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Let’'s Have a Second
American Revolution!

by Helga Zepp-LaRouche

Hereisthe speech by Schiller Institute founder Helga Zepp-LaRoucheto the Schil -
ler Ingtitute/Inter national Caucus of Labor Committees conferencein Reston, Vir-
ginia, on Feb. 15, 2004. Lyndon LaRouche's speech from the previous day was
published in EIR on Feb. 27.

| think you all are still maybe shocked, under the impression of what Lyn was
saying yesterday: that we are at a crossroad of history. And | think we all know—
you in the audience and the people listening to this conference on the Internet, and
actually every reasonable person around the world, especially in leading posi-
tions—are aware of the fact that this battle, which Lyn is conducting in the United
States for the Presidency, will bring about the most important decision of the last
approximately 250 years in this country, and by implication for the rest of the
world. If you understand history, and you really have the whole world in your mind,
and in your heart, and you understand what is at stake; if you look at Africa; if you
look at Latin America; if you look at some places in Asia; even some places in
Europe and the United States, you see the danger that the world is collapsing into
a chaotic disintegration of the financial system, and that there are forces in the
world that want to bring back a system of feudalism, and impose, worldwide, a
fascist system which, by implication, would mean that the world population would,
in a very short period of time, be reduced to maybe a billion people or so.

That is clearly on the horizon, and anybody who does not understand, that that
isthe danger, is notin the real world. On the other side, as Lyn was saying yesterday
also, if people can elevate themselves to the sublime level of a Joan of Arc, of a
Martin LutherKing, | can easily see also onthe horizon, the possibility toimplement
a just, new world economic order, and to spread the principles of the American
Revolution on a global scale. Not by imposition on other cultures, but just by
respect for human beings.

The American Revolution has to be upheld worldwide. | know that this may
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come as a surprise, and even shock for many, because
America, right now, isnot exactly popular in theworld. Asa
matter of fact, the existence of the Schiller Institute—whose
founding | initiated to improve the foreign relations between
the United States and Western Europe in the beginning, and
then quickly to the rest of the world—was actually an effort
to counter anti-Americanism and anti-Europeanism, which
was spreading widely, already, in the beginning of the ' 80s.
So, | have been concerned with this problem of anti-Ameri-
canism/not anti-Americanismfor avery longtime. But, inmy
lifetime, | havenever seen such anenormous, deep resentment
of theUnited States—even hatred, fear, and contempt. A fear,
and an anticipation, that if the present policies of the U.S.
government are not changed, they for surewill lead to asym-
metric nuclear warfare, and possibly chaotic World War 111.

A Watershed in History

Thefact that Lyn iswaging thisfight in the United States,
to uphold the American Revolution’ s principles, isright now,
recognized by very influential peoplearound theworld, asthe
most important strategic question today. And even though
many of you know thisand havetalked about it, studied about
it, till | want to restateit, also for the benefit of peoplein the
world, because this question of Americahasnot been so clear
in the recent period.

Why isthis question of the American Revolution, and the
ideaswhicharecontainedinthe Declaration of Independence,
in the Preambl e of the American Constitution, and the Consti-

EIR March 26, 2004

INSTITUTE

Helga Zepp-LaRouche: “ 1 can
easily see. . . on the horizon,
the possibility to implement a
just, new world economic
order, and to spread the
principles of the American
Revolution on a global scale.
Not by imposition on other
cultures, but just by respect for
human beings.”

tution itself, an absolute watershed of modern history?

Because of theideawhichisexpressed in the Declaration
of Independence: that all people have inalienable rights to
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; and that government
isonly legitimate, if it is devoted to the common good of the
people. The idea that happinessis not just some luck, some
winning in the lottery, but in the Leibnizian sense, that only
if people—if every man and woman on this planet—can de-
velop their potentialities, their cognitive potentialitiesto the
fullest, isavery preciousthought, and | will elaborate shortly,
why this is so outstanding and not self-evident. | think if
people start to take it as self-evident, they are losing what it
means. And the fact of what John Quincy Adamswas saying,
that the basis of international politicsshould bean aliance of
perfectly sovereign nation-states, bound together by a com-
munity of principle.

These are extremely preciousideas. And since they were
realizedin politics, in 1776-89, that has been the definition of
the battleground. Because against that, against the so-called
“ideas of 1789"—when normally people don't mean the
French Revolution, but the ideas of the American Revolu-
tion—sincethat time, there hasbeen avery powerful counter-
movement, whichwasbeen variously calledthe Conservative
Revolution, a counter-revolution, fascism, Synarchism. And
what was the issue, between these two fundamentally differ-
ent conceptions? At the core of it is the image of man. And
that is aquestion which is on the table today: Is man abeing
of cognitive powers, infinitely perfectible, capable of free-
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dom, of beauty, and of the good? Is every man and every
woman potentially a genius, provided he or she develops all
potentialitiesin him or herself, and bringsinto conformity his
or her individuality, with the ideal man? And is every man
innately good, born to be creative and happy?

Or, is this only true for a small number of people, born
with privileges to be powerful, rich, and independent, and
to rule over a mgjority of people, who are deliberately kept
backward, who can beturned into slaves and human cattle by
their ignorance, their fear, and tiring occupation for the bare
minimum of their daily existence? And where it does not
matter, if once in awhile, large sections of that human herd,
of human cattle, are culled—slaughtered, sacrificed for enter-
tainment, or the privilege of that small group and their sup-
posed benefit?

That was, and is, the issue of the American Revolution.
And it is the question of today, in the question of Argentina
and similar cases. Andthisistheissuethat wasonly solvedin
theUnited States. It wasnever completely solvedin Europe. It
has never been solved in Asia. It has never been solved in
Africa, historically. This question has, today, become alife-
and-death question for billions of people, at a point where
globalizationisinitsterminal phase.

For this reason, 1789 was the watershed. And the issues
which erupted then, are still the issues of today, both posi-
tively and negatively. In 1789, on April 13, George Washing-
ton took office as the first President of the United States. It
was a moment in history, where a tremendous potentia to
turn the world on a course of improvement existed.

Echoes of the American Revolution in Europe

1789 was the year when Friedrich Schiller started hisfa-
mous Summer semester asateacher of history in Jena, where
he made the famous “universal history” address, when he
basically was convinced that the American Revolution could
bereplicatedin France, andthen, fromthereinall of Germany.

At that point, the young American republic was not yet
fully developed: You only had 13 states; you had Florida
occupied by Spain; you had French territories. But, neverthe-
less, looking at the United States from Europe, at that point,
all republican and humanist forcesin Europe were absol utely
hopeful, that the exampl e—the test—in Americawould func-
tion, and that the American example could be replicated in
Europe.

Schiller described this question as the most debated and
most beloved question of the decade, meaning the 1780s:
How can a state be developed, with the greatest freedom of
its citizens? And how can the state be brought to its fullest
blossoming? There was a general hope among all humanists
and republican forcesthat this could bereplicated, startingin
1789, in France, and from there, throughout all of Europe.

It took only six weeks, after Washington became Presi-
dent, on June 17, until the French National Assembly was
convened, where, under theleadership of Jean-SylvainBailly,
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April 13, 1789, and the oligarchs of Europe immediately mobilized
a counter-revolution to make sure that the “ ideas of 1789” would
not spread.

an attempt was made to give France awritten constitution, to
turn France, at least, into a constitutional monarchy.

