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A “World Plan for Fraternity and Well-being”
by Andrés Manuel López Obrador, President of Mexico and current President of the UN Security Council

Your Excellency, António Guterres,  
Secretary-General of the United Nations,
Permanent members of this  
UN Security Council,
Non-permanent members,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

I have not come to speak about security 
as a synonym for military power or as a 
reason for the use of force against any-
one. Rather, my approach is based on the 
proposal of President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, who Pablo Neruda called the 
‘titan of freedoms,’ when the United Na-
tions was created: the right to a life free 
from fear and misery, which continues to 
be the strongest foundation of security for 
all societies and States.

The main obstacle to the exercise of 
this right is corruption in all of its expres-
sions: transnational powers; opulence and 
frivolity as a way of life for the elites; the 
neoliberal model that socialises losses, 
privatises profits and encourages the loot-
ing of natural resources and of the proper-
ty of peoples and nations.

It is corruption when courts punish 
those who don’t have the means to buy 
their innocence and protect the wealthy 
and large business corporations who steal 
from the treasury or don't pay taxes. Cor-
ruption is the impunity of those who hide 
illicit funds in tax havens. And corruption 
is also the usury practiced by the share-
holders and administrators of the so-called 

vulture funds, without even losing their re-
spectability.

It would be hypocritical to ignore the 
fact that the main problem on the planet is 
corruption in all of its dimensions: politi-
cal, moral, economic, legal, fiscal and fi-
nancial.

It would be folly to disregard the fact 
that corruption is the main cause of ine-
quality, poverty, frustration, violence, mi-
gration and serious social conflicts.

We are in decline because never before 
in the history of the world has so much 
wealth been concentrated in so few hands 
due to the misuse of influences and at the 
expense of the suffering of other people, 
privatising what belongs to everyone or 
things that shouldn't have an owner, adul-
terating laws to legalise the immoral, dis-
torting social values to make the abom-
inable seem like acceptable business 
practices.

Take, for example, what happened with 
the distribution of COVID-19 vaccines. 
While private pharmaceutical companies 
have sold 94 percent of the vaccines, the 
Covax initiative created by the UN for 
poor countries has barely distributed six 
percent: this is a painful and resounding 
failure.

This simple fact should lead us to admit 
the obvious: in today’s world, generosity 
and common sense are being displaced by 
selfishness and private ambition. The spir-
it of cooperation is losing ground to the 
profit motive and, with it, we are sliding 
from civilisation to barbarism and walk-
ing as if estranged, forgetting moral prin-
ciples and turning our backs on the pains 
of humanity.

If we are unable to reverse these trends 
through concrete action, we will not be 
able to solve any of the other problems 
that afflict the peoples of the world.

What are we doing in Mexico?
We have applied the formula of ban-

ishing corruption and using all the money 
we recover for people's wellbeing, with 
the criteria that, for the good of all, the 
poor come first. Focusing on the poor also 
means accepting that peace is the result of 
justice and that no country can be viable 
if marginalisation and misery persist and 
increase.

For this reason, we hold that the last-
ing solution to living free from fear, risk 
and violence is to end unemployment, 
help youths to work and study, and avoid 

continued on page 2

gl. Andrés Manuel López Obrador has 
been the president of Mexico since 
2018. One of his main promises to the 
people was to fight violence, corrup-
tion and impunity in his country. Mexi-
co has one of the highest murder rates 
in the world, and the drug cartels still 
dominate the country. López Obrador 
is devoting himself to this Herculean 
task with all his might, but also with 
prudence. At the same time, he is try-
ing to move away from neoliberalism, 
for example in energy policy. In foreign 
policy, he pursues a course of national 
sovereignty and strives to strengthen 
Latin America’s cohesion without get-
ting into direct confrontation with the 
USA. He is popular among the people 
because of his credibility and his down-
to-earth approach.

The president of Mexico, Andrés Manuel López Obrador,  
during his speech to the UN-Security Council on 9 November 2021. (picture un.org)
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family disintegration, social breakdown 
and the loss of cultural, moral and spir-
itual values.

