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Moderator Odile Mojon opened this panel stating that 
it was intended to sharpen the weapons of the partici-
pants in the struggle against the criminal fraudsters of 
the big “climate summit” scheduled for Paris in De-
cember. Of the following four presentations, three were 
based heavily on visuals which are not available as of 
this writing, and thus will only be summarized below. 
They will be available on the Schiller websites as soon 
as possible.

Jean Jaurès: 
Nurturing Politics with 
Art and Science
by Maëlle Mercier
Schiller Institute, Paris

Good afternoon,
We are a group of young 

activists having studied Jean 
Jaurès, in order to deal with 
today’s challenges, and 
from the standpoint of that 
decisive moment of the 
Twentieth Century where 
not only was he murdered, 
but where humanity fell into 
a new Barbary—that of the 
war of trenches and of ide-
ologies.

Ladies and Gentlemen
Why have we gathered 

here today? What is the basis of the BRICS’ drive 
toward a new paradigm, and of those very real infra-

structural projects which are being built in the world at 
breathtaking speed?

It’s nothing more than an idea; a very small idea 
which even though infinitesimal, is uplifting men, shift-
ing mountains, and will soon change the Universe. (The 
New Space silk road and the lunar program!)

This idea however could have never sprung from 
the pragmatic “souls,” from the “realistic” minds such 
as those of our Western leaders.

Why? Because they have been programmed to 
reason in terms of a given system, of its “geopolitics,” 
its debts, its contracts, its balance of power (dominant 
and dominated); because they only reason in terms of 
what they “see,” of that which exists already and that 
which is past.

Without imagination, without the power of mind 
therefore and its capacity to move beyond the present, 
and beyond matter, the future is condemned.

The challenge for our civilization is thus to give it 
back its part of the “ideal,” of “infinity.” This is a 

very difficult thing to do 
within the context of this ma-
terialist, violent and sexual 
counter-culture where man 
has been reduced to the 
state of an animal, deter-
mined by its passions and his 
senses.

And in particular here, in 
this country of Cartesian 
doubt which is France, where 
the only alternative to this 
bestialisation is not “the 
ideal,” but the impotent 
prison of mathematical ab-
straction and analysis (the 

French are well known for their rabid criticisms, and 
their commentaries on reality, but they do not act)! In 
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short, to give back to man its 
full humanity and capacity to 
transform and create the con-
dition s of the future, he must 
bring harmony to his emotions 
and his reason, and recreate 
the faculty of imagination.

If this is the role of Art 
(something which Friedrich 
Schiller developed magnifi-
cently), of philosophy and sci-
ence (Leibniz), is this some-
thing that can be realized 
through politics?

Yes! The proof is the philo-
sophical struggle of Jean Jaurès 
who was indeed inspired by 
Leibniz and Schiller.

What Jaurès Fought
It is well known that Jean 

Jaurès was murdered for 
having attempted to stop World 
War One, that war in which the 
great powers ripped themselves apart because, like 
today, they were on the verge of forming a new alliance, 
a new model for peace and progress, and because the 
British Empire saw that process as a danger for its own 
power.

Indeed, France, Russia, and Germany—thanks to 
certain of their elites such as Gabriel Hanotaux and 
Sergei Witte—had laid the foundations for the new Silk 
Road through the construction of the Transiberian and 
Berlin-Bagdad railways.

Yet, dark clouds in the horizon hovered first over 
France, before moving onto Germany in the 1930’s, 
and to Italy next. The same clouds of which Jaurès said: 
“Capitalism carries within itself the germ of war, like 
rain clouds carry thunder storms.”

Jaurès was born in 1859, the year of the publication 
of “On the Origin of Species.” In this essay, the British 
Charles Darwin developed his famous doctrine of evo-
lution. However, is this theory of the survival of the fit-
test, not the perfect justification of the oligarchic prin-
ciple of social triage, of which British liberalism and 
Malthusianism are so fond?

Just prior to that, Gobineau, a Frenchman, had pub-
lished his “Essay on the Inequality of Human Races.”