On June 20, al participants took an oath to work aslong
as necessary to establish such a congtitution, in the famous
Tennis Court Oath. But, in the meantime, Lord Shelburne—
who was running the show in England, because King George
Il had aready lost his marbles over the loss of the largest
colony, namely America—felt that theinterests of the British
Empire were threatened. And he organized a multi-faceted
destabilization of France, forcing it to eliminate any relics of
the Colbertist reform policies. And international banks con-
ducted financial and economic warfare, so that the agriculture
and trade in France collapsed. A famine spread, creating the
socia conditions for an insurgency operation. An instigated
rumor campaign spread, and then the climate was created,
such that on July 14, the infamous storming of the Bastille
occurred, which eventually turned into the Jacobin Terror,
usingterror and fear asameansof politics. So, thentheguillo-
tinewas set to work, and peopleturned into “asmall people,”
asFriedrich Schiller describedit: “ A great moment had found
alittle people.”

What followed then was the terror from the right, the
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Thermidor andtheriseof Napoleon, who transformed himsel f
from a Jacobin to a self-proclaimed Emperor, in the tradition
of the Roman Empire.

But thiswas not the whole story. While the French Revo-
lution turned totally sour, in the same period, in the 1790s,
you had, in Germany, the beautiful Weimar Classical period,
which, from many standpoints, represented the highest cul-
tural level mankind has reached so far. This was the period
when Schiller was writing about the Sublime, the beautiful
soul, and Wilhelm von Humboldt turned the idea that every
human being had the potential to become ageniusand abeau-
tiful soul, into ageneralized educational system: theidea, that
if you give every child, every baby, every young person, a
universal education, then basically, human freedom would be
possible. This is, essentialy, the concept of the LaRouche
Y outh Movement today: that if every child learns the great
achievements of great thinkers, and poets, and scientists of
the past, then you can spark the light of creativity in every
human being.

Napoleon vs. the Prussian Reformers

Now, in the meantime, Napoleon covered Europe with
wars—Italy, Spain—and this became the determining factor
in the history of Germany, for the first one and one-half de-
cades of the 19th Century. Y ou had war, exploitation, oppres-
sion, imperial power. Since 1801 all territories on the left
bank of the Rhine had become French. There wereterritorial
rearrangements amongst the smaller entities which became
so-called mediatisieren, which meant dissolved as a state,
integrated into medium and larger territorial states. Into this
went alot of corruption, bribery, and alot of the samebanking
houses of the Synarchist tradition that are at work today, were
actually functioning in these rearrangements at the time.

The beneficiaries of these new territorial orders were the
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Prussian reformers Freiherr
vom Sein (left) and Wilhelm
von Humboldt led the fight
against Napoleon, and for the
unification and republican
transformation of Germany.

princesand ministers of these states, and they were held back
by no patriotic or legalistic scruples. They grabbed power
with both hands, and this poisoned therelations, for example,
between Prussiaand Austria, which didn’t want to accept the
idea of one unified state or the rule of one Kaiser. But all of
these small entitieswere compl etely dependent on Napoleon.
They weretheresult of the policy with which Napol eon estab-
lished his hegemony in Germany. In 1806, in the famous
Battle of Jenaat Auerstedt, Prussiawasbeaten by the Napole-
onic army in adevastating way. The Prussian reformers, vom
Stein, von Humbol dt, Scharnhorst, and others, could organize
the first reformsin agriculture; they could eliminate slavery;
they could make army reforms; in education; eliminate the
classes.

But, this was just a moment. Napoleon demanded brutal
war contributions. Russia was expected to pay 20 million
francs (Napoleon demanded 154 million, whichwasimpossi-
bleto pay). Vom Stein, who was the leading minister of Prus-
siain 1808, when the news about the rebellion in Spain ar-
rived, became the leading representative of the resistance to
Napoleon. And he was convinced that war, in alliance with
Austria, and a general, popular upheaval, would be the only
option. And the Prussian reformers, Scharnhorst, Gneisenau,
and other military leaders led a complete popular upheaval
in al of the north of Germany, with the declaration of the
liberation of the peasants, the declaration of a constitution,
the ousting and expropriation of the princes. Now, that wasa
pretty revolutionary program, and it was the program of the
reformers—not of the Prussian throne, but of the reformers.

A letter of vom Stein, written on Aug. 15, 1808, landed
in the hands of the French police, which had their agents
everywhere since the time of Fouché [see EIR, March 19,
2004], and there were only hints of such a call to the revolu-
tion. Napoleon had theletter printed in agovernment newspa-
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per, and, in thisway, put pressure on the Prussian representa-
tive to sign the second Paris Treaty on Sept. 8, 1808, which
had outrageous conditions for Prussia.

When the Tsar renewed his partnership with Napoleonin
Erfurt, the idea of a patriotic liberation war was out of the
question for the time being. Vom Stein was kicked out of
office on Nov. 24, and on Dec. 16, Napoleon banned him,
and he was declared to be the enemy of France. Napoleon
expropriated his land; an arrest warrant was issued and an
execution order. And even then, under Napoleonic rule, the
ideaof hot pursuit wascompletely illegal—but still awarrant,
“dead or alive,” wasissued. Vom Stein managed to escapeto
Bohemia. But the banning of vom Steininfuriated the popul a-
tion, and thiswasthe main reason why vom Stein becamethe
symbol of resistance, as a leading power in the resistance
against Napoleon.

The Prussian King fell into a kind of apathy, under the
pressure of the Napol eonic demands. Then, therewere efforts
by Austria, under theinstigation of theleading minister, Philip
Stadion, to resist and organize a national war in 1808-09.
Therewasawave of apatriotic mood, but thiswasnot enough.
Vienna was occupied by Napoleon. And after his victory in
the Battle of Wagram, in which Austrialost huge territories,
it had to make vast payments as a compensation for the war.
Therewas atremendous up and down: appeasement, collabo-
ration, resistance—how to deal with Napoleon?

Then, at the end of May 1812, Napoleon moved 600,000
men, the so-called Grande Armée, into Russia. One-third of
them were captured Germans, who were forced to be in the
army. And whereas Napoleon already had Spain, France,
large parts of Italy, Austria, Germany (what today is Ger-
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The German Liberation Wars
began in 1813, after the defeat
of Napoleon in Russia. “ The
German people have never
been closer to the
establishment of atrue
republic, than in this period.
And, in Germany, there never
was a higher level of culture,
than during the Liberation
Wars.”

many), healso wanted Russia. But hewanted to gofromthere
into India, and eventually establish aworld dictatorship.

Now, itisvery interesting that von Wol zogen, thebrother-
in-law of Schiller, had studied thehistorical writingsby Schil-
ler, The Thirty Years War and The Revolt of the Netherlands
Against Spanish Rule, to actually see how, using the plan of
strategic defense, to force Napoleon into a logistical over-
reach, to lure him into the vast territories of Russia, so that
he could actually be defeated. And that’s exactly what the
Prussian reformers advised the Tsar to do.

During this campaign, vom Stein was completely preoc-
cupied with how to get Germany unified and how to get Ger-
many a congtitution. Then, after the defeat of Napoleon in
Russia, it came in 1813 to the Liberation Wars in Germany
itself. And only in the reality of the war, were the Prussian
reformersableto move. On Feb. 9, 1813, they could eliminate
the exceptions to the draft, because, up to that point, only
noblemen could become officers, and under the threat of the
war, that rule was eliminated.

