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“The OSCE is only as strong  
as the global political climate permits”

OSCE leadership crew voted out
by Dr. iur. Marianne Wüthrich

The Organisation for Security and Co-
operation in Europe (OSCE) plays an im-
portant role in international interaction 
and especially in the area of tension be-
tween NATO and Russia. It is the suc-
cessor organisation to the CSCE (Con-
ference on Security and Co-operation in 
Europe), under which the Helsinki Final 
Act was signed on 1 August 1975. Dur-
ing the Cold War, its follow-up confer-
ences were one of the few platforms for 
dialogue between the communist Eastern 
bloc and the West, including neutral and 
non-aligned states.

Today, the OSCE, founded in 1995, 
is trying to bring the parties in the Eu-
ropean conflicts together in order to sup-
port the dialogue between the major pow-
ers involved. In addition to this political 
level, the OSCE is also active in practi-
cal terms, for example, it observes nation-
al elections to ensure that they are con-
ducted in accordance with the rule of law 
and democratic criteria. Or it monitors 
compliance with an agreed ceasefire, as 
is currently the case in Eastern Ukraine 
(see box). The OSCE does not take any 
coercive measures; it only becomes ac-
tive upon the invitation or with consent 

of the participating states. The OSCE’s 
leadership is determined by the Perma-
nent Council of Ambassadors in Vienna, 
who of course consult with their actual 
governments. The principle of unanimi-
ty applies.1

It was a pleasure and an honour for Swit-
zerland when an experienced Swiss dip-
lomat was elected Secretary-General and 
Head of the OSCE three years ago. Thom-
as Greminger has worked in the diplo-
matic service of the FDFA (Federal De-
partment of Foreign Affairs) since 1990, 
including the SDC (Swiss Agency for De-
velopment Cooperation). Since 2010 he 
has been Switzerland’s permanent repre-
sentative (with the rank of an ambassador) 
to the OSCE, the UN and the internation-
al organisations in Vienna. In his new po-
sition as Secretary-General, Greminger 
as representative of neutral Switzerland 
could pick from an embarassment of rich-
es.

However, when in July 2020 Greminger 
and the other leaders were up for re-elec-
tion for the next three years, usually a 
mere formality, there was a scandal: all 
four were voted out of office and their 

term of office ended on 18 July. The an-
nual Council of the 57 foreign ministers 
in December will probably have to solve 
the leadership crisis. It shall be explained 
– as far as can be seen today – how this 
could happen and what geopolitical moves 
might be behind it. 

Course of the decline reelection
Since 2017, the leadership of the OSCE 
has consisted of Thomas Greminger, Sec-
retary-General (Switzerland), Harlem 
Désir, Representative on Freedom of the 
Media (France), Ingibjörg Solrun Gislad-
ottir, Head of the Office for Democratic 
Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) 
(Iceland) and Lamberto Zannier, High 
Commissioner on National Minorities 
(Italy).

On 26 June 2020, the Austrian news-
paper “Der Standard” reported that Azer-
baijan is opposed to the extension of the 
mandate of the Media Representative Har-
lem Désir. The Azerbaijani Foreign Minis-
ter said that Désir had “‘unduly criticised’ 
the situation of freedom of expression in 
Azerbaijan”. Azerbaijan also criticised 

OSCE field operations 
mw. According to the OSCE Information 
Bulletin1 , the majority of the 3,500 staff 
and resources are deployed in field op-
erations in South Eastern Europe, East-
ern Europe, the South Caucasus and 
Central Asia: “One of the OSCE’s core 
activities is to address protracted con-
flicts in its region through agreed nego-
tiation formats. These include the Trans-
dniestrian Settlement Process, aimed 
at achieving a comprehensive political 
settlement of the conflict over Transd-
niestria; the OSCE Minsk Group, which 
seeks a peaceful negotiated solution to 
the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict; and the 
Geneva International Discussions on the 
aftermath of the August 2008 conflict 
in Georgia, which the Organisation co-
chairs with the United Nations and the 
European Union.”

OSCE Special Monitoring Mission  
in Ukraine

The Special Monitoring Mission (SMM) 
in Ukraine currently exists of almost 700 
unarmed civilian monitors and initially 
pursues the goal of reducing tensions. 
On the OSCE homepage you can find the 
daily reports of the SMM and learn that 
every day there are numerous ceasefire 
violations at the agreed ceasefire line in 
the Donetsk and Luhansk regions. For 
example, on 16 July 2020 there were 
30 violations, including numerous ex-
plosions. Interestingly, the daily report 
points out that most of the ceasefire vi-
olations were reported in government-
controlled areas (with exact locations in 
words and on a map).

Besides these monitorings, the SMM 
also carries out humanitarian activities 

for the affected population. For example 
you can read in the summary of the daily 
report of 16 July 2020: 

“The Mission facilitated and moni-
tored adherence to localised ceasefires 
to enable the repairs and maintenance 
of critical civilian infrastructure.

The Mission continued following up 
on the situation of civilians amid the 
COVID-19 outbreak, including at en-
try-exit checkpoints and corresponding 
checkpoints in Donetsk and Luhansk re-
gions.“2

1
“What is the OSCE?” fact sheet. 

Published by the Organisation for Securi-
ty and Cooperation in Europe. 30 August 

2018 (https://www.osce.org/de)
2
Daily Report 168/2020 of the OSCE Spe-

cial Monitoring Mission (SMM), published 
on 16 July 2020 
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that Désir had provided little assistance in 
eliminating the problems in this regard.2

This was the first step to get the ball 
rolling. According to the daily press of 16 
July, Tajikistan joined the vote against the 
Frenchman’s re-election. Next in line Tur-
key and Tajikistan (which had been affect-
ed by one of the ODIHR scandals in the 
past) opposed the extension of the man-
date of Icelandic Ingibjörg Solrun Gis-
ladottir. Now France and Iceland, with 
the support of Canada and Norway, react-
ed and demanded rightaway that the en-
tire leadership team should not be re-elect-
ed, thus including Thomas Greminger and 
Lamberto Zannier.3

Since in the OSCE all 57 member states 
would have to agree to the re-election of 
the four leaders, the failure of the election 
was a fact. Since 18 July 2020, the OSCE 
has now been without leadership.

Secretary-General Greminger  
as a victim of political dynamics

In response to Fredy Gsteiger’s question 
on Radio SRF on 14 July: “Do you see 
yourself to some extent as collateral dam-
age of a difficult situation in the OSCE, 
almost a bit of a pawn sacrifice?”, Secre-
tary -eneral Greminger answered: “Yes, 
that is a fair description. My person, my 
performance over the past three years 
have not been fundamentally questioned. 
Of course, there have been criticisms here 
and there – that’s normal when you take 
action in an organisation with 57 partici-
pating states. In this sense, I have actually 
been the victim of a political dynamic to 
some extent”.4

In the “Neue Zürcher Zeitung”, the 
problem of conspicously one-sidedly oc-
cupied leadership positions was also taken 
up: “Would a better geographical distribu-
tion of leadership positions be a way to 
give them broader support? The Russians 
are pushing for candidates from Eastern 
Europe.” Thomas Greminger: “It would 
now be important that strong candidacies 
also come from the East. In the Gener-
al Secretariat, too, we have too few staff 
from countries east of Vienna.”5 

This gives rise to the suspicion that 
the states of the West are trying to con-
trol the OSCE. The fact is that resistance 
from Russia and other Eastern states was 
already coming in 2017, because the can-
didates were largely from Western Euro-
pean NATO countries. Finally, Russian 
Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov agreed to 
the composition, mainly because Thom-
as Greminger was proposed as Secretary-
General. The “Neue Zürcher Zeitung” 
comments: “Greminger had a considerable 
advantage as the representative of a neu-
tral country that also maintains excellent 
relations with Moscow. He thus became 
one of the most prominent Swiss diplo-
mats in the international arena”.6

In view of the one-sided composi-
tion of offices, it is understandable that 
the government of Azerbaijan now took 
French criticism of its country as a reason 
to demand the Frenchman’s removal from 
office. It is important to bear in mind that 
Azerbaijan has been involved for over 30 
years in one of the conflicts the OSCE 
has been struggling to resolve: the dis-
pute with Armenia over the Nagorno-
Karabakh region. At present, another war 
is raging between the two states, with at 
least 17 people already dead.7 The OSCE 
was unable to solve this conflict, but pre-
vented it from escalating for many years. 
In this respect, Russia’s assistance is cru-
cial, as it had a de-escalating effect in the 
past. Without Moscow’s assistance, esca-
lation could hardly be prevented. It seems 
that the Azerbaijani Government feels 
that the Western states in the OSCE do 
not provide enough support. One indica-
tion of this is that Turkey – which is on 
Azerbaijan’s side in this war – has joined 
the call for the removal of the OSCE 
leadership.

Cui bono? Who benefits  
from a weak OSCE?

Azerbaijan, Turkey and Tajikistan may 
have initiated the removal of the OSCE 
leadership, but it seems that a weakening 
of this important institution, whose main 
purpose is to maintain dialogue between 
the West and Russia, is not inconvenient 
for some major powers.

Despite the efforts of Secretary-Gener-
al Thomas Greminger, the heads of states 
and governments have not agreed on an 

adequate interim solution in the current 
situation – for example an extension of 
the current mandates until successors are 
appointed. According to an announcement 
by the SDA on 18 July, “deputies and of-
fice heads” will only continue to perform 
the necessary routine functions until the 
successors have been appointed.8 This will 
only be possible at the next Ministerial 
Council of Foreign Ministers of the OSCE 
participating states in December. 

According to Thomas Greminger, the 
great powers have hardly lifted a finger to 
prevent the debacle and save the OSCE’s 
political capacity to act. Sometimes aris-
es that the NATO and EU member states 
in particular have little interest in a strong 
OSCE. They also resisted Greminger’s re-
form efforts to strengthen the OSCE. Ac-
cording to an article in World Economy, 
Canada and Norway – who are largely re-
sponsible for the de-selection of the OSCE 
leadership team – played an active role in 
torpedoing Greminger’s proposed instru-
ments for de-escalating tensions between 
OSCE States.9

After the failure of his efforts to find 
a satisfactory interim solution, Greminger 
stated: “I am very disappointed and frus-
trated that it has come to this. [...] To pre-
vent the leadership vacuum that has now 
become reality, it would have required an 
escalation by the major powers who would 
have shown the smaller countries the po-
litical costs of their disastrous solo efforts. 
But apart from Germany, none of them 
was ready for steps beyond diplomatic 
intervention.” And further: “A call from 
President Macron to his Azerbaijani coun-
terpart might have made a difference. The 
tactics of blocking and remaining passive 
at the same time is disturbing.”10 Especial-
ly when keeping in mind that, according 
to reports, a telephone conversation be-
tween the current chairman of the OSCE, 
Albanian Prime Minister Edi Rama, and 
the Azerbaijani head of state Aliyev was 
constructive.