Since the end of the Nine-
teenth Century, a fad had de-
veloped among distinguished 
and intellectual French circles: 
how to identify the “races” ac-
cording to human morphologi-
cal traits.

It is thus that left-wing 
French anthropoligist, Vacher 
de Lapouge, who liked to mea-
sure the skulls of men in order 
to justify the thesis developed 
in his book The Aryan: His 
Social Role, provided already 
then the main arguments for 
Nazism:

There are no more rights of 
men, than there are rights of 
the Tatou (. . .) or of eatable 
beef. There are only forces. 
Fraternity is all right, but 
woe to the losers! Life can 
only be maintained by 

death. To live one has to kill, kill in order to eat.

What are the common bases of all those doctrines 
which created the perfect grounds for the anti-Semitism 
and the anti-German revanchism which emerged in 
France in those years?

It was a fixed and material vision of man, defined 
only by his body, his organic material, his physical rela-
tions to the world, a world itself totally arbitrary: a ne-
gation thus, of the human mind, of its capacity to 
change, to discover, to create, a capacity for transcen-
dence.

This situation is further aggravated by the rule of 
positivism, a doctrine founded by the Frenchman Au-
guste Comte, who chopped history into predetermined 
ages, negating the role of human will and of ideas. First 
two naïve ages : the theological age of the Middle-ages 
and the metaphysical age of the Renaissance; then the 
modern rational age: the age of positivism where a so-
called science inherited from the Enlightenment, finally 
rules.

This objective science would have finally under-
stood, following Newton and Descartes, that the world 
is totally dependent on matter: there is no sense, no 

Jean Jaurès in 1914
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God, no unity. And being chaotic, one cannot appre-
hend it except by approximation, only relying on facts 
accumulated through our sense perception.

In short, since ideas do not exist, and since one 
cannot have access to the causes of things, one is inca-
pable of any discovery (not even that of universal grav-
itation, by nature invisible to our sense). And, one 
cannot change the world.

The working-class parties and the political entou-
rage of Jaurès, will be deeply hampered by this: Incred-
ible, for revolutionary left wing parties!

For Jules Ferry, for instance, whom France cele-
brates for his defense of a secular education:

One does not revolt against what is; one does not 
substitute, in social practice, what could be to 
what there is. The concentration of capitals is a 
certain fact . . .; one does not engage against this 
general tendency which operates like a mechani-
cal force, an impossible and ridiculous struggle. 
(The Positive Philosophy, 1867)

The Marxists were in a comparable situation: Since 
they defend a materialist conception of history, having, 
according to them, its own internal logic, they de facto 
condemn the individual and the proletariat to be noth-
ing but objects of forces and of a class struggle which 
transcends them.

In those conditions, progress is both impossible and 
fiercely rejected, to such an extent that in 1911, those 
close to Maurras, an extreme right-wing nationalist, 
and George Sorel, a self-defined Marxist, said that in 
France:

In order to save civilization, the first animal to 
kill is the belief in progress, it is that optimism 
. . . which generated the sinister farce of the 
[French revolution] of 1789.

It is difficult, in those conditions to envisage any 
other solution than that of all against all, the struggle 
for a vital space! Something which should make us 
reflect upon those politically correct myths circulat-
ing today, which negate the creation of new resources 
and promote theories of de-growth and of green ener-
gies.

It is thus in the name of progress and to give back to 
the world and to man, their right to infinity, their right to 

create and to generate ideas to insure the future, that 
Jaurès led his political and philosophical struggle 
against the beginnings of fascism.

‘An Acting Infinite’
Jaurès’ doctoral dissertation, “On the reality of a 

sensuous world,” prepared under the direction of a 
Leibnizian philosopher, attacked the positivists and 
materialists, but also the “idealists” and the “formal-
ists” for being just as dangerous. He scored the idealists 
for condemning reality as a vain illusion, and the for-
malists, for reducing it to the “dryness of a logical con-
struction.”