It came in Germany to a total mobilization of all men
between 15 and 60 years old, and it became a national move-
ment against world dictatorship, which involved state offi-
cias, officers, educated layers, journalists, writers, and so
forth; but especially a youth movement—volunteers, stu-
dents, who were completely immersed in the works of Schil-
ler. And before they would go into battle, they would go to
thewidow of Schiller, to ask her for lines of hispoems, which
they would put on their breast over their heart, when they
were going into the battle. The German people have never
been closer to the establishment of atruerepublic, thaninthis
period. And, in Germany, there never was a higher level of
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culture, than during the Liberation Wars. Now, the liberation
would never have been possible, without an upheaval of the
people, and especialy the young; but it was the entire
popul ation.

Congress of Vienna: Root of Two World Wars

The big tragedy of Europe, iswhat happened then, at the
Congress of Vienna, and the Restoration afterwards, where
rule remained with the monarchies, and the princes, and the
oligarchs. And the reason why it isimportant to look at the
Congress of Vienna, and the period after that, is because this
serves as amodel for what is happening today, in the United
States and in other places of the world. At the Congress of
Vienna, with the conspiracy, the collaboration, of peoplelike
Castlereagh and Metternich, especially—but also Talleyrand,
the Tsar, and others—they were able to bring the situation
back to the status quo ante, before 1792, and even before
1789.

But, ideologically, something much worse happened. It's
areal tragedy, because | still maintain, that vom Stein, and
von Humboldt, were the best statesmen which Germany ever
had, and they represented the German cause at the Vienna
Congress. But they failed, vis-avis the intrigues of Met-
ternich, Castlereagh, Talleyrand, and the reactionary circles
in Prussia. Asaresult, the accomplishments of the Congress
of Viennaremained far below the expectation of the popula-
tion, which had the rightful expectation, that after the defeat
of Napoleon, the German state could be unified, it would be
one nation, and one constitution.

The Congress of Viennawas atotal abomination, and it
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The Congress of Vienna
betrayed the republican
aspirations of Germany, and
sowed the seeds for the two
world wars of the 20th

Century. Europe' sfailureto
rid itself of the oligarchical
system can be traced directly to
this Congress.

sheds light on why Europe today is so relatively impotent.
The Congress of Vienna aso contained the roots of the two
world warsin the 20th Century. People say Europe is weak,
because we had two world wars; but the reality is, the root of
these two world wars was the Congress of Vienna, and the
fact that Europe was not able to get rid of the oligarchical
system, which the American Revolution had so successfully
gotten rid of before. Castlereagh, Metternich, the nobility in
Prussia, the princes of Europe, wereall determined, that what
is the point of defeating Napoleon, if instead, you have a
national republican force and a constitution? That had to be
prevented by all means.

Now, the Congress took place from Sept. 18, 1814 until
June 9, 1815. All European powers participated, except Tur-
key. The assumption which went into the Congresswas, from
thebeginning, that therewasan innatedifference between the
nobility and the people, as God-given. Thereactionary forces
totally won. The kings and the princes, and exactly those
princes who had gotten their status from Napoleon, could
keep it. The real mastermind, however, of these procedures
wasMetternich, whowascalled“ Papillon Metternich,” “ But-
terfly Metternich,” who spent 40 million francsin fivemonths
on behalf of the Hahsburg Empire, and for the meals alone—
they spent 50,000 francs aday. Naturally, this was gotten by
atax increase of 50% on the population.

The world went around, the Congress danced. And, the
Congress of Viennais, probably in al of world history, the
exampleof intrigues, awar of diplomacy, banquets, boudoirs,
affairs, balls, parties, hunts, amusements, deigh rides, and
such things, and an enormous number of agents were de-
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The principal oligarchical manipulators of the period of the Congress of Vienna were (left to right) Talleyrand of France, Castlereagh of
Great Britain, and Metternich of Austria. All agreed that the replication of the American Revolution in Europe had to be prevented at all

Costs.

ployed from France, Austria, and Russia. The servants were
turned into agents. Pub owners were turned into spies. They
were busy emptying the wastepaper baskets in the evening,
to find out what were the plans drawn up by the different
factions; they were cleaning out the chimneys, to put together
burned or half-burned letters, to find out what was going on.
Therewasan absol ute atmosphere of spying, and interception
of letters, and such things. They recruited even nobility, per-
sonsin high positions, to be police spies or “confidants,” as
they were called.

One of those“confidants,” the Abbott Giuseppe Carpani,
gaveavery dark description of theterritorial greed of Russia,
France, England, the V atican, and Spain, saying therewasno
hope for any outcome of this Congress. Count Carl von
Nostiz, aPrussian called into the Russian services, wrote that
they were using the same methods as under Napoleon, of
egoism, narrow-mindedness, mediocrity, stupidity, and ato-
tal neglect for the interest of the people, and that they were
completely lazy on top of it; he contrasted that to the high
spirit of the congress of the Peace of Westphalia.

Wilhelm von Humboldt wrote to his wife, “In order to
suppress the evil principle, the war should have been con-
ducted in a different way. A second one will be necessary,
which sooner or later will come for sure, but which will in-
volve the risk that the good principle will go under, because
only very few have developed an understanding.” What that
evil principle was, | will discuss shortly, but Wilhelm von
Humboldt’ s remarks were absolutely prophetic, because the
unresolved oligarchical question of the Congress of Vienna,
was the reason why Germany later became unified inthe war
against Francein 1870-71, whichled thentotheterribleworld
wars of the 20th Century.

The aim of the Congress was to prevent the sovereignty
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of the people and the constitution. Talleyrand wrote already
in September 1814, that it was in the interest of France to
play on the small states. “France's interest is the interest
of the small states. They want to keep their independent
existence, and we have to encourage them.” And then he
went into atotal ranting and raving against Prussia. In every
letter he wrote to the King, he wrote: “ Those Germans, they
alwaystalk about German unity. That' stheir battle cry, their
doctrine, their religion, their fanaticism.” On Oct. 31, a
certain Baron Turkheim, the representative of Hessen
Darmstadt, wrote about how Talleyrand was courting the
Saxonians, the Badenseer, the Darmstadter, and so forth, all
small governments, in private meetings, that they should
refuse a German demand for aconstitution, if it should come
up. And, they said, it will not happen. Friedrich Gentz, the
personal secretary of Metternich, wrote after a dinner at his
house, with Metternich, Talleyrand, and others: “ Everybody
was awed by my house, and my dinner, and my food. Mean-
while, | reflected on the triviaity of human affairs and the
weakness of the individuals who hold the fate of the world
in their hands. And | was aware of my own superiority only
semi-consciously, given the fog, which the blather of my
guests put around my brain.”

However, at another party at Gentz’ shouse, acertain Dr.
Justus Erich Bollmann—a German-American doctor who
spent the time of the Vienna Congressin Vienna—one eve-
ning, this Dr. Bollmann spent at Gentz' shouse, together with
Wilhelm von Humboldt and others; and he reports that the
company becametotally silent, to listento the miracleswhich
Bollmann had reported about the United States. “ Fantastic!
He gave horrible examples, how common citizens achieved
apower and agreatness, asin Europeare only associated with
nobility and kings. Through the naiveté of the question of a
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diplomat, whose never-ending curiosity was never satisfied,
the presentation became a complete course on republican
principlesand ideas, enriched with many proofs as one never
could have imagined to hear at this congress of monarchs.
Gentz felt completely smashed under theweight of thematter,
and hefelt asworried asif an attentat, aterrorist act, had been
committedin his presence,” soreportsBollmannin aletter to
General Lafayette on Jan. 3, 1815.

