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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

These thoughts were intended to form part of my book
IMPERIUM, but for personal reasonsthat was not possible. They owe
their present incarnation to thefact that many of thoseto whom that work
wasresally addressed were unableto draw offhand the necessary conclu-
sions. Inthistreatise, asin IMPERIUM, thereisnothing personal, and
thus, hereasthere, | refrain from entering the debate over political tactics.
Such mattersare better discussed orally.

Organic Lawscondtitutethevernacular of Politics. WithIMPERIUM,
my aim was to present those laws so that everybody who somehow
identified hispersona destiny, asit were, with the Destiny of Europe could
draw hisown conclusionsfrom the basic principlesand select hisown
tactics. Some people misunderstood this possibility to such an extent that
they regarded the presentation of these Organic Laws asjust another
contribution to the usual politico-theoretical discussion. Thereforethe
Organic Lawsaremorefully elaborated herein that they are applied to
theworld situation of the moment, to help provide the worthiest minds
withaclearer ingght into it and to unmask the Enemy of Europe.

Politics, Higtory, Life, Destiny heed no system. Yet if Europeanswould
take an active part in the world power-struggle, now, more than ever
before, they must put their politicson anintellectud basis, for nophysica
forcewhatever isavailableto them. They must outwit theenemy at every
turn, outplay him, until, yearslater, they will eventually beinapostionto
dictate conditionsand compel fulfilment of them. The Organic Lawsare
presented hereintheform of anintellectual exercisefromwhich may be
evolved amethod of eval uating events, possibilities, decisons. A grammar
that proves inadequate can be revised, but every branch of thought
advancesonly when it hasagrammar at itsdisposal.

Thistreatisewaswritten from beginning toendin theyear 1948. Only
two passages, on Japan and on Russi a, have undergonerevision. The
latter of thetwo, ascan bereadily perceived, wasmodified wheninthe
past year, 1952, Russagaveits politicsanew orientation. Both passages
contain not aword that IMPERIUM, composedin 1947, doesnot also
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contain. Each day itisreconfirmed that Japan emerged from the Second
World War victorious, aswas noted in IMPERIUM. Russia's break
with Jewry marksthe beginning of theend of Bolshevism. Itiscalled
forth by thetrue, religious Russia, which abhorspoliticsand technics,
and which hasbeen dominated by Petrinism and Moscovite Bolshevism
alike. Of course, thisbreak was only abeginning, but thefinal, inner
collapse of Bolshevismisunavoidable. The possibility-indeed, | must
say, theinevitability-of the destruction of Bolshevism by thetrueRussa
ispositedinIMPERIUM.

TheEnemy of Europeiscompleteinitself, anditsthesisinregardto
thenatureof Americaistruewithout qudification. Having lived for severd
decades in America, | have seen with my own eyes the distorted
devel opment of that country sincethe Revolution of 1933. For themost
part, theresistanceto the progressive distortion of Americaismerely
passve-theres sancewhich any materid whatever opposestothat which
isacting uponit. Wheretheres stanceisactive-and the dimens ons of
suchressancearescanty-it findslittlesupport, snceidedismand heroism
do not flourishin an atmospherewherein economicsistheruling spirit.

Europe can attach no hopestothisresstancein America. For practica
politica purposes, the“WhiteAmerica’ which till existed initsstrength
inthe 1920'shastoday ceased to exist. Whether that submerged spirit
will riseagainin someremotefutureisunforeseegble. Inany case, Europe
cannot alow itsdlf theluxury of dreaming that arevolutioninAmericaby
the pro-European e ementswill lead to Europe’sLiberation.

Europeansarefamiliar with America’s propagandafor export, but
lessfamiliar withitsinterna propaganda. Thispropagandautterly dwarfs,
initsscaleaswell asitseffect, anything Europeanscan readily imagine.
TheWashington regime’sleading interna thesis-which hasnot changed
since 1933-isthat Americansmust be“tolerant” of thealien elements
(which now number roughly 50% of the population), since, after al,
thesealiensare“brothers.” “Brotherhood” isglorified on all public
occasions, by al publicofficids, istaught inthe schoolsand preachedin
the churches, which have been coordinated into the master-plan of the
Culturally-alien Washington regime. Newspapers, books, magazines,
radio,
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televison, films-all vomit forth the same* Brotherhood.” The*Brother-
hood” propagandaisaghastly caricature of the Christianideaof the Fa-
therhood of God and the Brotherhood of Man, but thereisno religious
intent to the propaganda. I1ts sole purposeisto destroy whatever exclu-
sveness, nationd fedings, or racia inginctsmay sill remainintheAmeri-
can population after twenty years of national leprosy. Theresult of the
“tolerance” and “brotherhood” campaignisthat thealien enjoysasupe-
rior positionin America-he can demandto be*“tolerated.” TheAmerican
can demand nothing. Thetragicfact isthat the attenuation of the national
instincts has proceeded so far that one cannot envisagehow aNationaist
Revolutionwould beeven possibleinAmerica

Solong asAmericawas dominated by men of stocksfrom Culture-
European soil, Americawas a European col ony, even though sometimes
vocally rebellious. But the America that has been distorted by the
Revolution of 1933 islost to Europe. Let no European dream of help or
cooperation from that quarter.

What has occurred intheworld since the publication of IMPERIUM,
how theinner development of Europe has progressed, makesit clearer
than ever that theworld-outlook and heroic ethic manifested herearethe
only thing that yet offersEuropeahopeof fulfillingitsmighty Destiny.



THE FIRST INTERBELLUM-PERIOD 19191930

All warsarein someway related to politics, and theaim of Politics
isto obtain power. If astate emergesfrom awar with less power at
itsdisposal than it had at the beginning of thewar, then it haslost the
war. Whose troops return from the battlefield and whose troopslie
dead on it does not matter: military victory may involvereal, political
victory, or it may not. Incidents outside the military arenacan transform
amere military victory into an actual political defeat.

Thusit happened that the chief |osersin the First World War were
England and Germany. The chief victor was Japan; it won no military
victory, of course, for the simplereason that it had not actively par-
ticipated in the conflict. Russia, directly after itsrevolutionary trans-
formation, found itself in aposition that gaveit an enormousincrease
of power, since Germany and the Austro-Hungarian Empire had been
eliminated as European Great Powers. Americawas apolitical vic-
tor, but, lacking political experience and aleader-stratum, it was
completely unable to consolidate its new power-position; henceit
had to abandon most of itswinnings.

Germany’slosses are obvious: |oss of twenty percent of itsterri-
tory, completelossof itsforeign creditsand its colonial empire, loss
of the greater part of itsrolling stock and its mineral wealth, loss of
its prestige-it was robbed of everything under the Versailles dictate.

But England had to resign itself to even greater losses. ToAmerica
it completely lost itsinfluence in the Western Hemisphere and, just
as completely, its former supremacy at sea; to Russia it had to
surrender itsposition in Central Asia; to Japan and Americaits power-
position in the Pacific; and to the coloured world-revolution its
international prestige. The War undermined the British Empire, and
more particularly, it thoroughly undermined the British Rgj. Led by
revolutionaries like Gandhi, the subject peoples of Indiabegan to
take mattersinto their own hands. Soon the Whiterulersdiscovered
that their voice had lost itsauthority. They saw themselvesforced to
negotiate at every moment with the active, awakened, native
population, and, both personally and officially, they had to learn to
behave with great circumspection. Similar things
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occurred among the subjugated peoples of Europe’s other colonial
powers. Everywherein the Coloured World the White European | ost
power and prestige. Inthismanner, not only did thetwo leading European
states, England and Germany, losethe War, but so did the entire Western
Culture, dthoughthat organism, intoto, had not participated militarily in
it. Neutral Holland thus suffered apolitical defeat inthe War, proving
once again that political defeat does not depend on military defeat.

Inthe case of France, political and military victory coincided. Before
the War, France wasthe weakest of the Great Powers; inthe 1920's, it
wasthe master of Europe. Indeed, it felt itself able once moreto play
therole of Napoleon, the opposition vis-d-vis England, and during the
transitory political hegemony of France over continental Europethe
diplomatic struggl e between France and England wasthe most dynamic
on earth.

Thetemporary supremacy of France during the Interbellum-Period
shows the nature of power. Ultimately, power depends upon inner
qualities. Mere possession of fleets, weapons, and masses of troops
cannot provideasafeguard for power. Suchthingsareonly gppurtenances
of power, and possession of themisnot its source. Withinthe political
world, power is constantly in motion. There are strong but shallow
currents of power which can temporarily work against the deeper, truer,
farther-aiming power-currents. France was, inregard toitsmilitary,
industrial and natural resources, to all appearances absolutely securein
Europefor theimmediatefuture. In 1923, ignoring England’sprotests, it
undertook amilitary invasion of Germany. At that time, two German
thinkerswerediscussing the European Situation. When theoneexpressed
hisopinion that within adecade Germany would again be the centre-of -
gravity in European politics, theother, whowasa“realist,” rudely broke
off the conversation. Hermann Keyserling was “realist” enough to
recognise“reality” -any banker’s apprentice can do that-, but Spengler
was thinking of the source of power in Europe, of the Destiny of the
Western Civilisation.

During the 1930’s, French mastery over Europedwindled away like
amorning mist. Therewasno great crisisat that time, no epochal war.
Thevery fact of the European Revolution of 1933 dissolved French
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hegemony without a struggle, without atrace of hostilities. France's
position was due solely to material factors, to simple control of the
apparatus of power. Theinner qualities of the regimethat had this
power at its disposal were not equal to asserting and preserving it.
Thisregimewasthe bearer of no World-Hypothesis, no Idea, no Ethic.
Its dynamism was a crude desire for mastery: it utterly lacked the
feeling of a superpersonal Mission, lacked a world-outlook, a
European Hypothesis. When it was confronted with the European
Revolution of 1933, its power simply evaporated. Bayonets can give
one neither agood conscience nor the Inner Imperativeto rule. The
vassalsdefected, and France suddenly found itself in the position of a
vassal vis-a-vis England. The choice of itslord and master wasthe
last formal act testifying to the political existence of France asanation.

A nationissimply an Idea, not amass of people, not eventheform
into which that mass has been shaped. Thisform isthe expression of
the ldea, and theldeaisprimary. Beforethe ldeathereisno nation;
when the Ideahasfulfilled itself, the nation has disappeared for ever.
It matters not whether custom, form, nomenclature, diplomacy, and
the material apparatus of power remain to convince yesterday-
romanticsthat the nation survives. The Holy Roman Empire survived
asaformuntil 1806, but asapolitical fact it had ceased to exist with
the decay of the power of the Hohenstaufens after the battle at Legnano
in1176. However, in Palitics, facts, not claims, not names, nor legalistic
fictionsare normative. Inreligioustimes, in an age of faith, men may
again use in the realm of Politics words that have long ceased to
describefacts. But in thisAge of Absolute Politics, political fictions
havelost their charm for stronger minds, no lessthan their effectiveness.

Thedeath of anation isaPonderable, an event that must cometo
expression, and its When can be foreseen with sufficient accuracy to
be madethe basis of long-range policy. A nation showsthat it isdying
whenit ceasesto believeinitsMission and its superiority. It beginsto
hate everything new and everything that would driveit forward. It
looks about, and seeks to make defensive preparationsin every di-
rection. No longer doesit striveto enlarge, but is content merely to
maintain, its power-position. To preserve power, however, one must
continually increase it. A nation need not die
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tumultuously inagreat military defeat. Asarule, nationsdie
quite peacefully, sinking deeper and deeper into sterile
conservatism and shrinking back more and more from great
decisions.



THE LIQUIDATION OF ENGLISH SOVEREIGNTY

English policy was senile aready at the beginning of Joseph
Chamberlain’scareer in government. Even hisgrand ideaof English-
German-American world-hegemony, though still aforceful, virile,
aggressive policy, wasbasically static: behindit lay the age-old dream
of bringing History finally to aclose. After Chamberlain’stime, English
policy became completely toothless, and nameslike Grey, Lloyd-George,
MacDonald, and Baldwin show the depths of the descent into nationdl
oblivion, when compared with namesfrom moreyouthful days. Walpole,
Pitt, Castlereagh, Canning, Gladstone. Thegreat Empire Builderswere
eager for every large conquest; their dim successors indulged in
lamentations over the status quo, expending their feeble energieson
protecting it from young and virile“aggressors.” These pallbearers of
the Empiretried to build awall against History by describing Politicsin
termsof Law: Thestatusquois®lega,” every changetherein, however,
is“illega.” Political dynamismis*“illegal:” Power-relationshipsmust be
continued as they were at the time of the Versailles dictate. After
Versailles, England no longer had the national-political energy toincrease
its power; hence everybody wasto be morally prohibited from doing
so, and thismoral coercion was codified in sacred “treaties,” which
were signed on themuzzles of cannon. To maintain England’spolitica
supremacy was“mora” and“lega” -respect for “ international morality
andthe sanctity of treaties’ it wascalled. “ Observing international law,”
“orderly procedurein international relations,” and similar political
absurdities were promulgated. This was not the first time that one
engaged in politicsin order to put politicsinlegalistic wrappings. The
politician who resortsto law and morality to disguise hispower-position
issuffering from abad political conscience, and the politician or the
state with abad conscienceis decadent. Ascendent politicsisnot afraid
of being politics. Decadent politics passesitself off asreligion, law,
morality, science-in short, asanything other than Palitics.

Of course, England’sattempt toimposeitsform on theworld by the
simpletrick of employing legalisticjargon wascompletely futile. Only
the English population was deceived thereby, just as later with the
propagandaabout theinvulnerability of Singapore. But on the power-
currents of the world, which reflect the development of
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superpersonal organisms, thejargon had no effect whatsoever.

Fromtheorigina standpoint of regarding the statusquo asinviolable
only insofar asthe English power-position was concerned, onewent on
tothat of regarding the status quo everywhereas sacrosanct. ThusEnglish
policy, incomplete distortion of Englishinterests, was madeto support
the Serbian, Roumanian, and Bohemian states against the power-currents
that were destined to destroy those artificial political structures.

The cost of adistorted policy must be set high. The state with a
distorted policy can gain no accretion of power; thusevenitsmilitary
and diplomatic victoriesare defeats. During the third decade of the 20th
century, England gradually handed over its sovereignty to Americain
order to continue pursuing itsdistorted policy, apolicy devoted to the
world-wide preservation of the status quo. Naturally, such an unpleasant
fact was not admitted by the representatives of acertain mentaity, and-
naturaly again-thosewho boretheresponsbility for thetransfer of power
shied away from defining the new relationship precisely; for had they
done so, thewhol e policy would have been spoilt. Nevertheless, when
Baldwin announced in 1936 that he would not deploy the English fleet
without consulting Americabeforehand, heinformed the entire political
worldin unmistakable termsthat the end of English independence had
come, that English sovereignty had passed over to America.
I ndependence means being ableto act a one. Sovereignty meansbeing
answerable to nobody except oneself. Neither Independence nor
Sovereignty was characteristic of the English government that started
the Second World War with its declaration of war on Germany in
September, 1939.

When anationlosesitssovereignty, any foreign peoplesand territories
it controls pass, of organic necessity, into the sphere of influence of
powersthat are sovereign. Thus Denmark, for example, asaresult of
the Second World War, was absorbed into the American world-system.
Thisoccurred quiteautomatically; it wassimply aprocess of the Organic
law of the Political Plenum,* which ordainsthat apower-vacuuminthe

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 190 ff.



political worldisan impossibility.

A state is not to be regarded as a power unless it can make
decisions alone. Unitslike Switzerland are artificial structures
whose raison d’ etreisto serve as buffersfor the adjacent powers,
and thus owe their existence to the mutual jealousy of those
powers. They are anomalies that can exist only so long astheir
territory hasno particular strategic value for the surrounding Great
Powers. During the 19th century, Switzerland was exactly the
opposite of a power-vacuum. It was the point-of-convergence
for the powers surrounding it and was likewise penetrated by the
power-currents surrounding them. The statecraft of the Swiss
“politician” consisted in abstaining from all politicsand in dodging
all decisions. As soon as Switzerland ceased, in 1945, to be the
convergence-point for the bordering powers, that very moment it
became an American vassal age, without hopes, wishes, fears, or
even official recognition of its status. Throughout the 19th century,
the Netherlands was only an English bridgehead on the continent,
first against France (until about 1865), then against Prussia-
Germany. The Netherlands had no sovereignty, and its military
forces stood at England’s disposal, very tactless though it would
have been to speak about thisin England or its protectorate.

The simple, terrifying truth isthat, through the diplomacy of its
leaders, beginning with Lloyd George, England lost its
independence, parted with its established mode of political
conduct, and passed into the same vassal-like relation vis-a-vis
Americainto which, say, Holland or Norway had passed vis-d-
vis England in the 19th century. It is utterly pointlessto connect
the national demise of England with the compl ete fecklessness of
parliamentary government in the Age of Absolute Politics, to
attempt to construct a causal relationship out of it. For nations
have a certain time-span before them, and their political phase
also has an organically predetermined rhythmic course. Material
factors have nothing to do with the greater movements of the
power-currents within the political world. The merely ephemeral
supremacy of Francein the 1920’s, based solely upon material
factors, isthe best example of thisin recent times.
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ORIGINS OF THE WAR

To understand the origins and the morphol ogy of the Second World
Wa, itisnecessary to grasp thefact that England passed into theAmerican
sphere of influence not after, but before, theWar. In 1942, amember of
Parliament stated that it ppeared to him asthough England had the choice
of becoming an eastern outpost of America or a Western outpost of
Germany. His statement did not cover al the possibilities, and was
imprecise, but it was at | east based on the political fact that England’s
independence and sovereignty had ceased to exist.

English independence began to dwindle away from the moment in
History when English policy sought to preserverather thanto enlargethe
overseas Empire. Inwardly, this point was reached when England’s
Conservatism, which had formerly meant respect for the Past, shifted to
hostility towardsthe Future. The establishment of American hegemony
over the Island could be proved by citing documents, diplomatic
agreements, oversesstelephoneconversations, andthelike. But suchthings,
indispensable asthey areto the historian, thejournalist, and thearmchair
politician, areal quite unimportant from alarger point of view. For the
great, indisputable facts of politics themselves show sufficiently the
underlying power-currents. Neither power nor its movements can be
concealed. What arethosefacts?

Theam of Politicsisto obtain power. Aswe have seen, an elderly
organism aimsexpressy at maintaining the present circumference of its
power, athough the precondition for maintaining power istheacquisition
of more power. From the actual nature of Politics (and accordingly one
could also say, from the nature of superpersonal organismsand thehuman
beingsinther service), itisevident that apolitical unit must not recklesdy
enter upon awar that cannot increaseitspower. Totheentireworldit was
obviousthat England could not haveincreased itspower through awar
agang Germany.

A war that apolitical unitisnot capableof pushing throughtovictory
onitsown cannot increasethe power of that unit. Theterm* palitical unit”
isused hereinthestrict sense, of course, and meansaunit that possesses
true sovereignty and thushasthe ability to decideonitsowninitiativethe
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War-Peacequestion; thereforethisterm cannot begppliedto aresslike Brazil
and Canada. If dliesareindipensable-not merely practicableand useful-for
bringing thewar to avictoriousconclusion, thenthesedlieswill bethered
power-beneficariesof asuccessul war. Theterm“dlies’ describesonly other,
real political, unitswhich can makethe War-Peace decision ontheir own
initiative; and here, too, areaslike Colombiaand South Africaareexcluded.
Obvioudy, not evenwiththeremnantsof itsEmpireand withitsdependencies,
Franceand Poland, could England havedefeated Germany. It must beassumed
that what wasknownto theentireworld wasasoknowntoofficid circlesin
London. Neverthe ess, in September, 1939, England began awar against
Germany.

After theAmericandedlaration of warinDecember, 1941, it wasofficidly
admittedin Englandthat the primary god of pre-war Englishdiplomacy had
cons sted inwinning American military aid. What wasnot admitted, but was
just asnotorioudy certain at thetime, wasthat England’ swar-decl aration hed
been made, firgt, with complete and unlimited confidencein America's
assistancein every form; second, to carry out apolicy that had beensetin
Washington and that in no way meant the continuance of English national

palicy.

It doesnot matter who begot themiscarriagecaled ” collective security” -
amixtureof legdism, naiveté, stupidity, envy, and senility. Thefactiscertain
thet only two powersintheworld bendfited fromthispalicy: RussaandAmerica
ThegovernmentinLondondidnotwillingly favour Russia butitworked, with
full awarenessof what it wasdoing, under pressurefrom the\Washington
regime, exactly accordingtoitsingdructions.