Why did Macron not make this tele-
phone call? Why is there no news from the 
superpower on the other side of the Atlan-
tic (which is not usually so reticent)? Ac-
cording to reports, Macron and his For-
eign Minister Le Drian did not answer 
the telephone calls from Federal President 
Sommaruga and Federal Councilor Cas-
sis either. Based on the available docu-
ments, one can only assume that the care-
ful and focused work of OSCE staff, for 
example in the Ukraine conflict, may not 
be in the interests of the major Western 
powers. If you read the randomly select-
ed daily report of the Special Monitoring 
Mission to Eastern Ukraine of 16 July (see 
box “OSCE field operations”), it is easy to 
see that – at least on that day – “most of 

OSCE participating States

mw. Participating States of The OSCE 
are all European states, including neu-
tral states, the former member states 
of the Soviet Union as well as the USA 
and Canada (thus also all NATO mem-
bers): Albania, Andorra, Armenia, 
Azerbaijan, Belarus, Belgium, Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Denmark, 
Germany, Estonia, Finland, France, 
Georgia, Greece, The Holy See (Vati-
can City), Ireland, Iceland, Italy, Can-
ada, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Croatia, 
Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Lux-
embourg, Malta, Moldova, Monaco, 
Mongolia, Montenegro, Netherlands, 
Northern Macedonia, Norway, Aus-
tria, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Rus-
sian Federation, San Marino, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, 
Spain, Tajikistan, Czech Republic, Tur-
key, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, Hungary, 
Uzbekistan, United Kingdom, United 
States of America, Cyprus.
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the ceasefire violations were recorded in 
government-controlled areas”. This con-
tradicts the “aggressiveness” of the sepa-
ratists in Donetsk and Luhansk, or rather 
the Russians supporting them, as claimed 
in our media. On the contrary, an analysis 
of several years of ceasefire violations in 
Eastern Ukraine shows according to an in-
dependent expert that the Ukrainian army 
is committing a significant proportion of 
these violations. This proportion fluctuates 
periodically between 40 and 60%.

Thomas Greminger, who already after 
the coup on the Maidan in 2014 (at that 
time still as Swiss representative with the 
OSCE) “played a decisive role in the es-
tablishment of the observer mission in 
Ukraine”11, is commenting the accusa-
tions made here and there of being “too 
Russia-friendly”: “[…] I was very care-
ful not to be in Moscow more often than 
in Washington. Balance is the be-all 
and end-all of this organisation. It is not 
my fault that I was always received at a 
lower level in Washington than in Mos-
cow. At the same time, it seems to me 
that it makes sense to cultivate relations 
with the Russians. The OSCE is one of 
the few remaining international dialogue 
platforms where they still sit at the table 
on an equal footing.”12

Perhaps this view from a neutral side 
is too balanced for some NATO pow-
ers? Canada, in particular, has already 
expressed difficulties with Greminger’s 
participation in conferences in Moscow. 
Western states sometimes tried to prevent 
high-ranking delegations from attend-
ing conferences in Moscow and to ensure 
such participation at the Munich Security 
Conference.

Russian Foreign Minister demanded 
an OSCE peace initiative at the  

Russian border with NATO states
In contrast to the Western Powers, Rus-
sia is holding on to a strong OSCE which 
performs its tasks above all on Russia’s 
border with NATO Europe. At the min-
isterial meeting of the “Organization for 
Security and Co-operation in Europe” in 
Bratislava on 6 December 2019, Russian 
Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov spoke 
in plain language: “In several waves 
NATO has expanded – which wants to 
be the source of legitimacy. Its military 
infrastructure has reached Russia’s bor-
ders, and it has intensively expanded its 
military potential in Eastern Europe, in-
creased its arms expenditure to record 
levels and at the same time created an 
enemy image (of Russia). All this has 
created tensions that we have not seen 
since the years of the Cold War.” Lavrov 
called on the OSCE to take action: “It 
is important to stop this dangerous trend 
and stop the further tendency towards 
confrontation. The OSCE could and 
should play an important role in solving 
these tasks because of its vast geographi-
cal scope, its all-encompassing approach 
to security, its consensus principle and its 
cultural dialogue”.13

Closing remarks
Let us leave the closing remarks to the 
Swiss Thomas Greminger: “The OSCE is 
only as strong as the global political cli-
mate allows. We are a toolbox of great 
tools, even if some of them are somewhat 
cheap or outdated. But these tools have to 
be used. If the political will is lacking, the 
box is severely underutilised.”14  •
1 About the organisation and activities of the 

OSCE see the fact sheet “What is the OSCE?” 
published by the Organisation for Security and 

Co-operation in Europe from 30 August 2018 
(https://www.osce.org/de)

2 “Aserbaidschan gegen Verlängerung von OSZE-
Medienbeauftragtem Harlem Désir” (Azerbai-
jan against extension of OSCE Media Representa-
tive Harlem Désir), in: Der Standard from 26 June 
2020 (APA)

3 Liechtenstein, Stephanie. “OSZE lahmgelegt – 
durch kleingeistiges Verhalten einzelner Staaten” 
(OSCE paralysed– by small-minded behaviour of 
individual states), in: St. Galler Tagblatt from 16 
July 2020. Guest commentary.

4 Gsteiger, Fredy. “OSZE: Thomas Greminger als 
Bauernopfer?” (OSCE: Thomas Greminger as a 
pawn sacrifice?), Radio SRF, Echo der Zeit from 
14 July 2020

5 Mijnssen, Ivo. “Ich sehe mich durchaus als Kol-
lateralschaden” (I consider myself quite collater-
al damage), Interview with OSCE Secretary-Gen-
eral Thomas Greminger, in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung 
from 17 July 2020

6 Mijnssen, Ivo. “Kopflose OSZE” (Headless OSCE), 
in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung from 17 July 2020

7 See for example: Silvia Stöber. “Armenien und 
Aserbaidschan. Konfliktherd ‘Schwarzer Felsen’”. 
(Armenia and Azerbaijan. Conflict focus ‘Black 
Rock’), tagesschau.de from 18 July 2020: “These 
are the fiercest battles since 2016: Armenian and 
Azerbaijani troops have been shooting at each 
other with heavy guns for days. The risk of the con-
flict spreading is great”

8 “OSZE-Posten werden bis Jahresende von Vizes 
und Büroleitern geführt”. (OSCE positions will be 
held by Vice-Presidents and Heads of Office until 
the end of the year) sda-release from 18 July 2020.

9 Guljaew, Rudolf. “OSZE – Brückenbauer in der 
Krise” (OSCE – bridge-builder in the crisis), in: 
World Economy from 14 July 2020

10 Mijnssen, Ivo. “Ich sehe mich durchaus als Kollat-
eralschaden”. Interview mit OSZE-Generalsekretär 
Thomas Greminger, in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung from 
17 July 2020

11 Mijnssen, Ivo. “Kopflose OSZE”, in: Neue Zürcher 
Zeitung from 17 July 2020

12 Mijnssen, Ivo. “Ich sehe mich durchaus als Kollat-
eralschaden”. Interview mit OSZE-Generalsekretär 
Thomas Greminger, in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung from 
17 July 2020

13 “Lawrow will OSZE-Friedensinitiative: Die Nato 
steht an unseren Grenzen und erklärt uns zum 
Feind” (Lavrov wants OSCE peace initiative: 
NATO stands at our borders and declares us the 
enemy) RT deutsch from 6 December 2019

14 Mijnssen, Ivo. “Ich sehe mich durchaus als Kollat-
eralschaden”. Interview mit OSZE-Generalsekretär 
Thomas Greminger, in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung from 
17 July 2020

Current Concerns
The international journal for independent thought, ethical standards, moral responsibility, and for the promotion  

and respect of public international law, human rights and humanitarian law

 
Subscribe to Current Concerns – The journal of an independent cooperative

The cooperative Zeit-Fragen is a politically and financially independent organisation. All of its mem bers work on a voluntary and honorary basis. The journal does not accept 
commercial advertisements of any kind and receives no financial support from business organisations. The journal Current Concerns is financed exclusively by its subscribers. 
We warmly recommend our model of free and independent press coverage to other journals. 
Annual subscription rate of
CHF 40,-; Euro 30,-; USD 40,-; GBP 25,-
for the following countries:
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brunei, Canada, Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hongkong, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kuwait, Liechtenstein, Lux-
embourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Qatar, Singapore, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Arab  Emirates, United Kingdom, USA
Annual subscription rate of
CHF 20,-; Euro 15,-; USD 20,-; GBP 12,50
for all other countries.
Please choose one of the following ways of payment:
- send a cheque to Current Concerns, P. O. Box, CH-8044 Zurich, or
- send us your credit card details (only Visa), or
- pay into one of the following accounts:
CH: Postscheck-Konto (CHF): 87-644472-4 IBAN CH91 0900 0000 8764 4472 4 BIC POFICHBEXXX
CH: Postscheck-Konto (Euro): 91-738798-6 IBAN CH83 0900 0000 9173 8798 6 BIC POFICHBEXXX
D: Volksbank Tübingen, Kto. 67 517 005, BLZ 64190110 IBAN DE12 6419 0110 0067 5170 05 BIC GENODES1TUE
A: Raiffeisen Landesbank, Kto. 1-05.713.599, BLZ 37000 IBAN AT55 3700 0001 0571 3599 BIC RVVGAT2B



No 16   8 August 2020 Current Concerns  Page 4

75 years after the end of the war

Munich agreement discouraged German resistance 
Comments from a Swiss perspective 

by Gotthard Frick*

In his contribu-
tion to the histo-
ry and significance 
of the Second 
World War of 22 
July 2020 (cf. Cur-
rent Concerns No 
15/2020), Russian 
President Vladimir 
Putin promotes his 
own interests and 
those of Russia just 

as Trump does his own and those of the 
USA. He basically acts according to the 
same principles as almost all politicians.

Putin rightly points out that the Sovi-
et Union made by far the greatest sacrific-
es for the victory over Nazi Germany. No 
other state had suffered such a high pro-
portion of deaths and injuries among its 
troops and population and such extensive 
destruction. The author has also pointed 
out on various occasions that comparisons 
in US dollars between states – whatever is 
being compared – are misleading (“Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung”: war costs USA $ 272 
billion and Soviet Union $ 192 billion). In 
the face of completely different econom-
ic systems – here the liberal US econo-
my, there a communist economic system 
– of the most diverse prices and methods 
of determining them, as well as wages and 
social benefits, pay and other goods and 
services for soldiers, constantly fluctuat-
ing exchange rates and many other param-
eters, what are they supposed to say? Did 
the Soviet soldiers have such good rations 
as those of the USA? Did they also have 

as much comfortable holidays? In addi-
tion, there are the fundamental geographi-
cal differences of the theatres of war and 
the resulting completely different require-
ments for equipment, armament and com-
bat procedures (the land area of the Soviet 
Union on the side of the Red Army, Eu-
rope, North Africa, Asia, and the Pacific 
on the side of the Allies). 

Most importantly, it has been proven 
that World War II would have been pre-
vented in 1938 if Great Britain and France 
had not capitulated to Hitler at the Mu-
nich Conference and had not allowed him 
to destroy Czechoslovakia. Hitler not only 
annexed the Sudetenland (and shortly af-
terwards completely destroyed Czecho-
slovakia). He also allowed Poland, which 
he still wanted to draw to his side, and 
Hungary to occupy territories claimed by 
them (which both did in October/Novem-
ber 1938, Poland “with hyena appetite”, as 
Churchill wrote). Who knows this today? 

When Hitler travelled to the Munich 
Conference in September 1938, he did 
not expect the Allies to capitulate. There-
fore he told his closest military leaders 
that he would attack Czechoslovakia after 
returning from Munich. The overwhelm-
ing majority of the German generals, in-
cluding Hitler‘s supporters, were against 
a war – the latter, because they were con-
vinced that Germany was not yet ready for 
it. At the 1938 General Meeting, therefore, 
the predecessor, Colonel General Beck, 
replaced by the self-appointed Supreme 
Commander Hitler, tried to persuade the 
German generals to resign collectively, 
thus making war impossible.