The Restoration and the Holy Alliance

The result of all of these intrigues and manipulations
was, that the question of the German constitution was never
seriously addressed. What was attempted by vom Stein and
von Humboldt: They were never able to put a draft on the
table. And new borders were drawn up between states on
the map, as though with scissors; the interests of the people
were completely trampled upon. The result of the Congress
of Viennawas, instead, the so-called German Alliance. Cas-
tlereagh and Metternich had succeeded. And what followed
was the Restoration, the Holy Alliance, leading to a period
of repression, in which the beautiful cultural optimism of
the Weimar Classic, eventually was turned into cultural pes-
simism, especialy after the Carlsbad Decrees—an early
form of aPatriot 11 Act, in which terror and fear was spread
among the population.

But the ideological foundations of this Restoration, were
nobody else but Edmund Burke, and, to my great surprise,
Joseph de Maistre. But also Vicomte de Bonald, Chateaubri-
and; and amixture of what we call today Synarchism and Ro-
manticism.

Lord Castlereagh and Lord Metternich had agreed in the
assessment of the situation: The American example had to
be prevented at al costs. And the outcome of the French
Revolution, instigated by the counterinsurgency operations
of Lord Shelburne, had demonstrated what an uproar was
leading to. Edmund Burke, in 1790, wrote Reflections on the
Revolution in France, which was causing a complete uproar
inEuropeat thetime. Andit had alasting effect onthecounter-
revolution in Europe. His philosophy, or ideology rather, was
based on the English Enlightenment, namely the idea that
man isabeast of the senses; cognition can only occur through
sense experience; manisevil by nature, and so forth. And he
warned of the consequences, if abstract law and theory be-
come the guidance of action. Instead, he said, we have to
adheretothe peopl€ sspirit, theVolksgeist tradition. Thestate
islike an organism becoming and going. And we need aclose
alliance between the church and the state.

Onthecontinent, theentirecounter-revolution based their
theories, among others, on Burke, and he gave them a full
arsenal of ideological weapons. Already in 1793, Friedrich
Gentz, who was aPrussian civil servant at thetime, produced
atrand ation of Burke’ sbook, and wroteacommentary, which
becamethestandard literatureon statetheory of theConserva
tive Revolution.
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De Maistre’s Evil Influence

But, there was only one ideologue of the Conservative
Revolution, who built ontheideas of Burke, and who became
thesinglemost important influence of the Congressof Vienna
andthe Restoration afterwards, and theHoly Alliance: Joseph
de Maistre. When we developed the research about Syn-
archism today, | became aware of his role for France, his
influence on Napoleon. But, | must say, | was absolutely
shocked to discover that he was the single most important
thinker for the Restoration of the Holy Alliance as well. He
was bornin 1753, in Chambéry in Savoy, whose dukes were
also the Kings of Sardinia. When France occupied Savoy in
1792, de Maistre had to go into exile to Lausanne, then to
Turin, and in 1803, the King sent him as the ambassador of
the Kingdom of Sardiniato St. Petersburg, where he stayed
until hewas expelled for proselytizingin 1817, when hewent
back to Turin, where he became the supreme judge, and he
died therein 1829.

Hismost radical viewshewroteintheso-caled . Peters-
burg Soirées, and the Letters to a Russian Nobleman on the
Spanish Inquisition. He had animage of man, that manisevil
by nature; his evil islimitless. Evil is the break of the unity
desired by God. Redemption can only come through the au-
thority of the Pope and the princes, and through punishment,
through purifyingviolence, through theblood of theinnocent.
Thepolitical order comesfrom the Pope, who isthe authority
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Count Joseph de Maistre, the Synarchist “ beast-man,” wasthe
single most important influence on the history of 19th-Century
Europe. His defense of the Spanish Inquisition is politely ignored
by modern history books.

for therulers. And, accordingto him, the problem started with
the Reformation, which is why one has to go back to the
Donation of Constantine, amyth according to which the Em-
peror received the power from the Pope. (Now, aready, Nico-
laus of Cusa, in the 15th Century, had denounced this myth
of the Donation of Constantine as a complete fraud, used
by evil forces to simply have rationalization of their earthly
power.) According to de Maistre, everything is pre-pro-
grammed through Divine Providence; even evil iswilled by
Providence, and worksfor the good. The Jacobin Revolution,
therefore, was good, becauseit punished theevil church. This
obviously represented the complete perversion of Leibniz's
ideaof thebest of all possibleworlds. But, despite the author-
ity of the Pope and the rulers, man still commits evil, and
therefore needs penance through blood. The Executioner is
therefore an envoy of God. In al the wars in the world, the
blood spilled onthebattlefields, areall meansof DivineProvi-
dence. The whole world, covered by battlegrounds, is there-
foreanaltar, where, inorder toeliminateevil, everything must
be sacrificed. Since blood sacrifices exist in many cultures,
obvioudly, that is part of human nature.

Now, as we know, Napoleon was very impressed by de
Maistre and vice versa, because of Napoleon's contempt for
the liberals and the intellectuals. De Maistre wrote in his Re-
flections on France: “History provesthat war isaquasi-nor-
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mal state of mankind. It is not such abig evil asis generally
believed. When the human soul iscorrupted throughtoo much
civilization, only thespilling of blood can strengthenit again.”

Defense of theInquisition

DeMaistredevel oped the core of what, to the present day,
isthe basic ideologica concept of the Conservative Revolu-
tion, the Synarchist, and the fascist belief, today. The prob-
lem, according to him, started with the Reformation, when
the God-given order that all authority comes from God,
through the Pope, to the rulers, was broken. From that stand-
point it was completely in order, what the Spanish Inquisition
did; they did theright thing. And, in his Lettersto a Russian
Noblemanin 1815, hewrites, how theorigin of thelnquisition
goesback to 1184 at the Church Council of Verona, when the
Albigensian sect threatened the unity of the Church. Then, in
1204 Pope Innocent 111 gave the Inquisition into the hands of
the Dominicans. And, he says, “By nature the Inquisition is
good, gentle, and maintaining.”

“In the 15th Century,” hewritesin aletter, “ Judaism had
developed such deep rootsin Spain that it almost suffocated
thenational plant [of Spain, that is]. The Jewish-minded were
horrible through their wealth, influence, and connection with
the noble families of the monarchy. They were actualy a
nation within a nation. The danger was dramatically height-
ened through Islam. It was a question, whether Spain would
survive, if the Jaws and the Muslimswould divide up therich
provinces among themselves.” Therefore, according to de
Maistre, it wastotally okay, “that Ferdinand used the Inquisi-
tionto save Spain, since great dangersto the state can only be
fought through equally violent means. Thisisabasicprinciple
of politics. Concerning the means, the best isthat which suc-
ceeds. One is astonished to see how the Inquisition loads up
guestions on the accused, to find out if in their heritage, there
iseven onedrop of Jewish or Muslim blood. ‘ What about it?
some not so thoughtful people may say. ‘What does it matter
to know who is the grandfather or great-grandfather of an
accused? But, in that time, it did matter, because these two
outlawed tribes had still a lot of connections in the state
through their relatives, which iswhy they had to be afraid. It
was, therefore, necessary to set the power of imagination into
fear andfright, by permanently demonstrating thebani shment
associ ated with the mere suspicion of Jewishnessor Muslim-
ness. So, if the Inquisition concluded the guilt of the heretic,
or the helper of the heretic, they would transfer him to the
royal apparatus, which confiscated their possessions.”

