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“Nothing comes about by itself. And very little lasts. Therefore — reflect on your strength
and on the fact that every era demands its own answers, and that one must rise to the
occasion if good is to be achieved.” Willy Brandt, September 1992!

“History books will one day be written about the years that lie ahead of us ... If these books
come to a bad end, it will be the thoughtlessness and opportunism of many that bear the
responsibility.” Justus Bender 20252

Martin Sellner @ @MartinSell...-5h X
They said the AfD will never reach 20% if
they don't distance themselves from
Remigration and our movement.

Now they are at almost 30% and
@BjoernHoecke endorsed @RESUM26
and @SaveEuropeAct
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Is this the future of German politics?

Willy Brandt, message of greeting, Berlin, 15 September 1992 (read out by Hans-Jochen Vogel); Federal
Chancellor Willy Brandt Foundation. Brandt died on 8 October 1992.
Justus Bender, What Does the AfD Want? — A Party Changes Germany, new edition 2025. Page 224.
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Justus Bender

Sie hatten Hitler stoppen konnen

24.03.2025, 10:52 Lesezeit: 7 Min.

pestselle’
a s Von Justus Bender

Im Jahr 1930 versuchten preuBische Beamte,
die NSDAP zu verbieten. Die Regierung lehnte
das ab. Sie wollte die Nazis lieber politisch
stellen.

“What does the AfD want?” Book by Justus Bender, outlining (in 2016) a scenario of
AfD at 28 percent (in 2026) and putting up the chancellor. Today AfD is above 28 percent.

Article in Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung on debates within the government of the Weimar

Republic in 1930 on whether to shut down the NSDAP as a threat to the constitution. A
protagonist later published his memories: “They could have stopped Hitler.” They didn’t.
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I. THE RISE OF A THREAT IN GERMANY

Germany is the European Union’s largest economy and the linchpin of NATO’s conventional
defence on the continent. Instability in Berlin quickly becomes instability across Europe.
Russian president Vladimir Putin knows Germany very well — he speaks German and was
posted as a KGB spy in Dresden during the Cold War — and Moscow is closely monitoring what
is happening there. That is why events this summer and autumn are of crucial importance not
only for Germany’s democracy, but also for democratic Europe. A Germany in political crisis
— with a paralysed government, a Kremlin-friendly party on the verge of power in Berlin and
in power in Eastern Lénder (federal states) — is one of the clearest signals of fragility that Europe
could send out.

Can a pro-Putin, anti-Muslim, anti-EU extremist far-right party win national elections in
Germany? Two dramatic years in German politics have changed the answer. Yes, it could. Look
at German election results since 2024. Never had the Alternative fiir Deutschland (AfD) come
first in regional elections in any German state. It first happened in autumn 2024. There were
state elections in three (of sixteen) German federal states. In all three, the far-right AfD reached
record results. In Thuringia it came first, with 32.8 percent.? In Thuringia the three parties then
governing Germany — Social Democrats, Greens and Liberals — won only 10 percent of the vote
combined.* The AfD was the most successful party among young voters. Among those aged
18-24, 38 percent voted for it in Thuringia.® The Thuringia AfD had been found to be a
“confirmed far-right extremist” threat to the democratic constitutional order by the Thuringia
Office for the Protection of the Constitution (the Verfassungsschutz, Germany’s domestic
intelligence service, which has the obligation to watch groups suspected of threatening
democracy; each state has its own independent branch).

The AfD in Thuringia is led by a politician who moved from Hesse, in the West, to the East in
2008: the ultranationalist history teacher Bjorn Hocke. Hocke studied history and then worked
as a history teacher in schools in Hesse.® While teaching, Hocke met Thorsten Heise, a
convicted neo-Nazi and politician of the Nationaldemokratische Partei Deutschlands (NPD).’
In February 2010, Hocke demonstrated with neo-Nazis including Udo Voigt, then chairman of
the NPD, in Dresden, Saxony.® In 2011 and 2012, Hicke wrote articles under a pseudonym in
far-right publications close to the NPD — “Volk in Bewegung”, “Der Reichsbote* — published
by Heise.” In 2011, he wrote that “the Second World War was not only economically motivated,
but can also be seen as an ideological preventive war, as the National Socialist German state

Wahlen in Thiiringen (thueringen.de).

Brandenburg: Social Democrats (SPD) came first with 30.9 percent; Tagesschau, Brandenburg
Landtagswahl 2024, 22 September 2024. Saxony: Christian Democrats (CDU) came first with 34.4
percent. Sachsen.de, Wahlergebnisse, 30 September 2024.

Tagesschau, Wen wihlten Jiingere und Altere?, Brandenburg, 22 September 2024. Tagesschau, Wen
wiihlten Jiingere und Altere?, Sachsen, 2 September 2024.

Munzinger.de, Bjorn Hocke, Internationales Biographisches Archiv 12/2024 vom 19. Mérz 2024, ergénzt
um Nachrichten durch MA-Journal bis KW 45/2024, accessed on 1 March 2025.

Heise lived in Lower Saxony and moved to Thuringia in 2002, a few kilometers away from Hocke’s
home. Frontal ZDF, Bjorn Hocke: Vom Lehrer zum rechtsextremen Politiker, 28 August 2024, re-upload
on youtube, minute 08:05 ff and 15:20 ff. In June 2023, the NPD was renamed to Die Heimat, of which
Heise is vize-chair. Thiiringer Landtag, Antwort des Thiiringer Innenministeriums auf die Groe Anfrage
der Fraktion der Linkspartei PDS — Drucksache 4/1171 — Rechtsextremismus und demokratische
Gegenwehr, Drucksache 4/1404, 2 December 2005.

ZDF, Bjorn Hocke: Vom Lehrer zum rechtsextremen Politiker, 28 August 2024, Frontal, re-upload on
youtube, minute 08:30. ZDF, Hocke 2010 bei Neonazi-Aufmarsch, 17 February 2017.

Hocke’s pseudonym was Landolf Ladig.
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https://wahlen.thueringen.de/datenbank/wahl1/wahl.asp?wahlart=LW&wJahr=2024&zeigeErg=Land
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-09-22-LT-DE-BB/
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-09-22-LT-DE-BB/
https://wahlen.sachsen.de/landtagswahl-2024-wahlergebnisse.php
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-09-22-LT-DE-BB/umfrage-alter.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-09-01-LT-DE-SN/umfrage-alter.shtml
https://www.tagesschau.de/wahl/archiv/2024-09-01-LT-DE-SN/umfrage-alter.shtml
https://www.munzinger.de/search/go/document.jsp?id=0000003073
https://www.munzinger.de/search/go/document.jsp?id=0000003073
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zCFWBVuh3T0
https://www.die-linke-thl.de/fileadmin/lv/nazi-terror/anfragen/Gro%C3%9Fe_Anfrage_2005.pdf
https://www.die-linke-thl.de/fileadmin/lv/nazi-terror/anfragen/Gro%C3%9Fe_Anfrage_2005.pdf
https://www.die-linke-thl.de/fileadmin/lv/nazi-terror/anfragen/Gro%C3%9Fe_Anfrage_2005.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zCFWBVuh3T0
https://www.zdf.de/nachrichten/heute-sendungen/videos/hoecke-2010-bei-neonazi-aufmarsch-100.html

had established the first anti-globalization movement.”!® He praised the NPD as “the only
political force that stands up for the right to life of our people.”!! In 2019 the Federal Office for
the Protection of the Constitution wrote that these texts included “decidedly positive reference
to historical National Socialism as an idea” and offered a “radical revisionist reinterpretation of
the causes that triggered the Second World War.” !> That Hocke was hiding behind the
pseudonym “Landolf Ladig” was “almost indisputable” and “can be assumed almost with
certainty.”!3

Thuringia is known for the historic towns of Weimar and Jena, as well as for the Buchenwald
concentration camp. It was the first state in Germany where the NSDAP (the Nazi party, led by
Adolf Hitler) became part of a government in the Weimar Republic in January 1930, three years
before this happened in Berlin.

The AfD was created in 2013. In Thuringia Bjorn Hocke played the dominant role in extremist
politics from the moment of its creation. In March 2015, together with other far-right hardliners,
he produced a manifesto, which was introduced as the “Erfurt Manifesto” at a Thuringia party
conference.!* The text attacked those who might have been tempted to turn the AfD into a
normal political party on the right. The manifesto demanded that the party not soften up to
please the mainstream, but “remain a genuine resistance movement.” It warned:

“The ‘Alternative for Germany’ project is in danger. We have achieved brilliant electoral
successes over the past year but are in danger of recklessly squandering the voters’ trust.
People voted for us because they hope that we are different from the established parties ...
a movement of our people against the social experiments of recent decades (gender
mainstreaming, multiculturalism, educational arbitrariness, etc.), as a resistance movement
against the further erosion of Germany’s sovereignty and identity ...”"

At the end of August 2015, Germany received an unprecedented number of refugees, many
fleeing due to war and massive repression carried out in Syria by Putin’s ally Bashar al-Assad.
In autumn 2015 Vladimir Putin intervened directly in the war to keep Assad in power. Russia
bombed cities like Aleppo and civil infrastructure in the North of Syria not controlled by Assad.
More than 1.3 million Syrians sought asylum in the EU between 2015 and 2024. 8 out of 10 of
these Syrian refugees obtained asylum in either Germany or Austria.

After Assad’s fall at the end of 2024, the number of Syrian refugees fleeing to Europe dropped
immediately and dramatically. However, the AfD never drew the connection between Putin,
his ally Assad in Syria and this historic refugee movement. Nor did it ever admit that it was

Quote in German “der zweite Krieg war allerdings nicht nur 6konomisch motiviert, sondern darf auch als
ideologischer Praventivkrieg angesprochen werden, hatte sich im nationalsozialistischen Deutschland
doch eine erste Antiglobalisierungsbewegung staatlich etabliert.” In Landolf Ladig, Krisen, Chancen und
Auftrag, in “Volk in Bewegung”, Ausgabe 2/2011, shown in Frontal ZDF, Bjorn Hocke: Vom Lehrer
zum rechtsextremen Politiker, 28 August 2024, re-upload on youtube, 08:40.

1 Philipp Ruch, Es ist 5 vor 1933, Was die AfD vorhat und wie wir sie stoppen, Ludwig 2024, p. 27.

12 Tagesschau.de, AfD-Gutachten: Schutz fiir Menschenwiirde und Demokratie. 21. January 2019. While
whole passages of these texts show similarities with Hocke’s writing. The AfD national executive
committee asked Hocke in 2015 to swear under oath, which he refused. Die Welt, “Landolf Ladig” AfD-
Spitze ist sicher, Hocke hat fiir NPD geworben, 12 April 2017.