The head of the German General Staff, 
General Franz Halder – he wanted to pre-
vent a war with England at all costs – and 
other top officers conspired to arrest and 
depose Hitler after his return from Mu-
nich. Some conspirators even wanted to 
assassinate him on that occasion. The ca-
pitulation of France and Great Britain to 
Hitler made him a triumphant leader. The 
coup had become impossible in terms of 
domestic politics. On 28 September 1938 
the conspirators dropped the plan. (Hal-
der: “He’s succeeding at everything. What 
else can we do?”) After this frustrating ex-
perience, Halder concentrated entirely on 
his military duties and planned all major 
German operations until he was deposed 
by Hitler in 1942 because he was against 
the attack on Stalingrad.

The conspiracy had an aftermath for 
General Halder (and several of his peers). 
After the failed bomb attack on Hitler 

on 20 July 1944, with which Halder had 
nothing to do, the Gestapo subjected nu-
merous officers, politicians and citizens 
to bestial torture interrogations. Several 
conspiracies came to light, including that 
of General Franz Halder in 1938. He was 
immediately arrested with his wife and a 
daughter, sent to the Flossenbürg concen-
tration camp, then to Dachau, and trans-
ferred to Tyrol before the rapidly advanc-
ing Allies, where he should have been 
executed. But the Allies liberated him 
shortly afterwards. At the Nuremberg war 
crimes trial he was one of the witnesses 
for the prosecution.

The conspirators, among them numer-
ous officers as well as many high officials 
and citizens of various parties, were sen-
tenced to death and hung by their feet on 
meat hooks. Hitler came by from time to 
time to watch the conspirators suffering 
prolonged by this. The long-time conspir-
ator and chief of the German defence, Ad-
miral Wilhelm Canaris, was also exposed 
and hanged in the Flossenbürg concentra-
tion camp a few days before the end of 
the war. Only a few were allowed to kill 
themselves. They were too well-known 
and popular: Colonel General Beck “was 
allowed” to shoot himself, General Field 
Marshal Rommel – not involved, but in-
formed about the conspiracy without pass-
ing on the information – killed himself 
with a poison pill supplied to him. Several 
unrecognised conspirators committed sui-
cide because they feared that if they were 
arrested they would betray their com-
rades during the torture interrogations. 
For example, Major General Henning von 
Tresckow, Chief of Staff of Heeresgruppe 
Mitte, who shot himself. We should also 
remember one of the first of the many 
failed assassins, a Swiss, the Neuchâtel 
theology student Maurice Bavaud, who 
had tried to shoot Hitler in 1938. He was 
beheaded in Berlin on 19 May 1941.

Halder was also important for Switzer-
land. As Chief of General Staff, he exam-
ined at the beginning of 1940, before the 
attack on France, whether a German by-
pass of the French fortress chain Magi-
not Line through Switzerland would be a 
promising option, or vice versa, a French 
attack on Germany through Switzerland. 
He came to a negative conclusion because 
of the Swiss army, which he considered to 
be strong and which was already in posi-
tion in the Jura, but wrote in his war diary: 
“A bypass through undefended Switzer-
land would be a tempting option.” •
(Translation Current Concerns)

* Gotthard Frick is the author of the book “Hitlers 
Krieg und die Selbstbehauptung der Schweiz 
1933–1945. Eine neue, umfassende Sicht auf die 
Selbstbehauptung der Schweiz im Zweiten Welt-
krieg und die daraus für die Zukunft zu zie-
henden Lehren” (Hitler’s War and Switzerland’s 
Self-Assertion 1933-1945: A New, Comprehen-
sive View of Switzerland’s Self-Assertion in 
World War II and the Lessons to be Learned for 
the Future) (2011 - ISBN 978-3-033-02948-4), 
to be ordered from the publisher “Zeit-Fragen”.
He studied civilisation française, economics 
and business administration at the University of 
Paris (Sorbonne and “Sciences Po”). For many 
years he was involved in large infrastructure 
projects (power plants, high-voltage lines, roads, 
tunnels, irrigation systems) in Switzerland and 
overseas. From 1968–2004 he dedicated him-
self to the establishment and management of a 
consulting, management and training company 
with an affiliated, English-speaking university 
of applied sciences, which worked worldwide for 
all development banks, UN organisations (ILO, 
WTO, UNDP), OECD, the Swiss and several 
other governments and companies. Frick was an 
Infantry battalion commander and is a member 
of the Swiss Social Democratic Party.

Gotthard Frick 
(picture ma)
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“That is why Antifa is running interference  
for the war party”

A perspective from the left on the real existing Antifa
by Diana Johnstone*

cc. To this day 
“anti-fascism” for 
many people is the 
synonym for a just 
fight against rep-
rehensible fas-
cism. A world-
wide movement, 
which has exist-
ed for decades and 
calls itself “Anti-
fa”, works with this 

aura – in such a way that there is sympa-
thy and support for it right into the bour-
geois camp – but partly also because the 
mostly still quite young antifa fighters can 
be politically instrumentalised. The actu-
al face of the Antifa is faded out thereby 
again and again. Diana Johnstone, who 
sees herself explicitly as a leftist, has crit-
ically examined this movement in an ar-
ticle published in October 2017. We pub-
lish excerpts from the text published at 
that time and point out that the questions 
that arose in 2017 are still relevant today.

A historic opportunity is being missed. 
The disastrous 2016 presidential election 
could and should have been a wakeup call. 
A corrupt political system that gave voters 
a choice between two terrible candidates 
is not democracy. 

This should have been the signal to face 
reality. The U.S. political system is totally 
rotten, contemptuous of the people, serv-
ing the corporations and lobbies that pay 
to keep them in office. The time had come 
to organize a genuine alternative, an inde-
pendent movement to liberate the elector-
al system from the grip of billionaires, to 
demand a transition from a war economy 
to an economy dedicated to improving the 
lives of the people who live here. What is 
needed is a movement for the pacification 
of America, at home and abroad.

That is a big order. Yet this approach 
could meet with wide support, especial-
ly if vigorous young people organized to 
stimulate popular debate, between real 
live people, from door to door if neces-
sary, creating a mass movement for gen-
uine democracy, equality and peace. This 
is as revolutionary a program as possible 
in the present circumstances.  A moribund 
left should be coming back to life to take 
the lead in building such a movement.

Quite the opposite is happening.

Provoking a new Civil War?
The first step toward preventing such a con-
structive movement was a false interpreta-
tion of the meaning of the Trump victory, 
massively promoted by mainstream media. 
This was essentially the Clintonite excuse 
for Hillary’s loss. Trump’s victory, accord-
ing to this line, was the product of a con-
vergence between Russian interference and 
the votes of “misogynists, racists, homo-
phobes, xenophobes, and white suprema-
cists”. The influence of all those bad people 
indicated the rise of “fascism” in America, 
with Trump in the role of “fascist” leader.

In this way, criticism of the system that 
produced Trump vanished in favor of de-
monization of Trump the individual, mak-
ing it that much easier for the Clintonites 
to solidify their control of the Democrat-
ic Party, by manipulating their own leftist 
opposition.

The events of Charlottesville resembled 
a multiple provocation, with pro- and an-
ti-statue sides provoking each other, pro-
viding a stage for Antifa to gain national 
prominence as saviors. Significantly, Char-
lottesville riots provoked Trump into mak-
ing comments which were seized upon by 
all his enemies to brand him definitive-
ly as “racist” and “fascist”. This gave the 
disoriented “left” a clear cause: fight “fas-
cist Trump” and domestic “fascists”. This 
is more immediate than organizing to de-
mand that the United States end its threats 
against Iran and North Korea, its open and 
covert project to reshape the Middle East 
to ensure Israel’s regional dominance, or 
its nuclear buildup targeting Russia. Not 
to mention its support for genuine Nazis 
in Ukraine. Yet that trillion dollar policy of 
global militarization contributes more to 
violence and injustice even in the United 
States than the remnants of thoroughly dis-
credited lost causes.

The Left and Antifa
All those who are sincerely on the left, 
who are in favor of greater social and 

economic equality for all, who oppose 
the endless aggressive foreign wars and 
the resulting militarization of the Amer-
ican police and the American mentali-
ty, must realize that, since the Clintoni-
an takeover of the Democratic Party, the 
ruling oligarchic establishment disguises 
itself as “the left”, uses “left” arguments 
to justify itself, and largely succeeds in 
manipulating genuine leftists for its own 
purposes.  This has caused such confu-
sion that it is quite unclear what “left” 
means any more.

The Clintonian left substituted Identi-
ty Politics for the progressive goal of eco-
nomic and social equality, by ostentatious-
ly coopting women, blacks and Latinos 
into the visible elite, the better to ignore 
the needs of the majority. The Clintonian 
left introduced the concept of “humanitar-
ian war” to describe its relentless destruc-
tion of recalcitrant nations, seducing much 
of the left into supporting U.S. imperial-
ism as a fight for democracy against “dic-
tators”.

Antifa contributes to this confusion 
by giving precedence to the suppression 
of “bad” ideas rather than to the develop-
ment of good ones through uninhibited de-
bate. Antifa attacks on dissidents tend to 
enforce the dominant neoliberal doctrine 
that also raises the specter of fascism as 
pretext for aggression against countries 
targeted for regime change.

Antifa’s excuses
Antifa has several favorite arguments to 
justify itself those who criticize its use of 
force and intimidation to silence its adver-
saries.
1. Its violence is justified by the implicit 

violence of its enemies who if left alone 
plan to exterminate whole groups of 
people.

 This is demonstrably untrue, as Anti-
fa is notoriously generous in distribut-
ing the fascist label. Most of the people 
Antifa targets are not fascists and there 
is no evidence that even “racists” are 
planning to carry out genocide.

2. Antifa is engaged in other political ac-
tivity.

 That is completely beside the point. 
Nobody is criticizing that “other politi-
cal activity”. It is the violence and the 
censorship which are the hallmarks of 
the Antifa brand, and the target of crit-
icism. Let them drop the violence and 
the censorship and get on with their 

* Diana Johnstone, born in 1934, studied Russian 
regional science/Slavonic studies and earned 
her doctorate in French literature. She has lived 
in Paris for many years and works as a free-
lance journalist for various US and internation-
al media. She is the author of several books, in-
cluding “The Politics of Euromissiles: Europe’s 
Role in America’s World”, “Fools’ Crusade: 
Yugoslavia, NATO, and Western Delusions“, 
“Queen of Chaos: The Misadventures of Hillary 
Clinton”. She wrote the preface and commentary 
on the memoirs of her father Dr Paul H. John-
stone, “From Mad to Madness”. He was a former 
senior analyst of the Strategic Weapons Evalu-
ation Group (WSEG) in the Pentagon. Most re-
cently she published her autobiography “Circle 
in the Darkness – Memoir of a World Watcher” 
(2020).

Diana Johnstone
 (picture wikipedia)
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other activities. Then nobody will ob-
ject.

3. Antifa defends threatened communi-
ties.

 But that is certainly not all they are 
doing. Nor is that what its critics are 
objecting to. Actual defense of a truly 
threatened community is best done 
openly by respected members of the 
community itself, rather than by 
self-styled Zorros who arrive in dis-
guise. The problem is the definition 
of the terms. For Antifa, the victim 
community can be a whole category 
of people, such as LGBTQI, and the 
threat may be a controversial speak-
er at a university who could say some-
thing to hurt their feelings. And what 
community was being defended by 
Linwood Kaine, younger son of the 
Democratic Party Vice Presidential 
candidate, Senator Tim Kaine, when 
he was arrested in St Paul, Minneso-
ta, last March 4 on suspicion of felony 
second-degree riot for attempting to 
break up a pro-Trump rally at the State 
Capitol? Although Kaine, dressed in 
black from head to toe, resisted arrest, 
the matter ended there. What down-
trodden community was the young 
Kaine defending other than the Clin-
tonite Democrats? His own privilege 
as a family member of the Washing-
ton political elite?

