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“A powerlul conservatism
must be avant-garde.”

An Interview with Marc Jongen

Marc Jongen, currently serves as a Member of the European Parliament for the Alternative
fur Deutschland (AfD), having been elected in 2024. He previously served as a member
of the German Bundestag from 2017 to 2024 and is a key intellectual figure in the AfD.
Often described as the party’s ‘philosopher,’ his articulate defense of preserving German
culture and sovereignty has helped to shape the party’s platform and have made him
a prominent voice in Germany'’s political landscape.

Following the recent elections for the
German Bundestag, in which the AfD had
the second strongest electoral results
after Friedrich Merz's Christian Democrats,
the Verfassungsschutz (German domestic
intelligence service) has now categorised
the party as “assuredly right-wing extremist.”
Some say this is the prelude to a possible
ban on the AfD. Is such a thing possible; and
what does this new situation mean for your
political work?

This is a further escalation in the marginalisation,
defamation, and unequal treatment by the
German government and the legacy media that we
have had to endure for years. The Verfassungsschutz,
the so-called protector of the constitution, is an
authority that is bound by instructions to the
Minister of the Interior. The report it produced
was a political commission, the outcome of which
was clear from the outset. It is probably unique in
the world that a domestic secret service is legally
monitoring the opposition and even infiltrating
it with agents whose behaviour is intended to
ruin the party’s public image.
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But even this politically controlled secret service
had to admit that the AfD does not fulfil the
essential requirements for right-wing extremism.
W are neither against democracy nor against the
rule of law, nor are we antisemites. After a few
days, the categorisation was withdrawn due to
our legal complaint, at least for the time being.

Why have we nevertheless been declared right-
wing extremists? It’s because we represent an

“ethnic-cultural concept of the people.” In other
words, anyone in Germany today who claims that
there is such a thing as a German people and that
it is worth preserving, is a right-wing extremist.

The problem with this is that the German
constitution itself is based on such a concept of
the people, stating in paragraph 116 that Germans
are all those who have German citizenship or
came to Germany as ethnic Germans after the
war. If the AfD were to be banned on the basis
of such a position, it would be tantamount to
a coup against the constitution, and democracy
would cease to exist in Germany. It would only be
unconstitutional if we were to demand unequal
treatment for citizens with and without migration
backgrounds. None of us has ever done that.



The bitter irony of the story is that nothing
is more typically German than this cultural self-
hatred, which the Greens—the ideologically
dominant party in Germany that is most
vehemently calling for an AfD ban—epitomise
in an almost caricature-like manner. Its leader,
Robert Habeck, was able to become economics
minister in Germany even though—and indeed
because—he wrote that he has never been fond
of Germany and has always found love of the
fatherland “vomit-inducing. It is not surprising
that he brought Germany to the brink of ruin as
a minister. These are the people who want to ban
us. You need strong nerves if you make policy in
Germany for Germany.

In the elections of 23 February, AfD doubled
its results over the last election. The map
showing voter results clearly shows an
East-West divide. But other maps are also
informative, as they show that where the AfD
did not win are those areas with the greatest
percentage of immigrant populations. Do
you think the party needs to do more work
to attract conservative-minded immigrant
voters; or, should the party’s strategy make
more of an effort to reach native elites in the
country’s urban centers in the West?

The fact that we perform better in the East than in
heavily foreignized areas of the West is often used
to condemn our warnings about mass migration as
unfounded scaremongering. In truth, the reasons
for this election result are complex. First, East
Germans are far more immune to the propaganda
of the state media; second, many inhabitants of
the West are already resigned and have become
accustomed to miserable conditions. And third,
despite their generally conservative convictions,
most migrants vote primarily for left-wing parties
for the simple reason that these parties stand for
comprehensive social welfare and even more
migration. This, above all, makes it difficult
for patriotic parties in Germany to appeal to
immigrants.

However, we are also seeing more and more
support for the AfD from that side, because
long-established immigrants are suffering just as
much from the injustices and burdens of mass
migration since 2015. More and more of them
are also becoming members of the AfD, which
is to be welcomed. What I would not advocate,

however, is aligning our political program with
specific migrant concerns. That would put us in
a fatal competition to outdo the old parties.

Olaf Scholz’s SPD did miserably. Is that the
final nail in the socialist coffin? Do you think
they may someday revive their political
fortunes or, do you think the general
population, as in other countries, is moving
slowly but inexorably to the right?

We would already have a right-wing—or, let’s say

‘conservative —majority in Germany if Friedrich

Merz had not preferred to lead his CDU into
a coalition with the election loser, SPD. By
kowtowing to the left-wing cultural hegemony
in Germany, he has more than dutifully cemented
the so-called ‘firewall’ against the AfD at every
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opportunity, thereby depriving himself of any
negotiating option with the left-wing parties. As
a result, the SPD was basically able to dictate the
government program to him.