In Mexico, it could take time to pacify 
the country, but the safest formula is to ad-
dress the root causes as we are doing. For 
example, by giving young people options 
for studying and working to prevent them 
from taking up a life of crime. The real 
victory over criminal gangs will always be 
to deprive them of their breeding ground 
and their reserve army.

With these same criteria, we are ad-
dressing the issue of migration. The key 
actions are not coercive. Rather, they 
allow people to study and work, and pro-
vide health and well-being, in the plac-
es where they were born or reside so that 
they are not forced to leave their towns be-
cause of hunger or violence, and so that 
only those who wish to emigrate do so, 
making migration optional and not forced, 
an individual decision and not a demo-
graphic phenomenon.

Recently, I respectfully explained to 
President Biden a new way to address mi-
gration that takes into account the need to 
organise the flow of migrants, avoids dis-
order and violence, and ensures human 
rights. I proposed immediately putting in 
place in three nations two programs that 
we are carrying out with success in Chia-
pas, a state that neighbours Central Amer-
ica.

Today we are planting 200,000 hec-
tares of fruit and timber trees there, and 
this program employs 80,000 people. In 
addition, 30,000 youths are working in 
this south-eastern Mexican state as interns 
and receiving a minimum wage to train in 
workshops, companies and other produc-
tive and social activities.

If these two actions were taken im-
mediately in Guatemala, Honduras and 
El Salvador, we could make it possible 
for some 330,000 people who today are 
at risk of migrating due to lack of work 
to remain in their homes. I think the UN 
should implement these proposals in order 
to address the root causes of the problems 
in poor countries.

The international community’s most 
important organisation must rouse itself 
from its lethargy, get out of its rut, and 
must not stand on ceremony. It must re-
form and denounce, combat corruption 
around the world, fight against the in-
equality and social discontent that are 

spreading across the planet with more de-
termination and depth. It must play a more 
active role, be more of a leader.

Never in the history of this organisation 
has anything really substantial been done 
to benefit the poor, but it is never too late 
to do justice. We must act today against 
marginalisation, addressing the causes and 
not just the consequences.

In keeping with this idea, in the next 
few days the Mexican representation will 
propose to the United Nations General 
Assembly a World Plan for Fraternity and 
Well-being. The goal is to guarantee the 
right to a decent life for 750 million peo-
ple who survive on less than two dollars 
a day.

Mexico’s proposal to establish a world 
state of fraternity and well-being can be 
financed with a fund that comes from at 
least three sources:

A voluntary annual contribution of four 
percent of the fortunes of the thousand 
richest people on the planet.

A similar contribution from the thou-
sand private corporations with the highest 
value in the world market.

And a contribution of 0.2 percent of the 
GDP of each one of the member countries 
of the Group of 20.

If this revenue target is reached, the 
fund would have about a trillion dollars 
a year.

In its annual report, the UN could des-
ignate a day to award recognitions or cer-
tificates for solidarity to individuals, cor-
porations and governments that stand out 
for their humanitarian vocation in help-
ing to finance the global plan for fraterni-
ty and well-being.

The fund’s resources would need to go 
directly to its beneficiaries, with no inter-
mediaries, because when funds are given 
to non-governmental organisations and to 
civil society and other types of organisa-
tions, supposedly to help the poor, I don't 
want to generalise, but in many cases 
that money remains mired in bureaucra-
cy, pays for luxurious offices and advi-
sors, or is diverted and ends up not reach-
ing the beneficiaries. Therefore, I repeat, 
the fund's resources must reach the bene-
ficiaries directly, without any intermedi-
aries, by means of a personalised card or 
electronic wallet.

The World Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund could collaborate to cre-
ate the necessary structure and conduct a 
census next year of the world’s poorest. 
Once the target population has been de-

fined, they could begin to disperse the 
funds in each country as pensions for the 
elderly, for children with disabilities, as 
scholarships for students and support for 
farmers and for youths who work as in-
terns in productive activities, in addition 
to providing free vaccines and medicines.