4. Antifa claims that it is in favor of free 
speech in general, but racists and fas-
cists are an exception, because you 
can’t reason with them, and hate 
speech is not speech but action.

 This amounts to an astounding intel-
lectual surrender to the enemy. It is 
an admission of being unable to win a 
free argument. The fact is that speech 
is indeed speech, and should be coun-
tered by speech. You should welcome 
the chance to debate in public in order 
to expose the weaknesses of their po-
sition. If indeed “you can’t reason with 

them”, then they will shut down the 
discussion and you don’t have to. If 
they resort to physical attack against 
you, then you have the moral victory. 
Otherwise, you’re giving it to them.

5. Antifa insists that the Constitution-
al right to free speech applies only to 
the State. That is, only the government 
is banned from depriving citizens of 
the right to free speech and assembly. 
Among citizens, anything goes.

 This is a remarkable bit of sophistry. 
Bullying and intimidation are okay if 
done by an unofficial group. In keep-
ing with neoliberalism, Antifa is out to 
privatize censorship, by taking over the 
job itself.

Verbal Violence
The verbal violence of Antifa is worse 
than their physical violence insofar as it 
is more effective. The physical violence 
is usually of minor consequence, at most 
temporarily preventing something that 
will happen later. It is the verbal violence 
that succeeds most in preventing free dis-
cussion of controversial issues.

[…]
Antifa rhetoric specialises in non sequi-

tur. If you agree with some conservative 
or libertarian that it was wrong to destroy 
Libya, then you are not only guilty of as-
sociation with a pre-fascist, you are a sup-
porter of dictators and thus probably a fas-
cist yourself. This has been happening in 
France for years and it’s just getting start-
ed in the United States.

The Antifa specialty is labeling anti-
war activists and writers as “red-brown”, 
red for left and brown for fascist. You 
may pretend to be on the left, but if we 
can find the slightest association between 
you and someone on the right, then you 
are a “red-brown” and deserve to be quar-
antined.

By claiming to defend helpless minor-
ities from a rising fascist peril, Antifa ar-
rogates to itself the right to decide who is, 
or might be, “fascist”.

Whatever they think they are doing, 
whatever they claim to be doing, the one 

thing they really are doing is to tie the 
left into such sectarian intolerance that 
any broad inclusive single-issue anti-war 
movement becomes impossible.  Indeed, 
it is precisely the imminent danger of nu-
clear World War III that leads some of us 
to call for a non-exclusive single issue an-
ti-war movement – thus setting ourselves 
up as “red-brown”.

That is why Antifa – unwittingly let us 
say – is running interference for the war 
party.  •
Source: https://www.globalresearch.ca/the-harm-
ful-effects-of-antifa/5614797 from 24 October 
2017

”‘That is why Antifa …‘” 
continued from page 5
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“Antifa” – this is not a more just and peaceful world
by Peter Küpfer

In the wake of the events in Minneapo-
lis (USA), Bob Barr, lawyer and former 
member of the American House of Rep-
resentatives, brings light and thus some 
calm to the heated debate, with a return 
to the democratic constitutional state 
(“Where we always end when the end jus-
tifies the means”, Current Concerns No. 
13 of 16 June 2020). He explains why, 
according to American law, the “Anti-
fa movement” that calls itself “Antifa” 
could, and even had to, be called “terror-
ist”. Barr points out that the origins of the 
American Antifa lie in Europe. How the 
“Antifa” came to them across the Atlan-
tic is not yet clear. Bob Barr also notes 
in his statement that the term “Antifa” is 
a highly dazzling concept. The following 
text deals with both questions. 

Fascism is not the same as National Social-
ism, nor is it the same as racism. The terms 
fascism and National Socialism denote his-
torically localizable events. Fascism in the 
narrower sense of the word was the form of 
government of Italy under the sole rule of 
Benito Mussolini. In the 20th century this 
term was applied to similar forms of gov-
ernment, for example to Spain under the 
dictatorship of General Franco. The Ital-
ian state under Benito Mussolini (1925–
1943) was a one-party state, dictatorial-
ly led and with aggressive foreign policy. 
Similar to other comparable states, it glo-
rified its own national greatness and power 
of earlier times, especially that of the an-
cient Roman Empire. Hitler’s German Na-
tional Socialism had many parallels with 
fascist Italy. National Socialism was com-
plemented by the ideology of the people, 
based on a scientifically untenable theory 
of racism and its criminal consequences. 
But racism is not a form of state, it is an 
ideological attitude or viewpoint that prop-
agates the alleged superiority of one group 
of people over others that it despises. 

Thought patterns are dangerous
Against this factual historical background, 
the currently unscrupulously mixed and ar-
bitrarily used terminology in the context of 
the current “Antifa” causes confusion and 
damage. In recent years, practices have 
spread under the woolly abbreviation, with 
which any preserving tendency is soon dis-
guised as “right-wing extremist” and quite 
justifiable positions beyond the green-pink 
liberal mainstream are called “fascist”. This 
does not really hit the mark. Not every view 
that deviates from the zeitgeist, which is 
overpoweringly present in the media today, 
is “right-wing”. Not everyone who finds 
something worth preserving in our socie-
ties is conservative. Not every conservative 

is susceptible to right-wing extremist ten-
dencies. And not everyone who, rightly or 
wrongly, is labelled as “right-wing” is thus 
quasi “automatically” a racist. 

Renewed “anti-fascism”
The terms “anti-fascism” and “antifascist 
movement”, from which the dazzling abbre-
viation “Antifa” is derived, originate from 
Bolshevism. At the time of the appearance 
of fascist regimes, communist anti-fascism 
was elevated by the Communist Interna-
tional under the leadership of Josef Stalin 
to a main programme of world revolution-
ary strategy. Under the banner of “anti-fas-
cism” anarchists and communists from all 
over the world fought in the Spanish Civil 
War in the “International Brigades” on the 
side of the republicans against the army of 
General Franco, who after his victory main-
tained an iron dictatorship until the 1970s. 

After the Second World War, in the pe-
riod of a boom in a resurgent capitalism 
(keyword “boom”), politicised student cir-
cles in the western democracies developed 
the 1968 youth movement under the influ-
ence of the neo-Marxist “Frankfurt School” 
(Theodor W. Adorno, Max Horkheimer, 
Herbert Marcuse). Even back then, like the 
current antifa today, it swept along young 
idealists all over the world. The core of 
the 68er ideology was, especially in Ger-
many, a strongly placarded “modern anti-
fascism”. Its leading figures Rudi Dutsch-
ke, Günter Amendt, Oskar Negt and others 
made the sweeping reproach to their Ger-
man parents’ generation that they were still 
strongly influenced by the National Social-
ist ideology in their thoughts and feelings. 
This earned them the label “authoritarian”, 
whereas the 68ers propagated their “an-
ti-authoritarian” attitude and way of life. 
Both elements gave the movement of that 
time a radical orientation from the begin-
ning. For it was precisely as an “anti-au-
thoritarian” Cultural Revolution that the 68 
movement developed strikingly destructive 
and aggressive tendencies. Whoever op-
posed the then new “self-realisation ideol-
ogy” was soon called a “fascist”. Roaring 
down a “conservative” professor in his lec-
tures was at times part of everyday life in 
the lecture halls of the universities. 

The then novel fusion of the political 
with the personal, often provocatively dis-
played “free” lifestyle supported the de-
structive orientation of the “movement”. 
Even then, rhythmically chanted slogans 
heated up the manifestos. Often they were 
catastrophically short-circuited in their con-
tent, such as: “Capitalism leads to fascism, 
capitalism must go.” It is not the econom-
ic forms (capitalism, state socialism) which 
“automatically” give birth to undemocratic 

or aggressive ideologies, but the attitudes 
and values on which they are based. 

Under the influence of the 68-Cultur-
al Revolution and the new lifestyle creat-
ed by it, the slogans became even simpler, 
and therefore even more dangerous: “De-
stroy what destroys you!” It was clear even 
then for those who were so “moved”: you 
are broken by the work and the stress of 
working life, the demands of modern soci-
ety. Thus, those who had been marginalised 
in our modern Western societies, especial-
ly the growing circle of drug users, sudden-
ly changed from former “fringe groups” to 
“resistance fighters”. Thus the smashing of 
window displays, the aggressions against 
uniformed persons, even shoplifting took 
on a supposedly “legitimising” dimension: 
the smashing of “the system”. Where did 
the necessary hatred come from? 

Targeted destructiveness  
and its consequences

At that time already the confrontation with 
the police was deliberately enforced. It 
was provoked for strategic reasons to use 
the bludgeons and water cannons, later the 
tear gas. Thus, according to the doctrine of 
the student “revolutionaries”, every partici-
pant in a manifestation should be made to 
understand that modern democracy is only 
a democracy on paper. In reality it is a re-
pressive state that blows everyone who de-
nies the system as a whole. The fact that 
the militant manifestos deliberately violat-
ed legal norms and the police had to there-
fore intervene was deliberately swept under 
the carpet. At that time the insulting name 
“cop” appeared. The policeman as indi-
vidual was deliberately dehumanised and 
thus made a blind tool of the “system”. This 
was followed by more and more organised 
violence, a systematic damage to proper-
ty, first against embassies of authoritarian 
states (such as Persia under the Shah), then 
against banks, and finally, under the direc-
tion of the increasingly radicalised RAF 
(Red Army Faction with Ulrike Meinhof 
and Andreas Baader). The path led via 
Molotov cocktails (hurled against police 
officers on duty), the blaze in the Berlin 
department store as well as aimed attacks 
on police stations and military barracks, 
and finally to politically motivated coward 
murders of “exponents” of capitalism. Ul-
rike Meinhof was given space by the Ger-
man opinion-making news magazine Der 
Spiegel to represent with inimitable cold-
bloodedness that killing police officers and 
exponents of Western capitalism was jus-
tified resistance. Meinhof literally wrote: 
“We say, of course, the cops are pigs, we 
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say the guy in the uniform is a pig, this is 
not a human being, and we have to deal 
with him. That means we do not have to 
talk to him, and it is wrong to talk to these 
people at all, and there can be shooting of 
course.” (Ulrike Meinhof in: Der Spiegel 
No. 25, 15 June 1970, p. 74 f.)

There was shooting at that time, also by 
the RAF. The military know-how for this 
was obtained by RAF exponents, through 
the GDR, in training centres run by Pales-
tinian extremist groups. 

Is it about interactionor  
or about division?

Bob Barr’s question, where the Antifa move-
ment in the United States comes from, can 
be partly answered. The new anti-fascism 
as motive of “movements” arose in Europe 
in the course of the western 68-movement. 

This movement was particularly strong in 
Germany and found its way from Europe 
to the USA. It pursued its own paths there, 
was particularly influenced by the move-
ment against the Vietnam War, but was also 
strongly influenced by Herbert Marcuse, a 
prominent member of the Frankfurt School, 
who was active in California. As a Neo-
Marxist he and like-minded people were 
still strongly influenced by the thinking of 
the class struggle. This view of society is 
based on the ultimately unavoidable “neu-
tralisation” of the class enemy (because the 
capitalists are unteachable), a concept that 
cannot do without the use of violence. 