13 Tagesschau.de, AfD-Gutachten: Schutz fiir Menschenwiirde und Demokratie. 21. Januar 2019. Frontal
ZDF, Bjorn Hocke: Vom Lehrer zum rechtsextremen Politiker, 28 August 2024, re-upload on youtube,
08:10.

14 The leader of the AfD Saxony-Anhalt at the time was Andre Poggenburg. Melanie Amann 2017, p 148.

15 Facebook, Erfurter Resolution derfluegel.de, 14 March 2015. Deutschlandfunk, Fliigelkdmpfe bei der

AfD “Das Projekt ist in Gefahr”, 24 March 2024.
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https://www.tagesschau.de/faktenfinder/afd-verfassungsschutz-151.html
https://www.welt.de/politik/deutschland/article163669673/AfD-Spitze-ist-sicher-Hoecke-hat-fuer-NPD-geworben.html
https://www.welt.de/politik/deutschland/article163669673/AfD-Spitze-ist-sicher-Hoecke-hat-fuer-NPD-geworben.html
https://www.tagesschau.de/faktenfinder/afd-verfassungsschutz-151.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zCFWBVuh3T0
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=445168718968966&id=166760213476486&set=a.179598345526006
https://www.deutschlandfunk.de/fluegelkaempfe-bei-der-afd-das-projekt-ist-in-gefahr-100.html
https://www.deutschlandfunk.de/fluegelkaempfe-bei-der-afd-das-projekt-ist-in-gefahr-100.html

Austria, not Germany, that received per capita the highest number of asylum applications in
this decade, and that Austrian institutions granted the most asylum per capita over these ten
years. For the AfD, these refugees arrived due to “woke policies” carried out by the CDU-CSU-
SPD coalition in Berlin (Christian Democratic Union — CDU, its Bavarian sister party, the
Christian Social Union — CSU, and the Social Democratic Party of Germany — SPD). It was not
Putin or Assad but Angela Merkel, the EU, the refugee convention and the very idea of asylum
that were to blame.

Bjorn Hocke explained in Magdeburg on 14 October 2015: “Magdeburgers, Saxony-Anhalters,
Germans! Our community of trust and solidarity that has grown over centuries is in danger! If
we don’t stop this development, then I predict ... a civil war.”!® But there was also another view
among senior AfD leaders. One, Alexander Gauland, described the refugee crisis as a “gift” for
the AfD in December 2015.!7 And in 2020, Christian Liith, then spokesman for the AfD
parliamentary group and advisor to Gauland, had the following dialogue with a former right-
wing influencer, Lisa Liscentia, in a bar in Berlin:

Liith: “If everything went well now. Merz closes the borders, we find a deal with Turkey
and so on, then the AfD would be at 3 per cent like in Hamburg. We don’t want that. That’s
why we have to think about a tactic between ‘how bad can things get for Germany’ and
‘how much can we provoke’...”

Liscentia: “Above all, it sounds as if it’s in your interest for more migrants to come.”
Yy

Liith: “Yes, because then the AfD will be better off. We can still shoot them all afterwards.
That’s not an issue at all, or gassing, or whatever you want, I don’t care. But now that the
borders are still open... we have to make sure that Germany is doing badly.”'8

When this was made public the AfD dismissed Christian Liith.!” He returned to the Bundestag
(Germany’s federal parliament) in summer 2024 to work as research assistant
(“wissenschaftlicher Mitarbeiter”) for an AfD parliamentarian.?’

On 17 January 2017, Hocke spoke at an event of the Junge Alternative (the AfD’s youth
organisation) in Dresden. Hocke referred to the Berlin Memorial to the Murdered Jews of
Europe: “We Germans, our people, are the only people in the world who have planted a
monument of shame in the heart of their capital.” He added that Germany must make a “180-
degree turnaround in remembrance policy.”?' The party leadership reacted in February 2017.
The AfD Federal Executive Committee voted by a two-thirds majority to expel Hocke from the
party.?”> They noted the “proximity to National Socialism” in Hoécke’s publications and
speeches.”® Then, in May 2018, the AfD arbitration panel rejected the expulsion proceedings
of Bjoérn Hocke.?* He was too powerful. Instead of being dismissed, his rise continued.

Melanie Amann, Seite 41.

“Man kann diese Krise ein Geschenk fiir uns nennen”, Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, Parteivize
Gauland wertet Fliichtlingskrise als “Geschenk” fiir AfD, 12 December 2015.

Pro Sieben Spezial, Right. German. Radikal . With Thilo Mischke on prosieben.de, minute 3:15. ZDF
Heute, Christian Liith, Fired ex-AfD spokesperson back in the Bundestag , 9 July 2024.

19 ZDF heute, “Christian Liith: gefeuerter Ex-AfD-Sprecher zuriick im Bundestag”, 9 July 2024.

20 ZDF heute, “Christian Liith: gefeuerter Ex-AfD-Sprecher zuriick im Bundestag”, 9 July 2024.
Tagesspiegel, Hocke-Rede im Wortlaut: “Gemiitszustand eines total besiegten Volkes”, 19 January 2017.
Tagesspiegel, Update Thiiringen: AfD schmettert Parteiausschluss von Bjérn Hocke ab, 9 May 2018.

3 TAZ, Party expulsion failed Hocke may remain in the AfD, 9 May 2018.

24 TAZ, Party expulsion failed Hocke may remain in the AfD, 9 May 2018.
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http://prosieben.de/
https://www.zdf.de/nachrichten/politik/deutschland/christian-lueth-afd-jan-wenzel-schmidt-referent-100.html
https://www.tagesspiegel.de/politik/gemutszustand-eines-total-besiegten-volkes-5488489.html
https://www.tagesspiegel.de/politik/afd-schmettert-parteiausschluss-von-bjorn-hocke-ab-5286793.html
https://taz.de/Parteiausschluss-gescheitert/!5504681/
https://taz.de/Parteiausschluss-gescheitert/!5504681/

In June 2018, one month after the arbitration panel’s decision, Bjorn Hocke published a book
outlining his views.?® There he warned about “the great white elephant: The danger of a Muslim
majority population.” He deplored the “imminent death of a people [Volkstod] through
population exchange” and the “brutal displacement of Germans from their traditional settlement
area.”?® He conjured up the “dissolution of all things ... from gender and ethnic identities,
families, religious ties and cultural traditions ... to the protective and formative borders of states
and cultures.”?” He saw evidence of concrete “efforts to abolish the German people.”?® The
Volk faced a “meltdown”:

“If we do not soon stop the violent transformation of the traditional nation state into a
multicultural immigration society, we in Germany and Europe are actually threatened with
a cultural meltdown.”?’

The Muslim “religious way of life does not fit in with our Western European culture.”*® The
most important proposal to avert the death of the German people was the reduction of the
number of Muslims in Germany. For this a “large-scale remigration project will be necessary.”
This would probably include “a policy of ‘well-tempered cruelty’...This means that human
hardship and unpleasant scenes cannot always be avoided.”®! Death of the Volk, meltdown,
dissolution: Hocke’s images are dramatic and justify dramatic measures. Hocke continued to
spread his proposal of a large-scale expulsion, or remigration. He explained in Gera in October
2023: “We will be able to live with 20-30 percent fewer people in Germany without any
problems.”?

In his book Hocke also proposed radical changes in German foreign policy. He looked forward
to the end of NATO and a rapprochement with Russia. The German Federal Armed Forces
(Bundeswehr) were, he complained, “never a genuinely German army that wanted to build on
the great national military traditions ... Anyone who really wants to serve his country with a
weapon should consider waiting for other, better times.” He opposed the EU.** But he was also
confident that dramatic change was possible: History was full of decadent political elites ending
up in the “graveyard.” A new political elite should take over Germany and protect “the interests
of the indigenous population,” which might require “measures that go against intrinsic moral
sensibilities.”

In May 2023 protestors in Konigstein am Taunus in Hesse held up a poster of Hocke with his
right arm raised, and the text “Bjorn Hocke is a Nazi.” The Frankfurt public prosecutor’s office
quickly dropped proceedings for insult, arguing that it was legal to call Hocke a “Nazi.” This
was “a value judgement linked to facts [Tatsachen]”, as Hocke had “expressed himself in an
unambiguously nationalistic-ethnic way with racist overtones, emphasising the natural

= Bjorn Hocke, Nie Zweimal in denselben Fluss, Bjorn Hocke im Gesprdch mit Sebastian Hennig,

Manuscriptum, 2018.
Bjorn Hocke, Nie Zweimal in denselben Fluss, Bjorn Hocke im Gesprdch mit Sebastian Hennig,
Manuscriptum, 2018.P.132, 125.

26

27 Page 160.

28 Page 16.

2 Page 113.

30 Page 120, 121.

3 Hocke, p. 156.

32 Der Westen.de, Auslidnder raus: AfD-Hocke wants “20 to 30 percent” fewer inhabitants in Germany, 13
October 2023.

3 Hocke 2018, S. 168.
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leadership of Germans, and in doing so, repeatedly using formulations that were part of the
standard vocabulary of the representatives of National Socialism before May 1945.734

Today, according to German journalist Frederik Schindler, Bjorn Hocke is “the most influential
figure in AfD ideology.” Another leading German journalist and bestselling author on politics,
Robin Alexander, wrote in 2025:

“The AfD has become more radical, but Hocke has not. He has always been a right-wing
radical ... The AfD is not just ‘not a normal party’. It is not a normal right-wing party
either ... The AfD has evolved into what Hécke has always been.”

As the AfD has become ever more radical, it has also become ever more successful. In elections
to the federal parliament in February 2025, the AfD came second nationwide, doubling its vote
share. It now came first in all five Eastern states. Since April 2025 — just weeks after the
February federal election — the AfD has led in German national polls; in June 2026 it stood at
around 28 percent, well ahead of the CDU/CSU on around 23 to 24 percent. As the party has
advanced, it has not moderated its positions. It embraces Putin’s Russia. It promises to abandon
Ukraine. It talks about planning ICE-style hunts of migrants (ICE is the US Immigration and
Customs Enforcement agency, which arrests and deports migrants), as carried out earlier this
year in the US in Minnesota. It promises to expel “millions” of Muslims. It looks forward to
the collapse of the European Union and wants Germany to leave it.

