, oth-
ers have few or none; you have countries 
which have skilled labor, others have not so 
skilled labor forces.  And you  need a devel-
opment perspective of at last 20, 30, 40, 50 
years, in order to overcome that, and these 
clearinghouses must be what calculates that 
and makes sure that the bad practices of the 
World Bank which demanded payback of 
credit before the projects were realized, that 
this practice is replaced by a complete focus 
on the completion of these projects and the 
fulfillment of their potentials.

So therefore, as you could see by my re-
marks, we are not only talking about rail 
lines from Brazil to Peru, or  infrastructure 
as such.  We’re really talking about a com-
pletely new paradigm in the thinking of 
mankind; we are talking about a new era of 
civilization where all human beings, every 
single child born on the Earth, will have the 
potential to develop every aspect of the po-
tential embedded in him or her.

Now the future of mankind, if we are sup-
posed to exist, will therefore be that we will 
have a lot more geniuses, that it will not be 
that we will have a genius once in a century, 
like Plato, Confucius, Beethoven, or Ein-
stein.  But that will be increasingly the new 
normal identity of civilization.

So in that spirit, I think we are hopefully 
at the beginning of a completely new era of 
mankind.

Thank you.

Paid for by the Lyndon LaRouche Political Action Committee 
P. O. Box 6157, Leesburg, VA 20178 • LaRouchePAC.com 

and Not Authorized by any Candidate or Candidate’s CommitteeGet Active: lpac.co/nyc-action Contact us — NYC Meetings every 
week: 551-237-5290

15 ZONES OF ECONOMIC COOPERATION
established across border lines

39 CARGO ROUTES from China to Europe

40 ENERGY PROJECTS in 19 countries

52 AGREEMENTS for special economic/ 
industrial zones in 18 countries

56 COUNTRIES signed agreements with China 
for scienti�c cooperation & investment

38 SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY CENTERS created 
along the One Belt, One Road corridor

51 BILLION DOLLARS of direct investment into 
One Belt, One Road countries

98 NEW AIRPORTS built in 2016 along the 
One Belt, One Road

20,000 kilometers of high-speed rail lines in China. This is projected 
to grow to 50,000 by 2020, connecting all major cities.

CHINA’S ONE BELT, ONE ROAD ACCOMPLISHMENTS
These are some of the achievements of China’s policy for “win-win cooperation,” as of mid-2016
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TRY OBAMA FOR WAR CRIMES!
Prosecute War Crimes and Economic Crimes

Obama has waged a relentless war on hu-
manity. Along with the American press—
lead by the soon defunct New York Times, 
which provided cover for his Nazi policy—
they acted with no less devotion to their 
population control “Green Utopia” fantasy 
then they did with the rise of fascism in 
the 1920s and 30s. Fortunately there are 
enough Americans who despise this level 
of treason, as we saw in the recent election, 
to end this sadistic cult also known as the 
British Empire. 

Foremost among the opposition is Lyn-
don LaRouche, and his association, which 
stood alone for much of the Obama Pres-
idency in condemning the Nazi policy of 
budget austerity a.k.a Obamacare, the Wall 
St. bailouts and outright theft, the “Tuesday 
Kill List” drone killings, and the many ille-
gal wars on Libya, Syria, and Yemen. 

There was also the military, under leaders 
such as Gen. Martin Dempsey, Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs (now retired), among 
others, which lead opposition to Obama’s 
war agenda and prevented the U.S. from 
committing the most heinous of human 
crimes—an aggressive nuclear weapons 

attack, and in this case on a major nation, 
either Russia or China.

Such crimes cannot go unpunished, 
neither the war crimes, nor the economic 
crimes. Wall St. executives must be sent to 
jail for their crimes leading into the 2008 
crisis, and since. So must Obama. The prec-
edent of not prosecuting and convicting 
past leaders of high office for gross crimes 
must stop here. Obama went too far, com-
mitted crimes too heinous—crimes for 
which no one must ever be allowed to re-
peat. Humankind is too important. 