In this respect, the “new Antifa” is the 
faithful image of its ideological prede-
cessor, the destruction of culture in 1968. 
Many of its current followers apparently 
want – like their troubled predecessors 50 
years ago – a “different” society in which 
people neither despise nor mistreat others. 
This is unlikely to be achieved through ha-

tred and destruction. If some of the Anti-
fa movements really want to improve our 
modern societies, and that means humanise 
them, they could simply concentrate fully 
on the life-task of every human being, es-
pecially if he is young and efficient. It has 
always consisted – the Viennese individu-
al psychologist Alfred Adler has laid valid 
foundations for this – of making one’s own 
distinctive and useful contribution to a 
meaningful whole. In a modern democrat-
ic society this is not only possible but in-
dispensable (sometimes not always easy), 
even for his own happiness. If the individ-
ual evades this, for example out of discour-
agement at the demands, he is limiting his 
own life, not “the system”. In its alleged 
fight against fascist tendencies, the mod-
ern “Antifa” uses a means of struggle on 
which every doctrinaire, intolerant move-
ment is based: on hate propaganda against 
a diabolised “enemy”. Thereby it does what 
it supposedly wants to fight.  •

”‘The ultra-left is playing a …‘” 
continued from page 7

“In political discourse there can and must be no ‘yes-but’  
when it comes to violence against police and their employees!”

Open letter from the German police to the State Minister  
of the Interior in Hesse, Peter Beuth, and his State Secretary Stefan Heck

On 16 June 2020, the police union (GdP) 
brought charges against the columnist 
Hegameh Yaghoobifarah and the Ger-
man newspaper “taz” after the latter 
had agitated against policemen and po-
licewomen in an article. On Monday, a 
corresponding text was published under 
the title “All cops are incapable of work-
ing”. Jens Mohrherr, deputy state chair-
man of the Trade Union of the German 
Police, GdP in Hesse and chairman of the 
main staff council, addressed the Minis-
ter of the Interior Peter Beuth and the 
State Secretary Stefan Heck in an open 
letter.

Dear Minister Beuth,
Dear State Secretary Dr Heck
With sheer horror, thousands of Hessian 
police officers and their families and rel-
atives have once again had to learn how 
opinion-forming is carried out in pub-
lic on the back of those who protect the 
state and its citizens.

Whether we like it or not: The news-
paper “taz“ and the accompanying 
(worldwide) spread of these inexcusable 
insults to an entire professional group is 
not only damaging the reputation of our 
profession, but is damaging the state as 
well!

Regardless of this, the public debate 
about “racism in the police force” does 
not stop!

Despite the fact that the trade un-
ions (GdP and the German Police Trade 
Union, DPolG) have brought criminal 
charges to the public prosecution de-
partment and the corresponding repri-

mands to the press council, many of us 
can guess what will now follow: a nev-
er-ending public debate about the po-
lice and their employees!

Lawyers will talk about the facts and 
will decline the possible criminal offenc-
es “up and down“. 

Already months ago we have seen 
that even the use of the term “A.C.A.B. 
“*is interpreted generously in favour of 
the freedom of expression. 

It remains to be seen to what extent 
insulting and degrading settlements 
from the “taz“ article will then be sanc-
tioned by the state, or even whether the 
criminal proceedings initiated will be 
stopped.

Nationwide, police officers are not 
only covered with malice and ridicule, in-
humane comparisons and degradations 
will probably become a digital pastime 
in the social networks.

In the years since the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany came into existence, the 
police and their employees have learned 
that the former respect for their profes-
sion is a long-faded memory from past 
decades of the past century.

Police officers suffer physical and psy-
chological violence – threats (also in the 
private sphere) – insults – denigration 
and much more.

In the society, violence against police 
officers is recorded at best as a marginal 
note after a media publication becomes 
known. But what remains with us as vic-
tims are visible wounds, scars on many 
souls and often the feeling: “The state 

has left me alone with this! The word 
“fair game“ is also being used more and 
more often.

In political discourse there can and must 
be no ‘yes-but’ when it comes to violence 
against police and their employees.

As the culmination of state care, the 
state anti-discrimination law (LADG) 
passed in Berlin is now reality with no-
ticeable (one-sided) consequences for us 
as affected persons!

Even a discussion of the LADG in the 
upcoming conference of interior minis-
ters will not persuade the people‘s rep-
resentatives in Berlin to change this law.

Finally, I will take the liberty of re-
flecting on the surveys conducted by re-
nowned opinion research institutes. We 
police employees enjoy a high degree of 
respect and integrity among the popula-
tion. We have worked for this for many 
years.

That this remains so depends on the 
support of the police in the plenary 
chambers! 

Yours sincerely
Jens Mohrherr

Source: Trade Union of the German Po-
lice in Hesse; 17 Juni 2020, https://www.

gdp.de/gdp/gdphe.nsf/id/DE_GdP-Berlin_
Strafanzeig?open

*The acronym A.C.A.B. is an acronym 
meaning “All cops are bastards”, or in the 
same way, “All cops are pigs”. This slogan 

is used by numerous youth subcultures, 
especially among autonomous people, 

skinheads, hooligans, ultras and punks.

(Translation Current Concerns)
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Denying allegiance to  
the Cold War against China or others

by Karl-Jürgen Müller

When a major Swiss publication organ 
like the “Neue Zürcher Zeitung” publish-
es four articles1 within a range of 8 days 
which put the case for at least a Cold War 
against China, not only one by the USA 
but by Europe as well, it does not mean 
filling the summer gap. Instead it is ob-
viously about commanding allegiance by 
both big parties in the USA and their al-
lies in Europe while those governments 
which are unassertive or even opposing 
– like neutral Switzerland – are to be 
pushed on to this doom-laden path.

Of course these articles are not written 
in a way conceding the USA and their al-
lies are afraid to lose their decades-long 
hegemony, be it military, political, eco-
nomic or cultural2 and that they see for 
the first time since 1990 a potential rival 
ie. ascending China. Instead they talk 
about “necessary defence against China 
that presents itself aggressive and imperi-
al to the exterior – be it in the South-Chi-
na Sea or with the project “One Belt one 
Road”, or with her comprehensive invest-
ments in many states of the world. This 
goes along with reproaching China of an 
exacerbating dictatorship , be it against 
the population in the interior, against mi-
norities like the Uigurs in the province of 
Xinjiang, or against the political “oppo-
sition” or the protest movement in Hong-
kong, The Chinese are even said to be re-
sponsible for the Corona-Pandemic.

Cleaning up one’s own backyard
All these points could be discussed very 
well if there wasn‘t a book like the new 
one by Daniele Ganser “Imperium USA. 
Die Skrupellose Weltmacht” (Imperium 
USA. The Ruthless World Power)3 – and 
if we did not have a lot of further evidence 
pointing to the idea that the USA and their 
allies would be well-advised to clean their 
own backyard before pointing their fingers 

at others. Just imagine what would hap-
pen, if a large Chinese naval formation 
was crossing in the Mexican Gulf, just as 
the US Navy currently is in the the South 
China Sea. Quite obviously it is not hon-
est policy on the basis of political ethics 
those loud plaintiffs against China have 
in mind, but most likely something com-
pletely different.

It would be worthwhile as well to con-
sult an open-minded author like Kishore 
Mahbubani from Singapore and to take 
him seriously. In his books starting with 
“The New Asian Hemisphere – The Irre-
sistible Shift of Global Power to the East” 
(2008) up to “Has China Won? The Chi-
nese Challenge to American Primacy” 
(2020) – he pleads a realistic look at the 
Asian states. In particular at China and its 
position in the world, and demands to con-
sider the historical development and show 
more respect towards the Asian govern-
ments’ and peoples‘ successes during the 
past decades, above all, however, he urges 
the return to the “West’s” own traditional 
values, which have been more and more 
abandoned.

War is a fatal error
We must by all means counter with an 
alternative this incessant bombardment 
with media products which picture the 
confrontation with China as unavoida-
ble. The Chinese government has been 
pleading for the possibility of “win-win” 
opportunities. You may consider this talk 
as economistic but why would it be so 
difficult to shape life on this planet in a 
way that all people on all continents can 
flourish and nobody has to suffer hard-
ship, if ony the political will exists. After 
1945 the legislative framework was creat-
ed and it is the desire of all humankind, 
as well. One should invest billions into 
the search for answers to the question of 

how to achieve a peaceful and just world 
– instead of rearming worldwide and in-
citing conflicts – as was done in the past 
years. Why should the Americans and 
Europeans not be able to live peacefully 
together with those 1,4 billion Chinese? 
Are there indeed some problems which 
would render confrontation inevitable? 
Certainly not! It would be much better 
to look for good solutions to real prob-
lems instead of playing with the fire time 
and again.

It is self evident that every voice 
counts here. But that will only happen 
if we deny allegiance to the Cold War 
against China as well as any other war 
against any other people and state. To 
strengthen the will for peace We must 
clarify our view of human nature: It is not 
irreconcilable interests, it is not human 
“drives and instincts” or fix “structures” 
that lead us into war, it is some sick 
human souls – even if they present them-
selves pompous and bombastic. This dis-
ease can be cured. War is a wrong path – 
it is in absolute opposition to the human 
social nature and has only “brought un-
told sorrows to mankind”.4  •

1 “Das neue Gesicht der Arktis” (The new face of 
the arctis) in: “Neue Zürcher Zeitung” from 11 
July 2020; “Der Zweite Kalte Krieg hat längst 
begonnen” (The second Cold War has long since 
begun) in “Neue Zürcher Zeitung” from 14 July 
2020; “Showdown im Südchinesischen Meer” 
(Showdown in the South China Sea) in “Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung” from 15 July 2020; “Die Ära 
der grossen Rivalität” (The era of big rivalry) in 
“Neue Zürcher Zeitung” from 18 July 2020

2 Cf over and again Brzezinski, Zbigniew. The 
Grand Chessboard. American Primacy and its 
Geo-strategic Imperatives.1997, a concept that was 
several times modified by the author himself, who 
died in 2017, which however defines US policies up 
to this day.

3 Cf the extensive book review in Current Concerns 
no 13, 16 June 2020

4 Preamble of the Charter of the United Nations of 
26 June 1945
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continued on page 11

What kind of history is to be written here?
km. In the early morning hours of 
21 July 2020 the European Council – 
this is the EU body that unites state and 
government heads of the 27 EU member 
states – agreed on a common final dec-
laration comprising 67 pages after ne-
gotiating for four days and four nights. 
The focus was – under the specification 
to negotiate how to react on the Coro-
na-crisis – on the union’s financial plan-
ning for the coming seven years and the 
so-called development aid for EU states 
that had been particularly affected by the 
Covid19 crisis. After long and controver-
sial debates the heads of states and gov-
ernments consented to a financial plan 
(Next Generation EU) amounting to 750 
billion euro until the end of 2026, in 
order to finance “massive public and pri-
vate investments at the European level”, 
and “at the same time to advance the pri-
orities of the EU with reference to the 
green and digital transition.

For the first time in history “the Com-
mission will be authorised to borrow 
funds on behalf of the Union on the capi-
tal markets”. 

360 billion are provided for the EU 
states in form of credits (it was 250 bil-
lion in the original plan.) Financial aid 
that does not have to be repaid amounts 
to 390 billlion (500 billion in the original 
plan). The limit in the years 2021 to 2027 
was fixed to 1074,3 billion Euro, which 
means that in the coming years a volume 
of about 1,8 trillion Euro are to be spent.