I do not believe, and I say this sincere-
ly, that any of the permanent members of 
this Security Council will oppose our pro-
posal, since it does not involve nuclear 
weapons or military invasions, nor does 
it put the security of any State at risk. To 
the contrary, it seeks to build stability and 
peace through solidarity with those who in 
most need of our support.

I am sure that each and every one of 
us, rich and poor, donors and beneficiar-
ies, will have an easier conscience and live 
with greater moral strength.

Here I would quote Adam Smith: “How 
selfish soever man may be supposed, there 
are evidently some principles in his na-
ture, which interest him in the fortune of 
others and render their happiness neces-
sary to him, though he derives nothing 
from it except the pleasure of seeing it.” 
In other words, only by being good can 
we be happy.

And we should never forget that it is 
the collective duty of nations to offer each 
of their sons and daughters the right to 
food, health, work, social security, sports 
and recreation.

I will close by remembering two patri-
ots and liberators of our America:

José María Morelos y Pavón, servant 
of the Mexican nation, who a little more 
than two centuries ago demanded that 
both indigence and opulence be moderat-
ed; and, almost at the same time, Simón 
Bolívar said that the most perfect system 
of government is the one that produces the 
greatest amount of happiness possible, the 
greatest amount of social security, and the 
greatest amount of political stability.

It is an honour to be with you, perma-
nent and non-permanent members of the 
UN Security Council, which is the clos-
est thing to a world government and which 
can become the most effective organisa-
tion in the fight against corruption and the 
noblest benefactor of the poor and forgot-
ten of the Earth.

Thank you. •

Source: https://www.gob.mx/presidencia/es/articu-
los/transcript-message-of-the-president-of-the-unit-
ed-mexican-states-andres-manuel-lopez-obrador-
united-nations-security-council?idiom=es New York, 
United States of 9 November 2021
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Defending the climate  
while preparing the end of the world

by Manlio Dinucci

In early October, 
Italy hosted the 
preparatory meet-
ing of the UN Cli-
mate Change Con-
ference, currently 
underway in Glas-
gow. Two weeks 
later, Italy hosted 
another interna-
tional event which, 
unlike the first 

widely advertised one, passed over in si-
lence by the government: the NATO nu-
clear warfare exercise Steadfast Noon in 
the skies of Northern and Central Italy. 
The air forces of 14 NATO countries took 
part in it for seven days under US com-
mand with fighter-bombers in a dual nu-
clear and conventional capacity located in 
Aviano and Ghedi bases.

The 31st US Squadron is permanently 
deployed in Aviano with F-16C / D fighter-
bombers and B61 nuclear bombs. In Ghedi, 
the 6th Wing of the Italian Air Force with 
Tornado PA-200 fighter-bomber and B61 
nuclear bombs. The Federation of Amer-
ican Scientists confirmed in 2021 that 
“the Italian Air Force is assigned nucle-
ar attack missions with US bombs, kept in 
Italy under the control of the US Air Force, 
whose use in war must be authorized by 
the President of the United States”. Avia-
no and Ghedi bases have been refurbished 
to accommodate F-35A fighters armed with 
the new B61-12 nuclear bombs. Last Octo-
ber the final test was carried out in Nevada 
releasing inert B61-12s from two F-35A 
fighters. Soon the new nuclear bombs will 
arrive in Italy: 30 Italian F-35A fighters can 
be deployed at the Ghedi base alone, ready 
to attack under US command with 60 B61-
12 nuclear bombs.