Thesdient point hereisthat thisfact, dthough satisfactorily proved by war
memoirs, confessons, documents, and such, ismanifestinthegreet decisons
themselves. By way of example: If apower entersawar that it cannot win
militarily, and that would not causeany power toaccruetoit evenifitdidwin
amilitary victory, it requiresno searching through history booksto know that
“power” isnot actinginitsowninterests. In other words, itisaprotectorate.
Fromthestandpoint of theWashington regime, theremnantsof the English
State were useful as a means of entangling America in a war against
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Germany, according to the 1916 formula, and the English Island was
vauableasan* unsinkableaircraft carrier” - inthewordsof theAmerican
General Staff-, likewiseasaconduit for men and materiel.

Inthese events, therelationship of England to Americadid not differ
essentially from that of, say, Poland or Serbia. The Washington regime
had England just asmuch at itsdisposal asit did Poland and Serbia. Only
the strong power inacodlition can besaid to haveadlies; theothersmerely
areallies. In 1948, the post-War French government officially appeal ed
toAmericaasthe“dly of France.” Thisappea requiresno explanation.
History consstsof theridiculousaswell asthe sublime.

A statethat needsalliescan never obtain them; it can becometheally
of another, more powerful state, and fight for theincrease of that power,
but the state that needsto dlly isthe subordinate one. An alianceisnever
the sentimental grouping of aclub, dripping with friendship, that the
journalistsarewont to makeit out to be. Onthe contrary, every dliance
hasasits basis Protection and Obedience.* Taken strictly, Washington
and Moscow had no alliance during the Second World War, sincethe
relationship showed obedience, to be sure, on the part of the Washington
regimewithout protection (whichisacorollary of authority) on the part of
Russia InaProtection-Obediencerelationship, the protectorateiswithin
the sphere of influence of the Protector, and therefore must obey it.
However, America ssalf-robbery onbehdf of the Russian war-effort was
thoroughly voluntary, even though it was in complete opposition to
Americasnationd interests.

Two degreesof politica stupidity areto befoundin diplomacy. The
firgtisshort-range: lack of palitica skill, ingbility to carry onany negatiations
successfully and to recogni se short-term advantages. The second islong-
range: lack of political far-sghtedness, ignorance of deeper power-currents
and the Ponderablesof theBecoming. Thesetwo kindsaof political stupidity
gandinthesamerdationto each other astheMilitary SandstothePolitical.
TheMilitary istheweapon and the servant of the Political. Only disaster
can comeof military thought dominating political thought. “WintheWar!”

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 194, ff.
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can never be an expression of Politics, for Politicsisconcerned with
identifying the power-currents, choosing the Enemy, and weighing in
relation to the national interest al happenings, inner and outer, accord-
ing to how thewar develops. To el evate the slogan “Win theWar!” to
therank of policy, asAmericadid during the Second World War, isthe
equivaent of saying that thereisnothing political about thewar. Military
thought issimply not political thought. The permanent ambition of all
military thought isto winamilitary victory; the corresponding ambition
of al political thought isto win more power. That may or may not be
implicitinapolicy that ssemsto desiremilitary victory at whatever cost,
for one can probably adduce just asmany historical examplesof politi-
cal and military victory occurring separately asof both coinciding neu-
traly. Likewise, if short-range political thinking constantly prevailsover
thelong-rangein the policy decisionsof astate, theonly possibleresult
isthat state'spolitical extinction. No matter how skillfully executedits
political manoeuvres, if astate hasignored thelarger power-currentsin
puzzling out itspolicy, it will suffer apolitical defeet.

All theseexplanationsand definitionsapply only tored politica units,
for the microscopic destinies of such dwarfish“ states’ as San Marino,
Monaco, and Belgium are compl etely determined by the Destinies of
thetrue political units, the Great Powers, asthe diplomatic concert of
the 19th century liked to call them.

ThePolishofficiasof 1939 were palitically stupidinthefirst sense.
Their country encircled by two Great Powersthat had just concluded a
non-aggression pact, they nonethel ess chose to enter upon awar that
would mean for it direct, permanent political extinction inthe least
desirableform: occupation and partition. Actually, it ispure charity to
call thepolitical dealingsof those officialsstupidity instead of treason,
for shortly after the beginning of the War, they disappeared, going abroad
to live on the capital they were able to amass owing to their policy.
Treason and political stupidity are closely related to each other. InThe
Proclamationof Londonitisstated: “ Treason isnothing but incapacity
when it becomesresolute.” Asused here, theword “treason” refersto
treasonous conduct onthe part of individuas. Anindividua may beable
to better hispersona -economic circumstancesthrough an act of treason,
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but no group, no class, no organic stratumwithinacountry isever ableto
better the power-paosition of the country through alarge-scaeact of treason.
Inthissense, dl treasonispolitica stupidity.

TheEnglishofficidsof 1939werepaliticaly stupidinthesecond sense
inthat they completdy failedtoidentify thelarger power-currentsandlikewise
totally lacked statesmanlikefedingfor the Definition of Enemy: TheEnemy
isthestatethat one can defeat and thereby gain more power. * Thusmilitary
victory over an opponent whose defest provesso costly that onemust take
inthe bargain agreater loss of power el sewhere must be called political
defest.

These English offida sgpproached diplomati ¢ preparationsfor the Second
World War according totheold tried and true methods. They attempted to
isolate Germany, concludingwherever possblewar-dlianceswith Germany’s
neighbours(the“ Peace Front”). They counted onAmericanaid, trustingin
theWashington regime’ sassurancesthat it would beabletolead Americato
war-despite the geopolitical position of America, despite the unanimous
opposition of theAmerican people, despitethe conflict betweenintervention
andthenationad interestsof America, and finally, despitethefundamental
gpiritud indifference of Americanstowardseven avictoriouswar against
Europe.

Thequestionthey faledto ask was: What isthefind paliticd am?Orin
other words. How will England’ s power beincreased through avictorious
Americanwar against Germany?Had they asked thisquestion, it would
have been obviousto themthat, snce England could not winthiswar done,
any extension of power derived from adefeat of Germany would befor the
benefit of America, or someother power. Theresult of their failureto ask
thisquestionwasEngland'stotal defest.

The suicide-policy of the English regime in 1939-it was continued
throughout the War-hasvariousroots, and the ultimate explanation of it will
keep scholarsand archivigsbusy. Theessentid factsaredreedy well-known.
Firgt, political stupidity alone is not to blame; Some members of the

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 137 ff.
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government consciously and deliberately pursued apolicy that was
not pro-English, only anti-German. Second, somemembersof thisregime
werenot officially part of the government, indeed, not even part of the
English organism. Third, and mostimportantly, with Joseph Chamberlain
therichpalitica tradition of England had beenlaidtorest. The succeeding
statesmen were of lesser calibre; class-warriors, like Lloyd Georgeand
MacDondd; pureegotists, capableof representing any dieninterest, like
Churchill and Eden; even obsessed psychopaths, like Duff Cooper.
ThomasHardy didwell tointroducethe Spirit of Irony into hisNapoleonic
drama, The Dynasts, in whichthe paradoxical and theironic makeup the
favourite conversation of Clio. How ridiculousin retrospect now seemthe
effortsof those officialsin London during the period from 1939 to 1941:
They sought to drag Americainto theWar! Inreality, theWar wasfrom
beginning to end acreation of theWashingtonregime. If it ended invictory,
victory could mean only anincreasein power for that regime, or some
other political unit, but in no casefor England. The English nation was
impressed into theWar asavassal that had been madeto believeit was
actingindependently, and it emerged fromtheWar with every characteristic
of acolony. Only thedefinitive, legaistic formul ation waswanting. Those
at thehead of the L ondon regimewho werehonest, if aso stupid, schemed
touseAmericafor their purposes. And precisdy because of their scheming,
they were used to forward the ambitions of the Washington regime

16



STRONGER POWER-CURRENTS
IN THE AGE OF ABSOLUTE POLITICS

Beforethe First World War, the most comprehensive single power-
current in theworld was the movement of power out of Europeto the
colonial areas-to America, to the Far East, to the Near East, toAfrica.
Power isspiritual inorigin. That can mean only that Europe, seenfrom
without, fromAsia, Africa, and the Americas-wasin spiritual decline.
England wasthe nation that was then custodian of the Destiny of Europe.
Other European powers had far-flung possessions and interestsin the
world, but none other than England could boast of aWorld Empire. To
the outer world England was the West. However, the English national
|deahad been completely fulfilled in the course of the 19th century; the
English nation, asdistinct from the English People, wastoo used up and
too worn out to bear the burden of the Destiny of Europe. Thisfact
could not be concealed, and so the scales of power between the West
and the Outer Forcestipped over morein favour of the Outer Forces.

Thusit was England’s political weaknessthat ignited the Asiatic
masses anti-Europeanwill-to-annihilation. In 1900, the English Empire,
including the seas on which England wasindisputably supreme, covered
17/20ths of the surface of the earth. To maintain thisstructurein that
form the entire political strength of Europe would have been needed.
Joseph Chamberlain’s project of an Anglo-German partnership was
based upon this insight. Other political minds that had the art of
empathising correctly apprehended the power-current at thetime, and
thewholeworld wasfamiliar with theexpresson Kaiser Wilhelm 1 coined
for thesestirrings: The'Yellow Peril. Thegrest fact of the® Yellow Peril”
dominated the political world-picture beforethe First World War.

Within Europe, the great power-current went from England to
Germany. Thelesser powersFranceand Austriawere bothinthe process
of dissolution, and both passed into vassalage: Austriato Germany,
Franceto England. But already England had entered the organically
inevitable stagein which power movesaccording to thelawsof centrifuga
force. Power-currents moved from England to the strongest outlying
powers, to Russiain Central Asia, to Japan in Chinaand the Pacific,
and to Americain the Western Hemisphere. To Germany, Japan, and

17



America, England gradudly lost itsposition in world commerce, and on
theseasit had to yield to the samethreepalitical units.

Themetapolitical explanation for theintra-European power-current
from England to Germany issmple. Thedeclineand inevitable demise of
the English Nation-Ideawaspart of the devel opment of theWestern Culture
fromthefirst phase of Civilisation, theAge of Economics, to the second
phase, theAgeof Absolute Palitics. It was Destiny that England, thenation
with the state-lessarticul ation, to which the I deas of predestination and
laissez-faire had been given, to which they wereinstinctive, towhich
expansion meant abusiness-like plundering of the conquered territory
withaslittlepolitica disintegrationinit aspossble, wastheguardian of the
Western Civilisation during the 19th century. Likewiseit was Destiny, and
not chance, that the coming to an end of that age of liberalism,
parliamentarism, economics, laissez-faire, and trade-imperialisn dsomeant
thecomingto anend of England’ spower. Thenew age, theAgeof Absolute
Politics, inwhich Politicsrulesunconditiona ly over every aspect of lifein
theWestern Civilisation, demandsadifferent type of nation, adifferent
Internationale,* adifferent Universal-Hypothesisto fulfil the Cultural
Mission of the 20th century and the centuriesto come. The Prussian-
German nation isthat one of the Western nationswhose national 1dea
thoroughly correspondsto the Cultural Imperativein thisAge of Absolute
Palitics. For the solution of itstasksthisAge demandsthe old Roman
virtues: asoldierly ethosand honour-feding, politica-organisatory talent,
firmness, conscientiousness, devotion to duty, will-to-power instead of
will-to-plunder. Sincethe Prussian |deaagreeswith the Spirit of theAge,
power flowsorganicaly, naturdly, irresistibly tothefocusof thisldea.

That agenerd war would break out, dl statesmen and politica thinkers
were agreed; only itsform was not foreseen, nor could it have been. The
natural form corresponding to the power-problems posed by the power-
currents-would have been England and Germany versus Russiaand Japan.
Since England and Germany bel onged to the same Culture and had a
common Destiny, asthey awaysshall, any war between thesetwo states
had to benefit powers outside Europe to so great an extent that

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 198 ff.
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neither oneof them could have profited fromit, and that quiteindependent
of whichwon amilitary victory and which suffered amilitary defeat.
Therefore, it wasin theinterest of each of thetwo, for itsown well-
being no less than that of the Western Culture, to undertake power-
strugglesonly against extra-European forces.

After theWar erupted into afalseform, viz., into aform that in no
waly corresponded to the power-problems posed by the power-currents,
the outward movement of power from Europevastly accelerated.* The
European Rgj in Indiawas undermined; Japan wasfreed from all fetters
to Europe, and left with Americaasits sole power-rival . Americabecame
theruling power at sea, despitethe Five-Power-Naval Treaty of 1921,
under whichit scuttled 750,000 tons of new shipping. That folly hardly
changed anything, smply because of America sincreased ability tobuild
ships, which may be ascribed to the War, and because of the powerful
spiritual impetus of the War, because of America’ sawakening fromits
century of isolation, anisolation comparableto that of asilkworminits
cocoon. After the Bolshevist Revolution of 1917 and the consolidation
of theAsiatic Moscow regime, Russiaentered the political world asits
most secure power. In Europe, Franceinherited the continental hegemony
that England had striven to take from Germany.

Germany lost power, true; however England lost even more. It shared
inalocal, military victory aspart of aworld-coalitionand paid for it with
ageneral, political defeat. With results, England had applied the great
fundamental of strategy precisdly inreverse: it employed all itsstrength
oninconsequentia pointswhilereserving aslittle of it aspossiblefor the
decisivepoint. Vis-d-visthe Coloured-Asiatic world, England wastill
the custodian of the Destiny of Europe, to be sure, now more enfeebled
than ever, apale shadow of the Imperialist England at the time of the
Silver Jubilee of 1887. England no longer had thefeeling of aMission,
nolonger feltitself called uponto rule-onenolonger spokeof an Empire,
but of “Mandates’ -, it no longer believed initself. Even domestically
England wasin moral and material chaos. The War had resulted inthe
New Age, with its new values, and the discarding of much that was
formerly

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p.565ff.
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significant, and the old Idea of parliamentarism and laissez-fairewas
ineffectual inthisbewildering new state of affairs. A superpersona ldea
that hasfulfilleditself can evolvenofurther. Inahedthy, organicevolution,
England would have adopted the new superpersonal Idea, the new
Hypothesis, and been absorbed into the new Internationale, but the
catastrophic form of the First World War prevented thenormal evolution.
The West was not represented before the world by apowerful, firm
dlianceof England and Germany, militarily and politically victoriousover
Russiaand Japan, but by asuperannuated English Capitalism.

Had theWar assumed the organic form, an English-German codlition
against therising Asiatic menace, it would have ended in aEuropean
victory and brought thewhol e planet under theinfluence of Europe. But
in theform eventstook, the West lost so much of the 17/20ths of the
surface of the earth it had controlled that only about 4/20ths remained
subjecttoit.

And so the two great power-currents continued unabated, the
centrifugal current from Europeto the Outer Forces and the centripetal
current from England to Germany.

Power inembryonic spiritua form streamed from England to Germany
All Europelooked increasingly to the Prussian Ethosfor guidance. This
ideagained irresistibly inmoral force, strength of itsInner Imperative,
and Cultural prestige. Within Europe, another, lesser power-current
flowed, from Franceto Italy, thistimeactual political power. The source
of thiscurrent wasthe Genius of asingle man, Mussolini. He effected
the transformation of Italy by infusing it with the Prussian-German
Socialist Ethos. Sincethe petty-nationalism of the 19th century had not
yet been overcome in Italy, as elsewhere, Mussolini was forced to
associate hisnew State-building Ethoswith the name of Imperial Rome.
Italy and the entire Western Civilisation have no inward connexion with
Imperial Rome, nor did it stand in any relation to them. Therefore, it
may not beamissif thetrueinspiration of hisGeniusismentioned here.
Mussolini himself designated Nietzsche and Sorel asthetwo teachers
who had inspired him. Both were opponents of laissez-faire, bothwere
anti-parliamentary, anti-liberal, anti-democratic; both had strong
authoritarian leanings.
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The centrifugal power-current from Europe outwardsflowed more
strongly to Japan, Russia, and America. Weak headsin England |ooked
disconsolately to the American colony, symbolised in its spiritual
endowmentsby itspolitically moronicleaders, likeWilson, Lansing, and
Harding, and hoped for spiritual leadership and materia support fromit.
That kept on even after Americansdemonstrated loudly and clearly that
they werequiteindifferent to European palitics, astheir Congress showed
when it refused to ratify the Treaty of Versailles and thereby rejected
membership for Americain the League of Nations. In consequence of
thelonging for American domination on the part of acertain group of
Europeans-especidly numerousand influential ontheldand-, thetotally
altered American | eadership that resulted from the American Revolution
of 1933 found an open road to the financial -diplomatic conquest of
France, England, and the Netherlands. Thenceforth Americaintervened
inall intra-European affairs, alwayswith theintention of promoting the
same negative policy, meaning “ collective security,” which can becalled
both anti-German and pro-Bol shevist.

Here are outlined the epochal eventsof the Interbellum Period
1919-1939:

1919

Ver saillesdictate; French hegemony established in Europe.
Spengler’ swork Preussentum and Sozialismusappesars.

1921

Mussolini emergesin History; thefirst open revoltin Europe of
Socialism against Capitalism, of Authority against Money, of Faith
againgt Criticism, of Disciplineagainst Laissez-faire, of Duty-Con-
sciousness against theideol ogy of “ happiness,” of Hierarchy against
Equality, of theWill-to-Power against the Will-to-Plunder.

1923

Franceinvades Germany; high point of France’ spower inits
domination of continental Europe.
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1931

Collapseof theinternational financia structure of Capitalism; economic
catastrophe resulting therefrom; economic depression throughout the
Western Civilisation.

Japan successfully raises its clam to power-monopoly in
the Far East withitsannexation of Manchuria

1933:

On 30th January: The Eur opean Revolution. Revolt of the Spirit of
Authority against Money, of Sociaism against Capitalism; overthrow of
the 1918 pseudo-victory of Capitalism.

The American Revolution of 1933.* Assumption of power by the

Jewish entity. Lasting transformation of American policy through aban-
donment of nationalisticisolationism and theintroduction of aninterna-
tionalist policy. Formation of the Jewish-American Symbiosisbegins.

End of French hegemony over Europe.
1936:

Four-Power Pact: England, France, Germany, and Italy forever re-
nouncewaging war among themselves; thefirg collectiveattempt toform
anorganically determined European Imperium.

August-September : Americasuccessfully intervenestopreventt h e
ratification of the Four-Power Pact, to abort the European Imperium and
to make possible asecond World War-thisin order to destroy the power
of Europeandto forestall therisethroughout theworld of Authoritarian
Socidism tothedetriment of Finance Capitalism.

Thisistheyear inwhich the English PrimeMinister Baldwin madehis
statement about the dependence of England and Franceon America.

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 993ff.
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1938:

Munich Agreement for the pacification of Europe. The Four Powers
act together to end Czech domination over Germans, Slovaks, Hungar-
ians, and Ruthenians. Last of the great European effortsto overcome
petty-statism and to establish aprovisiona European |mperiumwithout
anintraEuropeanwar.

American meddling in England succeedsin annulling themutual English-
German renunciation of war and forcesareorientation of English
policy towards setting up awarfront against Germany.

1939

Formation of the“peacefront,” awar-alliance of the Americanised
England against Germany as diplomatic preparation for the Second
World War.

September: Final success of the American policy. Outbreak of the
English War against Socialism and the Reawakening of Authority.

1941

Attack on Russiaby the provisional European Imperium. The War
gains asecond aspect.

November: The Washington regime presentsits war-ultimatum to
Japan asameans of provoking a Japanese attack that would facilitate
theintervention of Americain the European War against the wishes of
the American populace.

December : Japan responds militarily to the ultimatum, whereby the
Washington regime knows in advance thetime and place of the
attack. Compl ete destruction of the American fleet at Pearl Harbor
by Japan-this because the Washington regime deliberately delays
every defensive measure. Americadeclareswar on Europe; Europe
becomesthe chief enemy and is designated the main front The War
expandsinto and showsitself from athird aspect.
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THE THREE ASPECTS OF THE WAR

InthisAgeof AbsolutePalitics, Culture providesthemotivationfor Greet
Wars. From 1000to 1500A.D., theinner-Politicsof Europewasdetermined
by fedty. Themoativation for theintra-European power-strugglesduring the
centuriesup to the Congressof Viennawasreligiousand dynastic; during
the 19th century, it was nationalistic and economic. After 1900, thewhole
planet becameincreasngly activepaliticdly. Thededineof England’ spower
awakenedinthe Coloured World theilluson that theentireWestern Culture
founditsdlf in astate of decreasing power. That wasfa seindeed, but the
outbresk of the First World War and theworld-wideverdict againg Western
Power and Western prestige seemed to confirm thismisconception, Since
the scale of political activity has become planetary, only two spiritual
possibilitiesfor aconflict remain: first, theWestern 1 deaof world-rule (and
for over two centuries, directly or indirectly, theWest actudly did rulethe
greater part of theworld); and, second, the Outer Revolt, whichissimply
the negation of thisWestern Idea. M anifestations of the Western worl d-
empire ldeawere: the British Empire, and al other European overseas-
empires, theAmericans conquest of their continent, Americanimperidism
inthePacific, Germany’senduring desirefor expansonintothe Savicareas
anditspushing back of theeastern frontier of theWestern Cultureduringthe
millennium 1000-2000. M anifestationsof the Outer Revolt were: theChinese
Opium War against England; the Indian Mutiniesof 1857 and 1947; the
ZuluWars, theMexicanrevolt againgt Maximilian, theMexicanrevolution
of 1910; the Chineserevolution of 1911; the Philippineinsurrectionsagainst
Spainand thelatter Philippineuprisngsagainst America, 1900-1946; the
Bolshevist Revolution of 1917; the Japanese War Against the West, 1941-
1945.