In response to a statement by Rep. Ted 
Lieu warning that U.S. cooperation with 
the Saudi criminal war on Yemen leaves our 
military subject to war crime prosecution, 
Sen. Richard Black (R-VA), former Chief, 
Criminal Law Division, Office of the Judge 
Advocate General at the Pentagon, said the 
following:

“I agree with Rep. Lieu’s legal analy-
sis. However, I believe the more prac-
tical aspect of this is the legal exposure 
of our most senior officials, who di-
rected our servicemen’s actions. Un-
der the precedent set by the American 

War Crimes Tri-
bunal of Japanese 
Admiral Yama-
moto following 
WWII, the senior 
commander is 
criminally liable 
for generalized 
criminal miscon-
duct by his sub-
ordinates.  This 
applies to con-
duct of which he 
knew or should have known.

“America has widely flouted inter-
national norms of conduct in its wars 
of aggression against Serbia, Iraq, 
Libya, Syria, and now Yemen. Some 
acts appear to constitute common law 
crimes such as our refusal to accept 
the surrender of Col. Kaddafi when 
he offered to leave Libya. The U.S., 
Great Britain, and France reportedly 
conferred before deciding to ignore 
his offer to abdicate, and facilitated his 
murder instead.

“By flouting settled norms of war-

time conduct, the U.S. has severely 
undermined its moral authority and 
diminished its power across the globe. 
While I support a robust defense, we 
gain nothing by fighting wars to ad-
vance globalism, particularly when 
such wars violate the Law of Land 
Warfare.”
Both a Pecora Commission to investigate 

and prosecute economic crimes against our 
nation by Wall St. executives, as well as legal 
tribunal to address the severe breaches of 
Constitutional and International law—laws 
that Obama himself so sincerely promised 

to uphold when running for office—which 
have been violated by leading actors in the 
executive branch, foremost by Obama, but 
also likely by John Brennan, Valerie Jarret, 
Victoria Nuland, Samantha Powers, and 
Susan Rice, among others.

Our Constitution is too sacred. The 
crimes committed against untold mil-
lions of human beings under the name of 
the American people must be addressed. 
Obama is the leading war and economic 
criminal of his generation, and he must be 
held to account by the principle of our Con-
stitution, and of natural law. 

LEAP TO THE MOON! 
The Epoch of Mankind’s Future in Space Has Finally Come

by Benjamin Deniston

 “A Solar System Physical Economic Platform”

What will NASA’s focus be under Pres-
ident Trump? Rather than comment 
upon ongoing speculation and rumors, 
let’s focus on what needs to happen to se-
cure mankind’s prosperous future in the 
Solar System. 

What should the goal of today’s space pro-
gram be? We certainly want to accomplish 
inspirational and exciting goals—sending 
mankind back to the Moon, getting people 
to Mars, and pursuing greater robotic ex-
ploration of other planetary systems are all 
worthy goals being discussed. 

However, there is another, higher, consid-
eration which must guide our actions now: 
will the accomplishments we make provide 
the platform to support qualitative leaps to 
even greater capabilities in the future? 

If the Trump presidency is serious about 
space it must be focused on this latter con-
sideration. Today’s space policy should 
have a generation-long vision to develop 
the capabilities that will then enable man-
kind to regularly perform tens or hundreds 
of the types of missions that we currently 
see as single flagship missions today. For 
reasons discussed below, an international 
mission for the development of the Moon is 
the clear first step. 

Natural Human Progress Comes in Leaps
Yesterday we cheered with excitement 

watching NASA’s Curiosity rover make its 
first explorations of Mars; tomorrow we 
should have more advanced rovers explor-
ing many more planets and their moons 
(Venus, Mars, Titan, Europa, Enceladus, 
Io, Triton, Ganymede, Pluto, and more). 
A few decades ago the world was gripped 
to see mankind step foot on the Moon; a 
few decades from now we should witness 
mankind exploring other planets with rel-
ative ease. We must look to interplanetary 
space travel, exploration, and development 
as mankind centuries ago looked to trans-
oceanic travel or transcontinental travel—
voyages that start as risky and expensive ex-
ploration missions led by a handful of brave 
individuals must become increasingly 
common occurrences for increasingly large 
fractions of the population. Ultimately, this 
will take a few generations to accomplish, 
but it is the correct perspective needed to 
guide our actions today. 