A week after participating in the nu-
clear war exercise, Italy participated in 
the UN Conference on Climate Change, 
chaired by the United Kingdom in part-
nership with Italy. British Prime Minis-
ter Boris Johnson warned that “there is 
a minute to midnight and we need to act 
now” against global warming that is de-
stroying the planet. In this way, he instru-
mentally used the symbolic Apocalypse 
Clock, which actually marks how many 
minutes we are from nuclear midnight. 
Boris Johnson himself a few months ago, 
in March, announced the enhancement of 
British nuclear attack submarines:  Astute 
(price 2.2 billion dollars each), armed 
with US nuclear cruise missiles Toma-
hawk IV with a range of 1,500 km, and 
the Vanguards armed with 16 US Tri-

dent D5 ballistic missiles with a range 
of 12,000 km, equipped with over 120 
nuclear warheads. The latter will soon 
be replaced by the even more power-
ful Dreadnought-class submarines. The 
British nuclear attack submarines, which 
cross deep along the coasts of Russia, 
now also sail along the coasts of China 
starting from Australia to whom the US 
and Great Britain will supply nuclear 
submarines. Great Britain, which hosts 
the Conference to Save the Planet from 
Global Warming, is thus contributing to 
the arms race leading the world towards 
nuclear catastrophe.

Against this background, the promo-
tional video of the Conference is mislead-
ing: The Dinosaur, symbol of an extinct 
species, warning from the United Na-
tions podium humans to save their spe-
cies from global warming. In fact, scien-
tific studies confirmed, dinosaurs became 
extinct not for warming, but cooling of 
the Earth after the impact of a huge mete-
orite, which obscured the Sun by raising 
clouds of dust. Exactly what would hap-
pen after a nuclear war: in addition to cat-
astrophic destruction and radioactive fall-
out on the entire planet, it would cause 
in urban and forest areas huge fires that 
would emit a blanket of sooty smoke into 
the atmosphere obscuring the sun. This 
would lead to climate-cooling lasting 
also for years: the nuclear winter. Con-
sequently, most of the plant and animal 
species would extinct with devastating ef-
fects on agriculture too. Cold and malnu-
trition would reduce the survival capacity 
of the few survivors, leading the human 
species to extinction.
Source: il manifesto of 2 November 2021

* * *
km. It is almost a truism that wars and 
their preparation do not contribute to cli-
mate protection. It is all the more aston-
ishing that the politicians, military lead-
ers and the military-industrial complex 
responsible for armament and war policy 
remain silent about this nexus.

Gabriele Krone-Schmalz, the Ger-
man television journalist and book au-
thor (see also the article “Ice Age with 
Russia?”), is one of the few prominent 
voices who publicly calls for making the 
great task of climate protection an im-
portant motivation for not continuing 
the spiral of escalation in internation-
al relations, but for switching to détente 
and cooperation; for climate protection 
is impossible without international co-
operation between equal states - this is 
actually also a truism.

So far, it is mainly the peace move-
ment that is trying to draw attention to 
the connections. “Peace improves the 
climate”, for example, is the slogan 
– with lots of additional material – of 
the German Civil Peace Service (ZFD). 
“War and the military are climate kill-
ers number one,” says also the chair-
man of “Naturefriends Germany”. “An 
aspect of rearmament and military ac-
tivity that has been neglected for a long 
time lies in the massive environmental 
destruction caused by wars worldwide,” 
writes Klaus Moegling, author of the 
book “Neuordnung. Eine friedliche und 
nachhaltige Welt ist (noch) möglich” 
(Neuordnung. A peaceful and sustaina-
ble world is (still) possible).

Manlio Dinucci  
(picture ma)

U.S.-China Joint Statement Addressing the Climate Crisis
China and the USA surprisingly issued a 
joint statement on climate protection at 
the climate conference in Glasgow. The 
two countries are in favour of addition-
al efforts and declare that they will es-
tablish a permanent commission to co-
operate in this sector. 

“When it comes to climate protec-
tion, we are more united than divided,” 
says Xie Zhenhua, Beijing’s special cli-
mate envoy. “Both sides recognise that 
there is a gap between the current ef-
fort and the Paris agreement goals, so 
we will jointly strengthen our Paris ef-
forts and cooperation […] to accelerate 
a green and low carbon transition.”

Afterwards, John Kerry, his US coun-
terpart, said: “China and the US have 

no shortage of differences. But coop-
eration is the only way to get this job 
done.”