“Therewasal ot of noisein Europeabout the use of torture
or thefire penalty,” hewrites. “ But what about it? Everybody
used it—the Greeks, the Romans, and today, everybody uses
tortureto find out the truth.”

Now, avery famous German Jesuit priest, Friedrich von
Spee, investigated the Inquisition’ s practices, and he cameto
the conclusion that torture is not ameansto find out the truth
at all, because under torture, people admit almost everything.
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But de Maistre said, that, after all, “hardened heretics
belong in the line of theworst criminals.”

Hesaid, “What ismisleading us, today, istheindifference
in our century concerning religious matters. While we take
theold zeal, which somemay call fanaticism, today’ ssophists
are not concerned with the fact that Luther's arguments
caused the Thirty Years' War. But the old law-givers knew
what price people had to pay for such unfortunate teachings,
and gave the death penalty for this crime. Just consider that
the court of the Inquisition could have prevented the French
Revolution. Then you understand, that the ruler who givesup
such an instrument, would give adeadly blow to mankind.”

Now, for de Maistre, the Reign of Terror by the Jacobins
was the deserved punishment for the Church in France, and
part of their salvation. And naturally, Napoleon was, for him,
sent by the gods directly.

All modern history books, which mention de Maistre as
the most important thinker of the period of the Restoration,
absolutely omit what he said about the Inquisition, because
that may upset the public view a little bit. But he was the
clearest counter-pole to the idea of a constitution of a sover-
eign people. For him, all power camefrom God, and by birth.
“The monarch is, through birth, a higher being, is distin-
guished from normal mortals, as a tree from the bush.” (I
don’tmeanthisBush!) “L egitimacy comesfrombeing atree,”
he says. “One believes that a family is royal, because they
rule; the opposite is true: They rule, because they are royal.
And, since God would not possibly set the laws of society in
contradiction with nature, the revelations are identical with
thelawsof theworld. And no society can bewithout agovern-
ment; No government can be without sovereignty; no sover-
eignty without unrestrained power, or else chaos is certain.
That is why the Supreme Court can not be judged, because
there hasto be apoint where everything stops. Every govern-
ment is unrestrained, and at the moment when, under the
pretext of an error or an injustice, one can resist it, it ceases
to exist.”

Now, if you compare that to the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, which explicitly says, that every people has the right
to get rid of the government which violates their common
good over avery long period of time, you can seetheintention.

“Sure, the absolute power of the ruler has disadvantages.
But resistance does the people no good. All efforts to gain
more freedom, end up by putting them more in chains.” He
represented the so-called ultramontanism, the idea that all
power comes from the other side of the mountains (meaning
the Alps), namely the Pope. He said, “Man is incapable of
recognizing good and evil.”

Anditisincredible, and | really had to swallow this, and
think about it: that de Maistre’s ideas became the dominant
historical forcein the 19th Century. He was the most impor-
tant intellectua influence in this, helped, naturaly, by Ro-
manticism, which had similar ideas, that Europe should be
unified under one emperor by the grace of God, modelled on
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De Maistre believed that man isevil by nature, and redemption
can only come through punishment, purifying violence, the blood
of theinnocent. He defended the Spanish Inquisition’s use of
torture by saying that “ everybody uses tortureto find out the
truth.”

the Roman Empire in the Middle Ages: an aliance of the
throne and the altar; solidarity of all thrones among them-
selves; and nobilities against the potentiality of an insubordi-
nate, inferior mass of people.

Another thinker in that line, was Carl Ludwig von Halle,
who, in 1816, wrote The Restoration of State Science, which
was the idea to eventually eliminate the entire notion of the
state, to go back to the idea of the monarch as the owner of
the state; to have no state, everything isprivate, and basically
go back to feudalism. Now, thisisat the core of what the neo-
cons and the liberals mean by privatization: no state, nobody
to represent the common good and the interests of the people.
For de Maistre and Halle, the constitution was only apiece of
trash paper. There were different shades of the same thing,
but essentially they all had thisidea of the Volksgeist and the
Romantic state conception.

And these people are not something which were there
[only] in Europe, but they had activelinkstotheUnited States.
A certain Ludwig Gerlach, who, together with his brother,
had formed the Christian Germanic Circle, was not ashamed
to praise the absolute power of the North American dave-
owners, as having alaw justified by God's grace. Now, the
collaboration between theforces of the Holy Alliance and the
Confederacy, is something which we should really have in
mind. Andthey werenot peacefully stayingintheir own coun-
try, but they had an active interventionist policy. The forces
of the Holy Alliance, under the leadership of Castlereagh and
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What Is Synarchism?

“Synarchism” is a name adopted during the Twentieth
Century for an occult freemasonic sect, known asthe Mar-
tinists, based on worship of the tradition of the Emperor
Napoleon Bonaparte. During the interval from the early
1920s through 1945, it was officially classed by U.SA.
and other nations' intelligence servicesunder thefilename
of “Synarchism: Nazi/Communist,” so defined because of
its deploying simultaneously both ostensibly opposing
pro-communist and extreme right-wing forces for encir-
clement of atargetted government. Twentieth-Century and
later fascist movements, like most terrorist movements,
areall Synarchist creations.

Synarchismwasthe central feature of the organization
of the fascist governments of Italy, Germany, Spain, and
Vichy and Laval France, during that period, and was also
spread as a Spanish channel of the Nazi Party, through
Mexico, throughout Central and South America. The PAN
party of Mexico was born as an outgrowth of thisinfiltra-
tion. Itistypified by the followers of the late Leo Strauss
and Alexandre Kojeve today.

This occult freemasonic conspiracy, is found among
both nominally left-wing and a so extremeright-wing fac-
tionssuch asthe editorial board of the Wall Street Journal,
the Mont Pelerin Society, and American Enterprise Insti-
tute and Hudson Institute, and the so-called integrist far
right inside the Catholic clergy. The underlying authority
behind these cults is a contemporary network of private
banks of that medieval Venetian model known as fondi.
The Synarchist Banque Worms conspiracy of thewartime
1940s, ismerely typical of therole of such banking inter-
ests operating behind sundry fascist governments of that
period.

The Synarchists originated in fact among the immedi-
ate circles of Napoleon Bonaparte; veteran officers of
Napoleon’s campaigns spread the cult’s practice around
the world. G.W.F. Hegel, a passionate admirer of Bona-
parte’simage as Emperor, was the first to supply afascist
historical doctrine of the state. Nietzsche' s writings sup-
plied Hegel’ stheory the added doctrine of the beast-man-
created Dionysiac terror of Twentieth-Century fascist
movements and regimes. The most notable fascist ideo-
logues of post-World War |1 academia are Chicago Uni-
versity’s Leo Strauss, who was the inspiration of today’s
U.S. neo-conservative ideologues, and Strauss's Paris co-
thinker Alexandre Kojéve.—Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Metternich, wanted to export their system, because they were
convinced that the fire of upheaval was glowing under the
surface, everywhere in the world—which would break out,
onetime hereand onetimethere: in Latin America, in Spain,
in Naples, in Greece. Burke compared their task with that of
the firefighters and the police, who had to intervene every-
where.

