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To implement this program requires the elimination 
of national  sovereignty,  they write.  “The  transforma-
tion can only succeed if nation states put global coop-
eration  mechanisms  before  their  own  short-term  ori-
ented interests. By the middle of the century the global 
energy  systems must  largely be decarbonised. At  the 
center of any decarbonisation strategy must be the mas-
sive extension of the renewable energies, and the infra-
structure they need.”

Not only does the WBGU propose this for the indus-
trialized sector, but “even the poorer developing coun-
tries  must  veer  towards  a  low-emission  development 
path in the medium-term.”

The pretext, of course, is the danger posed by “an-
thropogenic climate change,” a pseudo-scientific con-
coction  which  the  WBGU  claims  is  universally  ac-
cepted  by  scientists.  They  outline  “three  key 
transformation fields” which they intend to pursue, and 
lobby others to pursue:

1.  The transformation field “energy,”  which  re-
quires “renewable resources,” “energy efficiency,” and 
“lifestyle  changes”  to  bring  “the  era  of  fossil  energy 
carrier reliant economic growth . . . to an end.”

2. The transformation field “urbanisation,” because 
most people live in cities, and will increasingly do so.

3. The transformation field “land-use,” which fo-
cuses on agricultural land, with the peculiar argument 
that  “one  particular  challenge  here  is  the  change  in 
eating habits in favour of animal products in many re-
gions of the world.”

The End of the Nation-State
To  accomplish  this  fascist  transformation,  the 

WBGU proposes a “new social contract,” which elimi-
nates the nation-state. “The nation state can no longer 
be considered the sole basis for the contractual relation-
ship.”

The first target, not unexpectedly, is Germany: “The 
federal German administrative bodies should undergo a 
climate  mainstreaming  at  federal,  state  and  local 
level. . . . Legislative, executive and judiciary bodies are 
legally bound to act.

“National policies have reached their limits, both in 
terms of time and scope. We must therefore discuss how 
the  (supposed)  interests  of  future  generations  can  be 
taken into account in contemporary elections and polls, 
and how people beyond national borders can be in-
cluded, in accordance with transnational democracy. 
The  WBGU  proposes  an  extension  to  parliamentary 
legislative  procedure  in  the  form  of  a  deliberative 

A Resolution 
To Stop the WBGU
Helga Zepp-LaRouche issued this resolution on May 
5, 2011; it is now circulating internationally for en-
dorsements.

The public document issued by the Federal Scien-
tific  Advisory  Board  for  Global  Environmental 
Changes (WBGU), “World Transition—Social Con-
tract for a Great Transformation” proposes the “de-
carbonization” of the world energy economy, that is, 
the complete elimination of oil, coal, and gas, as well 
as the renunciation of both nuclear fission as well as 
further research on thermonuclear fusion energy, and 
demands the exclusive utilization of so-called renew-
able energy by the year 20�0.

This so-called “Great Transformation” is supposed 
to effect a change comparable to the transition from a 

hunter-and-gatherer to an agrarian society, and from 
an agrarian to an industrial society. This time, how-
ever, through a dangerous step backward, in the course 
of which Germany would no longer exist as an indus-
trial nation. On a worldwide scale, the low energy-flux 
density of so-called renewables corresponds to a max-
imum population potential of 1-2 billion people.

For  the  developing  sector  this  transformation 
means quite simply a massive population reduction. 
For this reason, the developing nations rejected this 
“suicide pact” at the 2009 Copenhagen Climate Con-
ference.

The  “global  social  contract”  proposed  by  the 
WBGU means nothing else than an imperial, global 
ecofascism, based on a view of humanity that is filled 
with contempt, and that proceeds from ideological, 
rather than scientific premises.

On these and further grounds we, the undersigned, 
condemn this malicious proposal and call for the dis-
solution of the WBGU.