His aim was to show the scientific, rather than the 
ideological, character of progress, as an integral part of 
nature and of human nature. He proved that there is a 
permanent interaction between the living and the 
thinking, between ideas and things, allowing the con-
stant creation of increasingly superior forms of exis-
tence.

Thus for Jaurès:

For all the living, the problem of the infinite is 
fully posed, at whatever the period of the Uni-
verse they emerged.”. . . “The sum of the move-
ments in the world is an acting infinite, where 
Mathematics does not have its place. One should 
not consider the Universe, and its movements 
and energies, as an unending budget . . . . Here, it 
is not the resources that measure the expenses; it 
is rather the infinity of the work to be accom-
plished which provides for a correspondent in-
finity of resources.

The above is an appropriate attack on the partisans 
of budget austerity ruling today in Washington and in 
Brussels.

This is fully coherent with his political and parlia-
mentary struggle according to which:

every individual has the right to full growth. 
He has thus the right to demand from humanity 
all that can second this effort(Socialism and 
Life).

And indeed, Jaurès will defend, against capitalism 
and usury, the idea of national credit, of a public bank 
issuing currency to service the future productive needs 
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of the nation, which will be finally realized during the 
Thirty glorious years after WWII.

Let us reflect upon this passage of his thesis, which 
is very polemical from a philosophical standpoint, but 
fundamental. It is after the beginning of chapter 3, when 
after having descended layer by layer, from molecules 
to the small atoms, in the infinitely small of matter, he 
concludes:

Science itself, when seeking for the support of 
material movement and for the last element of 
matter, leads us to a reality which has nothing 
material left to it, which cannot be perceived by 
the senses, which only exists for the mind.

Comparing his exploration to that of Virgil and 
Dante, who, having taken another road to leave the 
depth of Inferno, finally rediscovered the stars . . . Jaurès 
continues:

Guided by science, we continued to descend 
always further, always lower in the depth of 
matter; and there also, in those dangerous 
abysses where one could wonder whether all 
would not dissolve in blind fatality, we found 
movements superposed, circles and whirlpools: 
and at the opposite opening of those abysses, we 
also rediscovered the stars.

Mind is the Basis for Matter
Let me now make a detour to the great physicist 

Max Planck to whom we owe the discovery of the quan-
tum. This is what he declared at the end of his life in the 
1930s, as the materialist and utilitarian conception of 
man was coming to its apogee in Germany, with the 
horrors that were experienced there:

As a physicist who committed his entire life to a 
sober science, the study of matter, I am surely 
free of any suspicion that could make of me a 
fanatic. And so I affirm on the basis of my re-
search on the atom, that there is no matter in 
itself. All matter does not emerge or exist except 
for a force which sets in motion the atomic and 
keeps them together like the most minute solar 
systems of the Universe. But since there is nei-
ther intelligent force, nor any exterior force in 
the Universe as a whole, we must postulate an 

intelligent mind behind this force. Mind is thus 
the basis for matter.

Indeed, if one reflects upon this well, a paradox sur-
rounds us permanently, and it’s something that Jaurès 
will not hesitate to use during a debate against Marx’s 
son-in-law, Paul Lafargues, a debate published under 
the heading of “Materialism and idealism in the con-
ception of history.”

How can our brain itself generate new ideas, new 
scientific discoveries, if the origin of those ideas was 
not to be found in the mechanical cogs of matter, chem-
ical reaction after chemical reaction?

Jaurès responded:

If I’m saying these words at this moment, it’s be-
cause the idea that I am expressing at this very 
minute arose lengthily from a prior idea and from 
the series of all prior ideas. But it is also because 
I want to realize in the future what I see before 
me, an aim, an intention, an end; and thus my 
present thought, while it seems to be determined 
by the series of past thoughts, has been also pro-
voked by an idea of the future. Yet it is the same 
with history: while one can explain all the his-
torical phenomena by pure economic evolution, 
you can also explain them by the restless and per-
manent desire of humanity of a higher form of 
existence. Before the experience of history, 
before the constitution of such or such economic 
system, humanity carries in itself a pre-estab-
lished idea of justice and of right and it is this 
preconceived ideal that it pursues from a form of 
civilization to a superior form of civilization.