The national AfD is today largely a “Hocke-AfD.” His ideas, his supporters and his tactics
dominate the party. Attempts to kick him out of the party for radicalism failed. Victories this
autumn could give the party he has shaped a momentum that would be hard to reverse. Three
months from now, in September 2026, AfD might win its first ever absolute majority in a Land
— in the state of Saxony-Anhalt, where its organization has also been found to be “confirmed
far-right extremist.” It would then be in a position to form a government and take control of the
police there. If the AfD forms a government in Saxony-Anbhalt, there is a risk of a dam bursting
in German politics.

This would take place against the menacing backdrop of the bloodiest war in Europe since
1945. An ever more aggressive Russia is openly banking on an AfD-victory. It is
simultaneously menacing democracies in Europe that the AfD would sacrifice in order to reach
an understanding with Putin. The AfD sees the world as the Moscow elite does: the strong do
what they can, and the weak suffer what they must. There has certainly been no shortage of
warnings on Moscow’s intentions towards European democracies in recent months. The
President of the German Federal Intelligence Service, Bruno Kahl, warned in June 2025 that
there were people in the Kremlin who no longer believed that Article 5 of the NATO Treaty
(NATO’s mutual-defence promise: an armed attack on one member is treated as an attack on
all) would hold, “and they would like to put it to the test.”*® In October 2025, the Danish
Military Intelligence Service cited three scenarios: a local war against a neighbouring country
within six months of a ceasefire in Ukraine; a credible threat to several NATO states in the
Baltic region within two years; and a large-scale European war within five years, should the

4 Hessenschau, Staatsanwaltschaft Frankfurt, Demonstranten diirfen AfD-Politiker Bjorn Hocke als “Nazi”

bezeichnen, 4 July 2023.
35 Die Welt, Robin Alexander, Hockes eigentliches Feindbild ist nicht Merkel, sondern Adenauer, 17
September 2025.
Bruno Kahl, President of the Federal Intelligence Service, on the “Table.Today” podcast, June
2025;Tagesspiegel, 13 June 2025.
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US stay out and NATO fail to rearm.3” NATO Secretary-General Mark Rutte said in Berlin in
December 2025, “we are Russia’s next target,” and Moscow could soon be in a position to use
military force against the alliance.’® Russia is testing the alliance. Around twenty Russian
drones entered Polish airspace in September 2025. Airspace violations, acts of sabotage and
drone incidents at airports followed across the continent. Czech President Petr Pavel warned
that Russia had learnt to keep its provocations “just below” the threshold that would trigger
NATO’s Article 5.%° In April 2026, the Dutch intelligence service considered a regional conflict
against NATO within a year of the end of the war in Ukraine to be possible; Russia is already
making “concrete preparations.”*

Alongside the military threat there is now the political danger emerging in Germany. Moscow
made its previously discreet ties to the AfD highly public. Dmitry Medvedev, Deputy Chairman
of the Russian Security Council, described the AfD in November 2025 as a “highly respected”
political force.*! At the St Petersburg International Economic Forum in early June 2026,
Markus Frohnmaier, an AfD member of the Bundestag, met Kirill Dmitriev — Putin’s special
envoy and head of the Russian sovereign wealth fund, who became known worldwide as the
chief negotiator in the Ukraine talks with the US. Jorg Urban, the AfD’s state leader in Saxony,
was also a guest in Putin’s home city.** Frohnmaier also met with Andrei Klimov, who played
a key role in drafting the laws against “foreign agents” and “undesirable organisations,” which
Moscow uses to criminalise independent journalists and non-governmental organisations. And
Frohnmaier met with Gazprom CEO Alexei Miller. Another AfD representative, MEP Petr
Bystron, also attended. Kirill Dmitriev was the most enthusiastic about the AfD visitors. As
early as October 2025, he had attributed the party’s success to its opposition to “uncontrolled
immigration, lies and censorship.” On the X platform, he described the AfD as “the hope for
the Germans” in mid-May 2026; following the meeting with Frohnmaier in St Petersburg, he
wrote that he was looking forward to “shaping a great future together with the AfD, Germany’s
most popular party.”*

The AfD, too, has long been embraced by anti-European ideologues close to the Kremlin.
Alexander Dugin, the ideologue behind Neo-Eurasianism, has long maintained that the AfD
alone still embodies the “common sense” of the German people, and that Russia must seek
cooperation with it.** These connections go back a long way: as early as 2015, Alexander
Gauland from the AfD met Dugin in St Petersburg, describing his ideas as “intellectually
interesting.”* How AfD’s Russian admirers think about Europe also became clear in St
Petersburg in June 2026. Konstantin Malofeev, an oligarch sanctioned by the European Union

37 Forsvarets Efterretningstjeneste (FE), Intelligence Outlook 2025, 11 February 2025, and Situation
Assessment on Hybrid Threats, 3 October 2025 (fe-ddis.dk).

Mark Rutte, speech in Berlin, 11 December 2025: “We are Russia’s next target.” He referred to Russian
production of around 2,000 missiles and some 2,900 attack drones per month, as well as to an escalating
hybrid war.

Belfer Centre (5 February 2026) There were drone sightings at airports in Copenhagen, Oslo, Munich and
Brussels.

40 Military Intelligence and Security Service (MIVD), Annual Report, published on 21 April 2026.

4 Dmitry Medvedev speaking to RIA Novosti, 14 November 2025 (reported in Izvestia).

42 Kyiv Independent, Euronews and TASS, June 2026: The St Petersburg International Economic Forum
took place from 3 to 6 June 2026.

Kirill Dmitriev on X on 15-16 May 2026, in response to an Infratest-dimap poll from Mecklenburg-
Western Pomerania (AfD at around 36 percent): “The AfD has become a HOPE for Germans”; on 3 June
2026. Reported by dpa and TASS, amongst others.

For a profile of Dugin and his portrayal of Europe as the enemy, see Kerstin Holm, “Europe as the Enemy:
How Putin’s War Philosophers Think”, FAZ, 9 February 2026. On his stance regarding the AfD:
Alexander Dugin, “Germany Seeks an Alternative”, arktosjournal.com, 25 February 2025.

Anton Shekhovtsov and illiberalism.org, “Connections between the German Far Right and Russia.”
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for destabilising Ukraine, presented a report on “Scenarios for Russia’s Future” alongside a
group of experts — including Alexander Dugin. In their view, the best-case scenario for Russia
foresees the use of nuclear weapons by 2036, the collapse of the European Union, the capture
of Kyiv and Odesa, and the complete subjugation of Ukraine; by 2050, Russia is set to realise
its own Eurasian “greater region” and the “trinity of the Russian people.”*® While threatening
others, Malofeev views Germany with confidence: he predicted that the AfD, rather than the
CDU, would soon be the dominant political force in the country.*’

4 . Kirill Dmitriev @kadmitriev-7h X
B i nig | 4 :
A% Kirill Dmitriev | German Saxony wants Germany to
@kadmitriev = normalize relations with Russia.

4 Ubersetzung zeigen &
Looking forward to building a great FUTURE
together with AfD, Germany’s most popular

@ Prof. Matthias Moosdorf... & - 15h

Sachsen geht voran! Uber 1000
deutsche Unternehmen sind in

party. Russland engagiert. Wir wollen eine

Normalisierung der Beziehungen. Fiir
Along with AfD’s Deputy Chairman Markus unser Land und fiir Frle_den in Europal...
Froh ier, | di d the % »

cooperation with Germany, including
restarting the Russia-Germany-US business
dialogue.

@SPIEF

Kirill Dmitriev, Putin’s right-hand man, 3 and 6 June 2026.

I1. TEN QUESTIONS AND A SUMMER OF DECISION

“Political parties which, by virtue of their objectives or the conduct of their supporters,
seek to undermine or abolish the free democratic basic order or to endanger the existence
of the Federal Republic of Germany are unconstitutional.” Basic Law, Article 21

“There is one thing a responsible politician, a statesman, certainly cannot do: he cannot
simply resort to inaction merely because there is no way to act without drawbacks; for then
others will act over the heads of that politician and his country, and that country will
certainly fall behind.”* Konrad Adenauer, 1952. Then two parties were banned.

What does all of this mean for Germany and for its European allies? And what is the answer to
the most important question: What can, and should, German democrats DO now?

We argue that this summer offers the best, and maybe last, chance to halt the ominous trend of
the AfD’s rise. This summer, Germany’s democrats face a decision they have been putting off
for years: whether and when to refer the question of the AfD’s constitutionality to the court
with sole jurisdiction over the matter — the Federal Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe.

46 Meduza, Orthodox oligarch Konstantin Malofeev presents Russia’s future scenarios at economic forum
— the “positive” one involves a nuclear strike, 4 June 2026, meduza.io; see the official programme of the
St Petersburg International Economic Forum (forum-spb.ru).

47 Konstantin Malofeev on his Telegram channel (Zargrad), 31 March 2026.

48 Konrad Adenauer, interview with Ernst Friedlaender, 5 March 1952, Bulletin No. 27/52; quoted from the
Konrad Adenauer Foundation, Interview conducted during the negotiations on integration with the West.
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This would be a huge step. This report argues that it is overdue. There are many
misunderstandings surrounding this debate; about what a party ban procedure is, what it is not,
and also why the timing is crucial. The following ten questions and answers provide guidance
during a historic summer that may decide the future of Germany and Europe.

1. Can a political party be banned in Germany?

Yes. The Basic Law expressly provides for this. According to Article 21(2), parties are
unconstitutional if they “aim” to undermine or abolish the free democratic basic order; the
Federal Constitutional Court alone decides on unconstitutionality.*’ This has already happened
twice: in 1952, the Court banned the far-right Socialist Reich Party, and in 1956, the KPD (the
Communist Party of Germany).>

The thresholds for banning a party are high — and rightly so. In its most recent ruling on the
NPD (a neo-Nazi party, the National Democratic Party) in 2017, the Court required an anti-
constitutional ideology, “systematic action” and the “potential” to achieve those objectives; a
party ban must not amount to a mere ban on ideology.>! It is therefore not a question of banning
“far-right ideology”. It is about preventing enemies of the Basic Law from systematically
destroying the democracy built upon it and fundamental values such as respect for the human
dignity of all.

Underlying this is the principle of militant democracy: the Federal Republic will not tolerate its
enemies exploiting freedom to abolish freedom. In the NPD ruling, the court re-examined this
concept and emphasised that the free democratic basic order fundamentally protects human
dignity, the principle of democracy and the rule of law. Consequently, a concept based on an
ethnic “national community” that denies people this dignity is incompatible with the immutable
values of the Basic Law.

Only three institutions may request that a party’s constitutionality be reviewed: the Federal
Government, the Bundestag or the Bundesrat (the chamber in which the governments of the 16
federal states are represented). Only one institution may rule on the matter: the Federal
Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe (Germany’s highest court, based in the city of Karlsruhe,
which alone may ban a party). The hurdles are high. That is how the Basic Law intends it to be.

