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Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.
Responds to
C. Fred Kleinknecht:

A Question of Method

On Feb. 1, 1993, C. Fred Kleinknecht,
“Sovereign Grand Commander of the
Scottish Rite of Freemasonry Southern
Jurisdiction of the United States,” issued
a position paper attacking Lyndon La-
Rouche as the director of a nationwide
campaign for the removal of the Albert
Pikestatue erected by Mr. Kleinknecht's
organization. The  seventeen-page
Kleinknecht paper attempted to rebut
the evidence that Pike was the co-
founder of the Ku Klux Klan while also
the Commander of Kleinknecht’s Free-
masonic group. Kleinknecht also as-
sertedthatthe post-Civil War KKK was
not a very bad organization.

The Pike statue stands on Federal
land at Judiciary Square in Washing-
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ton, D.C. and is maintained at Federal
expense. The City Councils of Austin,
Buffalo, Birmingham, Newark, New
Orleans, and Tuskegee have requested
the Federal government to remove the
statue as offensive to mankind.

The following response to the
Kleinknecht paper was released by
My. LaRouche on Feb. 21, 1993.

have been made aware of attacks

on me, in your purported rebuttal
of the documentation showing that
Gen. Albert Pike was the spiritual
and actual founder or co-founder of
the original Ku Klux Klan, in addi-
tion to his functions as an intelligence
officer of the treasonous Confeder-

EIRNS/Suzanne Kiebe

Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. fields questions at a 1980’s speaking event.

60

acy, and in addition to his close liai-
son with Lord Palmerston’s Italian
collaborator, Giuseppe Mazzini.

This is to inform you, not only
that your defense of Pike from his
affiliation with the original Ku Klux
Klan, the outgrowth in fact of the
earlier Knights of the Golden Circle,
is false; but that there are several
important points bearing upon this
proof in addition to the obvious doc-
umentary ones which, up until re-
cent time, were uncontested—or vir-
tually uncontested.

Permit me to give you a lecture
on certain relevant principles of ge-
ometry as they apply to this matter.

Principles of Geometry

There are two forms of rational ge-
ometry known to Mediterranean
and European civilization, primarily
derived, to the best of our knowl-
edge, from Ancient Egypt.

The first is a constructive or syn-
thetic geometry as represented by the
influential books of Euclid, as typi-
fied by the Thirteen Books of the Ele-
ments attributed to one Euclid. This
is a geometry whose theorems are
premised axiomatically upon formal
consistency with axiomatic notions
concerning the point and the straight
line.

There is a second geometry, a
truly constructive geometry, which
throws out any axiomatic claims for
the ontology of the point or straight
line as putative shortest distance be-
tween two points. This second geom-
etry is based on the work of such

influential figures as Nicolaus of
Cusa from the middle of the fifteenth
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century, referencing particularly Cu-
sa’s De Docta Ignorantia and also his
De Circulii Quadratura. This view
defines as elementary in geometry
only circular action, otherwise called
later isoperimetric action and refer-
enced by Cusa and by others as a
Maximum-Minimum principle. In
this second geometry, the notions of
point and of the shortest distance and
shortest time between two points are
derived from the axiomatic notions
of circular action and not from any of
the conventional Euclidean axioms
and postulates.

The first geometry, that of Eu-
clid’s Thirteen Books of the Elements,
led to the neo-Aristotelian geometric
physics of René Descartes, and led to
the generalization in that way of a
notion of algebraic functions. The
second type of geometry, that devel-
oped by Cusa, led through the work
of da Vinci, Johannes Kepler, Fer-
mat, ez al., to the definition of a non-
algebraic geometry by Gottfried
Leibniz, Johann Bernoulli, and oth-
ers at the end of the seventeenth
century.

I cite these two examples to make
the following point. As the great
Bernhard Riemann emphasized in
the concluding portion of his habili-
tation paper on the subject of
hypotheses, the definition of the met-
rical characteristics of the universe
for a continuous manifold is defined
in respect to physics. Essentally,
from certain internal features of any
physical system or any attempt to
represent relations in space and time,
the geometric model applies. We can
determine from the characteristics of
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actions, intellectual actions as well as
others, the kind of universe to which
certain kinds of thoughts and actions
belong. That is, a universe based on
which set of axioms and postulates,
consistent with which set of axioms
and postulates, to which those
thoughts or intellectual conceptions
belong.

Pike’s Writings

We may apply this aptly to the case
of Gen. Pike’s sundry writings. [ cite
as a directly relevant reference his
correspondence with Giuseppe Maz-
zini, his book Morals and Dogma, and
the other writings as a newspaper

editor and other correspondence,
which is generally available through
your own library.