In the beginning of the 17th Century 
Lewis and Clark risked life and limb to tra-
verse the wilderness of the American conti-
nent, achieving something that the average 
retired RV enthusiast can accomplish in a 
span of a week, or the average airline trav-
eler can accomplish in a day. In the middle 
of the 20th Century a handful of astronauts 
were the first to brave the cold vacuum of 
space in mankind’s first trips to the Moon, 
achieving what will be common a century 
from now? 

Is space travel more difficult than early 
transcontinental expeditions? Yes, abso-
lutely—but every new challenge is always 
more difficult than the last; this is the na-
ture of human advancement. 

The question to ask is: how does mankind 
change extraordinary, singular achieve-

ments into ordinary, common activities? 
The unique and incredible into the regular 
and indispensable? What enables mankind 
to uniquely make such dramatic shifts? The 
answer is provided by Lyndon LaRouche’s 
science of physical economics. 

LaRouche’s Physical Economic Platform
Recognizing that conventional usage of 

the term “infrastructure” reflected a lack 
of understanding of its true significance, 
in 2010 Lyndon LaRouche introduced the 
concept of the physical economic platform.1 
Specific types of infrastructure systems and 
associated levels of energy flux-density de-
fine specific physical economic platforms 
make possible new dimensions of economic 
activity. For example, prior to the develop-
ment of rail systems—especially transcon-
tinental—mainstream economic activity 
was largely limited to coastal and river sys-
tems. Transcontinental rail systems, and the 
new energy flux-densities provided by the 
coal powered steam engine, created a new 
platform, supporting the development of 
the interior regions of continents for the 
first time (opening up vast new territories 
for development) and providing a new 
space-time connectivity for the economy 
(enabling new economic flows of goods, 
production processes, and higher levels of 
overall productivity for the labor force). 

With Lincoln’s transcontinental rail sys-
tem, a trek previously only braved by top-
notch explorers became accessible to a reg-
ular family, an average settler, or a common 
entrepreneur. 

How will we create a similar shift with re-
spect to mankind’s relation to the Solar Sys-
tem? What are the key technologies, energy 
flux-densities, and infrastructures of a Solar 
System physical economic platform? 

Solar System Physical Economic Platform
Even if not discussed in the same terms 

of reference, the basic elements of a Solar 
System platform have been well known 
since the work of the early space pioneer 
Krafft Ehricke and his colleagues. For con-
venience here we can identify three critical 
categories of focus. 

Access to Space—Because of the massive 
energy requirements to overcome Earth’s 
gravity, it has been said, “Once you get to 
Earth orbit you’re halfway to anywhere in 
the solar system.” Speaking strictly in terms 
of energy requirements, this is absolute-
ly true (for example, the Apollo program’s 
Saturn V rocket used far more fuel simply 
traveling from the Earth’s surface into Earth 
orbit than it used traveling the quarter 
of a million miles from Earth orbit to the 
Moon). Today it costs $10,000 to put one 
pound of cargo into Earth orbit with rock-
et launch systems. With current efforts to 
lower costs (including claims by advocates 
of commercial space ventures) traditional 
rocket flights to Earth orbit might be cut 
down to one tenth of present costs (at best). 
However, new technologies provide far 
better improvements. What NASA defines 

1.  See the Sept. 24, 2010 international 
webcast with Lyndon Larouche, “The New 
Economy.” Executive Intelligence Review, 
October 1, 2010. 

as “third generation launch vehicles” and 
air-breathing rockets can reduce the costs 
to between one-tenth and one-hundredth 
of current levels.2 With advanced versions 
of these systems astronauts could ride a 
space plane taking off from an airport run-
way runway and traveling all the way into 
Earth orbit.3 Going further, magnetic-lev-
itation vacuum-tube space launch systems 
could reduce the costs to merely 0.2% of 
current levels, making low Earth orbit as 
accessible as international travels.4 