2. Is banning a political party undemocratic?

“‘Militant democracy’ seeks precisely to prevent the abuse of freedoms protected by
fundamental rights in order to abolish freedom ... If one were to wait for a concrete
danger to arise, a ban on a party might possibly only be considered at a point in time
when the party in question has already attained such a strong position that the ban
can no longer be enforced ... Therefore, Article 21(2) of the Basic Law aims, in
accordance with the maxim ‘resist the beginnings’, to open up the possibility of taking

4 Article 21(2) of the Basic Law and Section 13(2) and Sections 43 et seq. of the Federal Constitutional
Court Act (BVerfGG).

50 Federal Constitutional Court, judgement of 23 October 1952 (Socialist Reich Party, BVerfGE 2, 1) and
judgement of 17 August 1956 (Communist Party of Germany, BVerfGE 5, 85).

1 Federal Constitutional Court, judgement of 17 January 2017 — 2 BvB 1/13 —, BVerfGE 144, 20 (NPD).

The criterion of “aiming at” requires deliberate action and the “potential” to actually achieve the anti-
constitutional objectives. The free democratic basic order comprises, above all, human dignity, the
principle of democracy and the rule of law.
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action against anti-constitutional parties at an early stage. By its very nature, the procedure
for banning a political party is a preventive measure.”
Federal Constitutional Court, judgement on the NPD, 2017

No. Banning political parties is one of the tools available to many European democracies. The
founding members of the first European Communities banned various parties. The assumption
that banning a political party is an exotic, inherently undemocratic act is incorrect. Comparative
research demonstrates this. Hermann K. Heussner, a professor of law at Osnabriick University
of Applied Sciences, summarises the findings as follows: “Between 1945 and 2015, a total of
52 parties were affected in 20 out of a total of 37 European democracies. Party bans are
therefore more common than is generally assumed.”>?

The European Court of Human Rights has declared such bans permissible under clear
conditions. The benchmark is Article 11 of the European Convention on Human Rights, which
concerns freedom of association: a ban must be provided for by law, pursue a legitimate aim
and be “necessary in a democratic society.” The Court assesses this in three stages — legitimate
aim, a “pressing social need” and proportionality.” In the landmark case of Refah Partisi v.
Turkey (2003), it held that a ban was justified if a party posed a sufficiently real threat to
democracy. Spain banned the Basque party Herri Batasuna in 2003. The Court upheld the
Spanish ban in 2009.>*

The Federal Constitutional Court has explicitly aligned its own criteria with this case law: in
the context of militant democracy, according to the NPD ruling, the Convention pursues the
same concept as the Basic Law.*>> However, anyone who brands the procedure laid down in the
Basic Law for bringing cases before the Federal Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe as
undemocratic fails to recognise that the possibility of having anti-constitutional parties
scrutinised in accordance with the rule of law is part of the European understanding of
democracy. And anyone who claims that such proceedings are, in any case, merely about parties
seeking to eliminate their political rivals has failed to grasp the concept of militant democracy
or casts doubt on the independence or competence of the Federal Constitutional Court.

Klaus Ferdinand Gérditz, a professor of constitutional law at the University of Bonn, has
addressed this objection in detail. His key argument is that banning a party is not directed
against opinions, ideas or political competition as such, but rather prevents an extremist party
from overthrowing the legal order using the state’s instruments of power. In his seminal article
“In favour of banning the AfD — to protect democracy,” he writes:

“The democratically justified ban on a party does not serve to suppress ideas or convictions;
it is not a ban on beliefs or worldviews. However, proceedings to ban a party are intended
to prevent extremist parties from using the instruments of political power to reshape the

2 Hermann K. HeuB3ner, Professor of Public Law and Social Work Law at Osnabriick University of Applied

Sciences, “Red Card for the Far Right: On a Possible Ban on the AfD”, IPG Journal (Friedrich Ebert
Foundation), August 2025 (ipg-journal.de).

53 Art. 11 of the ECHR (freedom of association). The European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) assesses a
ban on a political party in three stages: legitimate aim, “pressing social need” and proportionality of the
measure (see ECHR, Refah Partisi and Others v. Turkey, judgement of 13 February 2003, No. 41340/98

etal., § 104).

54 ECHR, Refah Partisi and Others v. Turkey, 13 February 2003. ECHR, Herri Batasuna and Batasuna v.
Spain, judgement of 30 June 2009, No. 25803/04 et al.

55 BVerfGE 144, 20 (NPD, 2017).
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legal order in a way that would be incompatible with the egalitarian and liberal principles
of the Basic Law.”™®

Banning a party is not an act of consolidating power, but a precautionary measure enshrined in
the constitution in case the ballot box no longer keeps extremism in check.®’ Rather than
focusing primarily on those who would “no longer be able to vote for” a banned party, we
should consider the people for whom this party poses “a real threat”; the costs of inaction
would first and foremost affect the groups labelled as enemies:>®

“Banning the AfD is not, in particular, about getting rid of unwelcome competition in the
short term; rather, it is a dogmatically well-developed protective instrument, anchored in
constitutional tradition, designed to safeguard German democracy from long-term damage.
The Basic Law establishes a value-based order, not a state based on ideology. However,
banning a party does not prohibit individual beliefs.”’

Party bans in Europe are neither an exceptional occurrence nor a routine measure. As Géarditz
puts it, they remain an institutional safeguard for emergencies.

The outcome of such a case also depends on the AfD. It could distance itself from identitarian
(the identitarian movement is a far-right current that wants European countries to keep an
ethnically “native” population and opposes immigration, above all by Muslims) and far-right
politicians, factions and positions. It could follow the path of other right-wing populist protest
parties in Europe. So far, all attempts to do so have failed spectacularly.

3. Are there lessons from previous closure cases?

Yes, there are. Two German precedents help to understand today’s debate: the successful ban
of the Sozialistische Reichspartei (SRP) in 1952 and the failed attempt to ban the NPD that the
Federal Constitutional Court decided in 2017.

In his book Es ist 5 vor 1933, author Philipp Ruch revisits the first party ban and draws lessons
from it.% The neo-Nazi SRP, a successor to the NSDAP, had grown strong enough in the early
1950s to alarm the young German republic. The driving force behind the ban was a federal
interior minister, Robert Lehr, who pressed hard for proceedings; Chancellor Konrad Adenauer
then also backed moving against the party. Ruch recounts that, in January 1952, the newly
created Federal Constitutional Court had the police search for incriminating material against
the SRP. The proceedings were strikingly short. On 23 October 1952 the Court declared the
SRP unconstitutional and dissolved it, the first party ban under the Basic Law.%! Ruch’s lesson
is blunt: a determined government, acting early, appealed to a respected constitutional authority,
which removed a neo-Nazi party from the political stage. Political will and timing made a
difference.

56 Klaus Ferdinand Gérditz, “In favour of banning the AfD — to protect democracy”, Blitter fiir deutsche

und internationale Politik, issue 11/2023, pp. 3740 (blaetter.de).

Ibid., p. 40; also quoted in Humanistische Union, “A Resilient Democracy — on the debate surrounding a
ban on the AfD”, Vorgénge No. 243 (humanistische-union.de).

Klaus Ferdinand Gérditz; quoted in Mathias Hong, “Forfeiture of Fundamental Rights and Party Bans
against Radical AfD Regional Associations (Part I1I)”, Verfassungsblog, 4 June 2025.

59 Ibid.

57

58

60 Vgl. Philipp Ruch, Es ist 5 vor 1933; die folgende Darstellung des SRP-Verfahrens folgt Ruchs
Schilderung.
o1 BVerfG, Urteil vom 23. Oktober 1952, BVerfGE 2, 1 (Verbot der Sozialistischen Reichspartei).
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Is today reminiscent of this moment in the history of the young Federal Republic? In the early
1950s, the young state found itself caught between an expansionist Soviet Union and a
democracy that had not yet taken firm root. Konrad Adenauer made several swift and
courageous decisions at that time: alignment with the West, the path to NATO — and,
domestically, the Republic’s first party ban proceedings.®? It is noteworthy that the SRP was
not only opposed to Adenauer’s policy of alignment with the West, but, according to American
intelligence services, also received covert funding from Moscow.5

The second precedent points the other way on its outcome but also offers encouragement. On
the initiative of the Bundesrat — which resolved on 14 December 2012 to seek a ban and filed
its application in late 2013 — the Constitutional Court ruled on the NPD on 17 January 2017.%4
It did not ban the party. Yet it found the NPD’s aims to be plainly anti-constitutional: its
programme, the Court held, was “auf die Beseitigung der freiheitlichen demokratischen
Grundordnung gerichtet” — directed at abolishing the free democratic basic order.®> The Court
withheld a ban for one reason only: the NPD lacked what it called “Potentialitdt.” This required
concrete indications of weight that make a party’s success at least possible.®® A ban failed only
for want of this “potentiality”: the marginal, electorally spent NPD could not realistically
achieve its subversive goals.®’

One of the lawyers in that case, Matthias RoBbach, later wrote in the introduction to a
documentation of the case — tellingly titled Die Ertrige des Verfahrens (the yields of the
proceedings) — why it would be wrong to judge the case by its outcome alone. Its yields, he
noted, reached considerably further and were substantial.®® After a first NPD case collapsed in
2003 on procedural grounds, it was unclear whether a procedure of this nature could be
conducted at all. The 2017 judgement made the procedure workable again. It set out, for future
applicants, the procedural conditions — including evidence not tainted by state informers, and
no intelligence spying on the party’s litigation strategy. It defined the free democratic basic
order around human dignity, democracy and the rule of law. It warned parties that tolerate
extremist wings that a ban procedure is “no blunt sword.”® And it prompted an amendment to
the Basic Law: the new Article 21(3) allows anti-constitutional parties to be excluded from state
financing even where a full ban is refused.”®

For the question posed today, two lessons converge. The SRP case shows that a determined
application can succeed. The NPD case shows that even a refused ban sets lasting standards —
and, crucially, that the Pofentialitdt threshold which saved the marginal NPD cuts the other way
for the AfD. A party polling around a quarter of the vote, leading in several states and within
reach of office possesses the potentiality the NPD lacked. The very criterion that spared the

62 Federal Constitutional Court, judgement of 23 October 1952 (1 BvB 1/51, BVerfGE 2, 1): The Socialist
Reich Party (SRP) was declared unconstitutional and dissolved as the successor organisation to the
NSDAP — the first party ban in the Federal Republic. The Federal Government under Adenauer had filed
the application in November 1951.