Thusthe power-front is seen to be based on Culture asthe dominant
gpiritud frontinworld politics, anddl other palitics, beit primitive, locd, or
personal, isovershadowed by thistremendousdigunction.* Onthe planet
thereisonly oneHigh Cultureintheprocessof fulfilment, theWestern Culture,
Outside that Culture, there are only remnants of dead Cultures, whose
peoples have once again become primitive, fellaheen, like

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 2341f.
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the Chinese, Hindu, and Idamic; savages, liketheAfricanand American
aborigines; barbarians, likethe Russansand certaintribesin Centrd Asa
All peoplesliving outs dethe West have perforcetaken over many Western
customsand characterigtics, sincethe uniquely powerful imperiaism of
theWest laysclaimtothewholeearth, and itsperformance hasforced the
peopleof theworld to acknowledgetheundeniableintdlectua and materid
superiority of Europe. Thisdoesnot mean, however, that “ Westernisation”
can ever be anything other than superficial. When the Western Culture
saysYestoitsimperidisticurge, it naturally callsforth areactionamong
those who do not belong to it. Their organic response is an equally
passionate No. When they take up Western methods, it isonly to use
them againgt theWest: If spearscannot defeat Whites, let uslearnhow to
build factoriesand produce machines!

FromaCultura standpoint, the Second World War consisted of three
organically separablewars. Thefirst of thesewasanintra-Cultural war:
England versus Germany. In theterminology of Ideas, it wasawar of
Capitalism versus Socialism. But asthese two great outlooks have an
organic relationto each other, it was actually astruggle between the Past
and the Future, for Capitalism belongsto the Past, Authoritarian Ethical
SocidismtotheFuture. Sincethe Past can never overcomethefact of the
Future, except in semblance, thisintra-Cultura war had only two possible
results: Victory of theldeaof Ethical Socidism or Chaoswithintheentire
Western organism.

The second of these wars began with the attack by the provisional
European Imperium on Russia, the leader of the Outer Revolt against
Western world-rule. The natural, organic form of thiswar would have
been Europe with all its colonies-America, South Africa, Australia,
Argenting, et d .againgt Russiaand the other A atic powers. Thusit would
have ended inthe political destruction of theAsiatic powers, including
Russa, andintheestablishment of Western world-ruleinastricter, more
absoluteform than the Western Empire, let ussay, of 1900.

Thethird of these warswasrelated to the second: the American
war against Japan, like the European war against Russia, was a
war of the West against the Outer Revolt. Inthiswar, America’'s
role was that of aWestern colony, and itsvictory over Japan was
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also avictory for Europe, just asavictory of Europe over Russia
would have been avictory also for America.

Thefirst, theintra-European war, very quickly lost the character
of such, since England’stotal war-effort was brought ever more under
the direction of the Washington regime, and England, likewiseits
remaining overseas possessions, was occupied by American troops.
Thereby the Washington regime wanted to ensure that England would
not attempt to bail out of the War. With the American occupation of
England and the remnants of its Empire, the intra-European war of
England versus Germany ended. From then on, there were two
organically dissociated wars: Europe versus the American-Russian
coalition and Japan versusAmerica. Wherever the English military
forcesfought on, it wasonly for the extension of Russian or American
power, for now there was no longer an English political unit whose
power could be extended by avictory.

ThusAmericabecameinvolvedin all three organically dissociated
wars. Its participation in the Second World War was a struggle for
thevictory of the West, in regard to Japan, and simultaneously for
the defeat of the West, in regard to Russia. Americafought for an
Asiatic victory and against an Asiatic victory.

The outcome of the second organically dissociated war, that of
the European Imperium versus Russia, was complicated by America's
policy vis-d-vis Russia. At the beginning of the War, Russiawas
prepared to conclude peace with Europe, but the Washington regime,
in accordance with its purely negative, anti-American policy of
defeating Authoritarian Socialist Europe at any cost, even that of
national suicide, promised to give economic support to Russia’ sentire
war-effort, so long asit would stay in the War, promised to share
with it in aRussian-American world-condominium in the post-War
period. America' s conduct vis-d-vis Russiahas never had itslike
inworld-history. During the War, Americadeprived its own armed
forces of huge masses of war materiel, which it delivered to Russia
without charge and without any terms of repayment. America
supplied Russiawith: 14,795 aircraft, 7,056 tanks, 51,503] eeps,
35,170 motorcycles, 8,071 tractors, 375,883
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lorries; other machinery valued at 1,078 million dollars; 107 million
yards of cotton products and 62 million yards of woolen products.
(Thisligtingisincompl ete and does not include ships, foodstuffs, railway
materiel, etc.) At American orders huge quantities of armamentsand
other vital equipment were withdrawn from the English Army and
deliveredto Russia, including 5,031 tanksand 6,778 aircraft. Deliveries
of raw materialsreached the value of 39,000,000 pounds. The Ameri-
canviceroy in England, Churchill, confessed in hismemoirsthat one of
hisdiplomatic problemslay in persuading the Russiansto accept these
giftswithout suspicion and with good will. Throughout the War, the
Communist underground movements the wholeworld over received
from North America weapons, munitions, explosives, clothing,
medicines, foodstuffs, and financial support-thisin Europe, in Serbia,
andintheFar East, especidly Celebes, Sumatra, Indochina, and China

It isclear-once again from the simple Organic Laws of Politics-that
the Washington regime in no way pursued an American policy. A
nationalist policy can never be negative. When a nation’s policy
becomes negative, something has prevailed over the national interest.
All during the War, American propagandawas governed by asingle
great imperative: Destroy Germany! In the background was the weak
echo: Destroy Japan! The propagandaleft no doubt, however, about
therelative importance of these two negatives.

Without America' sintervention astheall-sacrificing lackey of Russa,
thewar of Europe versus Russiacould haveended intwo ways. political
destruction of Russia by Europe, or negotiated peace. After the
American war-entry, the second possibility waseliminated. Initsmain
aspect, the Second World War was no longer awar of Europe against
Russia, but afortiori awar of Americaagainst Europe, and thiswar
had only one possible outcome; political destruction of Europe. The
innumerable Russiantroopsfought practically under the same command
asthetroops of Americaand its satellites. Faced with this coalition of
powers, the European Imperium had no choice but to suefor peace.
The American formula of “unconditional surrender” made that
impossible, however.

Thethird of the organically dissociated wars, Japan versusAmerica,
had three possible results: political destruction of
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Japan, negotiated peace, or expulsion of the American power
from the Pacific. A political destruction of Americawas, andis,
impossible, owing to America's geographic breadth and position.
Only America’soverseas-empire, in the Mediterranean, in Africa,
in the Persian Gulf, in the Pacific, and in the Caribbean can be
destroyed, not however the American political basis, autarkic and
inaccessible as it is to large armies from another continent.
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RESULTS OF THE WAR

After the American occupation of England, therewasno longer a
war between England and Germany, for the ability to wagewar against
an enemy of one’s own choosing isthe mark of asovereign power,
and England’s sovereignty had ceased to exist.* But therewasstill a
spiritual-ethical “war” between the Englishideaof Capitalismandthe
Prussian-German idea of Ethical Socialism. Since, in thisAge of
Absolute Politics, Politicstakes unto itself every aspect of Life, this
spiritual-ethical conflict had to be decided by the politico-military
conflict. Thusthe 19th century ideaof Capitalismwon apseudo-victory
over the 20th century Ideaof Ethical Socialism, and that meant Chaos
throughout the Western Civilisation. The Past cannot win an enduring
victory over the Future. Thelater Stuarts and Bourbons|learnt that, so
did Metternich. It isan old lesson that must ever belearnt anew.

Inits spiritual ethical aspect, the War, since it did not destroy
Europe, came to its sole possible result: It weakened the Idea of
Capitalism and, inthe sametempo, strengthened the Idea.of Socialism,
by giving Socialism avictory at least in thefield of Technics. After the
War, the only possibleway of governing and maintaining order in every
Western country wasthrough compl ete political regulation of economic
life, in other words, through the application of Socialist techniques.
Everywherelaissez-faireisdead, both nationally and internationally,
except in the very highest economic sphere, that of bank and bourse.
For the time being, that domain is spared state-intervention, simply
because it is where the governments are chosen. Behind the
parliamentary puppets standsthe Master of Money.

The second war, that of the provisional European Imperium against
Russia, yielded military and political victory to Russia. That politico-
military victory, based on American aid, given with alargesse unique
inworld-history, made the Russian Empireinto theworld'sforemost
power, owing to itsgeopolitical position and to the poor quality of its
only remaining opponent, notwithstanding that thisopponent dominated
agreater part of the planetthan it did.

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 183ff.
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England’s pseudo-victory was owing solely to the Washington
regime’spolicy of sacrificing Americanand Europeanintereststo
Russianinterests. Itisafact of great importancethat the Washington
regime quite conscioudly and deliberately created the present Russian
Empire asaninstrument of itsabsol ute anti-German, anti-European

policy.

Thethird war, that of Americaversus Japan, was, from a Cultural
standpoint, awar of Western Civilisation against the Outer Revolt. To
superficial observers, itsoutcome seemed to be political annihilation of
Japan. Yet thiswar ended in anegotiated peace. The most important
fact about Japanese history, society, and politicsisthat Japan containsa
nationbearing stratum, alevel of the population that feelsitself charged
with an organic Mission. Americadid nothing to weaken thisstratum’s
feeling of aMission. Through peace negotiations, the Japanese nation,
state, aristocracy, and other institutionswere preserved; the Japanese
Army wasdisbanded honourably, and the Emperor, the Japanese nationa
|dea, suffered no Oriental loss-of-face. An American army occupied
the Idand, and even thecommander of that army spoke openly on behal f
of an early termination of the occupation. Thiswar resulted inamilitary
and psychological victory for America, and at | east for the moment, the
West reasserted itself in apart of theworld whereit had been in retreat
for 75 years. At thetime, however, in IMPERIUM, | called Japan a
political victor of the Second World War becauseits outer Mission, the
expulsion of theWest from Asia, had been accomplished, and itsinner
independence, though temporarily suspended, had not been really
abolished.* TheWashington regime, which had but littleinterestinthe
matter of Japan, permitted its occupation forces cons derabl e autonomy.
Theleaders of thoseforceshad noideaat all of thetypesof power and
of theovercurrents of power intheworld. Their notion of exploiting the
victory wason ajournalistic plane. They regarded the main effort of the
occupation not aspoalitical but asmoral. Inal seriousness, thisleadership
wanted to “ educate’ the Japanese nation, asthough it wereachild, and
teachit“ democracy.”

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 587 ff.
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The extent to which the military victory of Americaover
Japan was also a political victory over Japan for the entire
Western Civilisation isthus very slight indeed. regime spolicy of
reconstructing Japan undermined the greatest part of the victory. Its
surrender of Chinaand Manchuriato Russia, theleader of the Outer Revolt
againg Western Civilisation, underminedit evenfurther. Thelast remaining
step, therestoration of Japanese sovereignty, isonly amatter of time, for
heretheinitiativelieswith Japan. Solong asthe Japanese monarchy and
the Japanese nation-bearing stratum, with itsfedling of aMission, survive
unimpaired, areviva of Japanese sovereignty, Japanese militarism, and
the Japanese Empire against America is certain.

The Outer Revolt against the West was only locally contained by
America smilitary victory over Japan. In other partsof the Far East, the
revolts were successful. The Chinese, Malays, Indonesians, and the
primitive denizensof the Philippinesexpelled their Western masters.

Inthe metapolitica sense, theWestern Civilisationlost theWar against
Japan, despitethelocd, purely military victory of theAmericans.
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THE POWER PROBLEMS OF THE WAR

Thetwo great power-currentsin theworld before the Second World
War werethe centrifugal flow of power from theWestern organismtothe
Outer Forces (especially away from the Continental European nations,
since the obsol escence of the English national |dealed to the power-
current England-America), and, then, the centripetd flow of theattributes
that alonemake power vitd and lagting, from England to PrussiaGermany.

To set forth these two power-currentsas power problems - fromthe
European standpoint -, thefirst problemwas. How is European world-
hegemony to be restored? And the second was: How is Europe to be
imbued with Ethical Socidism, theonly viableworld-outlook and nation-
building forceinthisAgeof Absolute Politics?

Thesetwo problemswerethe actua issues of the Second World War.
Men and governments cannot create power-problems; rather, thesearise
when superpersonal organismscollidewith existing power-currents. Both
liefar beyond any human control. In navigating the seas, onecan sail with
the currents, or try to sail against them, but one cannot produce new
currents. Thusitiswiththe Organic: Thepossibilitiesaregiven, and are
not subject to alteration or dispute. One can either accept an organic
possibility, or abandon onesdlf to disappointment, disease, and chaos. If a
possibility isfrustrated long enough, it will oneday no longer bethereto
accept, for the Organic alwayshasaduration of existence.

Themoreimportant of the two power-problemsin determining the
form of theWar wasthefirst: The European Imperium voluntarily decided
to givethe problem of Europe’ sworld-position precedence over that of
Europe’sinternal constitution. It was hoped that solution of thelatter
problem could be postponed until atimewhenit could beresolved more
ead ly and without endangering the European world-position. Thisdecison
not to occupy the English Idland wasthe personal decision of theHero
who was custodian of the Destiny of Europe during the Second World
War. From thetime of that decision on, from June, 1941, the European
Imperium’sinvasion of Asatic Russawasthered war. Europe expended
its energy mainly on winning that war, wherein a victory would
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have secured the Destiny of the European Culturefor the coming
century.

Now the War could not takeits natural course, that corresponding
to the organic power-problems, viz., England and Germany versus
Russiaand Japan, with Americaand the other colonieseither neutral
or allied to Europe. Instead, it wasforced by the Washington regime
into adistorted form: England and the European col onies attacked
Europe from behind whileit was struggling for its Cultural-political -
economic-socia-military-technical survival.

Sincetheform of theWar wasunnatural, having stood innorelation
to the organic power-problem posed by the powercurrents, itsresults
were unnatural, too. Asthe Organic Laws of Politics show, such a
distortion asthe Second World War can result only from theintrusion
of aCulturaly-aiengroupintothe political affairsof the host-organism.
The Second World War was the most monstrous manifestation of
Culture-distortionin the history of High Culture.

The Culturaly-aien group that conjured up theWar could symbolize
itstriumph over the West through theinfamous“ tribunal” at Nuremberg,
ayear after the War, but itsvictory was asunnatural asthe War itself.
Nor can aCulturally-alien group occupy any kind of lasting political
position within the host-organism. It summonsforth itsown opposition,
Cultural antibodies, through which its power will eventually be dis-
solved. Power, to be perfect, must be openly exercised; however, a
Culturally-aien group can hold power only solong asit worksthrough
others, through individuals, organisations, classes, governments, and
groupsof every sort that it manipulatesto direct their forcestemporarily
intoitsown channels.

Likewise, Russia' sascendancy asaresult of the War isunnatural.
It does not bring organi c actualitiesto expression, but contradictsthem.
Europe possessesthe true sources of power, which are spiritua-ethicdl;
the Russian Empireisonly aformlessgrouping of barbaric tribeswith
apurely negative mission. Inthis, itsImperial Age, Europeissimply
not ripefor along domination by barbarians.

*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 535ff.
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Thusit wasawar of spent energiesand lost power, of territory lost
and citiesdestroyed, awaste of life, wedlth, effort - awaste everywhere
but in the realm of Heroism and the Spirit. In the spiritual domain, the
great process of forming the Imperium continued unrelentingly, and
one saw the curious spectacle of the Washington regime’s puppets,
the Churchill’s, taking up the aim of the Hero they had helped
Washington and Moscow to destroy. They began to talk about the
“unification of Europe.” A few months before they hated the Europe
that had been united - indissolubly united through blood spilt on the
tundras and steppes, in the forests of Russia, and to destroy it they
were prepared to betray their European Fatherlands and their own
souls. After the War, the hottest-headed of the puppets shrieked in
horror, inthe style of hiswar-incitements, that Asianow stood at the
Elbe. When the frontier was at the Volgaand in the Caucasus, hedid
everythingin hispower, little asthat was, to bring thisfrontier into the
middle of Europe.

TheHeroic world standsinfinitely above the economic-technical
digunction utile-inutile. Nor isthemilitary test of “victory” validinthe
realm of Heroism. It was Cromwell who inspired generations of leaders
long after his death and subsequent disgrace, not the later Stuartswho
had caused his body to be dismembered by wild horses. It was
Napoleon who inspired awhole century of leadersafter him, not Louis
XVII1, nor Metternich, nor Talleyrand. About 1840, Napoleon
triumphed, he whose name one could praisein Europe twenty years
before only at one’s peril. Napoleon’s Idea conquered the spiritual -
political realm, his personality the Heroic realm. Who would reproach
him now with the fact of the lost battles of L eipzig and Waterloo?

So it shall be with the Hero of the Second World War. He
represented anew ethical typethat will inspireand inwardly form all
coming leaders of significance of the West. The bewailing of his
“mistakes’ after the Second World War wassmply contemptible. Every
journalist and every braggart knows better than the great man - they
would not have made this mistake or that. Indeed, they would never
have beeninthe placeto do anything at all!

Heroism is and can never be wasted. So long as men survive a
Hero, they will be influenced by him and hislegend. He lives on
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inspirit, and continuesto act upon theworld of factsand deeds.
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THE AMERICAN OCCUPATION OF EUROPE

After the Second World War, the opponents of the Hero of that War
weredtill dominated by hiscompelling personality. Either they took up his
ideasand declared themtheir own, or they continued tofight against him.
Of anew ldea, independent of that Hero, therewasnot atrace. Thiscan
be explained by theissuesinworld politicsbeing yet the same asthose of
the Second World War, for the War solved no power-problems, having
neither followed nor changed an organic power-current.

During the War, some Europeans entertained the comfortableillusion
that the Washington regimewas hostile only to certain statesin Europe,
certain Culture-peoplesin Europe, certainideasin Europe. Neverthel ess,
theWashington regime’ sred enemy wasEurope, which means, abovedl,
the Culture-bearing Sratumof Europe, thet invisblestratum of thepopul ation
that by virtue of itssengtivity to Cultural |mperativesisthe custodian of
the Destiny of the Western Civilisation, and will remain so, too, until the
end of Western history. Thisstratum of approximately 250,000 soulsis
distributed throughout Europe, but, naturaly, it isconcentrated primarily
in Germany, which can beattributed to the organic fact that the Prussian-
German nation isdestined to actuaisethe European Imperium. Sincethis
stratum isinvisible - who could have |looked at Rembrandt, Goethe,
Napoleon, Bismarck inthe cradle, and seen what they wereto become?
- theWashington regimebegan itspost-War task of liquidating thisstratum
by attempting tokill al of those who had aready proved themselvesan
dite

Herod sought tokill the Christ Child by daughtering al maleinfantsin
Bethlehem of two yearsand under. To theinvadersit did not seemfeasible
to take over thistechniqueinitsentirety. Yet they believed that if they
extinguished theeliteof the past they wouldipso facto prevent theformation
of anew €lite, that of the Future. Hence they proceeded with amonstrous
Black Massof scaffold-tria's, uniquein History, that wereintended to kil
off everybody whose war-service in a particular field had been of
outstanding merit. TheseBlack Masses, varioudy cdled“ Entnazifizierung,”
“epuration,” andthelike, invariouscountries, were performedinal parts
of Europeat behest of the\Washington regime. Eveninsuch countriesas
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Sweden and Switzerland, which had not participated in the War, the
Washington regime had certain people hunted down, “tried,” and killed.
By these methods, thousands of the best mindswereliquidated. But that
wastill not enough. Huge masses of human beings had to be butchered.
Inacertainway, at least, Herod’smethod had to be applied.

Accordingly, “laws’ were devised for ex post facto application:
Everyonewhoin the past believed in the establishment of aEuropean
Imperium, and worked for it, wasa*“criminal.” The“penalty” for this
“crime” of obeying the Historical Imperative of our Age could not be
sampleimprisonment for adefiniteterm; that would beimpossible. Murder
millionsby steel and by cord?No, millionsof individualshad to beruined
for therest of their lives.