Those who felt responsible for mankind and its culture
hadto concludethat theinternal affairsof acountry concerned
Europe alot; and when in one country, a wrong system ex-
isted, or when there wereriots, or there was arogue state, the
wholeworld wasinvolved and they had theright tointervene.
They felt the threat from the spirit of insubordination, which
had moved into the people. All these demands for a nation,
freedom, reforms. At the Congress of Troppau, they agreed,
in the name of legitimacy of the princes and the fight against
the sovereignty of the people, on the right to intervene into
theinternal affairs of other countries. So, Austriaintervened
in Naples; Spain, in France, acted on behalf of Europe. And
eventually the question of interventions led to a breakup of
the alliance of the five powers; because Castlereagh’ s oppo-
nent—the Tory, Canning—split England out of the aliance,
and recognized the governments of Latin America, and sabo-
taged, in this way, the planned French intervention in Latin
America. That England would consider a French expedition
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toAmericaascasusbelli, forced the French Minister Polignac
to issue the memo named after him.

On Dec. 2, 1823, the United States declared the Monroe
Doctrine, according to which the United States regarded any
efforts by European powers to [make claims on] any part
of the Americas as dangerous for peace and the security of
the Union.

A Youth Movement

But the Restoration and the Holy Alliance did not only
carry out a policy of intervention against the rogue states
internationally, but they also invented the predecessor of the
Patriot Act of internal suppression. While the destiny of the
German peoplewas horse-traded at the Vienna Congress, that
was not thewhol ereality, because the young people, who had
returned from the Liberation Wars, who were filled with the
highest ideals, and many of them had given their blood for
theseideals, and they had matured in the face of death—they
did not want to go back to normality. After 1815, these young
peopl e kept the spirit of the reforms alive. While the “Boom-
ers’ of their time had sunk back into the sorrows of daily
life, they were dedicated to improving themselves. They felt
themselves morally better than the older ones, and they felt
that they could create a new youth culture, and through that,
transform the entire population to a higher level of culture
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and morality. These young people consciously objected to the
cold, and professional wisdom, of the older generation, and
the injustices of socidl life, as it developed after 1815. The
young peopl e had proven themselvesintheface of theenemy,
and they were full of contempt for the Boomers of their time,
the noblemen, who had been the hangers-on to the power of
the system which kept the people in oppressed conditions.
They became a youth movement much more powerful and
effectivefor the nation, than thelater youth movement before
WorldWar I, whichliked to compareitself totheyouth move-
ment of this period. But, naturally it was not ahomogeneous
movement, and there were elements of previous typical stu-
dent life—drinking, partying—and Metternich’s police de-
veloped a system of spies, or so-called “ confidants, provoca-
teurs,” in order to penetrate thisyouth movement.

But overall, they were the revolutionary progressive ele-
ment, and in order to demonstrate the unity of all student
fraternities, they wanted to have one single reunion. They
chose the Wartburg, in Eisenach. It was the year 1817, and
the 300th anniversary of the Reformation was approaching.
They delayed their meeting until Oct. 18, in order not to
disturb the Reformation celebrations, because they wanted
to celebrate the “outer” liberation from the foreign occupa-
tion, and the “inner” liberation, which they attributed to
Luther. And out of both, came the commitment to political
freedom and national unity. Four hundred sixty-eight stu-
dentsgathered in Eisenach that day, and they made speeches,
prayers, and they praised General Blucher, the famous “ at-
tack, attack, attack!” general of the Liberation Wars, and
Luther, astheir heroes. At the end, one group put on a satire
play, which was an imitation of Luther who had burned the
Papal banishment papers; and so they burned certain papers
of reactionary authors—Halle, the poet Kotzebue, and the
Prussian civil servants Schmaltz and Kamps—as symbols
of the reaction. And that was dl; it was not abig deal. But,
for the participants, it was a tremendous experience. It was
the first time in Germany, that youth of all parts of Germany
were united. And it meant a fantastic memory for them for
the rest of their lives.

It didn't have a big political meaning, but the liberal
press played it up as a great political deed. And Metternich
saw it as an absolutely big disturbance, the way these youth
had disrespectfully thrown out conventions. The nobility
was outraged. The princes everywhere saw it as a huge
threat. For example, Prince Wittgenstein, the Police Minister
in Berlin, saw the aim of the fraternities as “to kill the actual
love for the Fatherland, to fancy a unified Germany, and to
let the different German states disintegrate and disappear
in chaos.”

Repression and the Carlsbad Decrees

When the news came about the book-burning, the outrage
in the various courts about this utmost insubordination grew
gigantic. In some interesting books written recently, the au-
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thors have investigated theincomplete letters and documents
of the period, and have come up with the hypothesis, that
Metternich’s spy system, which already had the youth move-
ment under surveillance long before this scandal erupted, ac-
tually did this. And I think it’ savery probable thing, that the
incident of the book-burning itself was acovert operation by
Metternich agents, to have a pretext for counter-measures.
There are many footprints, hints, which give room for the
suspicion to believe, that the effort was made to infiltrate or
influence the fraternities, for example, around the question of
whether membership should only be for Christians, or
whether Jews be should allowed: Which, given the fact that
many Jews had sacrificed their livesin the Liberation Wars,
was obviously an outrage. But, especially aso, the question
of dueling. Dueling was at that time a highly favored means
for the oligarchs to get rid of people they didn’t like, such as
Alexander Hamilton, Pushkin, and many others.

But, also subversion. A hig question mark, for example,
has to be raised about a certain professor from Giessen, who
taught law: Karl Follen, who taught that for amoral purpose,
all meansareallowed. Inrecords, heisdescribed asademonic
character, who attracted agroup of students around him, who
called themselves the “Unconditional Ones.” And their aim
was to topple thrones, and they had a mixture of Christian
ideas, Jacobinideas, and theideaof martyrdom, which should
bring about a blood-born “ ethical republic.”

To be more at the center of the fraternities, he moved to
Jenaand there a certain Karl Ludwig Sand became his pupil,
who was a young student of theology who was deeply de-
rooted through the war experience and disappointment about
the peace afterwards, and who proved to be ready for martyr-
dom. When a vicious slander campaign targetted the play-
wright August von Kotzebue, the author of frivolous come-
dies, asaRussian spy and the enemy of the Fatherland, Sand
carefully prepared to murder him, and then did it. It could not
be completely clarified if this Professor Follen inspired the
deed directly, or knew about it. But for Metternich, this was
the perfect pretext to moveagai nst thewholemovement. Seri-
ous questions have to be asked, whether this was inspired by
thesystem, or at | east not prevented, since Sand’ spreparations
were quitevisible. Metternich in hisown writings says, “ The
pretext was given by the excellent Sand, at the cost of poor
Kotzebue.”

His instruction to Gentz, his secretary, was to use the
murder to the hilt. Metternich contacted the King of Prussia,
to move together, who was more than willing to launch a
crusade against the revolutionary spirit. A secret agreement
was made against the students, the press, the universities, the
Parliament; and after Austria and Prussia had agreed, they
contacted Hanover, Saxony, Mecklenburg, Nassau, and the
three South German states, which all went for a“cure,” so-
called, to Carlsbad, the most fashionable health spa of the
time.

And the result was the famous, or infamous, Carlsbad
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Henry Kissinger’s book about Europe during the period of the
Congress of Vienna praises Castlereagh and Metternich, while
avoiding any mention of the Prussian reforms.