63 On the SRP: Henning Hansen, The Socialist Reich Party (SRP). The Rise and Fall of a Far-Right Party,

Droste, Diisseldorf 2007.

Der Bundesrat beschloss am 14. Dezember 2012, einen Verbotsantrag zu stellen; der Antrag wurde

Anfang Dezember 2013 eingereicht, die Entscheidung erging am 17. Januar 2017. RoBbach, NPD-

Verbotsverfahren, S. 1.

64

65 BVerfG, Urteil vom 17. Januar 2017, 2 BvB 1/13, Rn. 634; vgl. RoBbach, NPD-Verbotsverfahren, S. 22.

66 BVerfG, Urteil vom 17. Januar 2017, Rn. 585; vgl. RofBbach, NPD-Verbotsverfahren, S. 18.

67 BVerfG, Urteil vom 17. Januar 2017, Rn. 1009; vgl. RoBbach, NPD-Verbotsverfahren, S. 23.

68 RoBbach, NPD-Verbotsverfahren, Einfithrung, S. 1.

0 RoBbach, NPD-Verbotsverfahren, S. 23; vgl. auch S. 2.

70 RoBbach, NPD-Verbotsverfahren, S. 23; ausfiihrlich zum Finanzierungsausschlussverfahren S. 1519
(Epilog).
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NPD points, in the AfD’s case, towards success. RoBbach made this point sharply after the 2017
verdict: the Court, he stressed, expressly denied that a concrete danger to democracy is required
—under either German constitutional law or European standards — and held that the threshold
must not be set too high. As he put it, “So hoch, dass das Parteiverbot erst kurz vor der
Machtiibernahme moglich ist, darf die Schwelle nicht sein” (the threshold must not be so high
that a party can be banned only shortly before it seizes power).”! For a party with the AfD’s
reach, that is the decisive lesson: the time to act is before it is within grasp of power, not after.

4. Why did the AfD fear a motion to ban it last year?

“Krah in Magdeburg, Sellner in Vienna — they are cogs in the machine; this is the successful
intertwining of the grassroots movement and the party, of reflection and implementation.”
Identitarian publisher Gotz Kubitschek, 2023

Because one of their own lawyers warned them urgently against it. Maximilian Krah, a Member
of the Bundestag and former Member of the European Parliament, has been publicly warning
since 2025 that any contact with Martin Sellner and the Identitarian Movement (a European
far-right movement built around the idea of defending a supposed white “ethnic identity”
against immigration and the so-called “Great Replacement™) is extremely dangerous. Krah
based his argument on case law — for example, the ruling from Leipzig in which the Federal
Administrative Court examined the magazine Compact and, in doing so, condemned the
remigration concept (the far-right demand to remove large numbers of immigrants — and even
citizens with foreign roots — from Germany on the basis of their origin or ethnicity) — which
draws on the ethnic “Volksgemeinschaft” (a Nazi-era term for a racially defined “national
community”) — as contrary to human dignity.”® The court stated in the summer of 2025:

“Neither a legally devalued status nor humiliating unequal treatment is compatible with
human dignity. This applies in particular where such unequal treatment contravenes the
prohibitions on discrimination set out in Article 3(3) of the Basic Law. This is the case with
the so-called ‘remigration concept’ devised by Martin Sellner, a leading figure in the
Identitarian Movement. These ideas — at least insofar as they distinguish between German
nationals with and without a migrant background — disregard the egalitarian understanding
of nationality protected by both human dignity and the principle of democracy. This is
because they are based on the notion of an ‘ethnocultural identity’ that must be preserved
and therefore treat German nationals with a migrant background as second-class citizens.
Those ‘who cannot or will not assimilate’ are to be persuaded — at least through pressure,
through a ‘policy of de-Islamisation’ — to ‘remigrate’ to their countries of origin.”’*

As long as the AfD espouses this concept or leaves the door open to it, Krah argues, a court
ruling classifying it as “confirmed far-right extremist” is virtually inevitable; the concept is
“guaranteed to be anti-constitutional.”

Krah is no moderate: he himself had held radical positions and, at times, employed staff from
the Identitarian spectrum; it was precisely for this reason that his warning carried such weight
—and it earned him an openly publicised dispute with leading figures of the New Right such as

71 Matthias Roflbach im Interview, Unauf.de, “Zwischen Elfenbeinturm und Gerichtssaal”, 4. Dezember

2017.
72 Sezession, Magdeburg and Vienna, Krah and Sellner, the party and its support network, 31 July 2023.
7 Federal Administrative Court, Order 6 VR 1.24.0f 14 August 2024 — 6 VR 1.24 — (ban on the magazine

COMPACT under association law). Judgment of 24 June 2025.

74 Federal Administrative Court, press release, 24 June 2025.
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Gotz Kubitschek.” Krah saw a twofold danger: that proceedings in Karlsruhe could slow the
rise of the AfD — and that simply going to court would be a heavy burden. Every event would
then be overshadowed by the fact that proceedings to ban the party were underway; the mere
fact of these proceedings might be “more damaging” than even a final ruling that the party was
not unconstitutional.

A Martin Sellner @

- Folgen
‘ @MartinSellner_
Cem Ozdemir (Green Party) was

elected as the first Muslim President of
Baden-Wiirttemberg yesterday.

He won the election partly due to the ethnic
vote: the voting bloc of non-assimilated,
non-European migrants is growing with
every election cycle.

Ozdemir is the first non-European to hold a
position of political power in this Europan
region in recorded history. He will govern
over 11.3 million people.

This is a foreign colonization.

Martin Sellner on X: The elected leader of the state of Baden-Wiirttemberg
(a German born in Germany) is a “coloniser”

5. Why did the AfD not fear legal proceedings this year?

“The AfD’s Thuringia regional branch has been a confirmed far-right extremist
organisation for years ... [ am in favour of initiating proceedings to ban this regional
branch.” Felor Badenberg, Berlin’s Senator for Justice, in November 20257

Because the AfD no longer believes the relevant institutions — the Federal Government, the
Bundestag and the Bundesrat — are capable of taking this step. After all, while the rhetoric has
often been strong, concrete action has failed to materialise. At its federal party conference in
June 2025, the SPD unanimously resolved that the constitutional bodies should “immediately
create the conditions” for such proceedings — and has done nothing of the sort since.”’ In the
spring of 2026, the CDU published a 34-page booklet entitled “A step backwards for Germany.
No alternative,” which describes the AfD as “detrimental to democracy, anti-Semitic and ethno-
nationalist,” and even sent it — along with a sample letter of resignation — to all AfD Members
of the Bundestag.’”® Nothing else has happened.

» Krah had himself held radical views in the past. His warnings led to an open confrontation with leading

figures of the New Right, such as Gtz Kubitschek.

Stiddeutsche Zeitung, If our democracy does not show its teeth, the AfD will destroy it, 28 November
2025.

SPD Federal Party Conference, June 2025: The relevant constitutional bodies should “immediately create
the conditions” for the AfD to be declared unconstitutional.

CDU, “A step backwards for Germany. No alternative. Detrimental to democracy. Anti-Semitic. Ethno-
nationalist”, a 34-page leaflet from the Konrad Adenauer House, first distributed at the Federal Party
Conference in Stuttgart (February 2026); sent to AfD Members of the Bundestag in May 2026, together
with a sample letter of resignation. Tagesspiegel, 28 May 2026; taz, 21 May 2026.

76

77
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Nor was there any shortage of strong words from the party leaders: Friedrich Merz called the
AfD ““a party that stands in the tradition of the worst injustices in our country’; in January 2025,
he said: “This party is, to a large extent, a far-right party. This party undermines the very
foundations of our democracy. Moreover, its aim is to destroy the CDU. There are no deeper
divides in the German Bundestag than between the CDU/CSU parliamentary group and the
AfD.”” In October 2025, he said: “The AfD is not merely calling into question the policies of
the last ten years. The AfD is calling into question the fundamental decisions of the Federal
Republic of Germany, as they have been made since 1949.”% Lars Klingbeil, leader of the
Social Democrats (SPD), declared that there must be “no more political manoeuvring” on this
issue; Markus Soder calls the AfD “Putin’s court jesters” and warns against becoming a
“stepping stone, as in Weimar” (a reference to the Weimar Republic, Germany’s first
democracy, 1919-1933, whose mainstream parties failed to stop Hitler’s rise to power).®! But
what has followed so far has lulled the AfD into a false sense of security: nothing.

Democrats complain, deliberate, hesitate, procrastinate, look for excuses — and the longer this
went on, the more secure the AfD felt.

6. How does the AfD behave without this fear?

For years, the most radical elements within the AfD pursued a strategy of “deniable proximity™:
they shared the aims of the so-called “front organisations” but kept their distance from them
publicly. That is now over.

For several weeks now, the AfD has been presenting itself as openly radical as never before.
Since early 2026, the most radical elements — particularly, though not exclusively, in
Brandenburg and Thuringia — have been openly aligning themselves with the Identitarian
Movement. They are promising a deportation police force modelled on the US agency ICE.

On 30 May 2026, leading AfD politicians appeared openly and alongside the leading figure of
the Identitarian Movement, Martin Sellner, at the second “Remigration Summit” in Portugal.®?
In this context, “remigration” does not refer to accelerated deportations under asylum and
immigration law, but to the forced removal of immigrants, refugees and even citizens on the
basis of their origin, ethnicity or ascribed cultural affiliation — explicitly including naturalised
Germans, in the organisers” own words.%

The list of speakers included Bjorn Hocke, who joined via video link, and Lena Kotré, a
member of the Brandenburg state parliament — two representatives of regional branches

» Bundestag, 211th sitting, 31 January 2025.

80 YouTube, Berlin, 20 October 2025.

81 Friedrich Merz, June 2026; Lars Klingbeil following the intelligence service’s classification of the AfD;

Markus Soder (“Putin’s court jesters”, warning against “stooges like in Weimar™).

On the second ‘Remigration Summit’ on 30 May 2026 (advertised as “Porto”, held elsewhere in Portugal)

with around 500 participants, see Global Project Against Hate and Extremism (GPAHE), report on the

“Remigration Summit”, 3 June 2026, globalextremism.org. The organisers included Sellner’s “Institute

for Remigration” and the Swiss group “Junge Tat.”