***
“We have negotiated four long days and 
nights. But it was worth it. The result is a 
signal of confidence in Europe, and it is 
an historic moment for Europe,” Ursula 
von der Leyen, President of the Europe-
an Commission, said at a joint press con-
ference with the President of the Europe-
an Council, Charles Michel, early in the 
morning of 21 July. The fact that the pro-

tracted EU summit was primarily about 
money, a lot of money ... and about ex-
tended powers for the EU Commission 
in the direction of the EU state is not 
so clear from such cloudy wording. It’s 
not, mind you, the money of the heads of 
state and government or the money of the 
EU commissioners that was decided on, 
but the taxpayers’ money. First it means 
more debts, and above all new debts. But 
at some point a bill will be presented for 
it, even if it is not the honest repayment. 
[And how the EU Commission’s commit-
ment to the rule of law], not to mention 
its democratic legitimacy, is also written 
in the stars. The EU and its institutions 
can perhaps celebrate, but for the citizens 
of Europe this is questionable. And how 
wise and reasonable is it to reduce soli-
darity and mutual assistance in Europe to 
the idea that billions of euros should flow 
– and also for programmes with an ideo-
logical slant?         •

Centralisation through the back door
by Professor Dr Eberhard Hamer

The German Bundes-
verfassungsgericht 
(Federal Constitu-
tional Court) has re-
peatedly stressed that 
the EU is not a sover-
eign state, but merely 
an economic commu-
nity of 27 independ-
ent sovereign states. 
Although they have 

ceded parts of their sovereignty – foreign 
trade, competition control, border securi-
ty, etc. – to the EU Commission, they have 
always reserved for themselves the most 
decisive democratic sovereign rights, es-
pecially social legislation and financial 
policy. 

In defending these sovereign rights, 
Northern Europe, including Great Brit-
ain, has always played a blockade-role 
vis-à-vis Southern Europe, which sought 
not only social union but also financial 
union in order to divert substantial finan-
cial transfer flows from North to South.

The Corona crisis is now breaking all 
the dams:
– Some time ago, the Federal Constitu-

tional Court once again curtailed Eu-
rope’s legal competence. Since only 
the 27 states are sovereign, their basic 
rights take precedence over European 
law. Appalled, Commission President 
von der Leyen announced: “European 
law always takes precedence over na-
tional law” and met with the approv-

al of the European Court of Justice, 
although the legal situation is clear-
ly different. However, the European 
Court of Justice has always tried to 
encroach on national legal sovereign-
ty, for example in the Soldier’s Judge-
ment and now, just now, against Poland 
and Hungary. According to Juncker’s 
motto: “We decide something, then put 
it in the room and wait a while to see 
what happens. If there is no big shout-
ing and no uprisings, because most 
people don‘t even understand what has 
been decided, then we continue – step 
by step, until there is no turning back.”

– The European Central Bank is doing 
a similar thing. Even the Federal Con-
stitutional Court has certified that it is 
constantly acting “ultra vires”, i.e. out-
side its competence: with its public fi-
nancing of highly indebted states, with 
the direct financing of private compa-
nies, with unlimited money and debt 
creation and with a European financial 
policy that it is not entitled to at all. 
Thus, as in the case of drawing and re-
drawing1, the risks for all European cit-
izens were only postponed, but at some 
point they will have to be paid for. In 
short, the ECB has created dispropor-
tionate payment obligations in the tril-
lions through illegal actions. 

– For the first time, the EU Commission 
has now also taken on the central so-
cial competence by deciding on a short-
time working allowance for all states 

with a total volume of 100 billion euros 
and was quite surprised that after Eng-
land’s withdrawal, the remaining de-
fenders of social sovereignty (especial-
ly Germany) remained silent on this. 

  He who is silent agrees, is valid in 
the economy. Thus, for the first time, 
the EU broke into the social sovereign-
ty of the member states, or rather, for 
the first time, unopposedly took on so-
cial competence. The next step is to 
demand sources of payment (taxes) for 
these expenditures. 

– The decisive blow against resistance to 
a debt and finance union has now been 
dealt by the Commission under the pre-
text of Corona: A spending project of 
750 billion euros –supposedly to reme-
dy the Corona crisis, but in fact to save 
the illiquid member states Italy, Spain, 
France and Greece. In short: the EU 
Commission now wants to prevent the 
individual bankruptcies of bankrupt 
states by giving gifts for which it has 
no money but must first obtain them. In 
doing so, it is undermining the under-
standable resistance to Eurobonds and 
at the same time it is also acquiring a 
claim to want to pay off the promised 
funds through its own taxes. 

So anyone who agrees to Brussels’ bil-
lion-euro gifts automatically accepts that 
Brussels 

Eberhard Hamer
 (picture ma)
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– acquires financial sovereignty over the 
member states,

– may issue Eurobonds at the expense of 
all member states

– and gets its own fiscal sovereignty, i.e. 
creates a new level of financial sover-
eignty above that of the previously fi-
nancially sovereign member states. 

Thus, step by step, according to Juncker’s 
method, an economic and interest com-
munity will turn into a central state and 
the member states will become provinces, 

but will continue to bypass the most heav-
ily taxed citizens of Europe and “harmo-
nise”, i.e. tap off, the highest social sys-
tems in favour of the deficit countries. 

“There is no water column in the 
pond”, as the saying goes. The water in 
the pond is always distributed equally to 
everyone – but not the water supply. •
1 Bill of exchange: a security in which the issuer 

undertakes to pay a certain sum to himself or a 
third party.

 One speaks of “Wechselreiterei” (Drawing and Re-
drawing of bills) if two or more parties draw or ac-
cept bills of exchange on each other without these 
bills of exchange being based on a commercial 
transaction.

”Centralisation through the backdoor” 
continued from page 10

Historical research and direct democracy
by Dr phil René Roca, Research Institute for Direct Democracy

Over the last two centuries, the citizens of 
Switzerland have been developing democ-
racy into a model unique in the world. Di-
rect democracy is an essential component of 
the political culture and the decisive foun-
dation for the country’s economic success. 
It is therefore astonishing that the emer-
gence and development of direct democra-
cy was not a key research topic in historical 
studies for a long time. In order to fill the re-
search gaps, the author founded the scien-
tific “Research Institute for Direct Democ-
racy” in 2013.1

Below is an overview as a short sum-
mary of the research done so far. After-
wards, the research results will be deep-
ened in a loose sequence on the basis of 
individual topics.

The principle of cooperatives  
and natural law as a basis

With its direct democracy, Switzerland 
developed a model even before the found-
ing of the federal state in 1848, which took 
very different forms in the further course 
of the 19th century. This always proceed-
ed “from bottom to top”, i.e. building on 
the municipalities, through the respective 
cantonal to the federal level. The princi-
ple of cooperatives and natural law played 
a central role in this process. 

“Natural law” means that people think 
about the supertemporal norms for living 
together, about moral behaviour (question 
of values) and about the forming of the po-
litical and legal order. Among other things, 
natural law was put into practice in Switzer-
land with the cooperative principles and its 
three “selves”, namely self-help, self-deter-
mination and self-responsibility. This prin-
ciple involved an integrating force, with-
out which a nation of will, Switzerland, 
based on freedom and equality, could not 
have been created. So, there is no trace of 

“backwardness”, as historians have repeat-
edly claimed. Although the economic dyna-
mism in the Confederation began late, it was 
based on a solid human foundation. Before 
1848, Switzerland was mainly rural and ag-
ricultural, but from the end of the 18th cen-
tury to 1848 it experienced its first industri-
al boost. However, this boom only affected 
certain regions of the country and was based 
on export-oriented light industries, i.e. cot-
ton spinning and weaving, silk weaving, and 
watchmaking. In terms of the school system, 
Switzerland was far ahead of most European 
countries, as the current evaluations of the 
so-called Stapfer-Enquête2 show. In the first 
half of the 19th century, Switzerland was a 
real “stronghold of education”, with almost 
all children attending school. Unfortunate-
ly, today such relevant research results are 
barely taken note of. 

Basel District (Baselland) and its 
“movement people” (Bewegungsleute).
In Basel District (Baselland), liberal cir-
cles enforced democratic development 
from 1830 onwards. As a small liberal rul-
ing class, they represented the principle of 
representation. The sovereignty of the peo-
ple was to be confined in the choice of the 
legislature, which was limited by a census, 
and not be put in concrete terms by fur-
ther popular rights. An opposition quick-
ly formed from the rural population, the 
so-called “movement people” (Bewegung-
sleute). These were radically thinking lib-
eral-democratic people, some of whom de-
veloped in an early Jacobinian-socialist 
direction and stood up for further popu-
lar rights. In the course of the separation 
from Basel the “movement people” soon 
attained their first success. In 1832, Basel 
District adopted its first independent con-
stitution, in which it enshrined the legal 
veto, a preform of today’s “optional refer-

endum”. Basel District was thus the second 
canton after St. Gallen to introduce this 
constitutional right. The first political ex-
periences were good, and direct democra-
cy was then gradually improved.

Lucerne and its “rural democrats”
The Canton of Lucerne first adopted a con-
stitution by referendum in 1831. The 31st 
Constitution was primarily a product of lib-
eral circles and was a major step forward 
thanks to its democratic character. Howev-
er, democracy was representative, i.e. apart 
from restricted elections (census), the pop-
ulation had no opportunity to actively par-
ticipate in policy. For the Liberals this was 
the “most accomplished state system”. 

The Catholic-Conservatives, also called 
“rural democrats”, had a different idea of 
popular sovereignty. They wanted to give 
the people greater political participation. 
To achieve this, a rural popular movement 
was formed. In 1841, after an intensive po-
litical debate, the “rural democrats” pushed 
for a total revision of the constitution which 
finally received a large majority in the (po-
litical) vote. Decisive was the introduction 
of people’s rights, including the legal veto, 
for many “the most important new institu-
tion”, which was further developed in the 
following years.

Complementing  
the liberal view of history

After the founding of the Federal State in 
1848, the Liberals paved the way for the 
economic development in Switzerland and 
thus made the second industrialisation pos-
sible (including railway construction). How-
ever, they also cultivated a tendency towards 
aristocratisation and favoured a utilitarian 
principle that produced social inequality 
and injustice. The “movement people” and 
the “rural democrats” were among the po-
litical losers in 1848. However, they shaped 
Swiss history before and after 1848 just as 
much as the liberals. The liberal victors of 
the “Sonderbund war” (Sonderbundskrieg) 
of 1847 had to go through a long learning 
process before they accepted direct democ-
racy and gave up their conceit towards “or-
dinary people”. Switzerland would not be a 
federalist and direct-democratic state sys-
tem, nor would it possess today’s econom-
ic success model, if the liberal, anti-clerical 
and in part also centralist elements had pre-
vailed without resistance. •

1 www.fidd.ch
2 www.stapferenquete.ch
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“My deepest respect to Daniele Ganser”
I would like to make a few comments on 
the report of the historian Tobias Saland-
er, published in Current Concerns No. 13 
from 23 June 2020.

I too have read this excellent book with 
great interest. Mr Ganser has the special 
gift of mercilessly exposing the truly scan-
dalous machinations of this empire. His 
language is so clear, concise and plausible 
that it leaves no doubt about the truth. He 
rolls out the inglorious history of the USA, 
starting with the first settlement on the east 
coast, where Jamestown was founded in 
1607, and continues very thoroughly to the 
present day, as he has documented his his-
torical analyses with 564 sources. These in-

clude materials from archives, which were 
often only released decades after certain 
key events such as the assassination of John 
F. Kennedy in 1963 or 9/11 in 2001. Nu-
merous quotations from Noam Chomsky, 
Jimmy Carter to Jürgen Rose, to name but a 
few, testify to his irrepressible will to work 
with diligence and energy for truth, justice 
and thus for world peace. Daniele Ganser 
combines this with an enormously high 
moral-ethical value, because he considers 
all people in the world as equal persons, as 
members of the human family. This since 
earliest history up to the present time. 