Hundreds of thousands of French, Walloon, Flemish, Dutch, Danish,
and Norwegian soldiersreturned homeafter yearsof battleagainst Asatic
Russiaand found themselves accused of “treason” and condemned to
death or sentenced to yearsof imprisonment in concentration camps. (In
Belgium aone, theAmericansincarcerated 400,000 from apopul ation of
8 million.) For under the Neuordnung of the Washington regime, the
struggleof Europeansfor thesurviva and power of Europewasdesgnated
“treason.” Thusan American colond, acting asa“judge’ ina“war-crimes
trid,” told aEuropean soldier who had carried out the ordersof hissuperior
officers: “You could have deserted! “

After being rel eased from the overflowing concentration camps, the
“criminals’ wererobbed of every possession, sentenced to heavy fines,
deprived of al civil rights, which madeit nearly impossiblefor themto
earntheir livelihood, and forbidden to perform any but the meanest sorts
of labour.

TheAmerican High Command fiercely pursued apolicy that brought
about a uniform impoverishment of the Europeans to whom it
contemptuoudy referred as* theindigenouspopul ation.” Yearsafter the
War, the High Command deliberately blew up European factories, or
dismantled and shipped themtoAsatic Russa; chopped down giant forests
in Germany that had provided timber yearsbefore Columbusdiscovered
America; confiscated large sections of European cities and forbade
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Europeansto enter them; drovefromtheir homes, cruelly and unexpectedly,
hundreds of thousands of European familiesso asto makeroomfor those
of the occupation soldiersof Americaand her satellite-regimes; set adaily
ration of 1,000 caloriesfor adults, which correspondsto only onethird of
theamount needed to sustain human life; forbadeits occupation soldiers
togiveor sell Europeansfood and clothing, evento speak tothem. And,
finally, it proclaimed to Europe that the Americans had come as a
Herrenvolk, possessed of great understanding for political realitiesand
morality, to liberate “Europeans’ and “educate” them up to True
Democrecy.

Although the American occupation used the ogan “democracy,” it
did not make even a pretence of introducing 19th century democratic
forms. The press, political parties, every kind of gathering, every move-
everythingrequired a“ Licence.” Thiswasthe substitution of anegative,
mechanical Fiihrerprinzip for the natural, organic Authoritarian State
founded upontheinwardly imperativeprinciplesof Ethical Socidism, which
isthe destined state-form of EuropeinthisAgeof Absolute Politics. This
wasthetyranny of capitalist liberalism, using the mere methods of the
European state-form without understanding their spiritual content. The
“freedom of speech” Americabrought to Europeby conquest isbest shown
through the example of Bevin, the English Foreign Secretary. In 1948, he
spoke publicly of “financia servitudeto Wall Street,” and within oneday,
wasforced to begitspardonin public.

TheAmerican occupation brought into the open awholestratum of the
European popul ation that had hitherto never been recognised asaunit. In
Germany theexpression “der DeutscheMichel” haslong been current. It
pertainsto thetypewith anti-nationd ingtincts, anenthusiast for talk instead
of action, likewise for anti-social individualism, laissez-faire, and
parliamentarism, aperson who cringesto aiens, anatura, instinctive,
organic, traitor. This stratum of the German population worked
systematically but quiteinstinctively, intwo World Wars, for avictory of
theenemy. Likethe Culturebearing stratum, the Michd-typeisdistributed
Europe-wide. In every European country, Americahasaninner-America,
the Michel-stratum, as an advertisement for its political success, and
pseudo-Europeansit usestoimplement itspolicieslocaly. Such Europeans
are called “churchills,” after the best known member
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of their species.

Findlly, theAmerican occupation of Europedemonstrated irrefutably
that England’spolicy of “isolation” from therest of Europe, from the
Europeanfamily of nationstownhichit beongs, wasagrotesqueanachronism
inthe 20th century, theAge of Absolute Palitics, of the strugglefor control
of the planet, wherein only Great Powerswith alarge geographic basis
cantakepart, not tiny idandsstuated closeto the Continent. IntheAge of
Economicsand Nationdism, thepolicy of Isolation, likewisethe* Baance
of Power” idea, wasjustified. Much that wasright, correct, natural, and
justifiedinthe 19th century isin the 20th century merely past history. In
that century, it was possible for England aloneto conquer and holdin
check India Inthiscentury, that nolonger lieswithintheredmof possibility.
Inthat century, sea-power could be employed decisively. Inthiscentury,
sea-power isnolonger decisive, sincetheentire hinterland ispolitically
active.

It wastragic that England held so long to theisolationdoctrine, for that
made possible Washington's policy of a second fratricidal war. The
isolation-ideathus contributed its part to the loss of Europe’s world-
hegemony. However, thisideasurvivestoday only inthesclerotic brains
of Culturaly-backward old men. What isdecisiveisthefact of England’'s
passing, together with all other European countriesand peoples, intothe
common status of subjectionto America, not thefeigning of unimpaired
English sovereignty by acertain stratum left over fromthepast. England’s
community of Destiny with therest of Europeisnow patent to everybody
intheworld, iseverywhere binding, and can be denied neither inthe
individua nor for one moment.
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THE DEMISE OF THE WESTERN NATIONS

In one of itsresults, the Second World War showed the entireworld
that the Age of Nationalismisforever past. Precisely those nations
whose enmities had reached such fantastic proportionsin that Age
ceased to exist as political units. Thereisno relation of cause and
effect here, for the Nation-ldeas have acertain life-span, just asevery
aspect of aCulture' sexistence, and every Western nation died when it
wasorganically itsturn. Thelast phase of aNation-Ideaisitspolitical
one.*

The oldest of the Western nations, the first to have attained the
political phase of its development, was Spain. Itsgreat period began
with the unification of Aragon and Castile and reached its summit with
the world-ascendancy of CharlesV. Thelast act of Spanish history
wasthe revolt against Napoleon, and even then the resistance was
more primitive and racial than national. After that period, Spain no
longer played anindependent rolein Western history, though, of course,
it retained a common Destiny with the Western Culture, and was
consciousof it. Franceentereditspolitical phaseinthetimeof Richelieu
and appeared in Western history asaspiritually independent people
until the turn of the century. The last affirmative act of thisnation
manifested itself in 1914 at the Marne. Austriawas a Great Power
from thetime of CharlesV until 1900, although in the course of the
19th century it becamelessand lesssure of itself. Thelinguistic form
of the Nation-ldeain the Western Culture, which dominated that
century, weakened the Austrian I deato the point whereAustria' slast
independent political act - the ultimatum to Serbiain June, 1914 - was
dictated more by pridethan politics.

England’spolitical history asanation extendsfrom Cromwell to
Joseph Chamberlain. Before Cromwell, there was no Worldideain
England, and after Chamberlain, an Ideano longer existed, could no
longer exist, for national extinction, like every other organic
phenomenon, isirreversible. Between 1600 and 1900, England’ spower
increased to the extent that in 1900 it controlled by itsfleetsand armies
17/20ths of the surface of the earth. Spiritually, the entire Western
Civilisation - particularly from 1750 onwards - wasAnglicised. The

*Cf. IMPERIUM, pp. 328353,
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thought- and action-systemsof 19th century wereEnglish: Marxismarose
onthebas sof English capitaist economics, Darwinismreflectsthe English
individualistic-competitive world-outlook; Materialism, Legalism,
Capitalism, Socid-Ethics- dl areof English provenance, and they were
thefoundationsof the 19th century.

TheBoer War occurred at the turning-point. At that time, wrotethe
Englishman Christopher Sykes, England suddenly becamethemost hated
country in Europe. All a once, the spiritua centre-of-gravity shifted: Dar-
winism succumbed to the M utation Theory of deVries, theclasswarfare
of Marx to the organic State-Socialism of Bismarck, socid-ethicsto Po-
litical Ethics, Sensualist philosophy totheidedlist, laissez-faireto state-
intervention in the economy, Liberalism to the precursors of the
Reawakening of Authority, pacifismto thereassertion of martia virtues,
and daydreams of an eternal peace were shattered in the global arenaof
theAgeof Absolute Palitics.

Thiswastheend of theintellectud-spiritual Anglicisation of Europe-
but not of America, for colonies havether own organic rhythm, asthe
History of High Culture shows, and all coloniesare perforce Culturally-
retarded. And it wasthe beginning of the new Nation-Ideaof the West:
theentire Cultureitself congtituted asaNation, i.e., asan Imperium.

Asnations, Germany and Italy were destined by the advent of thenew
Age, namely that of Absolute Politics, to be stifled before they had yet
lived through themature politica phaseof their existence. Unlike France,
Spain, Austria, and England, however, thesetwo nationsareinwardly
alive,i.e,their Nation-1dea, their National Mission, isnot fulfilled.

Spainfulfilleditself beforetheAgeof Nationdism, Franceand Austria
during that Age, England and the Age of Nationalism unfolded concur-
rently, and Germany and Italy must fulfil themselvesafter theAgeof Na-
tiondism. Thusthesetwo nationswill not fulfil themselvesinanationdigtic
formintheold senseof theword. They will fulfil themselvesasthe custo-
diansof the Destiny of al Europe, and the new Nation-Ideaof Culture-
as\Nationwill betheinstrument of their fulfillment

Aspoalitical units, of course, Germany and Ity aredead. It liesbeyond
all possibility that one or the other could ever
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regainits sovereignty except aspart of asovereign Europe. Both stand
in the shadow of Americaand Russia, which fallsover all Europe.
However, the German and Italian peopl es possess the instincts that
aloneguaranteearolein History. Thethree great instincts upon which
all power is based are: the absolute will to self-preservation, to
procreation, and to increasing power. Thefirst and last instinctsdirectly
describe superpersonal organisms, the second only indirectly through
the human beings that compose the body of the higher organism. A
nation that welcomesforeign troopsisno longer fit tolive- such a
thing isrendered impossible by the absol ute instinct for self-preser-
vation, which excludes submission to any other organism, whether
“friend” or “foe.” A nationin numerical declineismoribund: the size of
the population istheresult of the National Mission. A nation that no
longer strives for power and possessions is dying, and the actual
renunciation of power - even by traitorous churchills- meansthe nation
is dead, for aliving nation simply does not surrender its power.

Thegreat nation-forming Ethic in this stage of European history is
the Prussian-German Idea of Ethical Socialism. Only thisliving,
wordless | dea can banish the overshadowing extraEuropean powers,
form the European Imperium, and lead the West to thefulfillment of its
World-Mission. Imbued with the new Ethic and free of petty-statist
19th century nationalism, the European nationswill climb out of the
abyssasaunity, or they will never climb out at all.

Germany is the only surviving nation of Europe that contains
formative possibilities, and so it has becomeidentical with the West.
Sincethe Destiny of Europeisat oncethat of the Imperium, which can
take only an Authoritarian Socialist form, Prussia-Germany isthe
custodian of the Destiny of all Europe. Thisisanorganicfact, anditis
wholly independent of human logic or wishes. Destiny isat work in
what exists, not what disgruntled old men wish existed.

Thisrelationship of Germany to Europe was confirmed by the
Second World War. Whilethe War continued, there was power based
in Europe. The very moment the European phase of the War ceased,
there was no longer any power in Europe, all power-decisionsbeing
made in Washington and M oscow or with their permission.
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The Germanresistanceto theAmerican Russaninvasonwasno 19th
century nationalism, since thewhole Culture-bearing stratumin Europe
took part in thisstruggle and troopsfor the battles came not only from
German-gpesking territories, but voluntarily from every other part of Europe
aswell.

Wordsthat in the 19th century described Nation-1deas, describein
the 20th century only geographic areas. Today thewords German, Spanish,
English, Italian, French describe only languages and territories, but no
longer peoples, nations, political unitsor superpersonal Ideas. Sincea
mysteriousforceinheresinthewordswhenthey are used polemicaly, a
policy for European Liberation that would attain successwill not usethe
geographic and linguisticwords, England, France, Italy, Spain, Germany
inapolitica sense, but will usetheword Europeaone.

The advance of History has destroyed the old significance of these
words, and adynamic policy needs its own terminology. Today 19th
century nationalistsaretheinstrumentsof the occupying forces, which
follow theold maxim: Divideetimpera. What European would dare speak
openly infavour of theAmerican occupation of Europe?\What European
would declare himself against Europe’sorganic Unification, against its
resurrection asasovereign unit of Culture-State-Nation-PeopleRace?

Usngtheold appd laionsof nationdity, onecan say without paradoxica
intent that in the 20th century an Englishman, anItalian, aSpaniardisa
German. Inthiscentury, itisof scant importancewhat |anguage aEuropean
speaksand in what geographic areahe was brought up. Of importance
only isthespirituality that permeateshisinner life. Europe schurchillsand
toynbeesprovethat it ispossiblefor Americansto bebornandraisedin
Europe. Theexample of Mussolini showsthat an ethical Prussian canbe
bornand raisedinthe Romagna, and the examplesof EzraPound, William
Joyce, Robert Best, Douglas Chandler, and others show that Europeans
canbebornor raisedinAmerica

Inthiscentury theideaof vertical raceisdead. WWe can now view race
only in horizontal terms-the race onefeelsin oneself iseverything, the
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anatomic-geographic group to which onebelongsmeansnothing.* Inthis
stage of our Cultura development, the principleof individuality reasserts
itself, asit asserted itself in the earliest daysof the Gothic. During thedark
ageof Materialism, it was believed that heredity and environment were
everything; withthedeclineof Materiaismthe human Soul regainsitsformer
dignity. Everyonemust now openly admit that theengrafting of theoutworn
nonsenseof thevertica race notion onto theglorious European Resurgence
of Authority brought about by the European Revolution of 1933 wasan
enormoustragedy - all themore so sincethe coupling of thesetwo ideas
wasin noway necessary or evenlogical.

Inthe Classical Culture, any manwho wasethically equa tothelnner
Imperativeof Roman spiritudity couldrightly say: “ CiuisRomanussum.
In this, our Western Culture is somewhat akin to the Classical. Our
touchstone of comradeship and belonging isspiritua-ethical, not theold
oneof birth-place, cephalic-index, eye-colour. Inthe 20th century, the
century of eectiveaffinities, materidigtic testsare pure stupidity.

Onelast word ontherdation of Germany to Europe. The adoption of
the German formative-ethic of Authoritarian Sociaism by al Europemeans,
of course, the automati ¢ disappearance of Germany asapetty-state. The
Anglicisng of Europein the 19th century did not mean the Europeanising
of England, for the 19th century wastheageof petty-nationadism. However,
withthe coming to an end of that age, the ethical Germani sation of Europe
is ssimultaneously the Europeanisation of Germany. In Germany, as
elsewhere, petty-statism is dead. Europe will have a Prussian-ethical
Future, or noneat al. Either Authoritarian Socialismwill winitsvictory
and liberate Europe from its enemies, or else Europe will be reduced
permanently to Chineseconditions. Either Europewill uniteinthisEthical
Idea, or it will ever remain acollection of provincesover whichthe Outer
Forceswill wagetheir warsof plunder.

Thetest of rationality iscompletely invalidin History; thetest in that
field isorganic possibility Asto Politics, Europe has but one organic
possihility, thelmperium, and but one Ethic, Authoritarian Socidism. The
nationsare dead, for Europeisborn.**

* Cf. IMPERIUM, pp. 273-316.
*Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 58ff., 110ff., 613 ff.
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What namesthis mighty Imperium will bear in History, what lan-
guage its people will speak, where its capital will be - these are
secondary questionsfor usin the middle of the 20th century, and no
onealivetoday will decidethem. All that matters now isthat unless
Europeformsitself into anindivisible national-political entity by dint
of itsnation-building Ethic of Authoritarian Socialism, the Europe of
2050 will be essentially the same asthat of 1950, viz., amuseum to
be looted by barbarians; ahistorical curiosity for sight-seersfrom
the colonies; an odd assortment of operetta-states; areservoir of
human material standing at the disposal of Washington and Mos-
cow; aloan-market for New York financiers; agreat beggars colony,
bowing and scraping before the American tourists.

In the face of Europe’sterrifying position between the Second
and Third World Wars, the old differences between the remnants of
the old Nation-ldeas collapseinto nothing. Every man of significance
inour timesisHistory-oriented, for one cannot profoundly understand
our times, their Inner Imperative and Mission, unless one ponders
deeply the meaning of Leibnitz’ aphorism: Le present est charge du
phase et gros de Pavenir. In hisinner life, Western man now cannot
take sidesin the bygone struggl es between Wallenstein and Gustavus
Adolphus, Olivares and the Cortes, Richelieu and the Fronde, Stuarts
and Parliament, Bourbons and Habsburgs, Church and State, England
and Spain, Italy and Austria. Today theloftier European identifies
himself with both sidesin thesetitanic struggles, with thetotality of
our precious Western History, for that History is hisown spiritual
biography written before himin largeletters. He, too, had his Gothic,
Reformation, Enlightenment, and rationalist-revol utionary phase- his
youthful religiosity and crusades, his Democratic-Liberal -Communist
phase; and now, in hisfullest maturity, he has entered, spiritually and
materially, the Age of Absolute Politics, in which the struggleis
planetary and its motive Cultural. That meansnot 19th century petty-
states and nations, but that only the Culture-State-Nation -Imperium
cantakepartinit.

With its successes and failures, its “flaws” and brilliancy, its
advances and retreats, Western History describes ourselves. Even
with thefirst World War, we are still able to experience inwardly
what both sides felt. But with the Second World War,
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the higher type of European experiencesonly one side, for that War was
initsmain aspect awar of theWest against Asia, and all men of the West
who, knowing that, sided against the European Imperium weretraitorsto
the West, inner enemies of their own Culture. In 1914, it was England
versus Germany, but in 1939 thiswasno longer the case. By 1939, the
England of Walpole and North, Canning and Gladstone, Kitchener and
Joseph Chamberlain wasdead and buried. Replacingit wasthe* England”
of Eden and Churchill, Cooper and Belisha - not even arecognisable
caricature of the youthful England of the Independents. Thesewere no
far-sighted Empire Builderswith unerring power-cal culations, but only
liquidators of the Empire, American agents, greetersof the* valiant Red
Army.” Astheir enemy they named the European Culture, the organism of
which Englandisavita part and withwhichit will dwaysshareacommon
Dedtiny. Every English Siatesman of theold tradition would haverecognised
the growth of eventsduring thethird decade of the 20th century froma
Europeantoagloba scae. But thesewretched epigoni withther boundless
jedousy and muddledingtinctsclosed their eyestoit and sold the English
Idand to the Washington regimefor alittle pseudo-power and thefleeting
glory of asuicida “victory.”

Inthishistorical orientation, the Westerner of the higher type, who
aonehasCulturd vaueand s gnificance, regardseventsin which theWest
was pitted against the Outer Forceswith acompletely subjective eye.
Thushe seesinthe Crusades, for example, only oneside of thequestion -
| am speaking herenot of any ethical, religious, moral, aesthetic, or other
such questions, of course, but solely of the organic question of identity. He
isfor Charles XI1 against the Russians, for England against the Indian
Mutiny, against the Zulus, and against Chinain the Opium War; for the
Teutonic Knightsagainst the Slav at Tannenberg; for Maximilian against
Juarez; for theAmerican ColonistsintheAlamo against SantaAna; for
Napoleon against Russ g for Mussolini against thenegroesof Abyssnig;
for theHero and hisArmy against Russiain 1941-1945. In these events,
it wasleft only to chancewhich of the Western nationalitiesfought the
Barbarian. Thevictory of any Western nation over an outer military force,
whether Chinese, Hindu, Zulu, Idamic, wasavictory for al Europeand
itscolonies. Any European who gloatsover the defeat of aWestern nation
brands himself politically and Culturaly feeble-minded. For what
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distinction doesthe Barbarian make between theWestern nations? During
the Second World War, the Japanese called the Germans* friendly enemies’
andtheEnglish*hodtileenemies” To Jewry dl men of theWest are* goyim;”
toldamthey are“giaours’ and “Franks,” and in Persiaduring the First
World War Wal~mus had the greatest difficulty in making clear to the
tribal chieftainswhy thetwo “Frankish” powerswerefighting each other.
For aEuropean to emphasiseany trifling differencesbetween theWestern
nationstoday isstupidity, if not treason.

Yet Anglophobia, the mode of yesterday, is back in style again;
Germanophobiahasbeen transformed by the Outer Forcesof Washington
and Moscow into averitable hate-religion for themasses. Inthisdirection
liesthe Sinoisation of Europe.

Treasonous propagandain Europe between the Second and Third
World Wars hasitsorigin with the Outer Enemies of Europe. Spreading
itistaken careof by the Inner Enemy of Europe.
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THE INNER ENEMY OF EUROPE

Aninner enemy ismore dangerousthan an outer one, becausewhile
heseemsto belong, heisactually akind of dien.