8 According to the official website of the “Remigration Summit”, as cited by CORRECTIV, report on the
second “Remigration Summit”, early June 2026, correctiv.org. “Remigration” is described there as a
response to the alleged “population replacement” and, according to the organisers’ wording, expressly
includes naturalised migrants as well.
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classified by the Office for the Protection of the Constitution as confirmed far-right extremist.**

This was particularly controversial because, as recently as February 2026, the party leadership
had expressly forbidden its members from appearing alongside Sellner. In Porto, however, the
AfD was represented right up to the level of the federal executive committee: in the person of
deputy federal spokesperson Kay Gottschalk, a member of the party leadership had, for the first
time, so openly sought to show public solidarity with Sellner and his ethno-nationalist
ideology.®®

The face of the AfD: the future of Germany and Europe?

The extent of this solidarity was demonstrated by the appearance of Gregory Bovino, who, as
head of the US Border Patrol from October 2025 to January 2026, oversaw the Trump
administration’s mass deportations — a tenure overshadowed by the fatal shooting of two US
citizens by officers under his command.®® Gottschalk filmed his conversation with Bovino,
calling him “legendary” and asking him whether “the same could be done in Germany and
Europe”; Bovino replied “Kay, absolutely!”, offered his help and accepted an invitation to the
German Bundestag.?” This links Porto directly to the policies of several regional branches: in
January 2026, the Bavarian AfD parliamentary group resolved to set up an “asylum, search and
deportation group” modelled on the US agency ICE, while the AfD in Saxony-Anhalt is
planning a “deportation task force.”%®

84 GPAHE, report on the “Remigration Summit”, 3 June 2026. Hocke is chairman of the Thuringia regional

association, which has been classified as definitively far-right since 2021; Kotré belongs to the
Brandenburg regional association, which has also been classified as such.
85 CORRECTIV, report on the second “Remigration Summit”, early June 2026. In February 2026, the AfD
leadership had explicitly made it clear that party members should avoid Sellner; according to the
investigators’ assessment, Kay Gottschalk, the deputy federal spokesperson, was the first member of the
Federal Executive Committee to so openly show public solidarity with Sellner.
Gregory Bovino, as head of the US Border Patrol from October 2025 to January 2026, oversaw the Trump
administration’s mass deportations; his tenure was overshadowed by the fatal shooting of two US citizens
by officers under his command. NBC News, as quoted by GPAHE, report on the “Remigration Summit”,
3 June 2026.
taz, 2 June 2026, taz.de, and Tagesspiegel, 2 June 2026, on the video of Gottschalk’s conversation with
Bovino, published by Gottschalk himself.
88 CORRECTIV, report on the second “Remigration Summit”, early June 2026.
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Leading AfD politicians have finally formally committed themselves to the “Save Europe Act,”
a European Citizens’ Initiative co-initiated by Sellner, whose demands follow his remigration
concept; Bjorn Hocke heads the list of named initial signatories to the initiative.® This carries
legal weight, as German courts have already objected to this concept. Yet this AfD is no longer
afraid of being regarded as the “Sellner party.” Bjorn Hocke is now even openly calling for the
repeal of the incompatibility ruling — which is no longer enforced — that bars members of the
Identitarian Movement from joining the AfD.

The Austrian Martin Sellner, theorist of “remigration” and far-right mastermind

7. Has a court in Cologne not cleared the AfD?

No, it has not. On 26 February 2026, the Cologne Administrative Court ruled — merely in
summary proceedings — that the Office for the Protection of the Constitution may not, for the
time being — until the conclusion of the main proceedings — publicly designate the party as a
whole as “confirmed far-right extremist.” The AfD remains, quite rightly, a case of suspicion;
this ruling does not alter the classification, which has been legally binding since July 2025.%°
The court expressly did not doubt that there are anti-constitutional aspirations and positions
contrary to human dignity within the AfD. However, it did not yet consider the statements
relating to human dignity at federal level to be sufficiently “consistent” to suggest that the party
as a whole exhibits a fundamental anti-constitutional tendency. At state level, the situation has
long been clearer: five state associations — Thuringia, Saxony, Saxony-Anhalt, Brandenburg
and Lower Saxony — have been classified as confirmed far-right extremist; in Saxony, the
Higher Administrative Court in Bautzen confirmed this, while in Thuringia the AfD did not
even contest the classification.”!

8 Save Europe Act, save-europe-act.com, signatories’ page, accessed in June 2026; see also GPAHE, report

on the “Remigration Summit”, 3 June 2026.

90 Cologne Administrative Court, order of 26 February 2026 — 13 L 1109/25 —. This is a provisional decision
in summary proceedings (case file comprising over 7,000 pages, 1.5 terabytes).

As of February 2026, five regional associations have been classified as confirmed far-right extremist
organisations by their respective state offices for the protection of the constitution: Thuringia (since
2021), Saxony and Saxony-Anhalt (2023), and Brandenburg and Lower Saxony (February 2026). In
Saxony, the Higher Administrative Court in Bautzen has confirmed the classification; in Thuringia, the
AfD has not challenged it. CORRECTIV, 17 June 2026.
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This is precisely where an argument comes in that the constitutional law expert Klaus Ferdinand
Garditz already set out in the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (FAZ) in September 2023. The
free democratic basic order, he argues, is not endangered only when the state as a whole is
infiltrated. It is enough for this to happen at the level of a single federal state — particularly
because, under Germany’s executive federalism, primary responsibility for the executive’s
instruments of power, above all the police, lies with the federal states.®> While a motion to ban
the party must be brought against the party as a whole, it may focus on individual regional
branches that are highly likely to be unconstitutional. With regard to Thuringia and
Brandenburg, this argument is more pressing today than ever. This is also explicitly provided
for in the Federal Constitutional Court Act. The Federal Constitutional Court Act not only
specifies who is responsible for bringing a case before the Court — the Federal Government, the
Bundestag and the Bundesrat — but also sets out what the Court decides on:

“If the motion for a ruling pursuant to Article 21(2) of the Basic Law proves to be well-
founded, the Federal Constitutional Court shall declare that the political party is
unconstitutional. The declaration may be limited to a legally or organisationally
independent part of a party.” The declaration shall entail the dissolution of the party or
the independent part of the party and a prohibition on establishing a replacement
organisation.”*

8. Does a political “firewall” without legal proceedings make sense?

No. The current firewall (in German, the “Brandmauer”: the agreed refusal of all the
mainstream parties to govern or cooperate with the AfD) goes beyond a mere refusal to form
coalitions. It means: exclusion wherever possible within the bounds of the law; no contact, no
agreements. Such a policy treats the AfD not as a normal party, but as a dangerous one.
However, anyone who now defends a strict firewall and claims that the AfD lies outside the
bounds of what is democratically acceptable cannot at the same time argue that it is still too
early to have the only competent authority in the state determine whether Bjorn Hocke’s most
radical regional branch in Thuringia would pose a threat to the state.

Time is working against this policy. If the AfD achieves historic electoral successes in autumn
2026 and the other parties have still not by then declared that they are seriously planning
proceedings and entrusting the task of determining whether the party is anti-constitutional to
the competent constitutional body, the firewall will collapse. It would probably collapse first in
the east, where the AfD is strongest, and in sections of the business community that would press
for normalisation. This would also dramatically exacerbate tensions within the CDU and CSU.

The inconsistency in policy towards the AfD also became clearly apparent in May 2026 during
a television debate broadcast by Phoenix. Under the title “Dealing with the AfD — Isolate or
engage?”, guests from various backgrounds took part in the discussion: Alexander Marguier,
editor-in-chief of Cicero; historian Andreas Rédder from the R21 think tank, who warns against
an illiberal sense of self-importance amongst the “Friends of Democracy,” and lawyer and
journalist Heribert Prantl. And although their starting points differed, all three ultimately argued

2 Klaus Ferdinand Gérditz, FAZ, September 2023; ibid. et al., Verfassungsblog, November 2025: A
“potential” at state level is sufficient, as under Germany’s executive federalism the primary responsibility
for the executive’s instruments of power — above all the police — lies with the states.

93 (BVerfGG), paragraphs 1 and 2.

4 (BVerfGG), paragraph 3.
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in favour of proceedings before the Federal Constitutional Court.”® Prantl argued that it could

not be the role of the administrative courts to get bogged down in the minutiae of contradictory
interim orders when deciding whether a party was far-right; this assessment belonged in
Karlsruhe. Marguier, who is not usually one for the “firewall” approach, reached the same
conclusion: a ban proceeding should be initiated, at the end of which one would see “what the
situation really is.” Equally revealing was the reaction of Andreas Rédder. He rejects the label
“Nazi” for the AfD, considers constant moral outrage to be counterproductive, and advocates
“distancing oneself from the AfD rather than excluding it.” But he, too, was now in favour of a
ban procedure for the sake of consistency. Either the AfD is actively unconstitutional and
working towards the abolition of democracy — these are legal categories — in which case it
should be banned, whether small or large. Or it is not. Treating a party as anti-constitutional
while refusing to let the competent authority decide on the matter makes no sense.”®

Those who defend a strict firewall and exclusion at all levels argue that the AfD lies outside the
bounds of what is democratically acceptable. However, this claim calls for scrutiny by the only
body that can settle the matter definitively — the Federal Constitutional Court. Maintaining a
strict firewall while shying away from taking the matter to Karlsruhe amounts to passing
judgement and refusing to allow it to be reviewed. It would be much clearer to keep the two
separate. The political decision here is not the judgement on the constitutionality of the AfD —
that is a matter for Karlsruhe — but solely the question of whether there are good reasons to
lodge a motion. The fact that, in a Phoenix round-table discussion, a critic of the “firewall”
approach, a conservative historian and a liberal lawyer all reached the same conclusion
highlights something crucial: the argument in favour of a review procedure does not hinge on
the nonsensical slogan “AfD equals Nazis.”®” It is simply inconsistent to claim that the AfD is
not a democratic party but an existential threat, and then to say that it is still too early to refer
the matter to the court.

9. Must German leaders wait until state elections in the autumn to act?

No. The argument is fundamentally flawed from the outset, because it reduces a matter of
principle and fundamental importance to a tactical one. Whether one considers the AfD to be
unconstitutional must not depend on the outcome of an election. If one considers it to be
unconstitutional — as has become increasingly clear in light of developments over the past few
weeks — there is a duty to act. If one does not consider it to be so, a motion would never be
justified.”®

Added to this is the procedure itself: as early as this July, the Bundesrat could decide to submit
the motion to the Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe — just as it did in December 2012 in the case

% Phoenix, “Dealing with the AfD — Isolate or engage?”, 19 May 2026. The guests were Alexander

Marguier (editor-in-chief of Cicero), Andreas Rodder (historian, R21 think tank), Sylvia Pfefferkorn
(“Welcome Saxony” e.V.) and Heribert Prantl (journalist and author).