I personally, as a somewhat older per-
son, have been able to experience Daniele 

Ganser once in Cologne (Germany) and 
once in Gummersbach (Germany) during 
his lectures. In the audience were most-
ly people in their mid-thirties and forties, 
which he was able to win over through his 
authentic, credible manner.

For me, Daniele Ganser is a great per-
sonality, who has remained true to himself 
and to whom I pay my deepest respect, 
thanks to his courage, his blunt ruthless-
ness, who also does not shy away from 
confrontation with people of the main-
stream.

Werner Voß, Wiehl (Germany)

(Translation Current Concern)

“The hand disinfectant, a Swiss invention”
In times of the Corona pandemic it is of 
great importance that for us humans cour-
age and confidence remain preserved and 
that we live and act responsibly and calm-
ly for ourselves and in the interest of the 
community.

I feel strengthened in this attitude 
when I read Current Concerns. The news-
paper seems indispensable to me right 
now. Again and again in recent months I 
feel uplifted while reading many an arti-
cle that offers a constructive and humane 
outlook. As an example, I would like to 
highlight the article “The hand disinfect-
ant, a Swiss invention” by Nicole Duprat 
in Current Concerns  No. 15 of 22 July 
2020. Duprat reports on a book that her 
French compatriot Thierry Crouzot pub-
lished about the Swiss epidemiologist Di-
dier Pittet as early as 2014, but which has 
gained particular importance in the pre-
sent time. It is not only highly interesting 
to learn what drove Pittet and the English 
pharmacist Griffith to develop the formu-
la for a disinfectant at the Hôpital Uni-

versitaire de Genève. Equally significant 
is the fact that Pittet has donated his pat-
ent to the WHO, so that, as Nicole Du-
prat writes, “the product can be produced 
locally all over the world at a reasonable 
price”.

The French author Crouzet, but also his 
publisher, has adopted this exemplary hu-
mane attitude, as Nicole Duprat tells us in 
detail.

They have arranged for every reader 
of the book, which was also published in 
German in 2014 under the title “Die ret-
tende Geste”, to make a solidarity contri-
bution. For in the foreword of the book I 
can read: “With every book sold [of which 
there is a free version on the Internet, au-
thor’s note] a doctor, a nurse, a paramedic 
or a member of an aid organisation in poor 
countries receives a bottle of antiseptic gel 
for hand disinfection”.

I thank Nicole Duprat and Current 
Concerns for letting me know about this. 
I would like to give this moving and easy-
to-read book as a present on several occa-

sions and thus make a modest contribution 
to this humane initiative. Last but not least 
I can also support my local bookseller.

Annelene Neuhaus, Cologne

(Translation Current Concerns)
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continued on page 14

A hundred years ago: End of war, general strike, pandemic 
Switzerland in crisis – direct democracy as the way to go 

by Dr rer. publ.Werner Wüthrich  

The coronavirus did not cause the first 
pandemic with which the Swiss popu-
lation was confronted. At the end of the 
First World War – in 1918 – it found itself 
in a similar, but far worse situation than 
today. Even then, the flu was underesti-
mated – with serious consequences. 

After four long years, the war had 
ended in the autumn. The food situation 
was poor, hunger was rampant, and in-
flation was not under control – even in 
Switzerland, which had fortunately been 
spared from fighting. Some countries were 
in turmoil: in Russia, the revolution had 
taken place, and Lenin had begun – as 
announced – to establish the “dictator-
ship of the proletariat” – as Swiss citizens 
returning from Russia reported. Councils 
of workers and of soldiers formed in Ger-
man cities. In Berlin, a civil war broke 
out between workers’ militias, units of the 
Reichswehr and the Freikorps. Rosa Lu-
xemburg and Karl Liebknecht were mur-
dered. The Kaiser had fled to Holland. In 
Munich the Räterepublik was proclaimed 
(which was not able to stay in power for 
more then a few days). In Vienna the Da-
nube monarchy was dissolved and a repu-
blic established. There was shooting, too. 
Vorarlberg wanted to join Switzerland by 
means of a referendum. In Budapest a so-
viet republic was established and lasted 
for several months. These were turbulent 
times. 

Serious strikes took place in many coun-
tries – including Switzerland. On 11 No-
vember 1918 the trade unions called a 
general strike throughout the country. 
250,000 strikers faced 90,000 soldiers 
who had been called out by the Federal 
Council to serve as a security force. Only 
a few weeks before, the strikers had been 
wearing the same uniform. In the sum-
mer, a wave of influenza had broken out 
worldwide. Those responsible on both 
sides knew that the Spanish virus, as it 
was called, was everywhere. But everyo-
ne had underestimated its danger. 

Today, there is extensive literature 
available on this key event in Switzerland’s 
history. In the following paragraphs, the 
militiamen of the then Ordnungsdienst 
from the Cantons of Thurgau and Glarus 
will have their say. They experienced the 
mass marches and the pandemic with its 
catastrophic effects directly. 

The following reports (“Report from 
Glarus” and “Report from Frauenfeld”) 
give a picture of the events and are taken 
from the books “Geschichte des Landes 
Glarus” by Jakob Winteler (1954) and 

“Geschichte des Kantons Thurgau” by Al-
bert Schoop (1984). 

Schoop describes the political situa-
tion in autumn 1918 before the strike as 
follows: “On 7 November, the anniversa-
ry of the Russian Revolution, many peo-
ple in Switzerland expected new revolu-
tionary action with a precise programme 
which would, in addition to the creation 
of workers’ councils, provide for disar-
mament of the ‘bourgeoisie’, dissolution 
of the bourgeois parliaments, takeover of 
political power by the organised working 
class, as well as the overthrow of the bour-
geois government and establishment of the 
proletarian dictatorship. (“Thurgauer Zei-
tung”, 18 October 1919, quoted according 
to Schoop, p. 258) 

The SP Switzerland board had deci-
ded – against the vote of its president – to 
commemorate the anniversary of the Rus-
sian October Revolution of 1917 with ral-
lies throughout the country. The Federal 
Council mobilised troops as a precauti-
on. The trade unions called on the natio-
nal government to withdraw the military, 
in the form of an ultimatum. When the 
government did not respond, the “Olten 
Committee” (strike management) ex-
tended the warning strike already called 
in Zurich to a nationwide general strike. 
In Thurgau, a cantonal committee called 
for the formation of local armed forces. 
(Schoop, p. 252)

How the general strike was carried out
Report from Glarus: “Regiment 32 with 
the Glarus Battalion 85 also belonged to 
the deployed troops which were entrusted 
with the protection of peace and order. 

On 11 November, a Monday morn-
ing, officers and crews were mobilised by 

chiming of bells and rataplan of drums and 
many of them arrived as soon as in the late 
evening hours, having made use of all con-
ceivable means of transport. Mobilisation 
continued throughout the night, so that the 
unit was ready for action by the follow-
ing morning. On Wednesday, the battalion 
marched to Kaltbrunn to be transferred 
onto the train to St. Gallen, where, greet-
ed with joy by the population, it took over 
its orderly service, which proceeded with-
out incident. The city insisted on giving 
each soldier an honorarium of 20 francs. 
(Winteler, p. 617)

The deployment of the three Thurgau 
battalions 73, 74 and 75, was not quite as 
pleasant. They were deployed in the city 
of Zurich.

Report from Frauenfeld: “What had the 
Thurgau troops experienced during their 
orderly service? The infantry marched to 
the barracks yard in Zurich at dawn on 9 
November, from where they were assig-
ned special duties. [...] Already in the late 
morning of the same day, the Battalion 73 
had to march to the Paradeplatz in a co-
lumn of eight and with sharply loaded we-
apons, as a large forbidden demonstration 
was to be had to be there. The Thurgauers 
were received with whistling, bawling and 
swearing. [...] The Thurgau soldiers set up 
patrols and sentries in the streets and pro-
tected the public buildings, especially the 
barracks, to which the Zurich government 
had withdrawn. The crew kept calm and 
level-headed and did their duty, but felt 
that this service in a turbulent, fermenting 
city, where civil war was within the realm 
of possibility, was the most unpleasant and 

Swiss general strike in 1918: troops and strikers at Zurich Paradeplatz. (picture ma)
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”A hundred years ago: End of war …” 
continued from page 13

continued on page 15

psychologically stressful event of their ac-
tive service during the war”. 

The flu was present from the very be-
ginning: “The flu spread more and more, 
it seized the men in the army by the dozen. 
The Tonhalle and many gymnasiums had 
to be equipped as emergency hospitals, 
and there were some units which moved 
out with only half their men. 

And there was shooting: “The Lucerne 
Fusilier Company I/42, weakened by the 
flu and with only 55 men left, came to 
Fraumünsterstrasse to clear the square, but 
it was too weak; it was surrounded, insult-
ed, trapped and could only free itself by 
firing a few volleys into the air. Rebound 
shots injured three civilians; soldier Vogel 
lost his life by a pistol shot fired from the 
crowd”. 

“The frightened urban population 
gained confidence through the presence 
of the troops and began to cosset the sol-
diers. A variety of gifts, large and small, 
piled up in the guardhouses. Slowly calm 
and reason returned, and with the end of 
the strike life in the city returned to nor-
mal. (Schoop, p. 246 – 251) 

The general strike was mainly acted on 
in the larger cities of German-speaking 
Switzerland. However, the marches took 
different courses in different places. Some 
troop commanders were reluctant to carry 
out their mission – others less so, such as 
in Zurich. In Grenchen, soldiers guard-
ing the station and feeling threatened shot 
three workers. On the other hand, there 
were no incidents in St. Gallen or Bern.

Everyone had underestimated  
the pandemic

The pandemic began in the summer of 
1918. It was initially considered relatively 
harmless. The second, more violent wave 
occurred while the conflict between the 
trade unions and the state government 
was coming to a head. Not all cantons 
kept such precise statistics as the Cantons 

of Glarus and Thurgau. It can be assumed 
that in the few days of the strike and in 
the weeks following it, several thousand 
people (soldiers and workers) lost their 
lives as a result of the pandemic. 

Looking back today, the question arises 
as to what stand parliament took and why 
the Federal Council did not ban the strike 
and the associated mass marches and de-
monstrations simply for epidemiological 
reasons, as it has done today. Some of the 
parliamentarians were transported to the 
Federal Parliament Building in military 
vehicles. The majority of them approved 
the state government’s course of action 
(the Council of States did so almost unani-
mously), and described the strike “as an ir-
responsible frivolity against public health” 
and demanded that the issues at stake be 
resolved on the basis of law and the con-
stitution (Schoop, p. 250). 

In turn, the union leaders accused the 
Federal Council and the army leadership 
of having done far too little to protect the 
population and the soldiers. The mood 
was politically so heated and hostile that 
a ban would probably have led to a fur-
ther escalation. It is questionable wheth-
er the trade unions would have complied 
with such a ban at all. 

Abandoning of the strike  
and return home of the soldiers 

In this dangerous situation, on Wednesday 
14 November the Federal Council gave the 
Olten committee an ultimatum to stop the 
strike immediately. The strike manage-
ment gave in, so that the soldiers from 
Thurgau and Glarus could return to their 
homes. On Friday, 16 November, work 
was resumed in most places. – We can 
only speculate as to what would have hap-
pened if the strike management had rejec-
ted the ultimatum. 