In-Space Fusion Propulsion—The ener-
gy released by nuclear reactions is an amaz-
ing one million times greater than chemi-
cal reactions (per mass). For example, the 
energy contained in the Space Shuttle’s 3.8 
million pounds of chemical fuel (in its two 
solid boosters and its liquid fuel tank) could 
be matched by a mere ten pounds of nucle-
ar fuel. When one grasps the vast distances 
involved in travel through the Solar System 
it becomes clear that deep space travel with-
out nuclear power is as silly as travel across 
a continent without fossil (chemical) fu-
els—it may be done to a limited degree, but 
it does not support a platform level of ac-
tivity. Fission, and, much more important-
ly fusion propulsion are critical to fast and 
regular access to other planetary bodies. 
While today’s trips to Mars require months 
of travel time, fusion propulsion can put 
Mars weeks, or even mere days away. 

2.  See NASA’s “Advanced Space Trans-
portation Program” webpage, https://www.
nasa.gov/centers/marshall/news/back-
ground/facts/astp.html 
3.  For example, the British company Re-
action Engines Limited has designed a 
spaceplane, the Skylon, powered by their 
Synergetic Air-Breathing Rocket Engine 
(SABRE). The U.S. Air Force Research 
Laboratory has been also been developing 
a spaceplane designs which would utilize 
the same SABRE engine, and China’s Aero-
space Science and Technology Corporation 
(CASTC) is pursuing their own spaceplane 
designs. 
4.  See, “Maglev Launch: Ultra Low Cost 
Ultra/High Volume Access to Space for 
Cargo and Humans,” 2010, by James Pow-
ell, George Maise, and John Rather (http://
www.startram.com/). China’s Southwest 
Jiaotong University is working on similar 
designs under a project lead by Dr Deng 
Zigang. 

Space Resource Development—The de-
velopment and utilization of the resources 
available beyond Earth lifts mankind above 
self-supplied excursions in space, to the 
level of an active organizing force in the 
Solar System. The ability to develop the re-
sources available on the Moon, asteroids, 
Mars, or any potential destination in the 
Solar System reduces the extremely costly 
requirement of bringing everything from 
Earth, and begins the grand process of cre-
ating self-sustaining systems of economic 
activity in space, providing needed goods 
to space activities, and even back to Earth. 
In addition to the most obvious sources of 
water, oxygen, and hydrogen, a major focus 
is a spectacular fusion fuel which is nearly 
completely absent from the Earth, but cov-
ers the Moon’s surface, helium-3. Advanced 
(aneutronic) fusion reactions powered by 
helium-3 could propel spacecraft around 
the entire Solar System, and power the 
Earth for centuries to come.5 

Taken together, technological and infra-
structure breakthroughs in each of these 
three categories combine to create a new 
physical economic platform that will com-
pletely redefine mankind’s relation to the 
Solar System—as railroads and steam en-
gines had transformed mankind’s relation 
to the continents centuries earlier. 

5.  See, “Helium-3 Fusion,” by Natalie Lo-
vegren, 21st Century Science & Technology.  

Destination Moon

Done properly, a mission for the devel-
opment of permanent basing and manu-
facturing operations on the Moon can be 
the best driver program for the creation 
of a Solar System physical economic plat-
form. The Moon’s close proximity makes 
it accessible for development, and its 
unique helium-3 resources can provide 
the fuel for fusion propulsion in space 
(and fusion power back on Earth), as well 
as defining a driver program for the de-
velopment of space mining, processing, 
and manufacturing capabilities. New 
space launch systems will lower the cost 
of Earth-Moon transport, and dramat-
ically increase accessibility to the entire 
Solar System. 

And the world is already looking in this 
direction. Both China and Russia have 
their sights set on the Moon, with many 
of these objectives in mind, and the head 
of the European Space Agency has put 
Europe’s support behind international 
development of the Moon. 

For President Trump it seems clear 
that the Moon is the obvious choice. The 
question is if this will be the beginning of 
a transformative, new platform that will 
qualitatively rise mankind’s capabilities to 
an entirely new level. Will this initiate the 
next revolution in mankind’s continual 
creative advance in the Universe? 
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An artist’s conception of a future permanent colony on the moon.