Decrees, announced on Dec. 20, 1819. All teachers were
kicked out, who had the wrong views. University lectures
were only conducted with asupervisor. The fraternitieswere
forbidden. The Carlsbad Decrees were the sharpest measures
of the Metternich system against the national and constitu-
tional movement, and it lasted until 1848. It was a terrible
period: policeactions, an atmosphere of fear, political profes-
sors disappeared from the scene, and al the supporters of the
youth movement were targetted. And it should be noted that
the famous philosopher Hegel was on the side of the Met-
ternich system throughout this entire period, and Kissinger
wrote his famous book about it [A World Restored: Met-
ternich, Castlereagh and the Problems of Peace, 1812-22].
Here [see photo] you have him contemplating not his navel,
but hisleft nostril. He wrote hisdissertati on about this period,
praising Castlereagh and M etternich; and heactually manages
not to mention vom Stein and von Humboldt in the entire
period, until sometimein 1840 or so, when they were already
abouttodie. Hedidn't mentionthePrussianreforms; hedidn’t
mentiontheir roleat the Congressof Vienna. Andif you never
have seen falsification of history writing, then you haveitin
that book.

TheMind of the Grand Inquisitor

Now, let’'s go back to the fact that the most important
ideologue of the Restoration was the Synarchist Joseph de
Maistre, who had such praise for the Spanish Inquisition, as
thefinal basisfor theauthority of thestate. Andtheundeniable
fact that the method of the Inquisition was the method of
the Nazis, of Hitler, and of other fascist movements, which
openly refer tothemselvesashbeing in that tradition, givesyou
avery useful insight of what it is, that these conservativesare
afraid of.

And | want to show you theinside of their minds through
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Fyodor
Dostoevsky' skeen
insight into the
Synarchist mindis
expressed in his
famous story of
“The Grand
Inquisitor,” who
revealsto Jesusthe
Inquisitors' secret:
They areallied not
with Christ, but
with Satan.

the eyes of another person; namely, the Russian author
Dostoevsky, who in hislast novel, The Brothers Karamazov,
narrates the story of the Grand Inquisitor, which is a story
within the story.

This is an unbelievable story. It plays in Seville in the
16th Century. That day, nearly 100 heretics had been burned
aliveat thestake. Then, Jesuscomesback to Earth. Thepeople
recognize him, and they ask him to do miracles. He makes
oneblind man see. Hereawakensadead girl. And, in hisheart
is hope and compassion, which radiates to the people. Then
the Grand Inquisitor, a cardinal—obviously modeled on the
great Cardinal Torquemada—passes by. He isa 90-year-old
man, described as of great height, with deeply sunken eyes,
and a dried-out face. He observes what is happening, and
obviously, Dostoevsky takesthisfrom Schiller’ sDon Carlos,
which was translated by Dostoevsky's brother Mikhail in
1848. So, when he sees what Jesus does, the miracles he
performs, hisface darkens, his eyeslight up with malice. He
points his finger to Jesus, and orders the guardsto grab Him.
And, hispower isso great, that the people are so subservient,
that they make room for the guards, who take Him away. The
crowd becomes like a single man: They bow their heads to
the ground beforethe Inquisitor. Quietly heblessesthem, and
leaves. Very eerie.

The Inquisitor visits Jesus, during the night, in His cell.
And hethen hasalong monologue, since Jesusremainssilent.
So, the Inquisitor says, “Why did you come to disturb us?
Because you did come to disturb us. But, tomorrow, | will
burn you as the most malicious of heretics. And the same
people who kissed your feet today, will put the coal under the
stake.” He then accuses Jesus as having promised freedom to
the people. “Did you not say, again and again, ‘| will make
you free’ ? But, have you seen yourself, just now, these free
people? This has caused us enormous trouble. But we have
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carried thejob in your name, to the end. Fifteen centuries, we
have plagued ourselves with your freedom. But now we are
finished with it—completely finished. Y ou don't believe that
it is over with your freedom, for all time. Y ou should know,
today and now, these people are completely convinced they
are totally free. In reality, they themselves brought us their
freedom, and laid it obediently at our feet. And that was our
accomplishment.

“And you, you go among them with empty hands, with
your promiseof freedom, whichthey intheir naivetéandtheir
innate evil cannot grasp, which only throws them into fear
and awe; because there has never been, for theindividual, nor
all of mankind, anything less bearable than freedom. Do you
see the stones here in the naked and glowing desert? Trans-
form them into bread, and mankind will follow you like a
herd, thankful and obedient, but also trembling the whole
time, because you could remove your hand and the bread.
And in the end, they will put their freedom at our feet, and
they will say, ‘ Rather, make usyour slaves, but give ussome-
thing to eat.” They will convince themselves that they can
never be free, because they are weak, evil, worth nothing,
and rebellious.

“Y ou promised them Heavenly bread. But | repeat, how
can this Heavenly bread compare in the eyes of this weak,
sinful, ungrateful mankind with the Earthly bread? And even
if, because of the Heavenly bread, thousands and thousands
will follow you—but what about the millions, and hundreds
of millions, who don’'t have the strength to turn away from
the Earthly bread, in order to receive the Heavenly one? Do
you only care about the thousands who are strong and great?
But the millions who are innumerable as the sands in the
ocean, who areweak, but who loveyou neverthel ess, are they
only material for the great and the strong?

“No, we also care for the weak. Sure, they are sinful,
rebellious, but they will submit. They will adore us as gods,
because we were willing to take away their freedom, which
frightened them, and agreed to rule over them, so awful would
it have becomefor them to be free. And wewill say, that ‘we
areobedient to Y ou, and werulein Y our Name.” Wewill fool
them again, because you, you will not ever get back to them
again. In this fraud lies our suffering, because we are forced
tolie.

“Y ou have thought too highly of them, because they are
nothing but slaves, even if capable of rebellion. Look around
and judge for yourself: Fifteen centuries have passed, and
look at them, the people. Whom have you elevated?| guaran-
tee, man isweaker and lower than you believe. Thisrebellion
ispitiful. They arenot capabl e of taking away their ownrebel-
lion. They will think that he who has made them rebellious,
just mocked them, and they will become blasphemous. And
that will make them even more unhappy.

“Do you want to know the secret? We are not alied
with you, but with him. That is our secret. Since eight centu-
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ries, when we took from him, what you refused.” And there
he refersto the Temptation of Christ by Satan shortly before
the end of Jesus' life, when Satan comes and offers Jesus
the riches of the world, and Jesus refuses. So, this Grand
Inquisitor says, “We took what you refused, and since that
time, we are with him”; namely, we took the riches of
the world.

“We will give the people the quiet, the peaceful luck,
the luck of the weak, for which they were made. We will
convincethemto give up their pride, which you taught them,
when you elevated them above themselves. We will prove
to them that they are just miserable children. They will
admire us, be fearful, and proud that our power and wisdom
is enabling them to tame such a rebellious herd of hundreds
of millions. Happy will be al of them, these millions of
beings, except the hundred thousand who rule over them.
Because only we, who guard the secret, will be unhappy.
And there will be thousands of millions of happy children,
and a hundred thousand of martyrs, who have accepted the
curse of cognition, and the ability to differentiate between
good and evil.”

Mel Gibson: The Synarchist Mindset

Now, Dostoevsky is a pretty sinister character, and |
would say, if you want to look into a Synarchist mind, here,
you have a very good example. But, that thisis not an issue
of the past, but a question very much of the present—that
such Satanic minds do exist today, and they function today—
you can seein amovie and a scandal which has erupted and
will become much, much bigger in the next period, because
thismovieisgoing to openinthe United Statesin two weeks.
It'sthe movie by Mel Gibson, “ The Passion of the Christ.”