TheInner Enemy of Europeisat once astratum of the population, a
world-outlook, and aCulture-iliness. TheMichel stratumisEurope' sinner
Enemy, the stratum that commitstreason organicaly andingtinctively. Its
world-outlook is that of the past Age of Nationalism, Economics,
Democracy, Capitalism. Becauseit looksbackward and resststhelmpera-
tiveof the Futurewith pathol ogicd intengty, thisstratumistheembodiment
of the Culture-disease called Culture-retardation.*

Aninner enemy isdangerousin two respects. first, because of hisown
activity, and, second, because of hisusefulnessto theouter enemy. During
the Second World War, the European Michel conscioudy worked for the
defeat of Europe and the victory of the American-Russian coalition.
Examplesof thisconduct were Churchill and Attleein England, Badoglio
and Mauggeri in Italy, Halder, Hassel, and Goerdeler in Germany, the
Communigtsin France, the Netherlands, Spain, and Scandinavia. Without
thisorganic, professional treason onthe part of the European Michdl, the
Outer Forces could never have defeated Europe. After the War, the
American occupation of Europe and the despoliation of Europewere
made possible only by the Michel-stratum, which hireditself out to the
enemy to establish vassal-governments, churchill-regimes, in every pro-
vince of Europe. During thisperiod between the Second and Third World
Wars, theMichel asan American agent ismore dangerousthan hewould
otherwisebeinhimself. Thereason for thisisthe advance of History since
the 19th century hasrendered hisworld-outlook completely uselessto
him, evenfor purposesof sabotage, whiletotheAmericansitisdtill ussful
asameansof control over Europe. Thusthe Culture-disease of Culture-
retardation remainsin the body of Europe only because of theAmerican
occupation.

If “capitalism” isunderstood not ssimply as an economic technique,
but, above all, as a spiritual-ethical principle, we may

* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 410ff.
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designate the world-outlook of theMichel asCapitalism. Inthe20th cen-
tury, Capitalismisinwardly dead, bothin the broader senseof aCultural-
ethical world-outlook and as an economic technique. Thefactthatitis
dead isshown every timeitsrepresentatives approach some new prob-
lemintheworld of facts. Their solutionsareuniformly rigid and in every
case misfire, even when the problemis purely economic. After the Sec-
ond World War, the English government that called itself “sociaist” de-
cidedto“nationalise” therailways. The sole possibleraison d' etrefor
nationalisation of therailwayslay in reducing costsfor the ultimate con-
sumer, thusgranting asort of genera rebate. But thereresulted adoubling
of dl faresand acontinuation of the separateidentity of thelines, evento
the point of competitive advertising. The programmeremained in exist-
ence only for the sake of the principle of nationalisation. All other
“nationalisation” schemesthat originated with thiscapitaistic, class-war
inciting Marxist regimeended smilarly.

Thesngularly unhappy career of the capitalist system was continued
throughout Europe after the Second World War, to be sure, because of
intervention coming from the Cultureperiphery. Unhesitatingly, the
Washington regime employed the resources of the North American
continent to shoreup thetottering system. Thusitisonly theextra-European
power of the Washington regime that subjects Europeto the negative
world-outlook and outworn economic system of capitalism. A European
revolt againgt capitdismisipsofactoarevolt against America. A Sociaist
Europe, founded on the principle of thesovereign, organicaly articulated
State, would be anindependent Europe and master of itsown economy.
Thiseconomy would not be established for reasons of class-war, nor for
thepurposeof realising any rigid, abstract ideas. Onthe contrary, it would
be an economy that overcomesthe economic problemsof Europeinthe
spirit of the 20th century, and, indeed, in their sole possibleway of solution:
the State as organism and its economy as part of an organic totality to
whichdl privateand classinterestsare subordinate.

Beforethe FHrst WorldWar, the European power-monopoly, themonopoly
of tradeand technics, secured dl requistemarketsfor the productsof Europe,

andwiththeseproductsEuropepadfor theraw and other materidsit ordered
from abroad. The First World War undermined this system in that,
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for itsduration, it deprived the overseas consumers of European
merchandise, and thus gave them the stimulus to construct
factories of their own. After the War, the capitalist international
economy was never again able to solve its problems, not even
through extensive state-intervention in the form of protective
tariffs, and the like. This development was concluded by the
Second World War. The old system passed away.

Theonly solution for the economic problems of Europe consists
in the most intensive possible rationalisation of all existing
possessions and in the acquisition of new resources for the
European economy. Naturally, Americainsists that Europe keep
the capitalist system. A Socialist Europe does not need America,
whereas a capitalist Europeisabeggars colony of America.

In the basic world-outlook of both the American population
and the ruling economic caste the world is still the object of
plunder. Americais not interested in forming and organising the
world, but in creating the widest possible opportunities for
financial-economic penetration of other countries. It isdriven even
to military conquest to attain thisgoal securely. Again, thisis 19th
century motivation, and its corrosive, pathological revival in our
Ageisasymptom of Culture-retardation.*

To the finance-capitalist politico-military thought is merely a
tool, albeit that it may seem to predominate at times. It is a
dangerous weapon. The possibility isever present that apolitical
general might like to rule the roost. The political general isthe
nightmare of the finance-capitalist, and therein liesthe explanation
for the inferior businessman-type and feebleminded liberals that
make up the American generalcy. All officers of strong will and
superior intellect are weeded out before they attain to the rank of
general; and in 1941 the Army regulations were so revised that
automatic promotion to general - which had been therulein the
American Army since its beginningsin the 18th century - was
eliminated, and promotion to that rank made dependent on
“service,” i.e., subservience to the Washington regime, or in other
words, on the lack of any earnest will and strong instincts.

* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 517 ff.
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To recapitul ate everything: thelnner Enemy of Europe may be
describedinthreeways.

1. Withregard to hisCulture-biological vaue.

2. Withregard towhich stratum embodieshim.

3. With regard to his conception of theworld.

1. Thelnner Enemy isthe bearer of Culture-retardation.

2. Thelnner Enemy isthe Michel-stratum; hisleadersarethe
churchills.

3. Thelnner Enemy is Capitalism, whereby theword isused inits
total meaning of aCultura-spiritual -ethical-economic principle.

In contrast to theforegoing, thetrue European spirit may belikewise
sketched:

1. ItisCulture-hedlth, i.e., theactualisation of the Inner
Imperative, accepting the chalenge of the Future.
2. Itisinthechargeof the Culture-bearing stratum, thehighest €elite
of the population, which stratum comprises no more than circa
250,000 souls.
3. Itisthegrand Ideaof Imperiaism, theworld-outlook that issuited
to the coming European Imperium of CultureState-Nation-People-
Race-Society.

For the purpose of demonstrating with the utmost clarity the elements
of thetwo world-outlooksin thisperiod of Western History betweenthe
Second and Third World Wars, aparadigm is appended:

Imperialism Capitalism

Faith Rationdism

Primacy of the Spirit Materidism

|dedlism Senqudism

Will-to-Power Will-to-Riches

World asobject of organi- World asobject of plunder

sation

Rank associa distinction Wedlthassocid distinction

Society asorganism Society asacollection of indi-
viduds

Fulfilment of Duty “Pursuit of happiness’
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Ascendant instincts;

|. Absolute Western self-pre-
servation

2.Absolute will tobiologica
fertility

3.Absolute will toincrease
power

Hierarchy
Discipline
Authority
Thesuperpersond organismas
Sate
Arigtocracy
Society asan organic unity
Sexud polarity
EuropeasImperium
EuropeasNation
Europe asFatherland
Order
Sability
Respongihility, al public
power exercised and admin-
istered openly

Resurgence of Authority

Idedl of Chivary, faithin onesdlf

Respect for the political enemy
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Decadent instincts:

1. Acquiescenceto the Outer
Revolt

2. Race-suicide, birth control,
Puritanism, Bohemianism

3. Surrender of theWorld-he
gemony of the West

Equdity
Freedom, ethical laissez-faire
Paliamentarianiam

Thesuperpersona organismas

society

Plutocracy

Class-war

Feminigm

Petty-statism

Chawvinigm

Petty-nationdism

Freedom

Constant motion, business-

cycles

[rrespongbility, anonymity,
public power in the hands of
private persons, finance cap-
italists, labour-dictators

Communism, Democracy

Liberdism

Separation of Word and Deed,

systematic hypocrisy
Replacement of respect by
hatred, “war-crimestrias,”
idealsasasubstitutefor
Honour on the battlefield



Cultivationof soldierly virtues Cult of bourgeoisvirtues, the

derisonof soldierly virtues

Eroticismasvice, thecult of
immordlity, generd spread

of clandestineandillegal
prostitution, an Erotic

without consegquences
Pacifism, preparation of the
coloured popul ationsfor “ self-
government,” the“right of sdif-
determination”

Equdity withthe Culturedien,
the* melting pot”

Eroticism aslegitimate sourceof joy
andfertility

Affirmation of War and Conquest

Separate statusof Culturedlien

WesternManasanindividua Rousseau: Man as Savage

human being, completdy dif-
ferent from primitivenon-
Western humans, Western Man

intheserviceof agreat Mission:

thefulfilment of theEuro-
pean Culture

Dawin: ManasAnimd

Marx: Man aseconomic crea-
ture

Freud: Man assexual creature

Science-as-Rdigion: Manas
Machine, capable of limit-

lessexistence, “ Victory
over disease,” etc.
Art practicedin conformity with “Lartpour| at”
the Cultural task
Palitico-military expanson Financid-military-economic
expansion

From acursory glance at the list of examplesit isobviousthat the
reigning forcesof Culture-retardation make use of theideasand instincts
of Imperialismwhenever and wherever they find it necessary and possible.
For instance, they subordinate Art to Politics. They have set up anew,
inverted hierarchy inwhichtheAmerican andthe Michd arethepatricians
and thetrue Europeanisthe plebeian. They preach * democracy” while
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ruthlessly imposing their will on the massesand pressuring themin so-
called el ections; they deny therightness of the ldeaof Conquest while
occupying Europewiththeir troopsand forcing itspeopleto take on heavy
paliticd, military, and economic burdensintheinterest of theextra-European
powers, and so on.

ThisistheAgeof Absolute Politics, and everyonewho actsinthisAge,
actsinitsspirit, whether he knowsit or not, whether he wishesit or
not. If hereflects, makes use of, valuesthat run counter to his stated
political beliefsand aims, then heis either hopelessly stupid or is
pursuing some other goa than thefulfilment of the Destiny of Europe-
theformation of theWestern Imperiuminthespirit of Ethical Socialism.

Therearetwo designs here: thefirst isthe design of the European
Michel, who seeks only his own advantage (the churchills) or that of
hisclass (thefinance-capitalist class; the prol etarian usufructuaries of
the looting of the body of Europe). The second designisthat of the
Cultural-outsider, thetotal alien, who in hisboundlessrancour directs
apolitical will-to-annihilation against the West, who negatesits Inner
Imperative,  whowould strangleits Destiny and divert it from the
Future. Geographically, he may act from outside the Western Culture,
or inside, in the form of Culture-distortion. In each case, it ishis
spirituality that clinchesthe matter, and the Culture-distorter isone of
the Outer Enemies of Europe.



THE OUTER ENEMIES OF EUROPE

When used in Politics, theword enemy has ameaning completely
different from what it haswhen used in regard to Culture or private
life. In privatelife, wecall him our enemy who bearsusill will. Applied
toworld politics, thisdefinition ismeaningless, for no state bearsill
will inany private sense. That istrue even in those casesin which a
political unit isanimated by apurely negativewill, and would express
it politically. For theform-world of Politicsitself conditionsal political
activity and transformsitswhol e content into power activity. However,
Politics seldom does supply itsown motivation - that isto be sought in
another realm.

Themotivation of theglobal power-strugglein our Age of Absolute
Politicsliesin Culture. On the planet thereisonly oneHigh Culturein
the process of fulfilment, the Western Culture, and asaspiritual front
it naturally assumesthe following form: the West against the Outer
Revolt. The spiritual motivation of the politics of all outer forces
whatever isthe will-to-annihilate the Western Culture. In apower-
struggl e between Europe and any outer force, each contestant will,
however, strive for power, that means control over the other. The
motivation of the contestantswill become apparent only after apower-
decisioninthestruggle. Thusit isobviousthat the West does not have
thedesireto destroy the peopl es, territories, resources, and low cultures
of the outer forces, whereasthese outer forces most emphatically wish
to destroy the peoples, landscape, resources, and the High Culture of
Europe, as the Russian-American occupation of Europe after the
Second World War demonstrated.

Inthe purely spiritual sense, then, Europe hasbut one* enemy,” the
Outer Revolt against the World Hegemony of the West. From this
great, fundamental fact we know that the Outer Revolt will provide
Europewith political enemiesso long asthe Age of Absolute Politics
lasts. A European victory inthestrugglefor the planet will not extinguish
the Outer Revolt asaspiritual front; it will Ssmply prevent it fromagain
risingtothelevel of political intensity.

At present, this spiritual front isdivided into two political units:
Russia and America-Jewry. Culturally, it is anomalous
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that Americaand one of the outer enemiesof Europeareinterdependent,
for Americabelongsby itsorigin and fateto the Western Culture. All the
same, it must now be counted among theenemiesof Europe, snceethicaly
and paliticaly itisdominated by the Culture-alien Jewish entity of Church-
State-Nation-Soci ety-Race. Just how thisdomination came about is of
lessconcernto Europethan thefact of it. The objective events of world-
history since 1933 show that in not oneinstance hasAmericapursued an
Americannationdist policy, but exclusively apolicy intheinterestsof the
Jewish entity.

In order to bring the metapolitical redlitiesof thisperiod between the
Second and Third World Wars into clearer focus, each of the Outer
Enemiesof Europe must beexamined separately.

Americais, and shall alwaysbe, acolony of the Western Culture. A
colonia spirituality determinesthefate of colonies. Soit hasbeenwith
every previous Culture. When on the Home-soil the parent-Culture
becomesextinct, everywherethe col oniesperish. Popul ation-streams may
continuein primitiveform; landscapes, of course, remain, but they are
desolate and tyrannise the human beingsthat just yesterday dominated
them; edificesmay yet stand, but their symbolismisnolonger understood.
A colony islinked by amystical bond, asthough by aspiritual umbilica
cord, to the parent organism, abond just asinexplicableand just asreal
astheonethat bindsthe Cultureto the soil onwhichit wasborn. A colony
thussharesacommon history with the parent-organism, and itslifereflects
- with anatural and organic retardation - the development of the Culture.
Inthe case of America, thisretardation generally correspondsto thelife-
duration of one generation. Thislagging behindisnot the samething as
Culture-retardation, for itisnatural and unavoidable. Still, that tardinessis
serviceableto the Culturally-parasitic group which isnow contriving to
prevent theAmerican colony from refl ecting the devel opment of itsparent-
organism. Thispathologica designisunattainable, of course, but any such
deviation from Culture-health must have enormous effects on the host
beforetheparasiteisexpelled.

The Jewish entity isaCultural form-world of itsown stamp, and can
therefore never be assimilated by the Western Culture.*
* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 376 ff.
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Sincethisentity findsitsalf inside the West - geographically speaking -
and sinceit must seek itspolitical actualisation, it necessarily influences
Western politicsin the direction of itsown interests. Though it be of
alienorigin, it must not appear alien; its politics must beregarded as
though it were legitimate politics, and not the alien politicsitis. The
Western ideol ogy of the 18th and 19th centurieswas admirably suited
to the political needsof the Jewish entity, but with the passing away of
that ideology and the birth of the Age of Absolute Politics, the
preconditionsfor the successful political activity of the Jewish entity
on European soil completely vanished. The fictive constructs of
“Liberte, Egalite, Fraternite” haveentirely died out in Europe; hence
the political history of the Jews, as quasi-members of the Western
nations, has also ended. Even so, the colonial tardinessin Cultural
devel opment and the disease of Culture-retardation makeit possible
for Jewry to retain its uncontested domination over the American
people.

Inthis period of history, Americaand Jewry formaSymbiosis. The
head of the organism isthe Jewish entity, the body isAmerica.

The problem of the existence-duration of this Symbiosisisof only
secondary importance to Europe. No one predicted the French
Revolutioninregardtoitstimeor itsform. No one predicted the Russan
Revolution of 1917, or the European Revolution of 1933, or the
American Revolutions of 1775 and 1933. No one can in any way
presagethetime or theform of aThird Revolutionin Americawhich
will take the power away from the Jewish entity and placeitinthe
hands of anew American ruling-stratum.* That Revolutionisan organic
possihility - indeed, even more: it isan organic Unavoidable. But since
thetimeof itsoutbreak isstill an Imponderable, the possibility of such
aRevolution can play noroleintheformation of Europe’spolicy, for a
policy cannot be based upon Imponderables, though it must beflexible
enough to adapt itself when they emergefrom therealm of the Unfore-
seen. Whenthe Revolution starts, it will bringin Americaare-awareness
of European politicsand are-evaluation of Europe’s meaning.

* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 549 ff.
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The Symbiosis of America and Jewry in this moment of history
between the Second and Third World Wars is decisive not only for
America, but alsofor Jewry. During the centuriesof its* dispersion,” the
Jewish entity never attained to the position of absolute sovereign over
the fate of aWestern host-people. But now it has come to that, and
Jewry hasidentifieditself for political purposeswith Americabeforedll
the world. In that Jewry became the overlord of America, it lost the
most important of its other possessions and bases. Before the Jewish
hegemony over America, the height of Jewish power wasin Bolshevist
Russia. In 1945, the superficial observer might have gained the
impressionthat thetotal political power of the planet wasbeing gradually
collected into one political unit. That wasin fact theaim of the Jewish
leadership, and the meansof creating the“world government” wasto be
theresurrected “ L eague of Nations.”

As has already been shown in IMPERIUM,* aworld-stateisan
organicimpossibility, and likewisealogical one. Sateisapolitical term,
and politica power resultsfrom polarity. A sateisthusaunit of opposition.
Althoughin theory aworld-state would not have an opposition, if one
werefounded, it would at that very instant split into two or more political
units. Thesewould devel op dong regional, cultural, class, or economic
lines- evendongthelinesdictated by adominant politica figure. Ignoring
the concrete example of failure afforded by the “ L eague of Nations’
after the First World War, the Jewish-American Symbiosis attempted
throughits“United Nations’ to create apower-monopoly for itself.

One great obstacle was present: Russia. It had been hoped, even
taken for granted, that Russiawould remain sufficiently under the control
of the Jewish entity to collaborate in the scheme and, together with
America, formally surrender itslegal sovereignty tothe*United Nations.”
But therise of the American-Jewish Symbiosisundermined the position
of the fragment of the Jewish “diaspora” in Russia. So long as Jewry
acted alone, it was politically effective in Russia. The worldwide
identification of Jewry with Americaaroused Russian nationalism, with
theresult that the Culture-alien Jewish entity of Church-State-Nation-
Society-Race lost its status as a member, so to speak, of the

* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 166 f; 170f.
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Russian national structure and wasre-classified asaforeign element,
thuslosing completely itspolitical effectivenessinsde Russia

Aswe have seen, the sole great spiritual-Cultural “enemy” Europe
hasisthe Outer Revolt, against the West, the great No to the Western
World-Mission, and this spiritual-Cultural front isdivided into two
political units, of which Russiaisthe second. Between the First and
the Second World Wars, Russiawas generally acknowledged to be
theleader of the Outer Revolt, but in the Russo-Japanese War, 1904-
1906, it was vice versa. At that time, Russiafigured as a Western
power against the Outer Revolt, which wasled by Japan asthe only
sovereign power outside the Western Culture. In between lies the
Bolshevist Revolution of 1917.

TheBolshevist Revolution was morethan political; it was Cultural.
Power was tranferred from the Westernised elementsin the church,
state, army, aristocracy, and intelligentsiato agroup basing itself upon
theinstinctively nihilistic stratum of the Russian peasant masses. The
primitive Russian Soul, unsure of itself, had been forced by the
Romanovs and the powerful inroads of German culturein Russiato
submit to Westernisation. Consequently, therearosein Russiaadreadful
tension of polarity between thetwo Souls, the Western and the proto-
Russian. Dostoievsky’s The Possessed depicts how it fermented
nihilistically beneath the surface. It wasthisunderground Russiathat,
led by the Jewish entity, broke away in 1917 from the West. By 1923,
thecivil warshad ended, and Western culturewasfor the time banished
from Russia. A community of destiny with Asiaand itsrevolt against
the West, rather than with a Europe whose form-world it had just
expelled from Russian soil, more nearly answered the expectations of
thenew Russia.