Together, they wanted to advance 
concrete climate protection in the com-
ing decade and limit greenhouse gas 
emissions more quickly – also through 
the exchange of technologies. The 
statement is not very concrete. What is 
significant is the fact that it exists. Both 
sides pointed out that they had been 
working on the declaration for months. 
However, the negotiations had only just 
been concluded.

Source: https://www.tagesschau.de/aus-
land/asien/china-usa-klimaschutz-107.

html of 11 November 2021

(Translation Current Concerns)
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Watch out: A global “Bauernlegen” is on the way!
by Hans Bieri, Swiss Association for Industry and Agriculture SVIL 

Cultivated land continues to decline. Ara-
ble land is being extensified and renatural-
ised, and the wildness of cultivated land is 
already a desired direction of “agricultur-
al policy” in European countries. As a re-
sult, food imports are increasing, while on 
the other hand supply chains are being de-
liberately torpedoed globally. Under such 
circumstances, there can no longer be talk 
in terms of food security through imports. 

The SME economy is trying to gener-
ate some income from exports, while these 
earnings are being swallowed on the home 
front by a new form of colonial policy in 
the countries of origin. 

In energy policy, existing production 
is being shut down before suitable alter-
natives have been established. Here, too, 
the dismantling of security of supply is 
being vigorously pursued. A conversion 
of the economy within the framework of a 
Green New Deal to a “green economy” and 
“green investments”, as demanded by the 
WEF and global policy circles, is intended 
to promote innovations that are to replace 
the missing returns from the de-industriali-
sation that is currently being pursued. 

But how should this happen? 
If, for example, agriculture is to be 

run ecologically, costs rise and yields fall 
under the current conditions. If energy is 
made scarcer and more expensive for the 
entire economy, costs will rise there as 
well. We remember exactly which argu-
ments were used to push for the separa-
tion of power plants from the grids. Now 
this is one of the most vulnerable points of 
supply security. In short, such a policy of 

economic reform will never be profitable 
and will only further hamper the economy. 

According to the World Bank, the value 
of real goods and services worldwide is 
90 trillion dollars. In contrast, the bubble 
of the financial economy already amounts 
to more than 500 trillion dollars, which 
is being pushed around in circles outside 
the real economy by BlackRock and con-
sorts and which is being fattened up by the 
banks and central banks with billions of 
dollars pumped into the financial system 
out of nothing. In the meantime, it has also 
become clear to these circles that this can-
not continue. 

So, what to do with this huge surplus of 
monetary assets before it crumbles?

Their idea is to use it to finance a Green 
New Deal. 

But this does not answer the question 
of how the conversion to an ecological 
economy is ever supposed to be profita-
ble in terms of investment compared to the 
growth economy? 

This is to be achieved by buying up 
large areas of our planet, forests, water re-
sources, agricultural land, in order to later 
demand lucrative levies on the “ecosys-
tem services” associated with this proper-
ty from the population at large as recipi-
ents of environmental services. 

Investment banking estimates the value 
of nature’s ecosystems at 4 quadrillion 
(4000 trillion) dollars worldwide.

With the investment of 500 trillion dol-
lars, a value of about 4000 trillion dollars 
can be acquired. 

This makes it comprehensible how the 
governments of the USA and the EU are 
freely talking about several trillion dol-
lars or euro that they want to pour into the 
“green economy” in the next few years. 

What this might look like in detail is ev-
ident from the EU Taxonomy Regulation. 
It defines ecological standards for various 
economic activities that are to be applied 
in construction, agriculture and other areas 
that impact the environment. For example, 
this leads to banks only granting loans for 
sustainable investments and not charg-
ing any interest on them, which, given the 
lack of returns in the ecological economy, 
must lead to excessive debt financing by 
the banks. This promotes investments that 
would otherwise not be made by individ-
ual companies for purely imputed reasons. 
If interest rates rise later on, the bank can 
take possession of the property. The banks 
and investors want to profit from the dif-
ference in value of between 90 and 4’000 
trillion dollars and, as the future owners 
of vast lands, forests, drinking water pipe-
lines, cultivated landscapes converted into 
wild areas, etc., etc., they want to collect 

taxes on their “taxonomically” introduced 
“ecosystem services” that circumvent de-
mocracy, in the manner of feudal lords.