Ideas are not social conventions, pure inventions of 
the brain, or of human society. They are not detached 
entities from the real world. They are “natural” in the 
sense that the Universe, for its own needs, to continue 
its task of creation of the world, generates them through 
the human mind.

Yet, what is this idea that is at the foundation of the 
BRICS movement and the New Silk Road? This idea is 
that of progress, progress to go beyond the borders of 
the unknown. And how will it be ensured? By mutually 
assured creativity and human discovery.

We absolutely need to win the struggle of Jaurès. If 
not, once again humanity will be destroyed, and with it, 
the world.
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Water, An Unlimited 
Resource Provided 
We Understand 
Where It Comes From
by Benjamin Deniston

Deniston began by warning that the planned Paris 
“climate summit” is about imposing total control on the 
world’s energy consumption. It is a project driven by 
pure racist ideology, as exemplified by Prince Philip 
who is so hateful of mankind that he wants to be reborn 
as a deadly virus to help reduce “overpopulation.” Con-
trary to what Prince Philip and other such people want 
to make people believe, there is no such thing as limited 
resources, nor any limits to human creativity and an in-
tervention into nature, Deniston said, taking the exam-
ple of water, scarcity of which in California has been 
taken as pretext for massive media propaganda against 
population growth.

Water is more than just the water that is visibly 
there; it can be generated by man through desalination, 
or better by ionization—no animal could ever do that. 
Water is linked to Galactic cycles, its generation by 
nature has to do with the Solar System’s cycle through 
the different sections of the Galaxy, which produces 
variations in atmospheric radiation. That much is 
known, and experiments with generating water through 
devices producing ions, have been carried out in nu-
merous countries or are still being carried out, with first 
positive results. But still, many processes in the uni-
verse are not understood on the basis of means avail-
able—new hypotheses have to come in to solve unan-
swered questions.

The Innocence of 
Carbon
by Prof. François Gervais

Prof. Gervais used numerous slides, showing how 
absurd the ecologist propaganda is on the climate issue: 

There is, as shown in many scientific papers to which 
the IPCC never paid any attention, no indication of a 
connection between rising CO2 and rising tempera-
tures. There is, however, a connection between Sun 
cycles and temperature rise, and whereas CO2 has in-
creased during the recent years, we even observe a de-
crease in average temperatures. We are even facing a 
temperature minimum by 2078, and therefore the IPCC 
is dead wrong in predicting a deadly increase by 2100.

But these things happen if people do not know the 
simple difference between a thermometer and a barome-
ter: The latter, invented by Toricelli 300 years ago, shows 
that air pressure gives you an indication of the weather. 
The thermometer gives you the temperature, but it will 
not tell you about the weather. When the IPCC blames all 
weather changes on temperature rises and “man-made 
climate changes,” it is simply wrong. These alleged sci-
entists should not be believed, Gervais concluded.

The Deception of 
Climatic Warming
by Prof. Carl-Otto Weiss (Emeritus)

Prof. Weiss said that only after his retirement did he 
have time to deal with the IPCC issue, and in doing in-
tense private research in collaboration with some as-
tronomers, he found evidence that all climate change of 
the past centuries was due to natural cycles.

Weiss showed slides demonstrating that if such nat-
ural cycles are superimposed on curves of temperature 
increases, there is a striking congruence, with no man-
made aspect in it. And changes in temperature are only 
occurring in congruence with cycles. If man were re-
sponsible, the rise would be constant in the way the 
IPCC argues. And as concerns CO2, most of it is ab-
sorbed by the biosphere and the oceans in particular, 
and never reaches the atmosphere. Extreme weather as 
discovered by the IPCC, has not increased, because, 
among other reasons, rising temperature makes the 
weather less violent.

Finally, Weiss said, CO2 is good for plants, and thus 
for all life on this planet; the crop yield is increased, and 
so is forest growth. CO2, which the greenies want to 
eliminate, is as a matter of fact leading to a substantial 
greening of deserts, Weiss concluded.