The Russian Soul istoo virile ever to be strangled by something
alien. Hencethe Jewish entity, despite the dominant position to which
it had attained with the Revol ution of 1917, wasincapableof maintaining
itsunconditional rule. The expulsion of Trotsky in 1928 marksthe
downward turning point for Jewry in Russia

And yet the Bolshevist Revolution did not eliminate thepolar tension
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within the Russian Soul. So long asthe Russian Soul, chaotic and full
of longing, animated by astrong will yet of weak resolve, existswithin
the sphere of influence of aWestern organism that is conscious of its
World-Mission, therewill remainin Russiaapowerful urgetowards
reunion with the West. The European Revolution of 1933 found an
echo in Russia, and when the European armies entered Bol shevist
territory in 1941, they were hailed everyplacethere as“liberators.”
Marshal Vlasov could haveraised armiesof millionsand affiliated them
with the European military forces, but, unfortunately, the European
Command did not make use of such aid until it was too late. The
possibility indeed existsthat asecond monstrous upheavel - with a
pro-Western Cultural aim - will overthrow the Bolshevist regime. This
possibility might berealised either through arenewed Westerninvasion
or through the appearance of anew Peter the Great. It isafurther
Imponderable. Today Europe must reckon with Russiaas part of the
Outer Revolt against itsWorld-Mission.

Sincethereare only two political powersintheworld, theworld
situation can assume only the form of preparation for war between
them: America-Jewry versus Russia.

If Bolshevism isunderstood as the urge to destroy the Western
Culture, then these two extra-European powersform an anti-Cultural
I nterregnum in Western History, the Concert of Bolshevism. Both
powers are formless and personal; neither is the expression of a
superpersonal Soul, a higher Destiny, an organically necessary
Imperativeto aWorld-Mission. The Outer Forces, whatever the extent
to which they have Western technicsat their disposal, whatever Western
customs they practise, whatever superficial display of literary
connexionswith the West they make, are, in fact, to be classed in the
same category with the formless powers of Tamerlane and Genghis
Khan, Sun Yat-sen and Kemal Ataturk, Lobengulaand the Mahdi.
Europeisstill the bearer of aWorld-1dea, agreat World-Hypothesis;
it still hasaninward necessity to view theworld in aparticular fashion,
an Ethic whereby it conductsitself towardsitin aparticular fashion
and reconstructs it in a particular fashion. For the single, all-
encompassing reason of thistotal difference between Europe, onthe
one hand, and theformless extra-European powers on the other, Europe
can haveat bottom nointerest in the projected Third World War within
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the Concert of Bolshevism per se. Nor would it make any difference
inthisif the War broke out in 1960 or 1975.

Nevertheless, Europeislinked politically to the projected Third World
War, and it must exploit every possibility in the diplomatic preparations
for that war to push throughitsLiberation. Europemust recall its Destiny
and itsWorldMission. It must assess the differences between thetwo
powersin the Concert of Bolshevism, and adapt itself so that it will
profit fromtheir changing fortunesin the eventsto come. Europe must
formitspoalicy.
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THE DEFINITION OF ENEMY

Aswe have seen, theword “ enemy” hasadifferent meaning when
appliedto Culture, privatelife, Palitics. Inthe Cultural sense, Europehas
only one“enemy,” and that isthe Outer Revolt against theWorld-Mission
of theWest. It embracesal primitive populations, eveninthose casesin
whichthey livegeographicaly withintheWestern Culture, asinNorthand
South America, andincludesal fellah-populations now inhabiting areas
whereHigh Culturesoncefulfilled themsaves, for example, theldamic,
Hindu, and Chinesepopulations. Likewiseit embracespopulationsinwhose
areasaHigh Culturehasnever existed, for example, the barbaric Russians
and Mongols, the savages of Africa, South East Asia, and the Pacific
idands. The Jewish entity comesfromthe Magian Cultureand will dways
belongtoit spiritually, that Magian Culturewhich during itslife-span gave
riseto theArabian, Persian, Nestorian, and Parsic peoples, among others.
While some of these entitiesmay havelost individualsto theWest, aien
unitscannot be assimilated by theWest in their entirety. Superpersonal
redlitiesonboth sidesforbidit. Itisan organicimpossbility. Theworld-
wide Cultural front against the West isdivided into two political units,
Russiaand America-Jewry, and theword enemy isused quitedifferently
inPalitics.

Politicsmeanssoliving lifethat itspossibilitiesare exhausted. Inthe
courseof events, Politicsdividesitsworldinto politica friendsand politica
enemies. Before Politicsundertakesthisdivision, al outer unitsarepotentid
enemies, anditisthetask of Politicsto select oneor moreunitsasenemies,
then, if possible, towin the other unitsasfriends.

The choiceof enemy isthemost important decisionintheentirerealm
of activity called Palitics. Themighty English Empire, which dominated
theworld for morethan acentury, foundered onitssmplebut profound
mistake of choosing the wrong enemy intwo World Wars. Thewhole
adroit ancillary diplomacy, thetotal war-effort, and the military victory
itsdlf did not succeed in preventing thedi sappearance of thegrestest Empire
inhistory and the destruction of England’ sown sovereignty. The English
homeland was not even spared the ultimate humiliation of occupation by
foreign troops, and, what ismore, these troops camefromitserstwhile
colony. Theformulation of policy isesoteric, and thisisproved by the
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selfsameexample: Notwithstanding the collapse and disappearance of the
English Empire, notwithstanding thereduction of Englanditsdlf tothestatus
of an“unsinkableaircraft carrier” for foreign air-forces, the Culture-
retarding stratum and the broad masseswere successfully persuaded by
foreign propagandathat agreat “victory” had somehow beenwon for
England.

Palitical blunderscan bemadeat twolevels: at thehighest level, where
the enemy isdetermined and friends can be obtained, or at the lowest,
wherethe policy based thereuponiscarried out. Theword error, inthe
strict sense, can be used in Politicsonly with regard to thefuture. Thus
onemust reproach England for choosing Germany asitsenemy inthe
Second World War when it was obviousthat itschoicewasan error. The
great von Moltke defined strategy as“the art of making onelesserror
than your adversary.” Thisdefinition can belikewise appliedto Politics.
Considered in retrospect, Lifeisafabric of errors. No one canforesee
the Future.

Politicsisconcrete; itistheart of the possible, not of thedesirable, not
of themora, not of what isworthy of aspiration. Politicsisanart, anditis
thegrandest of all arts, sinceitsmaterial ishuman lifeand itscompleted
work the blossoming of asuperpersonal Destiny. Whenawork of artis
executed by aninferior, animitator, an academic, theresultisapiece of
bungling. Theindispensablegift of thepaliticianisthegift of vison; after it
comesfinessein political activity. Without prior vision, thewholefateful
proceeding comesto naught.

A statesman comesnearest to the gift of visonwhen heisawareof his
own strength of will and that of his people and perceives the power-
currents of the political world. A steady adherence to both of these
fundamenta swill preservehim from thefar-reaching error of choosingthe
wrong enemy. Itistantamount to waging war against oneself. Inthe Second
World War, England sacrificed both the remnants of itsEmpireand its
own independencefor the benefit of Americaand Russia. Therearetill
peoplewhowould deny thisfact, but only factsarepositive, not thesclerotic
opinionsof half-blind dotards.

ThePoliticad Geniusisasuperlativeartist, and thusfreeof al negativity
in his creations. To histask he brings no hatred, no malice, no envy,
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nor any will-to-destruction that does not serve hiswill-to-power and will-
to-creation. Heisincapableof pursuing apolicy thatisbasically “anti” -
oriented, for example, apolicy that hasthedogan“WintheWar!” asits
“war-aim.” Such dogansmay have certain propagandavauefor thepolicy
of apolitica Genius, but only the shamelesdy hate-filled reactionary of the
Churchill sort makesapolicy of hishatred and assertsthat “ victory” at the
cost of salf-destructionissomething worth seeking. Naturdly, thepolitica
Geniusremovesfrom hispath all forcesopposing him, sofar ashecan;
but this“anti” -tactic heemploysfor the sake of increasing hispower, not
fromjealousy, prejudice, hatred, or meredidike.

The problem of choosing an enemy isthesamefor Europetoday, i.e.,
for the Culture-bearing stratum, asit would be for usif Europe were
congtituted asan actud politica unit. Today Europeisan areaand aPeople.
If it pursuestheright policy. tomorrow it will beapower - by virtueof its
Inner Imperatived one, which proceedsfromtheunfulfilled Destiny of the
Western Civilisation. The fact that Europe has a World-Mission
guaranteeesthat it will play arolein the centuriesto come. Whether this
rolewill bean active one, or merely passive, will becomeevidentinour
decades, and will be determined by the policy of the European Culture-
bearing Sratum.

Thechoiceof an enemy isnot arbitrary: We can designate apolitical
unit asenemy only if, first, we can overcomethat unit, and, second, by
overcoming it gain power. Clearly, inthissecond Interbel lum-Period Europe
cannot overcomeany power militarily becausethere doesnot and cannot
exist aEuropean military forceaslong as Europeisnot constituted asa
sovereign state. Any military forcedirectly or indirectly under thecommand
of the Washington regime cannot be called a* European military force.”
Thenationdity of anarmy isthet of itspalitica leadership, not of itscommon
soldiersor itsofficer-corps. In these circumstances, Europeiscompelled
towin power by spiritua-intellectual means. It must extract power from
one or both of the Outer Forces, Russiaand America-Jewry. That one of
thesetwo unitsfrom which Europe can draw true political power, viz.,
unlimited control over itsown land and people, isthe political enemy. It
cannot be emphasi sed enough that the enemy-definition doesnot entail,
from the European standpoint, any judgement of especially bad ethical,
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moral, aesthetic, or cultural qualities on the part of the enemy.
Culturally, aesthetically, morally, ethically, thereisno choosing between
Russiaand America-Jewry. Yet, politically, Europeiscompelled to
distinguish between them, by itsorganic necessity to trandateitsInner
Imperative into action. It would be impossible for Europeto play a
passiverolein History, evenif it wished, or it werewiser to do so. While
Lifeadvances, thereisno standing still.

The Definition of Enemy isaproblem that must be solved in thetotal
historical frame-of-reference of our Epoch. Thereby the power-
currents of the century, the power-problemsresulting therefrom, and
therelative danger for Europe must be considered.
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THE POWER-PROBLEMS OF
THE SECOND INTERBELL UM PERIOD

Owing to the false form of the first two World Wars and to the
presence of a Culture-diseasein the Western Civilisation, the power-
problemsin this period between the Second and the Third World Wars
arethe same onesthat have confronted Europe for half acentury, but
now intensified to the highest possible degree.

Inthe year 1914, the power-problemswere the following: how to
preserve Europe’s world-hegemony and how to make possible the
conversion of Europe from an accumulation of petty-stateswith the
hand-me-down world-outlook of a nationalist-capitalistic
parliamentarism to the determined shape of Europefor the 20th century,
viz., anAuthoritarian Socialist structure of Culture-Nation-People-
Race, the Imperium of the West. The form of the First World War,
shaped by Culture-retarderslike Grey, prevented anatural, organic
solution of thispower problem.

Between the First and Second World Wars, important stepswere
taken within Europe for the organic solution of the second problem,
thetransition of the 20th century phase of the European organisminto
theworld of reality. Hardly anything was done for the solution of the
first problem, owing to the precarious world situation at that time,
athough theltalianAbyssinian War did bring ageneral increasein power
for Europe.

But this organic move forward was halted by the meddling of
America-Jewry inintra-European affairs, and, aswe have seen, this
meddling brought about, in the same sterile form asthe First World
War, the tragedy of the Second World War. About 1939, the power-
problems consisted in the re-establishment of the world-hegemony
that had been amost entirely destroyed by the First World War, and in
the completion of the halfactualised |mperium of Europe. The Second
World War, occasioned by the extra-European, non-Western force of
America-Jewry and by the churchills of France and England, once
again thwarted the organic solution of these two problems.

As a result of the Second World War, it can be seen that the
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power-problems are essentially the same two. Only their order of
precedence has changed, so that now theproblemsare, first, the Liberation
of Europefrom extra-European rule, for the entirety of Europeisruled
fromaien capitds; and, second, thefulfilment of Europe sWorld-Mission,
i.e., thereconquest of itsworld-hegemony and the establishment of its
World Empire.

Every power-problem containsadigunction between thedistribution
of spiritual power-sources, on the one hand, and the distribution of
acknowledged power and itsattributes on the other. The spiritua power-
source- the possession of aWorld-Mission, acalling, amighty, positive
Inner Imperative, and anation-forming ethic - are found concentrated
amost entirely in Europe. Thespiritud resourcesthat exist outsde Europe,
inRussia, America-Jewry, and Japan, are merely areflex of the European
- aEuropean Will that isinspired there by Europe. In actuality, the Outer
Forcesare seeking to realisetheWorld-Mission of Europe, eventhough
they lack thelnner Imperativetoit. Their motivationiscompletely negative,
Thereby isexplained the circumstancethat theimmense concentration of
power in the Washington and M oscow regimes has brought no Order to
theworld, that both regimes perpetuate the Chaos|eft over in the 20th
century from the 19th century. Only Europe can give back to thischaotic
worldthePrincipleof Order.
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THE AMERICAN PO WERACCUMULATION

The American power-accumul ation can be called an *“ empire” only
inaloose, transferred sense. Within the SymbiosisAmerica-Jewry,
neither the Jewish entity nor the subordinate American element thinks
intermsof American Imperialism. Thusthe American head-of-state
specifically declared to the popul ace that no people on earth wasin
any sensesubject toAmerica, that America s* defense” of other peoples
did not entitleit to demand reciprocity from them, and, moreover, that
under no circumstances would America“dominate” another people.
What isof particular significancein thisistheanti-imperiaist ideology,
not the fact that all these principlesare completely disregarded inthe
political conduct of America-Jewry. Theintention hereisto prevent
therise of American Imperialist thinking, for that would run counter to
the anti-nationalist policy of thedominant part of the Symbiosis. But if
the Imperialist urge within the American people were of deep,
imperative force, and pregnant with the Future, it could not be
suppressed, and the power-accumul ation that the Washington regime
at present administerswould be organised into an American Empire.

However, atrue American Empirethat ishierarchically organised
and politically administered will never be, sinceitisnot among the
formative poss bilities of the American character. Now, anation cannot
arise by happenstance - apeople, yes - but anation isthe outflowing
of aHigh Culture.* Though Americacan never belong to any other
Culturethan the Western, in American life Western cultureisonly a
veneer. ltsinward influence on the American popul ation wastoo dight,
for example, to have prevented theinvasion of Culturally-alien units.
Thereisno American |dea, no American nation, no American ruling-
stratum - three way's of expressing the samething. To be sure, thereis
an American People, whose membersarein fact characterised by an
individua imperialism, whichisinstinctive, racial, economic. But this
individua imperialism can never lift itself to political heights. Thetrue
American Peopleisaunit based upon matriarchy. By itsown choice,
it leads a cocoon-like life within a closed system. The soul of this
People is too oriented to the feminine pole of existence, and it

Cf. IMPERIUM p. 328 f., p. 334 ff., p. 398 f.
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therefore cherishes peace, comfort, security, in short, the values of
individual life. War, conquest, adventure, the creation of form and order
intheworld - thesedo not interest the American People. Empire-building
demandssacrifices,; yet, for sacrificesto be made, and not just sacrificial
victims daughtered, theremust be an Idea.

TheAmerican power-accumul ation arose without sacrificesthrough
America’schanceintervention at two decisvemomentsinworld affairs.
Inthe First World War, America ssolewar-aim - according to the public
and private utterances of all leading Americanswho werein favour of
interventionin that War - wasto defeat “ German tyranny.” Aswasshown
in the analysis of Politicsin IMPERIUM, to have the defeat of an
arbitrarily chosen enemy asa“war-aim” isto havenowar-aim at all.
ThusAmericahad no political aminthat War. Therole England played
inAmerica sentry into theWar isnot important here. Important only is
the stock of ideasthat were played out to set the American Peoplein
motion. Inthe Second World War, America sinternal propagandawas
exclusively non-political. Again, the chief “war-aim” wasto “ defeat
Germany,” and the one attempt to display apositive“war-aim” wasa
seriesof negative proposals- al of themreflecting thefeminineval uesof
amatriarchy - to freetheworld of hunger, fear, etc. The psychological
orientation of the American People preventsAmerican governmentsin
peacetime from clearly expressing ademand for war. Inwartime, itis
obligatory to speak only of “peace.” “Victory” issupposed to bring only
“peace,” and not an extension of power. Abovedl, the purpose of victory
isnot an American Empire. After theextinction of the Federalist Party in
1828, no palitical grouping in Americapublicly advocated the creation
of an American Empire. The averagetype of party-politician ensures,
however, that every public man would advocate political imperialism
weretheideapopular.

TheAmerican power-accumul ation in thisepoch between the Second
and Third World Wars has arisen without sacrifice. Had sacrifice been
necessary for it, then it would not have arisen.*

Before 1914, Americacontrolled only asmall section of theworld-
surface: the North American Continent, Central America below

* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 472 ff., p. 482 ff.
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Mexico, smdl areasof northern South America. Not even the Caribbean
Sea could be called American, since European bases were numerous
there and the American fleet wasinferior in number to morethan one
European fleet. Inthe First World War, 10,000,000 menlost their lives
on the battlefield. Of thistotal sum America’s tribute amounted to
120,000; for thisslight toll in blood, Americaacquired sufficient new
territoriesand bases, obtained enough power for itself at sea, to have 1
/5th of the earth’ssurface under its control : North America, thewhol e of
Central America, including Mexico, theentire Caribbean, much of South
America, and half the Pacific. After the War, in accordance with the
feminine-matriarchal orientation of theAmerican People, thegreater part
of these power-acquisitionswas abandoned - thisoccurred through the
Washington Naval Treaty of 1921, under whichAmericaobligateditsalf
to sink half itsfleet without demanding the equivalent from England or
Japan. Yet the fact remains: Americaacquired apower-areathat was
four timeslarger thanitsorigina with thevanishingly smal blood-toll of
120,000.

By 1939, Americahad gained control, pari passu with the steady
decline of England’s power, of 1/5 of the earth-surface. At the end of
the Second World War, Americacontrolled 18/20ths of it. That isthe
largest power-accumul ation ever to come about in the entire history of
High-Cultures. Thetota number of dead of dl belligerent satesamounted
to approximately 15 million. America sportion of thislosswas 250,000.
In the Second World War, then, Americaacquired control of morethan
half the world without its having to make a blood sacrifice worth
mentioning in connexion with such an operation.

Not even such unparalleled political successesfill the soul of the
American Peoplewith satisfaction. America, asaPeople, isorganic,
andwill forever remainisolationist. I solationismistheonly American
characteristic that can be called “ nationalism.” The American soul does
not delight at all inthisworld power. It findsinit no reason for pride.
When in 1947 the Washington regime calmly handed over Chinato
Russia, that is, the focus of America’ s quarter of theworld’s power,
Americanstook no notice. Thediplomaticintermediary inthetransfer
was publicly honoured and draped with medals. Only afew yearsafter
the War, ships were taken from the American fleet and delivered to
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Japan en masse to Serve as the basis of a new Japanese navy. No
American nationalist protested, for in Americathereareno nationalists,
only victimisedisolationists.

It isastrange phenomenon, and History will deal withit aswith so
many other transient paradoxes, that between the Second and Third
World WarsAmerican troopswere stationed all along the perimeter of
the political world, viz., the northeast quadrant of the planet, and this
widedispersion of American armed forcesdid not involve any kind of
national exultation for Americans. Thereasonfor that isAmericansare
primarily economics-oriented. TheMasculine Principleistoredisehigher
ideasthrough art, warfare, Politics. Nothing could be further from the
Americanided thantha. TheFeminine Principleisto nourishand preserve
life- that istheAmericanidea. Americansthereforedo not delightinan
“empire’ that continualy laysclaimtotheir wealth and congtantly demands
areductioninther standard-of-living. Initstraditiona isolation, America
needed no armies, garrisons, subventionsto foreign countries, and Grest
Wars. Thesuperficial politisation of Americahasbrought theAmerican
People economicinjuries, and thusconfirmeditinitsisolation.

TheAmerican casudty listsinthefirst two World Wars, dight asthey
werenumericaly, hitthe American Peoplein asenstive spot. No mother
regjoicesinthedesth of her children, and matriarchy informstheAmerican
soul. Americansdo not lovetheir victories, whereas the deaths they
count bitterly. Long before American intervention in each of thetwo
World Wars, therewas already adefacto state-of -war between America
and European or Asiatic belligerents. In each case, the possession of
numerous“allies’ provided Americans with acertain solace. In the
Second World War, long lists of American allieswere published, and
considered effective propagandaeven though few of the*“allies” were
still power-factorsor even existed. Indeed, with the alternative: war
now with alies, or war later, standing a one, Americacan beforced into
awar. Theold European proverb: Vid’ Feind, viel’ Ehr findsno resonance
inmatriarchal America

ThisAmerican character-trait isaPonderabl e of which Europe must
takeaccount in shapingitspolicy. IntheAmerican mind (and likewisein
the policy-decisionsof the Cultura ly-alien Washington regime), Europe
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isthe basisof every war-plan against Russia. This Ponderable might
be used by Europein either one or the other of two ways, aswill be
shown later. Moreover, Europe’s Culture-bearing stratum must keep
inmind that it doesnot matter at thistimewhether America, asaPeople,
canregain itsindependence and sovereignty or whether it will remain
simply the instrumental part of the SymbiosisAmerica-Jewry. For
political purposes, Americaand Jewry have becomeaunit; what name
thisunit recelvesisnot important.

