

















gress in the Seventh. Its candidate, a farmer who is solidly
rooted in his community as well as being committed to the
LaRouche outlook, trounced the regular Democratic can-
didate with 23,000 votes to the latter’s 15,000. Although
the district is traditionally Republican—and the N.D.P.C.
nominee is given no real chance of winning in Novem-
ber—the Columbus Dispatch nevertheless observed that
this primary victory “could go down in history as the first
major step in legitimizing Lyndon H. LaRouche Jr.’s Presi-
dential campaign organization.”

In Ohio’s Fourth C. D., the N.D.P.C. picked up a sec-
ond, but uncontested, Democratic nomination. And in
Ohio’s Eighth C. D., where the regular Democratic can-
didate dared to raise sharp questions about the N.D.P.C.’s
extremist affiliations, the N.D.P.C. candidate put up
a vigorous defense. The result was a near-victory for
the N.D.P.C. candidate, who achieved 47 percent of the
vote.

The Ohio races were not a fluke. All across the country
this year, N.D.P.C. candidates made impressive showings
in scores of primary races for the U.S. Senate and House
and for state legislative seats. Although the majority of
these races, like the Ohio ones, were in heavily Republican
districts where the regular Democrats had traditionally
put up little-known and undynamic candidates, the re-
sulting record cannot be ignored: In North Carolina, the
N.D.P.C. candidate for the U.S. Senate gained 127,000
votes in a three-way race, coming in second, with 15 per-
cent, after Governor James Hunt. In Oregon, the
N.D.P.C. candidate for the U.S. Senate gained 24 percent
in a two-way race. In the Pennsylvania Congressional pri-
maries, N.D.P.C. candidates contested twelve seats, re-
ceiving impressive percentages in five. The highest
N.D.P.C. scorer in Pennsylvania, in the Seventeenth
C.D., received 46 percent in a two-way race. In California,
the N.D.P.C. candidate in the Forty-fifth C. D. received 49
percent in a two-way race. In Michigan, the N.D.P.C.
candidate in the Fourth C. D. won 26 percent of the vote,
coming in second in a three-way race. Also in Michigan,
the N.D.P.C. candidate in the Ninth C. D. won 33 percent
in a two-way race. In Georgia, in the August 14 primary,
the N.D.P.C. candidate in the Sixth C. D., an airline pilot,
won 24 percent in a four-way race, coming in second and
thus gaining another chance at the front-runner. In the
September runoff, this N.D.P.C. candidate received
17,000 votes—34 percent of the total.

UT SUCH SHOWINGS (and there are more in other

states) are not the full picture. Emphasizing a tactic
of working from the bottom up, the N.D.P.C. claims to
have captured this year over 200 Democratic county com-
mittee seats in California, Illinois, Florida, Massachusetts,
and other states. In suburban counties around Chicago
they collected 57 seats, and their candidate for Will
County auditor won the Democratic nomination with
more than a 3,000-vote margin over the regular Democrat-
ic candidate. Most of the county committee victories were
gained by picking uncontested seats, but the fact remains:

the N.D.P.C. had candidates ready to run, no one else
did.

The LaRouchians claim that the N.D.P.C. has 26,000
members in over forty-three states. Although veteran
LaRouche watchers say this is an exaggeration, reports
filed with the Federal Election Commission by the
N.D.P.C. and by LaRouche’s 1984 campaign committee
list a wide range of Americans from influential walks of life
who have been willing to contribute money. In the past
year, LaRouche’s primary and general election campaign
committees (apart from the N.D.P.C.) have raised almost
$2 million in contributions and over $3 million in loans,
qualifying for $488,396 in federal matching funds. With
this money, as well as with funds from business fronts and
other sources, LaRouche has been able to purchase at least
fourteen half-hour spots on national television networks
(and a vast number of local TV and radio spots) to promote
Reagan’s Strategic Defense Initiative and denounce both
Walter Mondale and the alleged Kissinger conspiracy.
Through these television “fireside chats,” LaRouche
has become known, however fleetingly, to millions of
Americans who had never heard of him before this year.
Close observers believe that the total spending of
his political and propaganda apparatus in 1984 may top
$15 million.

'HE TRIAL of LaRouche’s $150 million libel suit

against NBC and the Anti-Defamation League began
in Federal District Court in Alexandria, Virginia, on Octo-
ber 22. From its inception last winter, the suit has been
an embarrassment to LaRouche’s followers and to their
contacts in the Reagan Administration. In pretrial discov-
ery, the LaRouchians had to reveal a number of facts about
their dealings with the Administration—and also about
their parallel dealings with elements of the Ku Klux Klan.
As the trial approached, LaRouche’s attorneys submitted
a list of witnesses they might call, and included the
names of Norman Bailey, Richard Morris, and a former
C.I.LA. deputy director, Ray Cline. On the second day
of the trial, Morris—the right-hand man to William
Clark—took the stand and, in his response to questions
about LaRouche’s dealings with the N.S.C., avoided giv-
ing any impression that the Administration’s response to
LaRouche had been negative. That same evening, La-
Rouche appeared on CBS TV to lambast Walter Mondale
as an alleged Soviet agent in a half-hour paid political
speech. This sequence of events was an interesting pre-
lude to the testimony of Pat Lynch, who spent four days
on the stand describing LaRouche’s extremism and his
links to a number of Administration and Republican
figures.

As LaRouche himself takes the stand, every day brings
fresh examples of the fanaticism he and his followers rep-
resent. It should be clear that they are a poisonous force
in American politics. The time has come for the White
House to end the cynical philosophy of ““use” that has
allowed LaRouche to flourish on the outskirts of this
Administration. =
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