Andreas Rodder, ibid: “I am in favour of proceedings to ban the party. Yes.” — “Either it is actively
unconstitutional or it is not. And if it is, ... then it should be banned. And if it is not, then the firewall
should be removed, because there is then no reason for it.” The argument based on the party’s size had
“never made sense” to him. At the same time, Rodder argued in favour of separating constitutional and
political issues and conducting the “tough, controversial political debate on the matter” — “delineating
rather than excluding.”

See also our response in a video to a much-discussed speech on the AfD by Harald Martenstein:_Y outube
Macht der Argumente: Warun das AfD Verbotsverfahren kommt.

The decision to initiate proceedings is a matter of political discretion; however, the duty to uphold the
constitution restricts this discretionevene more the more clearly the conditions are met (Gérditz;
Verfassungsblog, 2025).

96

97

98

www.esiweb.org


https://d.docs.live.net/91110fcfe0f8ec86/Desktop/Youtube,%20https:/youtu.be/aeZbcCRCQjc?si=PGvRmvknYvlm9Lxr
https://d.docs.live.net/91110fcfe0f8ec86/Desktop/Youtube,%20https:/youtu.be/aeZbcCRCQjc?si=PGvRmvknYvlm9Lxr
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aeZbcCRCQjc

21

of the NPD. Back then, many months passed before the compilation of evidence was complete
and the motion was submitted at the end of 2013.%° So, in any case, no party or regional branch
will be banned this autumn. What would likely happen, however, is that democrats would make
it clear that, from now on, the sword of Damocles hangs over the AfD: it must behave in
accordance with the constitution to avoid being banned after all and must distance itself from
those who do not. This would strike the party — which currently owes its rise to open
radicalisation — at its most vulnerable point.

10. How certain is it that proceedings would succeed?

For anyone who considers it imperative to prevent identitarian, far-right enemies of the
constitution from gaining control of the police anywhere in Germany — at federal or state level
— and then acting against minorities, the banning of anti-constitutional AfD state associations
is also a success. The Federal Constitutional Court Act allows a ruling on unconstitutionality
to be restricted to an independent part — such as a state association; a motion may be directed
against the party as a whole but can focus in substance on the most radical associations. It
should already be clear to those whose votes are needed in the Bundesrat that the Thuringian
state branch is such a case — it should in any event be sufficient to secure the necessary majority

of 35 out of 69 votes.

Composition of the Bundesrat, June 2026

Federal states Votes Minister-President Coalition
government
Lower Saxony 6 Olaf Lies (SPD) SPD, Greens
Berlin 4 Kai Wegner (CDU) CDU, SPD
Schleswig-Holstein 4 Daniel Giinther (CDU) CDU, Greens
Bremen 3 Andreas Bovenschulte (SPD) SPD, Greens, The
Left
Hamburg 3 Peter Tschentscher (SPD) SPD, Greens
Saarland 3 Anke Rehlinger (SPD) SPD
North Rhine-Westphalia 6 Hendrik Wiist (CDU) CDU, Greens
Baden-Wiirttemberg 6 Cem Ozdemir (Greens) Greens, CDU
Bavaria 6 Markus Séder (CSU) CSU, Free Voters
Hesse 5 Boris Rhein (CDU) CDU, SPD
Brandenburg 4 Dietmar Woidke (SPD) SPD, CDU
Saxony 4 Michael Kretschmer (CDU) CDU, SPD
Saxony-Anhalt 4 Sven Schulze (CDU) CDU, SPD, FDP
Thuringia 4 Mario Voigt (CDU) CDU, SPD, BSW
Mecklenburg-Western 3 Manuela Schwesig (SPD) SPD, The Left
Pomerania
Rhineland-Palatinate 4 Gordon Schnieder (CDU) CDU, SPD
69

Yellow: Tending towards a declaratory ruling by the Federal Constitutional Court — 35 votes.
Green: Not yet in favour of a motion to the Federal Constitutional Court — 34 votes.

» In the case of the NPD, the Bundesrat decided on 14 December 2012 to table a motion for a ban; this was

submitted in early December 2013, once the compilation of evidence had been completed.
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At its meeting in July 2026 — the last before the summer recess — the Bundesrat could adopt a
motion to initiate proceedings before the Federal Constitutional Court. An absolute majority of
35 out of 69 votes is sufficient for this.!°’ This majority is now within reach: the SPD-led states
of Lower Saxony, Bremen, Hamburg and Saarland already account for 15 votes between them;
if Berlin, North Rhine-Westphalia, Schleswig-Holstein and Baden-Wiirttemberg were to join
them, the total would be 35 — the required majority.'°! If Brandenburg, Mecklenburg-Western
Pomerania, Bavaria or Rhineland-Palatinate were to vote in favour, there would be an even
larger majority. Berlin has also led the way: there, at the end of 2025, the House of
Representatives passed a Bundesrat initiative for a ban, on the initiative of the SPD and CDU.!%?

III. IF NOTHING HAPPENS THIS SUMMER

“Of course, the concerns and hardships of these people cannot be brushed aside by
proceedings to ban the AfD. The voters wouldn’t simply disappear if the AfD were banned.
Political debate is therefore crucial. But the ban proceedings, should they go ahead, are
directed against a party that is in part far-right and seeks to transform our state into an
authoritarian dictatorship in which people are no longer equal and no longer have equal
rights ...”

Anke Rehlinger, Minister-President of the Saarland, May 2025'%

A breakthrough by the AfD in the autumn elections would not only alarm German democrats.
It would also worry Germany’s allies. Germany is Europe’s biggest supporter of Ukraine and,
at the same time, the logistical hub for reinforcing NATQO’s eastern flank. If the AfD were to
steer the most powerful country in the European Union onto a pro-Russian course, this pillar
would crumble.

The AfD leaves no doubt as to its direction: it rejects sanctions, calls for an end to arms
deliveries and advocates “security with Russia.” Co-leader Tino Chrupalla stated in November
2025 that he saw “no current threat to Germany from Russia” and played down the war of
aggression as a continuation of a “civil war” that began in 2014; regarding Putin, he said that
he had “done me no harm.”!** Co-founder Alexander Gauland referred to Crimea as “truly
Russian territory” as early as 2014 and defended its annexation; while he conceded that it was
contrary to international law, he declared this to be of less significance than its “legitimacy.”!%®
For Warsaw, Tallinn, Vilnius or Copenhagen, a government in Berlin that thinks, speaks and
acts in this way would pose an enormous national security risk.

100
101

Article 51 of the Basic Law: The Bundesrat has 69 votes; the absolute majority is 35.

Each state government casts its votes as a single bloc; approval requires agreement within the respective

coalition, which is why the threshold is political rather than arithmetic.

At the end of 2025, the Berlin House of Representatives passed a Bundesrat initiative to launch

proceedings to ban the AfD, on the initiative of the SPD and CDU. Vorwiérts and Tagesspiegel, December

2025.

103 Welt, Voters wouldn’t just disappear if the AfD were banned, 29 September 2025.

104 Tino Chrupalla (AfD co-chair) on “Markus Lanz” (ZDF), 11 November 2025: “I currently see no threat
to Germany from Russia.” He referred to an alleged “history” dating back to 2014 (a “civil war” in
Ukraine) and said of Putin: “He hasn’t done me any harm” (ZDFheute).

105 Alexander Gauland (AfD co-founder), speech at the AfD party conference in Erfurt, 22 March 2014:

Putin had “returned to an old Russian, tsarist tradition: the gathering of Russian soil”’; “Kiev, the heart of

the Russian Empire”, could “never be of no concern to Russia” (quoted in Heinrich August Winkler, “The

Return of Ethnic Nationalism”,Politik, 2014). Gauland acknowledged that the annexation was contrary

to international law, but explained that “the legitimacy of an action” could be “assessed differently from

its legality” (Volker WeiB, Die autoritire Revolte. Die Neue Rechte und der Untergang des Abendlandes,

Klett-Cotta 2017). He referred to Crimea as “ancestral Russian territory”; he rejected sanctions, as they

would “never bring Crimea back” (RBB-Inforadio, August 2017).
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A shift in Berlin would most directly affect those countries that support Ukraine most resolutely
and fear Russia the most — Poland, the Baltic states and the Nordic countries. The year 2025
demonstrated just how quickly relations can deteriorate, even between the closest of allies. No
sooner had Donald Trump taken office than Washington’s relationship with two long-standing
partners turned hostile within weeks. Trump imposed blanket tariffs on Canada, one of his
closest allies, and repeatedly referred to it as the “51st state”, mocking its head of government
as the “governor.”!% He threatened Denmark, a founding member of NATO, with punitive
tariffs and did not rule out the use of military force to take over Greenland; as a result, the
Danish foreign intelligence service listed the US for the first time alongside Russia and China
as a threat to national security.'”” A former Danish foreign minister compared Trump’s actions
to Germany’s territorial claims against Poland in the 1930s.

The lesson to be learnt from the geopolitical upheaval that has been evident since early 2025
(Canadian Prime Minister Mark Carney spoke of a “rupture”) is this: trust between neighbours,
built up over decades, can crumble in a matter of months if one side pursues an aggressive,
revisionist and identity-driven policy. Nowhere would such an effect be greater than between
Germany and Poland, where memories of German violence are most vivid. Relations are
already strained: since taking office in 2025, Polish President Karol Nawrocki has been
relentlessly demanding reparations from Germany and making the future of the relationship
contingent on this.'® Conversely, AfD leader Chrupalla describes Poland as a threat to
Germany — when asked whether Poland could be as threatening as Russia, he pointed out that
Poland’s interests differ from those of Germany.!” If a German government espousing a
nationalist conception of the “people” and revisionist rhetoric were to be added to the existing
mistrust, the trust that has been built up would be caught in a dangerous downward spiral.

The historian Andreas Rodder, who argued in favour of a legal process during the Phoenix
roundtable discussion, has described German strength as a persistent European problem in his
book Who'’s Afraid of Germany? Germany’s influence still evokes mixed feelings among its
neighbours, and German politics must take these fears seriously and invest in Europe to
maintain trust.!'® Against this backdrop, the rise of a nationalist, anti-European party would be
even more dangerous for Germany: it would rekindle the old “fear of Germany,” undermine
the trust painstakingly built up by its democratic neighbours, and isolate the country at a time
when Europe needs cohesion most urgently. For the Union’s largest economy and its

106 Canada: From the start of his second term, the Trump administration imposed blanket tariffs on Canada

(initially 25 percent) and repeatedly referred to the country as the “51st state” (NPR ; see also The Globe

and Mail, 2026).