Now, | have been only told about this, but people who
have seen short clips of this movie, 30-second clips, report
that it demonstratesan absol utely revolting, unbelievablevio-
lence, which shows how Christ is kicked in the face, beaten
intheface, with typical Hollywood special effects. And since
| have, in the past, studied the effect of violence on the mind,
just normal violence—thefact that thisisdoneto Christ, isa
completely offensive matter, especially to all Christians. But,
it hasareal Satanic aimontop of it, becausethereisone scene
init, where PontiusPilate saysthat he doesnot havethe power
for the execution of Christ, but it is the Jewish priests who
have this power. Now, obviously this is historically com-
pletely absurd, because every historian knows, that only the
Romans had the power to execute people. But, the film is
obviously designed to cause anti-Semitic feelings, and it is
known that the father of Mel Gibson isactually anegationist,
who rejects that the Holocaust ever took place.

Now, it is very interesting, that among other people,
among those who promote this movie, are the so-called Le-
gionaires of Christ, an organization which was founded in
Mexico by a certain Marcial Maciel, who's presently in his
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Mel Gibson’sfilm, with its unrelenting violence conveyed by
Hollywood special effects, takes degradation and sacrilegeto a
new depth of Satanic evil.

eighties. And, it is praised by the Cardinal Castrillon Hoyos
from Colombia, that it could be compared to Michelangelo’'s
painting of the Sistine Chapel.

Now, itisveryinterestingthat M el Gibson, whoaccording
to himself isagreat sinner, and went through the entire pit of
Hollywood, said that he made this movie because his sins
wereso great, that only through cathartic violence, by portray-
ing the character of Christ, could hefreehimself of thesesins.
Now, this idea of cathartic violence, you know through de
Maistre, Donoso Cortés, Kojéve, and other such Synarchists.
In any case, we will do more research about this movie. But,
it definitely hasavery bad smell, becauseit already was used
to set the secretary of the Pope and the press spokesman of
the Vatican, Navarro Valls, against the Pope. And the movie,
on its webpage, claims that during the shooting of the film,
miracles happened: People who were blind could al of a
sudden see; people who couldn’t hear, could hear; that a per-
sonwas struck by lightning, and could just march on. So, I'm
just saying, the mindset of the Synarchist isthere.

28 Feature

Schiller’s‘Don Carlos

Now, in Dostoevsky’s Grand Inquisitor, he accused
Christ of having promised freedom to the people. Now, think
of the scene with the Grand Inquisitor in Schiller’sDon Car-
los, of which you have seen some scenes, last night.

King Philip, after having killed Posa at the end of the
play, goes to the Grand Inquisitor to ask him for advice. He
says, “I was just deceived, in an unbelievable story.” And
then the Grand Inquisitor says, “I knew all about it.” King
Philip says, “How did you know? From whom? Since
when?’ And the Grand Inquisitor says, “What you knew
since sunset, | have known for years. We had the facts about
him, from the beginning of his life till the end of his life.”
And the King says, “Why did you not warn me?’ The Grand
Inquisitor says, “1 give the question back. Why did you not
come to me to ask, before you threw yourself into the arms
of this man? One look should have been enough, to reved
to you the heretic. How did you dare to play this way with
the Holy Office? To cheat us of our victim, whom we had
carefully groomed, for our purposes? Y ou cheated us of the
work of many years. What could this man have given to
you? What could you have expected from him?’ So the
King says, “I needed a human being.” The Grand Inquisitor
says, “What human beings? Human beings are just numbers
for you, nothing else!”

Then, the question is, what should happen with Don Car-
los, King Philip’s own son. And the King says, “He is my
only son. For whom have |l amassed?’ Andthe Grand Inquisi-
tor says, “Far better putrefaction, decay, than freedom.”

Defeat the Synar chists Today

So, let’ slook back at the period of the last 250 years: the
American Revolution, which was the incarnation of the best
traditions of European philosophy—the image of man, com-
ing from Plato; the idea of inalienable rights of all human
beings, as developed by Nicolaus of Cusa; of Leibniz, the
pursuit of happiness. Theabsolutefailureto repeat thisAmer-
ican Revolutionin Europe, becauseof thefailureof theFrench
Revolution, the Jacobin Terror, thefirst modern fascist, Napo-
leon, the miserable Congress of Vienna, and terrible Restora-
tion. The image of man which reduces man to afearful crea-
ture, which the oligarchs have—which de Maistre,
Dostoevsky, and so forth, are so insightful of—contrast that
with the powerful idea of Friedrich Schiller, and the method
Friedrich Schiller has developed, a method how to set man
free, how to locate your identity, not in your physical exis-
tence, where you are vulnerable, but in the Sublime. To con-
nect your own identity with those ideas which connect you to
your ownimmortality, and that of all of mankind. Schiller has
developed amethod, and hehasdemonstrateditin his* Jeanne
d’Arc’ [The Maid of Orleans] and in many other plays, a
method Martin Luther King lived: How you can be free, not
because you are not a physical human being, but because
you have an identity which islocated, connected to universal
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principles. And how, as Schiller says, you can be “morally
free”

Now, the Synarchistshave subverted the American Revo-
Iution into the actual opposite. And that’swhat we are faced
with, and that iswhy it is not a futile exercise to look at the
Congress of Viennaand the Restoration, because that iswhat
you arelooking at in America, today. And, asLynwas saying
yesterday, in arather chilling remark, that he was standing by
the bedside of adying empirethat started in the 18th Century.

Now, what does the future bring? Well, | think there is
only oneaternative acceptable. We haveto recruit the whole
human race to the image of man, which goes from the idea,
that every human beingisacognitive being; that every human
being can devel op their cognitive and spiritual powers; and it
is that which sets him free, and that which constitutes his
happiness. And that is obviously what the internationally
growing LaRouche Y outh Movement is absolutely commit-
ted to do: To recruit the whole human race to that image of
man, because everything elseis not acceptable.

Wefaceaperiod of dramatic changes, changes compared
to which the collapse of the Soviet Union will look like pea-
nuts. That was the collapse of a system, but the globalization
system—what is coming down, now—is going to be much
morefundamental. And, asLynwassaying, thereisno master
plan, there is no recipe book, there is no prescription, how
thisisgoingto be. All I know, isthat the only outcomewhich

isacceptable, isthat wewill turn this absolutely fundamental
crisis of civilization into a just, new world economic order,
which will alow that every human being on this planet can
live. And that we will make aforeign policy in the tradition
of John Quincy Adams: acommunity of principleof perfectly
sovereign nation-states, which obviously can only function if
we put Lynin the White House.

Therefore, | think that the lesson to draw out of this, out
of the laws of 250 years of history, is: We have to make a
Second American Revolution, not only in the United States,
but alsoin Europe. Andin other countries, they havetorevital-
izetheir best traditions, becausewe can not impose something
which is alien to them; they have to come up with whatever
isbestintheir history. And, | think if wedo this,inaDiaogue
of Cultures, anew Renaissance will be possible.

| think it is us, and our power of imagination to give
this vision to the world, which will make the difference.
Schiller, in a letter to Countess Schimmelman, wrote in
1795, “The highest philosophy ends and is culminated by a
poetical idea. So does the highest morality and the highest
politics. It is the poetical mind, which gives the ideal to
al three of them. And to approximate that, is the highest
perfection.” So, let’s have a beautiful, poetical idea about
the future. And let’s have a Second American Revolution,
and say, with Schiller: “Let’ srecruit amillion kings, because
freedom is better than decay.”
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