If you put this together, there is
no question that the original Klan
and the new Klan organized by Col.
Simmons under the sponsorship of
Woodrow Wilson in 1915 were per-
fectly consistent in every respect with
the thought of Pike.

Pike, as most clearly but not ex-
clusively shown by his correspon-
dence with Mazzini, was a Satanist.
This relates to the following con-
cluding point that I have to make in
reply. In France in 1889, Pike said:

“That which we must say to the
crowd is, we worship a God, but it
is the
superstition. . .. The Masonic reli-
gion should be, by all of us initiates
of the high degrees, maintained in
the purity of the Luciferian Doc-
trine. If Lucifer were not God,
would Adonay (the God of the
Christians) whose deeds prove his
cruelty, perfidy and hatred of man,
barbarism and repulsion to science,
would Adonay and his priests ca-
lumniate him?

“Yes, Lucifer is God, and unfortu-
nately Adonay is also God. For the
eternal law is that there is no light
without shade, no beauty without
ugliness, no white without black, for
the absolute can only exist as two
Gods. ... Thus, the doctrine of Sa-
tanism is a heresy; and the true and
pure philosophical religion is the be-
lief in Lucifer, the equal of Adonay;
but Lucifer, God of Light and God
of Good, is struggling for humanity
against Adonay, the God of Dark-
ness and Evil.”

This quote is given by your orga-
nization itself to researchers; it is
available in the Vertical File marked
“Albert Pike—Lucifer Quote” at the
library of the Scottish Rite Southern
Jurisdiction located at 1733 16th St.
NW, Washington, D.C. This Satanic
speech corresponds exactly with

God one adores without
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Civil Rights veterans Rev. James Bevel (left), Amelia Boynton Robinson, and
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Pike’s evil glorification of the Mani-
chean sect, beginning on page 565 of
his Morals and Dogma.

Progress of Civilization

In the entirety of Western civiliza-
tion’s history, which covers approxi-
mately 2,600 years from the reforms
by Solon at Athens, the development
of European progress, the growth of
population, the growth of achieve-
ments passing all other cultures by
European civilization, depends upon
two things. First of all, the views
which were articulated (from Py-
thagoras and others) by Plato; and
secondly, a fundamental contribu-
tion, a revolutionary feature added
to the Platonic thought from the Mo-
saic tradition and Christianity. | re-
fer specifically to Philo’s commentar-
ies on the notion of Creation in the
first chapter of Genesis (verse 26), to
the effect that man is distinct from
and set apart from the animals and
above them, by virtue of being in
the image of God—not image in the

62

ordinary sense, but by having this
power of creative reason.

That notion of man as being in
the image of God defines all men as
spiritually equal as sovereign indi-
vidual persons before the Creator
and, among all right-thinking men,
among each other. That does not
mean that men are equal in their
development, but it means they are
equal in their species nature.

On the contrary side, on the op-
posing side, to which Gen. Pike ad-
hered, we have the oligarchical view,
which rejects the notion of man as
in the image of God, and views man
as more or less inherently utterly de-
testable, utterly depraved by his na-
ture—as do, say, John Locke, or
Adam Smith, or David Hume.

In the case of the Civil War, these
issues had the following application.
Despite all the complications which
are rightly attributed to the process,
the American War of Independence
against Britain was premised on the
consideration, not only that Britain

was suppressing the American’s
right to scientific and technological
progress in modes of labor, especially
in manufactures, but that this sup-
pression of our rightful aspirations
by the British Crown and Parliament
reflected a moral and philosophical
conflict between that British state
and government and the Americans
which could not be compromised
and composed, but in which one had
to prevail over the other. Thus Ben-
jamin Franklin, in the years 1763
through 1766, came to the apprecia-
tion that the conflict was irrepress-
ible and inevitable; it was merely a
question of when, and of becoming
prepared for it.

Since that time, the British, up
through this period of the so-called
Civil War in our country, were com-
mitted to the destruction and re-con-
quest of the United States. They had
many agents inside the United
States, such as August Belmont, Al-
bert Pike, John Slidell, and so on: the
principal authors of the Confeder-
acy, which used the issue of slavery
and abolition as a fulcrum to the
intent of carving up the United
States into several contesting powers
and thus establishing the unchal-
lenged hegemony of the British Em-
pire—a project which was chiefly in-
itiated by Palmerston but also by
others.

So in that sense, Pike—a man
from Boston, Massachusetts—was a
witting traitor to the United States,
not an honest rebel. This character
pervades all of this writings, a char-
acteristic which can be shown, from
the standpoint of comparative geom-
etry, which I identified. The same
method we would apply to distin-
guishing between a Descartes and a
Leibniz, for example, applies to the
distinction between all patriotic men
and women, all Christians, and the
Satanic General Pike.

That is the fundamental issue.

—Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.