It remainsfor usto compare and evaluate from apolitical standpoint

the psychology of the two extra-European powers, America-Jewry
and Russia.
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THE CONCERT OF BOLSHEVISM,

Neither Russia nor America-Jewry belongs to the Western
Civilisation, though America, considered abstractly inand of itself, asit
was before the Revolution of 1933, isstill a European colonial-people.

Hencethereisno Cultural casusbelli inthe coming Third World War
between thesetwo powers. They both belong to the Outer Revolt against
theworld-supremacy of theWest, and the collectiveterm for thisrevolt,
which turns, destroying and negating, against the creative affirmation of
the Western Destiny, isBolshevism. Within the Concert of Bolshevism
thereare, of course, differencesaswell assimilarities. Both must be
evaluated.

With both world-powers, thereigning ideology comesfrom abygone
Western world-outlook. TheAmericanideology of “freedom,” “equality,”
and legalism stemsfrom 18th century Europe, as doesitsunderlying
philosophy of materialism. The Russianideol ogy of Marxism comesfrom
19th century English Capitalism, of which Marxismisasupplement. In
Russia, Marxismistreated asareligion, for the prime characteristic of
theRussansoul isitsreligiosity. Whatever thissoul takesserioudly, beit
even the absurd end-product of Western materialism - Pavlovian
reflexology, scientific psychology -, it dealswithin areligiousway, that
is, inaway transcending action. Nowherein Russian lifeisthereanything
that in any way correspondsto the Marxist schema. TheRussian soul is
not yet politically mature, and Russia continuesto use Marxismasa
political export article, even though amarket for it no longer exists,
sincetheFirst World War buried theform-world of the 19th century for
ever. America-Jewry, which issimilarly maladapted to the New Age,
exportsto Europe the shop-worn ideology of Montesquieu, Constant,
Mill, Bentham, and hopesthat on thisbasisit can turn the Destiny of
Europe back two centuries.

In America, on the other hand, Marxism is not atheory but a
fact. In the realm of facts, Marxism means class-war. Americais
the classic land of finance-capitalism and trade unions, the two
organised groupsthat systematically plunder the national economy.
Not only Marx, but all 19th century theorisers were
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obsessed with economic doctrines - Malthus, Darwin, Mill, Spen-
cer, Shaw. American lifeisessentially oriented to economics, and
every aspect of Lifeissimply referred for itsjustification thereto.

Feminine-matriarchal lifeisroutine; henceAmericanlifeisroutine
and technicised. Booksinstruct the population “How To Win Friends,”
how social life, family life, sexual life areto be conducted. Yet this
uniformisation of lifeisnot perceived as burdensome or ignominious-
the American populationisentirely passive and feelsquiteat homein
thisatmosphere of anursery. The social instincts predominate over
theindividual instincts, and every American child istaught from his
earliest daysthat the essence of leading asuccessful life consistsin
“getting along with people.” Thereisno other way to realise this
ideal than to renounce one’sindividuality. That isthe explanation for
thedifficulty of kindling any kind of political oppositionin America.
Assoon asapolicy secures afoothold and becomes popular, itis
right and respectable. Radical or persistent criticismisimpossiblein
America; theterm “individualist” isnearly aninsult. The extirpation
of strong individuality precludestherise of atrueelite, an aristocracy,
aruling-stratum, for these are always based upon strong individuality
and thefeeling of uniqueness. All feelings of superiority, of higher
self-esteem, of uniqueness are educated out of the American while
heisstill in kindergarten. It isimpressed on him that his existence,
his problems are exactly like those of everybody else.

An elementary demand of Life, however, isthat every group
possessadtratified socia articulation. America’s” elite” for economic,
technical, industrial, social purposesisthe businessclass, thosethirty-
thousand technical-managerial brainsthat permit Americanlifeto
function. For political purposes, the® dlite” isthe Jewish entity, which
enjoysamonopoly of power in all mattersbut isespecially conspicious
inthedirection of foreign affairs. Thetechnical-managerial caste has
no sense of carrying out amission; it doesnot regard itself as superior
in nature, but only as more proficient in intellectual -technical
matters. Thistype of social-technical differentiation resemblesthat
which exists among the social insects, for example, the bees

* Cf. IMPERIUM, p. 502 ff., p. 524 ff.
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and ants.

Russian life is fundamentally barbarian. The barbarian is to be
distinguished not only from Culture-men, but from savages, primitives,
fellaheen, and decadentsaswell. Barbarianisaword full of promise, for
thebarbarian isinwardly in motion. The Germanic tribesthat occupied
Imperial Romewere barbarians, and from this Germanic stock came,
many centuries|ater, menwhowrought theWestern Culture. Thebarbarian
isthepre-Cultura form of humanity, just asdifferent fromthefelah, the
end-product of aCulture, asfrom the savage, the proto-human typethat
standsin no relation whatever to aHigh Culture. Thebarbarianisstrong-
willedyet irresolute. He can bereadily converted to new doctrines- witness
the Russian “conversion” to Marxism -, but the conversion must be
superficial, for mere verbiage cannot abolish the difference between
Culture-man and barbarian. The barbarian isrough and tough, not keen-
witted, full of artifice, and certainly not legaisticandintdllectudised. Heis
the opposite of decadent. Heisruthlessand does not shrink back from
destroying what othersmay prizehighly.

America sideology - 18th century materidistic egditarianismand 19th
century capitalism - and Russia' sideol ogy - 19th century proletarian
capitalism - are both permeated with the spirit of their respective
popul ations, the American ideology with that of the amalgam of negro-
Jewish-Agatic-Indian-European dements, asmodified by the peculiarities
of thelandscape, the Russianideology with that of the nomadic tribes of
Asia, which areimbued with the enormousimpersondlity of theAsiatic

steppes.

The Culture-man outside the Culture-sphere standsin danger of losing
hisCultural-orientation - what the British civil adminigtrationin Indiaused
tocdl “going negative.” During theexpans on of theAmerican population
over thevast plains, theAmerican colonial lost well-nigh every contact
with Western tradition and Western happenings, and hisWestern culture
was diluted. Only in one part of America was there a successful
transpl antation of Western culture, in the South, but it was destroyed, for
all practical purposes, by thevictory of the Yankeesinthe SecessonWar,
1861-1865. WhiletheAmerican lost hisWestern culture, step by step, he
became primitive. Had hefought a Culturally-alien world, such asthe
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Chinese or Hindu, he would have retained his Cultural-orientationin
fullest measure, for conflict with theAlien strengthensthe Proper. But
he fought merely savages and, more often, the landscape itself, the
hardships of Nature. In the inward contest between Culture and
Landscape, Landscapewaslargely the victor. Because comfortisone
of themain idealsof theAmerican, hisvital impetusfindsexpression
primarily in the domain of technics. Unrestrained by tradition, by
political or social considerations, hefell head over heelsinto absolute
technical development, and - in technics - he made histhe foremost
among the Western Colonies. Thus, asaresult of hiscentury of state-
less expansion, the American succumbed, on the one hand, to the
primitivity of hisvast and empty continent, while, asaresult of the
concentration made possiblefor him by the absence of power-struggles,
on the other, he made himself in some respects superior to Europeans.
Thishad asits consequence yet another peculiarity.

Thesimultaneous presence of primitivity and over-civilisationinthe
American shaped hisrelationship to Europe into an unhealthy one.
With hisstrong technical aptitude, he cameto regard Europeasinferior;
with his primitivity, he failed to comprehend Europe’s Cultural
Imperativein the 20th century. Hence he offered no resistance when
the Culture-distorting regimefoisted on Americatheideathat it had to
educate Europe.

Thisideacould beall themoreincul cated sinceAmericaisby nature
feminine-matriarchal and attributesgreat valueto formal education. In
America the autodidact will find neither political, academic,
professional, nor social recognition. Thispeculiarity of theAmerican
character has been aggravated by the Culturedistorting element, and
American schools and universities have been made into scholastic
factoriesthat produce uniform biological units. They have eradicated
human individuality, so far asthat can be attained at all in the human
species. All valuesimparted through this“ education,” such ascomfort,
security, and social uniformity, may befound onthepurely animal level
inman. None appedl to the specifically human level, whichisembodied
at highest potential by the unique and individualised human being, with
hisloftier values.

While the American is a Culture-man, reprimitivised on the
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onesideof hisbeing, over-civilised onthe other, snceheiscompletely
and entirely animated by theideal sof peace, comfort, and security, the
Russianisabarbarian, and still wholly primitive. Centuriesof Petrinism
never touched the underground Russia. No matter that it figured assuch
for centuries, Russianever became anation of theWest. Americaisa
genuine Western colony, though, to be sure, it must now be counted part
of the Outer Revolt.

The orientation towards technics is common to both: Americais
technical by instinct; Russiahas become so under compulsionfromits
leaders, who have only politico-military reasonsfor embracing technics.
Inthefield of philosophy, America’s sole contribution to the Western
intellectual heritage was Pragmatism - the doctrinethat Truthis*“what
works.” In other words, Truthisnot afunction of the Soul, but of Nature.
Pragmatismisat onceaprimitiveand over-civilised philosophy, primitive,
becauseits position vis-d-vis Truth isdevoid of higher culture; over-
civilised, because it makes all Truth merely an attribute of Technics.
Expressed intermsof theAmerican psychology: “ Trueiswhat procures
memore security, morecomfort.” InAmerica, obsessonwithtechnicsis
the expression and content of life of the population. Itisinstinctive, and
Americanaturally seeksto export it to whatever countriesitsarmiesand
bomber-squadrons have conquered. In Russia, on the other hand, the
technics-obsessonmerdy servespaliticad and military ends, andisimposd
on the Russian population only through the apparatus of a political
dictatorship. The Russian experiencesthingsprimarily inareligiousway;
hencetheincredible spectacle of hisworshipping amachine.

Russaexhibitsthe same education-obsess on asAmerica: Inthewords
of Lunacharsky: “ Education, distributed according to Marxist principles,
can make even themost mediocre Oriental intelligent.” Onceagain, a
common denominator withAmerica. There, too, “intelligence” isregarded
assomething that can be acquired, and, moreover, asthe only distinction
between human beings. Both Russiaand Americahold that the External
formsand conditionsthe mind. Both emphasisetotally environment and
experience, negate dogmatically Spirit and Soul. For both the collective
manistheidea andtheprevalent type. In boththere naturally existsthe
most extremeintol erance towards anything other than the mass-ideal.
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InRussa thecrazefor uniformity, ind uding theeducationmania, islikewise
imposed from aboveto carry out apolitical programme. Theemphasison
the power of environment, the adoration of reflexol ogy, theidolisation of
machines, of statisticsand percentages, and of economictheoriesgeneraly
- dl thisisinRussasmply technique, anditisall essentidly negative: the
Russian peasant-barbarian soul isareligiousferment, and, assuch, abhors
economic theories, machines, science, and nationalism. The programmeof
M oscow-Bolsheviamrepresentsameansof quashing thehyper-individudity
of apeople of Pugachevs, Aksakovs, Kropotkins, Nechayevs, Dosto-
ievskys, Rasputins, and Shoptsy. Primarily, M oscow-Bolshevismisamethod
for politicisng therdigious-barbarian Russa. That theM ascow regimeuses
Marxismasan export-articleissmply politica idiocy, and the possibility
congtantly exigtsthat it will oneday discard it becauseof itsineffectiveness.

For Europethefollowing distinctionisimportant: American-Jewish Bol-
shevismistheingtinctive destruction of theWest through primitive, anti-
Culturd ideas- peace, comfort, security, abolition of individudity -, through
over-technicisation, through theimposition of Culture-distortion and Cul-
ture-retardation. Russian Bolshevism seeksto attain thedestruction of the
West inthespirit of pan-Savicrdigiogty, i.e, theRussficaion of dl human-
ity.

Thus American-Jewish Bolshevism posesareal spiritual threat to
Europe. Initsevery aspect, American-Jewish Bolshevism strikesaweak
spot inthe European organism. Evenin Europethere existsastratum,
the Michel-stratum, theinner-America, whichisanimated by the purely
animal American ideal of peace, comfort, security, abolition of
individudity. Evenin Europethereisan dement that would liketo replace
culturewith machinery. Even on Europe Culture-retarding regimescan
be imposed, if necessary with American bayonets. Even in Europe
Culture-digtortionispresent: thedictature over Europe of theAmerican-
Jewish Symbiosisitself. And evenin Europe, inthe midst of the Age of
Absolute Politics, the Cato-type exists: You can watch him babbling,
misty-eyed, about democraticidealswhilethe Barbarian and the Distorter
occupy the sacred soil of the West. The 20th century European Cato
would rather seethe West destroyed than havefinally to tosstherubbish
of democratic ideals on the scrap heap of history, where the corpse
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of Democracy liesstinking and putrescent after ahalf century of
decay.

Russian Bolshevism is simply barbarism, and therefore finds no
resonance anywherein Europe. Even Europe’ slowest spiritual stratum,
theinner traitor, the Michel-stratum, has nothing whatever in common
with the pan-Savism of barbaric population-streams. Russianreligiosity
has been temporarily and, from aCultural standpoint, falsely raised to
political intensity asareflex of the great Western spiritual development,
the Resurgence of Authority, the genesisof the lmperium-1dea. Without
the Western Culture, there would be no such structure asRussia, only
marauding tribes of barbaric horsemen likethe Cossacksin TarasBulba.

Russian Bolshevism is therefore less dangerous to Europe than
American-Jewish Bolshevism, for no aspect of itsmenace corresponds
to aweaknessin Europe sspiritua armour. Europe actualy hasan inner
America, the Michel-stratum; however, Europe hasnoinner Russia.
Obvioudly, the so-called Communist Partiesare not at all thereliable
toolswherewith a Russian occupation of Europe could bebuilt. Infact,
thework of these Communist Partiesisalready done. They were useful
instrumentsof early Bolshevism'sforeign policy, especidly intheperiod
1933-1939. During the Second World War, they helped save Russia's
existenceasapolitica unit; after theWar, they helped createthe Russian
power-accumul ation, extending from Hanover to Hong-K ong, thelargest
contiguous poweraccumul ation in the history of theworld. Yet, today,
between the Second and Third World Wars, all Communist Parties,
including theAmerican, arepoliticaly indggnificant.

The Communist Parties of the West are sSimply class-war units, not
bearers of barbarism and Russian pan-Slav nationalism. In the 20th
century, all areforced to think in termsof factsand not merely words,
so far as Politicsis concerned, and Russia’s connexion with Western
class-war restsssmply onwords. Russiaclaimsto bethe bearer of class-
war in the West. Nevertheless, during the Second World War the
M oscow regime forbade the American Communist Party to engagein
classwarfare. Actudly, theentire policy of usng Marxismasapolitical
export-articleisnow political stupidity, for Marxism haslost itsformer
rabble-rousing valueintheWest. The highpoint of class-war intheWest
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has passed.

In particular, it wasthere-orientation of Russian world-policy after
the Second World War, the turning against the Jewish entity of Church-
State-Nation-People-Race, that seal ed the doom of every Communist
Party inthe West, the onein Americaincluded.

Theblow that the American-Jewish Symbiosishasdedt the European
organismiswell-known. Thevauesof thisSymbiossarepurely animd,
anti-Spiritual, anti-Aristocratic, anti-Cultural, anti-Heroic, anti-
Imperialist, and therefore appeal to theworst element in the European
population and to theworst in every individual European. In each point
of itsattack, America-Jewry opposesthe valuesof Capitalismto those
of Imperiaism, the heroic world-outlook of theAge of Absolute Palitics.
Withthe spiritual-ethica valuesof Capitalism, America-Jewry isplanning
tokill the Western organism. But since the Past can never destroy the
Future, only attempt to thwart it, that meansAmerican bayonetsimposing
theanti-Culturd Interregnum on Europe, and therein liesthe possibility
that for Europewill follow many decadesof degradation, chaos, darkness,
stultification, misery, and wasting away.

The effect that a Russian occupation of Europe would have onthe
Western Cultureisnot yet equally well-known, and can be determined
only by uncoveringitsorganic basis.

The Russian isabarbarian; the European isaCulture-manin his
late-Civilisation phase. Before thismoment in History, barbarianshave
violently invaded Culture-areas. In the 16th century B.C., Northern
barbariansinvaded the Egyptian Culture-petrifact, to enact the chapter
of history that iscalled the“Hyksos’-era. About 1700 B.C., theK assites
conquered and occupi ed the Babylonian Culture-area, and, around the
sametime, theAryansin abarbaric wave from the North flooded into
and conquered the Culture of thelndus. Chinesehigtory initsfirst firrings
isthe epic of abarbarian invasion by the Chou. Imperial Rome - even
Republican Rome - was invaded more than once by the barbarian
Germansand Gauls. In noneof thesehistoricd instancesdid theinvasion
of the barbariansdestroy the body of the Culture; in each casetheresult
was finally the absorption of the barbarian elements into the
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Culture-body or their expulsion. The barbarian comesto destroy and
staystolearn. Spiritually, thebarbarianisatabularasa. Labileand child-
like, heiseager to apply the new doctrines, new life-forms, towhich he
has been converted. Hence the Romanov Petersburg of the 18th and
19th centuries displayed ahigher degree of Western Politesse and so-
cia-formthan any European capital beforeit.

Thebelief that a Russian-barbarian occupation of the whole of Eu-
ropewould be similar to the Russian occupation of half of Germany
after the Second World War isacompl etely fal se estimate of the possi-
bilities. A Russian occupation of all Europewouldinvolvean entirely
different distribution of forcesand acompletely different psychological
situation. Inthefirst place, the Russian occupation after the Second
World War originated asagift fromAmerica. Cynically, Europe' sbor-
der against Asia, which had been pushed back gradually over amillen-
nium, wasrestored to its place of 900 yearsago. Thusthehistory, honour,
and traditions of thirty generations of Europeanswere outraged. The
atrocities committed during thefirst years of the Russian occupation
were permitted, encouraged, and even imitated by America. Without
American encouragement, Russiawould not have been in the position
to commit itsatrocities. In the second place, Europewasnot politically
abletointerveneto protect 30,000,000 Europeans, for every European
country was governed by the churchill-regimesthe Americanshad ap-
pointed, and these puppet-governments greeted barbarian Russiaas
their “vadiant aly” whiletheir membersexchanged decorationswith those
of theMoscow regime.

Russia’ s occupation of asmall part of Europe and itsdomination
over onetenth of the European popul ation after the Second World War
were made possible only by the Washington regime, which, in 1945,
wanted Europe so divided that the Red Flag would wave over Berlin
and Vienna. If the Washington regime, instead of giving Russasmply a
small part of Europe, had abandonedtoit all of Europe- andthatisa
possibility containedintheeventsto come-, thedivision of forceswould
be completely different. Instead of Americalewry, thewhole of Russia,
Eastern Europe, and most of Western Europe - under churchill-regimes
- ranged against part of Germany, then against 200,000,000 Russians,
would be arrayed the total body of the West, 250,000,000 men who
are superior to them in intelligence, technical skill, organisational
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talent, and will-to-power. If thishappens, Americawill beexpelled from
Earope, onceandfor al. Europewill havebut asingleenemy. That would
be aunifying factor such asdid not exist from the First Crusade until
L epanto.

A Russian occupation would devel op along one or the other of two
lines. Thefirgt possibility isan endlessseriesof European uprisingsagaingt
Russathat could result only intheexpulsion of thedemoralised barbarians.
The second possibility would result from Russia’sintroducing aclever
regimeand according Europe extend veautonomy and magnanimoustresat-
ment. Within afew decades, thisEuropewould naturdly amat infiltrating
horizontally thewhole Russan seet of origin, itstechnical, economic, socid,
and, findly, military and political life. Instead of the Russification of Europe,
asDogtoievsky and Aksakov dreamt of it, would result the Europeanisation
of Russiaonce again, and thistimein far stronger degree. Thiswould
occur from purehigtorical necessity, sncethisistheAgeof Absolute Politics
and Europeispaliticaly shrewd whereasbarbarian Russaisformlessand
politicaly inept, fluctuating between sensd essvehemenceand inner doulbot.
Not even themost brilliant statesmenin Russiacould usethisbarbarian
material to subjugate Europeinthisimperidist stageof itsDestiny. An
attempt by Russia to integrate Europe into its power-accumulation
peacefully would eventudly resultintheriseof anew Symbios's: Europe-
Russa. Itsfina formwould bethat of a European |mperium. An attempt
by Russiato chastise and terrorise Europe without the help of America
would result in Russia sexpulsion from Europefor good, by aEurope
whose own dormant barbarian instincts had been thus reawakened.