Report from Frauenfeld: “Nobody was 
happy about the dismissal. Thurgau Reg-
iment 31, which reported a sickness ab-
sence rate of 1,180 men on 19 November, 
had returned home with heavily thinned 
ranks. […] It mourned the death of 46 
comrades. In the whole canton, 20,837 
cases of sickness [including those in the 
population] were reported, 234 of which 
proved fatal.” 

“On 15 November, the Grisons‘ Battal-
ion 93 was stationed in Frauenfeld, the 6th 
Division headquarters. Their losses were 
particularly heavy. When they returned to 
Chur five days later, they left behind over 
200 flu-sufferers.” (Schoop, p. 252)

Report from Glarus: “The return of the 
battalion for demobilisation on 20 No-
vember gave a distressing impression, as 
almost half of the men, fallen ill with the 
at first seemingly harmless flu, were laid 
up in the hospitals in St. Gallen, Uznach 
and Glarus. Within a single week, the 
troops had to record over 300 absences. 

Since the summer, the epidemic had al-
ready spread across Europe and had sub-
sequently claimed numerous victims, also 
among the civilian population. [...] During 
its twelve-day strike service, Battalion 85 
had 22 of its Glarus members to mourn as 
victims of flu, ... 65 men in total in Regi-
ment 32. 

“The epidemic caused numerous dis-
turbances. Not only were the church fair 
events in autumn banned, but social life 
came to a complete standstill. Schools re-
mained closed; even at Christmas the ce-
lebration of Holy Communion was pro-
hibited in most Protestant churches.“ 
(Winteler, p. 617-618)

Report from Frauenfeld: “The hoped-
for normalisation was a long time in co-
ming. It was not until January 1919 that 
assemblies were allowed to be held again 
on the territory of the Canton of Thurgau. 
The ban on dancing remained in force yet 
for a while. 

The pupils at the Thurgau cantonal 
school, which had been provisionally set 
up as a military hospital for flu patients, as 
well as those of the primary and second-
ary schools, attended classes once again 
after a long interruption of three months“. 
(Schoop, p. 254) 

The supply situation improved only 
slowly. Rationing continued for months 
after the end of the war. The bread ration 
card was only abolished in September 
1919. The population of Thurgau was also 
aware that the conditions in neighbouring 
countries were much worse: „The rural 
population of Thurgau participated stron-
gly in the Swiss relief operation for the 
suffering city of Vienna, which was sup-
plied with 420 tonnes of food, conveyed 
there in a special train accompanied by 
Thurgau soldiers. The following winter, 
Viennese children travelled to Switzer-
land for recreation, many of whom found 
sympathy and help in the hospitable Thur-
gau. (Schoop, p. 254) In March 1919, the 
Federal Council promised the delivery of 
5,000 heads of cattle to Northern France 
and Belgium. Therefore, no more beef 
was allowed to be eaten in Thurgau. 

How can such a serious  
national crisis be resolved? 

These reports show impressively how 
strongly the events surrounding the gener-
al strike and the flu pandemic affected civil 
and political life. Switzerland was deeply 
divided. It was probably the worst state cri-
sis in the history of the federal state found-
ed in 1848. How was it overcome? 

Despite strong radicalisation, the Soci-
al Democrats made it clear that controver-
sial issues can be resolved democratically 
without violence. They called a party con-
ference: The report from Frauenfeld com-Red Cross nurses in front of the Solitude 

kindergarten in Lausanne, 1918.
(piture ma)
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ments: “After bitter disputes at the Extra-
ordinary Party Conference of the Social 
Democrats in Basel, a strong majority of 
delegates spoke out in favour of the Swiss 
party leaving the (socialist) Second Inter-
national and joining the (Bolshevik) Third 
International, but opponents among them, 
including the former pastor of Arbon, Karl 
Straub, did not give up and demanded a 
written inquiry. […] Throughout Switzer-
land, accession was clearly rejected with 
8,722 yes against 14,612 no.” (Schoop, 
p. 259-260). – A strong minority left the 
party afterwards and founded the Commu-
nist Party of Switzerland.

Citizens push through most of the  
demands from the general strike

There were also numerous votes at the po-
litical level. The trade unions had gone on 
general strike with a list of eight demands, 
all of which points were largely justified. 
Almost every point was decided at the bal-
lot box: as early as 1918 on the popular ini-
tiative to introduce proportional representa-
tion (Yes). This was followed in 1919 by the 
vote on early elections according to the new 
system (Yes). Also in 1919, a parliamenta-
ry resolution introduced the 48-hour week 
in factories. In 1920 a vote was taken on the 
introduction of the 48-hour week in the rai-
lways (Yes) and in 1921 on the popular ini-
tiative to abolish military justice (No). 

In 1922 the SP popular initiative was 
put to the vote, which demanded that the 
property-owning class pay the war debts 
by means of a one-off property levy. This 
was rejected by 87 percent of nays, with 
86 percent of the eligible voters partici-
pating. In 1924, the people rejected a fe-
deral law that would again extend wor-
king hours in times of crisis. On May 24, 
1925, voters rejected the popular initia-
tive (Initiative Rotheberger) for the es-
tablishment of the AHV because the 
method of financing did not suit. On 6 
December 1925, voters did approve the 
constitutional article on the establishment 
of AHV and IV. Four plebiscites on an 
agricultural policy that would better se-
cure food supplies even in crises then fol-
lowed in the course of these years. (Dur-
ing the Second World War, the supply 
situation was therefore much better) – 
It was only the women who still had to 
wait. Their voting rights were not to be 
voted on until many years later. In 1959 
these were still clearly rejected by the 
Swiss men, in 1971 They were accepted. 
In several cantons women received the 
right to vote earlier. (Linder 2010) 

Switzerland had found its way 
The political mood and also politicians 
themselves already changed in the twen-

ties, so that the country became more sta-
ble. This is because the citizens are direct-
ly involved and everyone has a voice - in 
the parties, the associations and at all poli-
tical levels. Here are two examples: 

Ernst Nobs from Zurich, as editor-in-
chief of the largest social democratic daily 
newspaper “Volksrecht – People’s Law”, 
protested in the strongest possible terms 
against the cancellation of the general 
strike: “This is enough to make you weep! 
Never has a strike collapsed more shame-
fully, not under the blows of the opponent, 
not because of any weakness, not because 
of the despondency of its own troops, but 
because of the cowardly, faithless attitude 
of the strike leadership. (“Volksrecht” of 
15 November 1918) Nobs was sentenced 
to prison by a military court. Years later 
he was elected to the governing council of 
the canton of Zurich, he became mayor of 
Zurich and in 1943 he was the first social 
democrat to become a member of the Fed-
eral Council.

Konrad Ilg from Thurgau was vice 
president of the Olten committee and had 
co-organised the national strike. Being a 
locksmith himself, he passionately cham-
pioned the interests of workers. He was 
fond of studying the writings of Pierre 
Proudhon and the French socialist Jaurès, 
whose deep humanity impressed him. In 
1917 – one year before the general strike 
– he became president of the Swiss metal 
and watch workers’ union (SMUV). For 
twenty-five years he represented the work-
ers’ interests in the National Council. 

In 1937 Konrad Ilg approached Ernst 
Dübi, director of the von Roll company in 
Gerlafingen and colonel and chief of artil-
lery of the 4th Army Corps. Their talks led 

to the so-called peace agreement, which 
put the relationship between employer and 
employee associations on a new footing. 
Good faith became the principle in future 
negotiations, i.e. the trade unions and em-
ployers’ associations trust each other and 
assume that the opposite side has good in-
tentions, and common interests are para-
mount. Wage agreements were no longer 
negotiated indiscriminately for an entire 
industry, but individually for the indivi-
dual company. Strikes and lock-outs as 
a means of exerting pressure were drop-
ped, and this paved the way for indus-
trial peace. Many an employer disconti-
nued conducting himself as the “master 
of the house”, and it worked. Both Dübi 
and Ilg were given honorary doctorates by 
the University of Bern. (Wüthrich, p. 190-
193) There have been no major strikes 
since then – until today. 

The general strike  
remained an isolated event 

During the great economic crisis of the 
1930s, the trade unions took a different 
approach. They launched a number of 
popular initiatives and held referendums, 
each of which they submitted with over 
three hundred thousand signatures collect-
ed in only a few weeks – this was many 
times the required number. The Federal 
Council and parliament took heed of their 
wishes and quickly put them to the vote. 
Such numbers of signatures were never to 
be reached again later, even though Swit-
zerland now has twice as many inhabit-
ants, and women have also been able to 

Parliament decides in 1924, in the  
interests of the employers, that in crisis 
situations it will again be possible to work 

longer than 48 hours. 

The unions, on the other hand, are  
successfully defending the 48-hour week 

with a referendum. (pictures ma)
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sign since 1971. Voter turnout was as high 
as about 84 per cent in each case. 

Similar to the situation after the First 
World War, at the end of the Second World 
War the question arose as to how the eco-
nomic order could be reorganised and 
made more social. In 1943, the SP Swit-
zerland adopted its programme “The New 
Switzerland” and launched a popular ini-
tiative to this end. (Even before the war, 
parliament had already prepared a draft 
for new economic articles in the Feder-
al Constitution). However, the comrades 
were not alone. In the same year, four 
more popular initiatives with a similar 
thrust were submitted from other politi-
cal camps, even though the war was not 
yet over. After the war, several votes were 
taken, the course was set and cornerstones 
were defined for the social market econ-
omy in which we live today (Wüthrich 
2020). 

The present time
Since the general strike of 1918, the peo-
ple have been able to vote on “almost 
anything and everything”, and they did 
so more than 500 times at federal level 
alone – even in difficult situations (they 
voted countless times more in the can-
tons and communes). The result is im-
pressive. Switzerland has developed from 
a relatively poor country in the 19th cen-
tury to a prosperous and politically sta-
ble country. 

Today, however, a fundamental set-
ting of the course is imminent: The EU 
wants to involve Switzerland more close-
ly in its politics and is calling for a frame-
work agreement that provides for auto-
matic adoption of the law. We are told that 
the people will still be able to vote, but 
“Brussels” reserves the right to react with 
“compensatory measures” if the result of 
this vote is not in its taste. – What a curi-
ous idea. 

Switzerland has found its way. Its 
model gives participation to the people, 

a voice to every citizen, and shows that 
things can be done differently. It is a mes-
sage for peace – and also for the interna-
tional community. It is therefore shock-
ing and incomprehensible that the Swiss 
diplomat Thomas Greminger (who, inci-
dentally, did his doctorate on the period 
of the general strike of 1918) was recent-
ly, for no apparent reason, not confirmed 
as Secretary-General of the Organization 
for Security and Co-operation in Europe 
OSCE and that this peace organisation is 
currently paralysed. The political tensions 
in the world today are hardly less danger-
ous than in 1918, and they are increasing. 

In a few weeks’ time – on 27 Septem-
ber 2020 – there will be another vote in 
Switzerland: on the procurement of fight-
er planes, on paternity leave, on child de-
ductions in federal taxes, on a hunting law 
that makes it easier to shoot wolves, and 
on a popular initiative that calls for mod-
erate immigration (limitation initiative).

How exciting politics can be! We 
should thank our parents, grandparents 
and great-grandparents who made this po-
litically possible. On our national holiday 
on 1 August, we commemorate the alli-
ance of the three original Cantons of Uri, 
Schwyz and Nidwalden in 1291. I think 
that the great construction work in recent 
times is also worth remembering! •
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