In any case, we now know why “green 
investments” are allegedly more profita-
ble and why the financial sector warns so 
self-confidently that those who don’t take 
the big “upheaval” here will have to face 
heavy losses later on. 

This will lead to a gigantic Bauernlegen 
far into the middle class economy. There 
is only one thing to be done in the pre-
sent situation: a clear constitutional policy 
of food security with its own agriculture 
and a clear rejection of political agendas 
which, under the guise of “ecology”, try 
to drive the entire utility economy into for-
eign dependency.  •

By all accounts, however, the World 
Climate Conference that ended last 
weekend did not discuss this topic – 
how could it, given that the signs are 
still pointing to international confronta-
tion between the USA and its allies with 
Russia and China? Instead, the absence 
of the presidents of these two countries 
was used as an opportunity for renewed 
reproaches. This is not an outlook. In-
stead, a shift in course is called for. 
Manlio Dinucci from Italy makes it clear 
what is at stake otherwise. But perhaps 
it is a silver lining on the horizon that 
there has now been a joint declaration 
by China and the USA on climate pro-
tection (see box). 

Whether this will actually lead to more 
cooperation and more peace remains to be 
seen.  •

”Defending the climate …” 
continued from page 4

“Bauernlegen” means the expropri-
ation and confiscation of farms by 
landlords in order to cultivate them 
as manor land. The buying up of free 
farms, often with the use of pressure, 
is also referred to as Bauernlegen. The 
breaking up of family farms led to the 
disappearance of independent farm-
ers in certain areas. (cf. Wikipedia and 
https://www.spektrum.de/lexikon/ge-
ographie/bauernlegen/755)
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Federal referendum on 28 November 2021

COVID-19 – a task which can only be solved together
by Dr iur. Marianne Wüthrich

For the second time, Swiss voters are vot-
ing on the COVID-19 Act. After the Feder-
al Council had to take extensive measures 
in spring 2020 to contain the pandemic 
and to mitigate its effects with emergency 
law according to Article 185 of the Fed-
eral Constitution, the National Council 
and Council of States passed the neces-
sary legal basis on 25 September 2020. 
Against this, the referendum was adopt-
ed, the people approved the COVID-19 
Act on 13 June 2021 with about 60 per-
cent. On 28 November, we will now vote 
on the changes that Parliament passed 
on 19 March 2021, against which again 
the referendum was adopted. This re-
vised draft law was also declared urgent 
by Parliament, which means, that it came 
into force immediately (on 20 March), but 
is only valid for a limited period, basical-
ly only until 31 December 2021.

Art. 6a (Certificate) is valid until 31 
December 2022 (voting booklet, p. 46). 
The proposal’s main matters in difference 
are to be examined in the following.

In order to get attuned – we should not let 
our thoughts be muddled by the partly fe-
rocious debate in the voting campaign – a 
statement from Federal Councillor Cassis, 
head of the Department of Foreign Af-
fairs (FDFA) and medical doctor: “Most 
countries in the world have the problem 
that they have too few vaccine doses for 
their citizens. With us it’s the other way 
around. When I explain this to my foreign 
counterparts, they just shake their heads. 
They say: ‘We would like to have your 
problems.’ We should be aware that what 
causes incredibly emotional conflicts in 
us, from an outside perspective, above all 
are luxury problems. In many countries 
people die due to a lack of free beds in 
hospitals or vaccine. And we argue about 
whether it is reasonable to show a certifi-
cate when visiting a restaurant. What can 
I say?”1

Does Parliament pass over too  
much power to the Federal Council?

This question has been accompanying the 
debate since the beginning of the pandem-
ic. In times of crisis, it is essential that the 
executive can take action quickly and at 
any time. Parliament can only pass the rel-
evant laws afterwards.