If Russiashould occupy Europe and attempt to imitatethe American
policy of encouraging petty-statism, to divide and conquer, it would fail
utterly. Americahas been successful in that policy only because of its
accessto the European Michd-stratumwith itslickspittlechurchills. The
Michel yearnsfor American capitalism and liberalism, but trembleswith
abysmal cowardice before Russian barbarism. The Communist Parties
would be of dight use to Russia in any attempt to set up puppet-
governmentson themode of America schurchillregimes. Theleadership
and membership of these Communist Partiesis composed of inferior
Europeantypes, not of pan-Savsor religious Russian nationalists.
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Thebarbarian, immatureand unversedinthesubtletiesof theart of Palitics,
trustsonly thosewho are of hisown religion, and thetruereigion of the
Russanisnot Marxism, but Russa Thefirg victimsof aRussan occupation
of Europewould bethe European Communists, whowould beliquidated at
thedightest suspicion of didoyalty. Their “ Communism” semsfrom books,
thelr pro-Russian sentiments from hatred and envy of their European
surroundings, their utopian orthodoxy about Russiacomesfrom alack of
redismand anexaggeraiedintdlectudism. TheRussanknout andtheRussan
revolver would soon teach themwhat they havenot learnt from their books,
would shatter their utopianided sand givetheir hatred anew focus.

Russd seffect on petty-statism and petty-nationdismwouldin noway
resembleAmerica ssuccessful perpetuation of these Culture-pathological
phenomena. To carry out itspolicy in Europe, Americaneeds petty-statism.
Not only doesit work inthespirit of theprinciple, divideetimpera, it aso
cannot think outsidethe narrow framework of it. After the Second World
War, the Washington regime, which held abosol ute power toforceitswill on
enfeebled Europe, announced its policy of a“united Europe.” It then
proceeded to Balkanise Europe politically and atomise it socially in
unparalleled fashion. Numerous congresses of toothlessand infantileold
men from the 19th century passed even morenumerousresol utions, but the
result was continued disunity and chaos. Thechildish dotardshad received
permission from Weashington to jabber about the* unification” of Europeas
much asthey liked, but they were not allowed to say aword about the
Liberation of Europe. That iswhy al these congresses|ed to nothing. For
the Unification of Europe and the Liberation of Europe are oneand the
sameprocess. seenfromwithin, itisUnification; fromwithout, liberation.

Thefact that Russiaused thefiction of “independent” statesinitspost-
War occupation of Eastern Europe offersno criterionfor itspolicy inthe
event it should occupy Western Europe, the Europethat issynonymous
withtheWestern Culture. Inany case, amply the presence of thebarbarian,
let donehispolicy, would dissolvethe Inner Enemy of Europe, theMichd-
gratum, and thusliberatedl creativeforceswithin Europefromthetyranny
of the Pest.
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Without the Michel, without hisleaders, namely the churchills,
without American bayonets, the distribution of forceswould be as
follows: the European will-to-power and the European Destiny against
the sheer military might of abarbarian horde. The dissolution of the
Michel-stratum woul d automatically destroy petty-statism, for petty-
statist ideals and theories are preserved only in Culture-retarding
brains. The barbarian, whether he wished it or not, would complete
the spiritual unification of Europe by removing theonly innerEuropean
obstacleto that unity. From the Spiritual to the Political is but one
step.

Thefollowing would be the results of the two possible kinds of
Russian policy, thefar-sighted policy of striving to integrate Europe
into an enormous Russian Empire, embracing the whole world, and
the policy of attempting to rule Europe by terror and violence.

Should Russiaaim at alasting incorporation of Europeinto its
Empire, it could succeed only if it granted Europe significant
concessions. The first of these would have to be administrative
autonomy for Europe asaunit, for that isthe desire of all Europeans
- the Michel-stratum and its leaders, the senile churchills, of course,
excepted.

Should Russiaattempt to terrorise Europe, it would summon forth
in the European People the will to counter-terror. Faced with the
barbarian, all Europeans, even the simplest minded liberal's, would
learn the necessity of inner firmness, of astern will, the virtues of
Command and Obedience, for these alone could force the barbarian
to accept demands, or else retreat to his tundras and steppes. All
Europeanswould realise that not parliamentary babble, class-war,
capitalism, and el ections, but only Authority, the Will-to-Power, and
finally, the military spirit could ever drive out the barbarian. The
expulsion of England’sarmy of 40,000 men by afew hundred Irish
guerrilla-fightersin the years 1916-1923 would be repeated on a
larger scale. Inagreat, unrelenting War of Liberation, Europewould
uniteitself, and cast the barbarian back to the distant plainsof Asia.

To conclude: Between the two powersin the Concert of
Bolshevism that dominatesthis Second I nterbellum-Period,
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there are numerous similarities, some profound, others superficial.
Neither of :hetwo isan organismwith apositive Mission; neither of the
two exhibitstheinner qualitiesthat alone canfound and preserveaworld-
system; neither of them has or can have an aristocracy; in short, neither
of themisthe seat of aHigh Culture. In both the element of L andscape
predominatesover the cultural component in every stratum of thehuman
material; both make use of an antiquated Western ideology that is
completely ineffectual in the world-situation of the Age of Absolute
Politics; both have not the faintest inkling of the Imperium-1dea, the
necessary fulfilment whereof isthetotal historica meaning of thisAge;
both believeit possibleto attain astatic world-order in which History
would have ceased to exist, and this belief makes both dangerously
relentless; both believe Europe can be destroyed asapolitico-Cultural
unit, and degraded to thelevel of China.

Thus, from the European standpoint, thereisin aCultural senseno
choice between these two powers, for both represent fundamental
oppositesto European Cultural imperatives.

Intheir political relationto Europe, however, thetwo extra-European
powerswidely and fundamentally differ. Owing to the presence of a
European inner America, the Washington regimeisableto establish or
maintain in every European country: Culture-distortion, petty-statism,
finance-capitalism, democracy, economic distress, and chaos. Regardless
of itsintentions, Russiaproducesaspiritua aversion throughout Europe.
If America, deliberately or otherwise, relinquished to Russiathewhole
of Europe, Russia’s occupation would haveto be based either onterror
or large-scale concessionsto procure collaboration. Both occupation
policieswould endin the domination of Russiaby Europe, ether through
apeaceful inner conquest or aseriesof Liberation Warsthat Europe
wouldwageasaunit against Russia. Barbarian Russiacan only awaken
Europe' ssterner ingtincts. The American-Jewish Symbiosis, composed
of fellah-Jews and American colonialswho are at once primitive and
over-civilised, appesl sto thelowest stratum of Europe and to the lowest
stratum in every European, the stratum of animal instincts, laziness,
cowardice, avarice, dishonour, and ethical individualism.

Americacan only divide Europe-no matter what itspolicy.
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Russiacan only unite Europe-no matter what its policy.

From their comparative relationshipsto Europe, it follows quite
clearly that a Russian-barbarian domination of all Europe, if such a
thing were brought about by American policy-and that isthe only way
such an event could occur-would belessinjuriousto the Destiny of
Europe than a continuation of the American-Jewish domination, for
the barbarian, by hisvery presence, would dissolve the Inner Enemy
of Europe, the Michel-stratum, and unite Europe spiritualy.

Thisbringsusto the concrete question of political decisionsfor Europe.
The political question would be: How is power to be enlarged? But
since Europe has no power, the question is. How is power to be
obtained? There are only two political unitsintheworld; hencethe
guestionissimply: Fromwhich political unit can Europe wrest away
power? Or in other words: Who isthe Enemy?
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THE POLITICAL ENEMY OF EUROPE

The armistice that concluded the Second World War |eft Europe
divided between Russiaand America-Jewry. Russiareceived ten per
cent of Europe’s population, America-Jewry was allotted ninety per
cent. By Europe is meant here, of course, the Cultural Europe, viz.,
Germany, France, England, Italy, Spain, together with tiny provinces
like Switzerland, and not the geographic * Europe’ that isan historically
worthless concept.

The Washington regime naturally seeksto convinceits European
subjectstoidentify theinterests of America-Jewry with their own and
therefore prepare Europe for war against Russiain alliancewithiit.
The propagandathat aims at enlisting Europe’s participation in this
war hasthree main points: first, Russiaisnot a“democracy” ; second,
it “enslaves’ other peoples; third, a Russian occupation of Europe
would result in the slaughter of the whole European population or a
considerable part thereof.

Thefirst point ispolitically meaningless, nor isthe second point
worth taking serioudly. To endavetwo hundred and fifty million people
who are spiritually, ethically, scientifically, technically, militarily, and
politically themost highly devel oped intheworld isimpossible. Sofar
as Europeans can be enslaved at all, they are already enslaved by
America-Jewry. Today the people of Europework with every possible
exertion for the enrichment and aggrandisement of the financiers,
industrialbarons, politicians, and generals of North America. Slavery
no longer meanstherattling of chains, rather shortages of currency
and materials, rationing, unemployment, occupation soldiersand their
families, puppet-governments, re-armament and military programmes
onagiganticscale.

Thethird point seeksto frighten Europeansinto awar to destroy
America-Jewry’s sole dynamic opponent, thus placing the masters of
New York and Washington in control of theentireworld. But again, to
kill aconsiderable part of the European popul ation through short-term
violent measures would be impossible. The well-planned and
systematically executed starvation of Germany by theAmerican-Jewish
occupation during the period 1945-1948 killed approximately
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3,000,000 people. That is probably the largest number of people
that could have been killed by such methods. Overheated brainsthat
could be persuaded that Europe “killed 6,000,000 Jews’ can readily
imagine the course a Russian massacre of hundreds of millions of
human beingswould take. People who believe in such nightmares
lack asensefor exaggeration, and their psychology isentirely wanting.
No great number of men can be trained to kill, directly and
systematically, asadaily performance, frommorning till evening, over
an extended period, unarmed men, women, and children. Certainly,
themeresporadic killing of thekind involvedin every military invasion
could never reduce the population of Europeto any great extent.

If aselectivekilling should be the method in an attempt to behead
the European organism, then Russiawould be likewiseincapabl e of
that. Thiswas the method of the American-Jewish “war-crimes’
programme, the most extensive terror in the history of the world.
America-Jewry attempted to isolate the elite and string up itsmembers
one by one; but there, too, it missed the mark. Russiadid not practise
any systematic “war-crimes’ terror, in spite of encouragement on
the part of America-Jewry, sinceit wasmoreinterested inindividuals
asmaterial for the Future than in settling past accounts according to
Mosaic Law. Furthermore, the American Colonialsand their exotic
|eaders understand much better than the barbarian how to go about
isolating and exterminating superior individuals, for theinner structure
and cohesion of the Western Culture are much lessfamiliar to him
and much lessunderstood by him. A profound ignorance of the outside
world goes hand in hand with Russian xenophaobia.

America-Jewry insiststhat Russia could overwhelm Europequite
mechanically and automatically-were not American colonial troops
here. Yet the fact remains that only America sintervention in the
Second World War prevented Europe from destroying Russiaas a
political unit. The present Russian power-accumulation was thus
created by America-Jewry. Never in the five centuries of Russian
history has Russia been able to make way into Europe unless
supported by one or more European states. Against Frederick the
Great Russiareceived aid from France, Austria, and Sweden; against
Napoleon Russia received aid from England, Austria, Prussia,
Sweden, and Spain.
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In1945, .Russia penetrated into Germany only with America’s
assistance. Before American intervention, Europe had hurled the
barbarian back acrossthe VVolga. Russiaisathreat only to adivided
Europe; aunited Europe could destroy the power of Bolshevist Russia
at the moment of its choosing. That Europe has need of America-
Jewry to defend itself against Russiaisacrasslie.

Only Americacan grant Russiaentry into Europe; thiswastruein
1945, and will bejust astruein 1967 or 1975. There aretwo waysin
which America-Jewry could deliver Europe to a Russian-Bol shevist
occupation: by voluntarily making Russiaagift of it, asit did with
Chinain 1947, or by losing awar against Russiafrom European bases.

In any case, Europe-that means here above all the Culturebearing
stratum-will choose its own enemy because the 250,000 men who are
mystically charged with fulfilling the Destiny of Europe are by nature
inwardly freeof Culturdlydieninfluences. Enemy propaganda, however
great itsextent may be, cannot frustrate the Destiny of aHigh Culture,
for that Destiny isabove mechanism and technics, and propagandais
simply atechnique. An enemy occupying Europe can probably round
up herdsof civiliansby meansof its puppet-governmentsand call the
result an army, but beyond that it cannot go. An army means, first,
morale; second, an officer-corps; third, ahigh command; and, fourth,
the human materia of thetroops. A herd of civilians conscripted under
foreign coercion would possess no morale and have no European
officer-corps and European high command. Without these, they would
be only an armed mob, and, as such, not aformidable match for the
barbarians.

We have seen that it is a deep spiritual need of the matriarchal
American Peopleto have many and strong alliesin awar; and of the
ruling-stratum in Americait must be remarked that therider isalways
limited to the abilities of hismount. We have also seen that Europeis
the basisfor America severy war-plan against Russia. Europe may be
ableto exploit thesefacts.

To securethe collaboration of Europeinthewar itisplanning against
Russia, America would grant Europe huge concessions--in inner
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autonomy, incommerce, in military affairs, and eveninadministrative
unification. But since Americahasthe Michel-stratum at itsdisposal,
and thisstratum holds office everywherein Europe, no demandsare put
toit. Thusthe Washington regime can treat Europeansassomething less
than peons-peonsat least recelveawage. Thechurchillsof every country
make no demandslest they disquiet the American bayonets upon which
their tenure of office depends. To expect pride and independence from
the stratum of professional traitorsissmply unredlistic.

The second way in which the American People’ s spiritual need to
haved liesmight be exploitet would bethrough an unswerving, voluntary,
neutralisation of Europevis-d-visthe projected war against Russia. Once
the Washington regime wasforced to accept European neutrality asa
fact, it would have to abandon its plansfor a European theatre-of -war
and evacuate Europe.

Either of thesepossibilities, if redlised, could bring about the Liberation
of Europe beforethe Third World War. Thefirst possibility could be
realised only if the Michel-stratum were removed from publiclife, for
the churchillswould scarcely place Europe’sinterestsabovethelr class
and persond interests, which are protected only by theforeign occupation.

To act creatively in Politics, one must begin with the right choice of
enemy. If one selects an enemy from whom one can win no power, the
end-result issuicide, aswe saw with the self-destruction of the English
Empirein the Second World War. Were Europe actually to fight for an
enemy, that would be proof that Europe had in fact died, but the
continuing mystical relation between the European Culture-bearing
stratum and the European popul ation would prevent Europe from doing
s0. Should the Third World War occur, Europewill participateinit only
onitsownterms. That isan absolute mystical certainty. Perhapsaherd
of hapless conscriptswithout morale, without European officersand a
European high command, can bethrown on the battlefield to fight for an
enemy, but that would hardly be European participation worthy of the
name.

All thishaslong since answered the question: Who isthe Enemy?
The enemy must be a political unit at whose expense
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we can gain power. America-Jewry hasthe power in Europe, and if
Europewould win back itssovereignty, it can do so only at the expense
of America-Jewry. Politicsisconcrete, and thusthe argument that Russia
wishesto conquer Europe hasbut littleforce. PerhapsIndiawould like
to do that aswell, but Europe must reckon on facts and not on threats.
Americahasthepower in Europe, and, therefore, Americaisthe Enemy.

Two factsdominate the politics of Europeinthishistorical period:
Europewill never fight for itsEnemy; Europewill survivethe Third World
War and itsaftermath, regardless of the new weaponry.

Thesearemetaphysical facts; they possess Destiny va ue and cannot
be removed by human action. They correspond to all life-furthering,
life-affirming, power-increasing instincts of the European People, tothe
superpersonal Destiny of the Western Culture. In view of thesefacts,
theenemy propagandaof the Russian bogey canbecalled smply idiotic.
America-Jewry isthe bearer of the Russian menace, today, asin the
Second World War. If it brings about a Russian occupation of all Europe,
then all Europewill persevere and overcome that happening. Should
Americabe expelled from Europe before the Third World War, the
form of thewar would be completely different. Instead of America-
Jewry versus Russi g, it would then be the European Imperium versus
Russia, and in that form the war would end in the destruction of Russia
asapolitical unit. For the European Imperium, the result would be
external security for the coming centuries. Should Americaattempt to
intervene, asbefore, thistime its effortswould be of no avail, for the
European Imperium will naturally include England and Ireland. It was
only America sfortuitous possession of those basesthat enabled it to
stab Europe in the back during the Second World War. From North
Americaor Africa, Americalewry could dolittleor nothingto help Russia.

TheAgeismighty and itstasksenormous, but if we hold fast to our
honour and pride, harken to our own instinctsand the Inner Imperative,
wewill winthe upper hand in every instance. Although the opponents
are gigantic, they are formless; behind their patchwork power-
accumulationsisaspiritua void which, likeavacuum, will draw back
thelr dispersed forces. Neither America-Jewry nor Russiaisastructure
inwardly adapted to theAge of Absolute Palitics. The American People
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ismatriarchal, isolationist, and interested only in economic matters.
When the power-adventures at the anti podes run into too much money
or demand real blood-sacrifice, the Washington regimewill nolonger
be ableto forceit to tread the fal se path of senselessWorld Wars. In
the World War, Germany lost 739 Generals, whereasAmericahad the
death of asingle General to mourn. Thisfact just symbolisesthetruth
that Americahas enjoyed successwithout having to pay the price of it.
The moment the adventures becometoo costly, the Washington regime
will havetoretreat, for evenits®victories’ mean nothing totheAmerican
People. An apolitical people cannot win an enduring political victory;
it does not need it, or want it, or even know how it would use the
power proceeding fromit.

The Russian barbarian does not understand power; he has no
knowledge of the meaning of thisAge. Neither the halfWesternised
Bolshevists nor the pure-Asiatic masses possess the qualities needed
to build an empire. The spiritually unadulterated Russian, whose
limitations are binding for the Moscow regime, isreligious, hence
inward; heisrural and land-hungry, but thereisno nobility and no
religionin Russathat attend to hismaterial and spiritual cares. Marxism
isacollection of dead and sterile phrases, and can no more strongly
inspirethe Russian than it can the European. Pan-Slav religiosity does
not seek an empire; with it an empire cannot be built.

ThisistheAgeof Absolute Palitics, and itsmeaning isthefulfillment
of the Destiny of theWestern Civilisation: theformation of the European
I mperium and the actualisation of itsWorld-Mission. InthisAge, a
power that would imposeitswill on theworld must be endowed with
theinner qualitiesthat alone can establish and maintain aworld-system,
the qualities of the Spanish Europein the 16th century, the English
Europeinthe 18th and 19th centuries, the Prussian Ethical Socialist
Europein the 20th century, which will survivethe 21st century. The
one, great, all-embracing quality that isabsolutely necessary for such
atask isthe consciousnessof aMission. That cannot comefrom human
resolves; it can come only asthe emanation of a superpersonal soul,
the organ of ahigher Destiny, aDivinity. The American-Jewish and
Russian ideas of negative world-conquest are but vague caricatures of
the true, Western European | dea of Imperium Mundi, atravesty of
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History ontheworld-stage.

Europerecognisesits Cultural enemiesand itssole political enemy.
Thusit seestheonly pathit can follow. The basis of Europe’spolitics
isfaith in but under no circumstancesfear of the Future. If wefollow
now the path that our instincts, our intelligence, and our Inner
Imperative have prescribed, whatever befallsus shall be good. For us
thereisbut one crime, one misdemeanour, and one mistake: that isto
be untrueto ourselvesand follow alien leadersand hold alienideals.

Europe also recognises its Inner Enemy: Whosoever pursues
another policy than that of asovereign Europe, whether this be the
policy of America-Jewry or Russia, isthe Inner Enemy. Petty-statists
and petty-nationalists sink to the level of spiesand foreign agents.
Loyalty to Europe excludesevery other political loyalty. No European
owesthe petty-state of hisbirth any allegiance whatever, for all these
tiny erstwhile-states are now simply anti-European toolsin the hands
of our Enemy, the Washington regime.

Europeisequal toitshistoric task. Against the anti-spiritual, anti-
heroic“ideals’ of America-Jewry, Europe pitsits metaphysical ideas,
itsfaithinitsDestiny, itsethical principles, its heroism. Fearlessly,
Europefalsinfor battle, knowing it isarmed with the mightiest weapon
ever forged by History: the superpersonal Destiny of the European
organism. Our European Missionisto createthe Culture-State-Nation-
Imperium of the West, and thereby we shall perform such deeds,
accomplish such works, and so transform our world that our distant
posterity, when they behold the remains of our buildingsand ramparts,
will tell their grandchildren that on the soil of Europe once dwelt a
tribe of gods.
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