He needed the Greens for a two-thirds majority,
in order to be able to take on hundreds of billions
in new debt. To thank them, he fulfilled an old
Green dream and enshrined climate protection,
which is ruinous for the German economy, in
the constitution. Before he was even chancellor,
he broke all his election promises and betrayed
everything that was still conservative about
the CDU. Since then, it has been clear that
only the AfD represents a policy of bourgeois
common sense in Germany. A turnaround like
the one in the USA is also inevitable in Germany.
Unfortunately, it will take a little longer.

Germany faces a crisis of deindustrialization,
a demographic collapse, and a security
emergency (mostly due to migration). Yet
the legacy media and ‘experts’ insist that
ordinary German voters are most concerned
with ‘bread and butter’ economic issues. But
when | talk with or listen to young Germans
(particularly women) on social media, they
only speak of the lack of security due to
immigration. Of all the many challenges,
which one would you prioritize?

Germany urgently needs a fundamental change in
policy in several respects: a halt to uncontrolled
mass immigration and the consistent repatriation
of all illegal migrants; an end to the failed energy
transition and a return to a sensible energy
mix including nuclear power; an end to the
delusional climate rescue policy; and, a move
away from ‘woke’ ideology as a state doctrine.
Instead, Germany needs healthy self-confidence
as a cultural nation, and encouragement of free
and innovative entrepreneurship. Trump is leading
the way in the U.S.A.

But you have already hinted at some main
reasons for the plight of political Germany. The
media—in conjunction with the old parties—
are doing everything they can to conceal and
downplay the country’s real problems. The election
campaigns habitually revolve around trivialities
such as the amount of the commuter allowance
(Pendlerpauschale)—which, however, will soon no
longer be able to be paid at all if mass migration,
with its horrendous costs, is not stopped as soon
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as possible. Addressing these costs—including
the victims of violent migrant crime, or the
demographic catastrophe—is considered Nazistic.
But if every genuine alternative is demonized and
criminalized, then one must ask oneself whether
we are still dealing with a democracy and not
rather with its simulation.

In any case, the German political
establishment relies on a sham existence, and
Friedrich Merz, who was only elected chancellor
by the skin of his teeth at the second attempt,
is willing to continue that sham in a left-wing
coalition until a total crash with reality. As long
as the CDU maintains the ‘firewall’ against
the AfD, Germany will remain on a course of
political self-destruction.

Martin Van Creveld's 2017 book, Wir
Weicheier: Warum wir uns nicht mehr
wehren kénnen und was dagegen zu
tun ist (We sissies: Why we can no longer
defend ourselves and what to do about
it) asks whether today’s Europe could still
defend itself militarily. The author argues
that the armed forces—in the West—have
been gradually de-fanged and de-clawed so
that they are barely able to function. How
much worse off are we today, particularly
in Germany; and, what are the implications
given the growing pressure on NATO?

The German army is currently incapable of
defending the country. There is barely enough
ammunition for one day. For years, it was
considered more important to adapt the German
army to pregnant women soldiers than to ensure
its ability to defend the country—mostly under
female defense ministers by the way, such as
Ursula von der Leyen, who had no ideas about
or interest in military matters.

Recently, the same left-wing parties—which
consist mainly of conscientious objectors and
which have systematically run down the army in
the past years—have been making martial noises,
especially directed against Russia. They now want
to rearm and possibly reintroduce compulsory
military service. The concern is right in itself,
but the reason is problematic. Germany must
regain its ability to defend itself and also make
its appropriate contribution to NATO, but it is
highly reckless to be beating the drums for war
against Russia, a nuclear power.



The worship of the state in Germany runs
deep. Even among some of my right-wing
German friends, there is often a reluctance
to adopt anti-statist positions (despite the
healthy anti-state tradition in Germany).
Given what is happening in Milei's Argentina
and Trump’s America (with DOGE), should
more be done on the Right in Germany to
convince people that the time has come to
question the powers of the German federal
state?

I have to be careful how I answer here, because
the “delegitimization of the state” is how one
can end up in the constitution protection
report. In this way, the left-wing parties that
have hijacked the state are trying to criminalize
any criticism of their policies—for example, the
COVID measures—as ‘hostility to the state.” It
is a perfidious attempt to immunize themselves
from criticism.

But you are absolutely right: in Germany,
there is a long tradition of obedience to authority
and, unfortunately, there is also a tendency
towards socialism. Nowadays, this German vice
is even reinforced by the EU’s centralization
process, which threatens to turn it into an
EUSSR. Genuinely liberal parties have always
had a hard time in Germany: the pseudo-liberal
FDP has recently succumbed to state dirigisme
and has therefore rightly been kicked out of
parliament. Yet there is nothing Germany needs
more than freedom from the yoke of a sprawling,
overbearing state: from bureaucracy and tax
burdens, from censorship and paternalism.

In this positive sense, the AfD is critical of the
state. Switzerland, with its direct democracy and
lean state structures, is our role model.

How did you interpret U.S. Vice President
J.D. Vance's speech at the Munich Security
Conference? Was it inappropriate and
rude, or was it exactly what the ‘European
establishment’ needed to hear? Did
his message embolden or help the AfD?