Greenland crisis: In January 2025, Trump declared that he would impose tariffs on Denmark “at a very

high level” and did not rule out the use of military force should Copenhagen block the takeover of

Greenland; a tense telephone conversation with Prime Minister Mette Frederiksen was reported (Financial

Times). In 2025, the Danish Foreign Intelligence Service named the US for the first time, alongside Russia

and China, as a threat to national security (House of Commons Library, 2026).

108 Karol Nawrocki, President of Poland since 2025 (close to the PiS): On 1 September 2025 at Westerplatte
and during his visit to Berlin on 16 September 2025, he “unequivocally” demanded reparations from the
“German state” and made the future of relations contingent upon this; the PiS had demanded up to 1.3
trillion US dollars in 2021. Prime Minister Donald Tusk warned that one must “understand who the enemy
is and who the ally is” (Notes from Poland, September 2025).

109 Tino Chrupalla on “Markus Lanz” (ZDF), 11 November 2025: When asked whether Poland could pose
as great a threat to Germany as Russia, he replied that Poland’s interests differed from those of Germany,
and described Poland as “a danger” because of the Nord Stream issue (Euronews).

1o Andreas Rodder, Who’s Afraid of Germany? The History of a European Problem (S. Fischer, 2018):
Rodder traces the enduring “German question” — the ambivalent feelings of Germany’s neighbours
towards German strength — and argues that Germany should take these fears seriously and invest in
Europe, rather than condemning its neighbours for “cherry-picking.”
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geographical centre, however, the trust of its neighbours is also a fundamental prerequisite for
security and prosperity.

Europe’s democrats have not faced a moment like this in decades. Three factors are converging:
an aggressive Kremlin, which is waging the bloodiest war in Europe since 1945 in Ukraine and
is openly preparing for further wars; a White House whose willingness to deter Putin and stand
by Europe has long been in doubt; and extremist, anti-European parties that are stronger than
ever before in the continent’s democracies, including in Germany. A situation as threatening as
this was last seen in 1948, the year before NATO was founded. At that time, the soldiers of
Stalin’s Soviet Union were stationed in the East, followed by the Communist coup in Prague in
February and the Berlin Blockade from June onwards. Communist parties were among the
strongest political forces in France and Italy.!'! Yet in one crucial respect, 1948 was a more
favourable time than today: the United States stood firmly on the side of the European
democracies. The Marshall Plan was launched, and a year later Washington spearheaded the
founding of NATO.!'? Today, this anchor is fragile.

The danger to Europe’s democracies is greater now than at any time in generations — and one
in which one country, above all others, is crucial. A confidant once said of Putin that he never
misses an opportunity to exploit any gap that presents itself.!!* Deterrence is successful when
no such gap becomes apparent. A weak Germany in which Putin’s friends are on the rise is an
enormous gap for deterrence. An EU whose democracies begin to fear one another, at a moment
when both Moscow and Washington are led by strongmen, would be dangerously exposed.

Saxony-Anhalt will hold its election on 6 September 2026. In May, polls put the AfD at around
41 percent and the CDU at around 26 percent — meaning the AfD had almost doubled its 2021
result, while the CDU fell significantly below its previous level.''* If several smaller parties
fail to clear the five percent threshold (the rule that a party must win at least five percent of the
vote to take any seats; the votes for parties below it are redistributed among the rest), a 41
percent share of the vote could translate into an absolute majority of seats. The AfD could then
govern alone in Magdeburg.!'> Two weeks later, on 20 September, Mecklenburg-Western
Pomerania and Berlin will hold elections. Here the AfD is also leading the polls, ahead of the
ruling Social Democrat Manuela Schwesig; in Berlin, the party is not in the lead, but is also
heading for its strongest result to date in the capital.''®

An AfD-led state government in Saxony-Anhalt would, for the first time, control the police
force of a federal state. And it would, for the first time, hold a seat and the state’s votes in the

i February 1948: communist takeover in Czechoslovakia; 24 June 1948 to 12 May 1949: the Berlin
Blockade. In the Italian election of 18 April 1948, the Democrazia Cristiana stood against the communist-
socialist Popular Front; in France, the Communist Party was one of the strongest forces. Western Europe
felt that its democracies were under immediate threat.

The Marshall Plan (Foreign Assistance Act) came into force in April 1948; the North Atlantic Treaty was
signed in Washington on 4 April 1949. At that time, the USA was the key guarantor of Western European
security.

13 Quoted in Institut Montaigne, Scenarios on NATO and the Russian Threat (November 2025).

14 Infratest dimap, Saxony-Anhalt TREND, May 2026: AfD around 41 percent, CDU around 26 percent; in
2021, the AfD achieved 20.8 percent and the CDU 37.1 percent.

The same calculation gave the SPD an absolute majority of seats in Saarland in 2022 with 43.5 percent
of the vote, after the Greens, the FDP and The Left had failed to clear the five percent threshold. In
Saxony-Anhalt, the FDP, BSW and the Greens are at or close to the threshold.

Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania and Berlin will both hold elections on 20 September 2026. In
Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania, the AfD (led by its lead candidate Leif-Erik Holm) is ahead of the SPD
in the polls; in Berlin, the CDU is currently in the lead, whilst the SPD, the Greens, the Left Party and the
AfD are more closely matched.
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Bundesrat, the chamber representing the federal states.!!” This, in turn, threatens to undermine
the arguments for maintaining a firewall against the AfD. In the eastern German states, where
local politicians are faced with the day-to-day arithmetic of councils and committees, the
pressure to cooperate is greatest. The impact on the traditional parties would be severe. The
CDU/CSU, currently led by a Chancellor whose approval ratings are at an all-time low, would
be torn between holding the line and breaking it.!'® The SPD is at an all-time low of around
twelve to thirteen percent nationwide, and its leadership is under growing pressure.!!® In this
scenario, a decisive turning point could also come from the business community: if instability
increases and other coalitions become impossible, sections of the German business community
will begin to argue, for the sake of governability, that the AfD should be treated as a normal
party. This was the scenario described by Justus Bender in his 2016 book on the AfD: a thought
experiment exploring how the AfD, having secured 28 percent of the vote in a federal election,
might succeed in appointing the Federal Chancellor in 2026 and then fundamentally transform
the country and Europe.!?°

This is not a prediction, but it is a very realistic scenario. And it gives rise to a stark warning:
if Germany’s democratic forces are to turn their words into action and take a stand against the
AfD, they must not allow the window of opportunity to slip away, as German governments did
between 1930 and 1933, and Italian democrats between 1922 and 1925. In a moment of danger
reminiscent of Europe between 1948 and 1958, we must draw inspiration from Konrad
Adenauer and resolutely defend German democracy against internal and external enemies.
Adenauer’s legacy was to decide resolutely in the hour of danger. There is never a perfect
moment. Even today, the task is to make a political decision and refer the question of
constitutionality to the competent court, rather than postponing it. Back then. And today, in the
summer of 2026.

Once a party comes to look unstoppable, it often becomes so. The aim must be to prevent a
sense of inevitability about the AfD coming to power in Berlin from arising in the first place.
If the firewall crumbles in the east and among business, however, that is precisely what
threatens to happen. A decision in the Bundesrat this summer to initiate a review procedure in
Karlsruhe would not only take the AfD by surprise but would also reverse the current
momentum.

The AfD and its allies in Moscow and overseas have a plan and the determination to implement
it. Today, the defenders of democracy need courage and resolve to successfully defend what
this generation has inherited as a magnificent legacy from the German founding fathers, from
Adenauer and Brandt. As Frenchman Jean Monnet, who later became one of the great founders
of post-war democratic Europe, warned in the summer of 1940: “Anything is possible in
extraordinary moments, provided one is prepared and has a clear plan at the very moment when
everything is in turmoil.”'?! Today it is German democrats who need a plan.

1 An AfD-led state government would control Saxony-Anhalt’s four votes in the Bundesrat; to date, no

AfD-led government has been represented there.

18 YouGov (15 percent) and the Politbarometer by the Forschungsgruppe Wahlen (26 percent), May/June

2026.
19 Nationwide polls, June 2026 (DAWUM average and YouGov).
120 Justus Bender, What Does the AfD Want? — A Party Transforms Germany, first edition 2016. More on

this here at ZDF, “Markus Lanz”, 30 January 2025, from minute 19.
Jean Monnet, Mémoires; Institut Jean Monnet, Quotes by Jean Monnet (institutjeanmonnet.eu).
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ANNEX: AFD ELECTION RESULTS

AfD results in German federal, Land and European elections

2013

2013
2014

2015

2016

2017

2017

2018

2019

2020
2021

2021

2022

2023

2024

2025

2026

April - Founding Congress in Berlin

Hesse Land elections

Federal elections (Bundestagswahl)

European elections
Saxony

Brandenburg

Thuringia

Hamburg

Bremen

Saxony-Anhalt
Baden-Wiirttemberg
Rhineland-Palatinate
Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania
Berlin

Saarland
Schleswig-Holstein
North Rhine-Westphalia
Federal elections
Lower Saxony

Bavaria

Hesse

European elections
Bremen

Brandenburg

Saxony

Thuringia

Hamburg
Rhineland-Palatinate
Baden-Wiirttemberg
Saxony-Anhalt

Federal elections
Berlin
Mecklenburg-Western Pomerania
Saarland
Schleswig-Holstein
North Rhine-Westphalia
Lower Saxony

Berlin (Wiederholungswahl)
Bremen

Hesse

Bavaria

European elections
Thuringia

Saxony

Brandenburg

Federal elections
Hamburg
Baden-Wiirttemberg
Rhineland-Palatinate

4.1 percent
4.7 percent (below threshold)
7.1 percent (7 MEPs)
9.7 percent
12.2 percent
10.6 percent
6.1 percent
5.5 percent
24.3 percent
15.1 percent
12.6 percent
20.8 percent
14.2 percent
6.2 percent.
5.9 percent.
7.4 percent.
12.6 percent (94 MPs)
6.2 percent
10.2 percent
13.1 percent
11.0 percent (11 MEPs)
6.1 percent
23.5 percent
27.5 percent
23.4 percent
5.3 percent
8.3 percent
9.7 percent
20.8 percent
10.4 percent (83 MPs)
6.0 percent
16.7 percent
5.7 percent
4.4 percent
5.4 percent
11.0 percent
9.1 percent
122
18.4 percent
14.6 percent
15.9 percent
32.8 percent
30.6 percent
29.2 percent
20.8 percent (152 MPs)
7.5 percent
18.8 percent
19.5 percent

122 In March 2023, the state electoral committee blocked the AfD list for elections.
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