The help that we as the AfD are receiving from
the Trump government, including J.D. Vance, is
invaluable. Just recently, Secretary of State Marco
Rubio criticized the unspeakable intelligence
report on the AfD with all the harshness one
could wish for. Without this external pressure,

I would be far more pessimistic about a political
turnaround in Germany, and perhaps even in
Europe. Our elites don’t ‘get it,” as the arrogant
reaction to Vance’s speech in Munich shows.

The defensive attitude is understandable,
because Vance has truthfully stated that the
emperor is naked—to quote the famous Andersen
story—and that behind the democratic, highly
moral veil of the EU, the ugly will to censorship,
the suppression of freedom of expression, and an
authoritarian habitus are only poorly concealed.

But beneath the arrogant surface, a kind
of panic is spreading as they realize that they
are increasingly alone in the world with their
globalist, hyper-moralistic agenda. That the
Germans, of all people, want to teach the U.S.A.
about democracy, and that the U.S.A.—of all
countries—is now teaching Europe the lesson
of the multipolar world order is not without its
world-historical irony.

At a recent speech in Budapest, former
Czech president Vaclav Klaus quoted one
of my own editorials, which said that it
is “a time for resistance.” Then he himself
added: “We need a revolution.” Should we
be a bit more cautious; or, have we lost so
much that the only way forward is to go on
the offensive and disrupt entire structures
of power?

As early as the 1920s, the Austrian poet Hugo
von Hofmannsthal spoke of the need for
a “conservative revolution,” expressing the
idea that in radically modern—and radically
decadent—times, it is no longer possible to
simply ‘preserve,” but that political and social
misconceptions must first be eliminated in order
then to rebuild what is worth preserving. Even if
we should no longer use the historically loaded
term ‘conservative revolution, the underlying
dilemma in which authentic conservatives find
themselves has become even more acute. In
a time of permanent upheaval and complete
disregard for all traditional values, ‘preserving’
is not enough if a political and social order is to
emerge that meets conservative demands.
Maybe it helps a little to remember that
the first modern revolution, the Glorious
Revolution in England, still had—or already
had—the significance of restoring the old order.
However, I am convinced that all attempts
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at mere restoration must fail. Conservatives
today must place themselves at the forefront of
development and—paradoxically—take on the
role of an avant-garde.

| am increasingly hearing references to and
support for ‘dissident thought, ‘heterodox
ideas, and—in my preferred expression—
‘disruptive conservatism.” In my mind, AfD
in Germany, VOX in Spain, and Chega in
Portugal, to name a few, all represent this
approach. How would you characterize the
movements and parties that have been
emerging? Is the label ‘conservative’ still
useful or is it passé?

We can continue to use the term ‘conservative’
because, in addition to its changing historical
meanings, and despite the aforementioned
problems in our present, it denotes an archetype
of a political temperament that is, as it were,
timeless. In my opinion, a powerful conservatism
today must be ‘avant-garde.” This means that it
must use the most modern means of thought
and, bearing in mind the total deconstruction
of all traditional values and belief systems in
modernity and postmodernity, it must attempt
to think and create conditions in which human
beings, whose natural substance is still largely
unchanged and whose spiritual and social needs
continue to exist, can continue to lead a ‘good
life’ in dignity and liberty.

Just how non-trivial this task is becomes clear
when we think of the frightening possibilities of
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bioengineering or the challenges posed by artificial
intelligence. Conservative political theory at the
cutting edge must be characterized by always
being one step ahead of its simulation by the
most advanced Al.

It goes without saying that this is a task that
political parties like the AfD cannot fulfill as
such. However, once we are in power, we can
help prepare the political and cultural conditions
in which metapolitical actors—in education, in
the media, in cultural institutions—can work on
a comprehensive conservative turnaround.

The example of Hungary shows that such
a cultural transformation can succeed in a single
country, but the change will only be truly
far-reaching and sustainable when the major
countries in Europe—Germany, France, the UK,
Italy—are affected. This is why international
cooperation between conservative parties—as in
our new European parliamentary group Europe
of Sovereign Nations (ESN)—is so important.

I'm reading Thomas Mann'’s 1918 Reflections
of a Non-Political Man and am intrigued
by his positing of a dichotomy between
the rational “civilization” of the British and
the French, and the idea of “culture” of
the Germans. What do you think of Mann’s
central idea: does art serve a higher purpose
than the merely political and civilizational?

Thomas Mann himself later renounced his early
aestheticism after he had become a harsh critic
of the German Sonderweg during the Nazi era.
Nevertheless, I think anyone who thinks and feels
conservatively will at least sympathize with his ideas:
people’s lives are not merely about administration,
trade, and calculation. It needs the aesthetic, even
the cultic element—that which is wrongly named

“irrational,” which does not submit to any practical
purpose—in order to make life valuable, even worth
living. From today’s perspective, however, we no
longer have to dichotomously assign ‘culture’ to
Germany and ‘civilization’ to the French or Anglo-
Saxon world. As a model pupil of re-education,
Germany today is more of a ‘civilization’ than even
the U.S.A., from where we can expect a re-import
of ‘culture,—both terms taken in Mann’s sense.
Incidentally, this shows that we are living in
a late or transitional period: many of the classic
political categories can still be applied, but only
with a paradoxical twist. l