The opponents of the referendum speak 
out against the “expansion of power by the 
Federal Council”, which is given “control 
over the entire life of the citizens” (vot-
ing booklet, p. 35). Among other things, 
they mean the following provision of the 
draft law:

Art. 1a: The Federal Council de-
fines the criteria and benchmarks 
for restrictions and easing of eco-
nomic and social life. In addition 
to the epidemiological situation, it 
also takes into account the econom-
ic and social consequences. 

Recently, four experts in constitutional 
law from the Universities of Zurich and 
Basel commented from a legal point of 
view in the “Neue Zürcher Zeitung” on 
the question of whether Parliament should 
be allowed to delegate such far-reaching 
legislative powers to the Federal Council.

According to Andreas Kley (University 
of Zurich), the parliament’s extension of 
the Federal Council's emergency powers 
violates Article 164 (“All important leg-
islative provisions shall be enacted in the 
form of a federal law”) and Article 185 
paragraph 3 of the Federal Constitution 
(emergency powers article, on which the 
Federal Council can directly rely to enact 
ordinances in the event of serious distur-
bances to internal or external security). 
“The Federal Assembly is obliged to es-
tablish these rules itself. It may not trans-
fer this work to the Federal Council,” says 
Andreas Kley.2

Felix Uhlmann, also an expert in con-
stitutional law at the University of Zurich, 
agrees with his colleague that he describes 
the COVID-19 -law “largely [as] a collec-
tion of authorisations” and therefore “con-
stitutionally problematic”. In view of the 
crisis situation, Felix Uhlmann “does not 
see these [constitutional] deficiencies as 
so serious that one has to reject the entire 
law – especially since it would make cop-
ing with the pandemic much more diffi-
cult”. He reminds that in this time of the 
crisis the uncertainties are still high. Ac-

cording to Art. 1 Para. 2bis of the draft, 
all measures taken by the Federal Coun-
cil must be proportionate and continuous-
ly evaluated by Parliament and the Feder-
al Council.3

Proportionality  
principle in times of crisis

In a reply to Andreas Kley, two emeritus 
professors of public law, Georg Müller 
and René Rhinow, reject the claim of non-
constitutionality. “The legislator does not 
violate the constitution when it transfers 
additional powers to the Federal Council 
to regulate certain issues [...] in a law that 
primarily serves to legalise emergency de-
crees.”4 Nor does the law give the Federal 
Council a free hand, but rather lays down 
precise “principles for the exercise of the 
powers transferred to the Federal Coun-
cil”. Like Felix Uhlmann, they are refer-
ring primarily to Article 1 para. 2bis and 
para.3. 

Art. 1 para. 2bis: The Federal 
Council shall be guided by the prin-
ciples of subsidiarity, efficacy and 
proportionality. It shall aim for the 
shortest and least severe restriction 
of economic and social life possi-
ble, by ensuring that the Confed-
eration and the cantons exhaust all 
the options provided by precaution-
ary measures, testing and vaccina-
tion strategies and contact tracing 
beforehand.

Para. 3: It shall consult the can-
tonal governments and the umbrel-
la organisations for the social part-
ners when drawing up measures 
that relate to their responsibilities.

continued on page 6

Federalism: federal authorities learn from the communities
mw. A federal lesson can be learned in 
the article of the law below. When the 
restaurants were closed due to Coro-
na last winter, many people who work 
outside all day in wind and weather had 
a hard time. In order to offer them a 
lunch break in the warmth, innkeepers 
in many communities looked for a so-
lution together with the cantonal and 
communal authorities. In some taverns, 
a canteen was set up during lunchtime 
for those who work outdoors. At the 
same time, of course, the innkeepers 
and their employees were also happy 
about this source of income. Now the 
parliament has picked up this thread 
and wrote in the COVID-19-law:

Art. 4 Paragraphs 3 and 4
3 The Federal Council ensures that de-

spite the official closure of restau-
rants, professionals from the agri-
cultural and construction sectors as 
well as craftsmen and workers on as-
sembly have the opportunity to eat 
in restaurants. The same conditions 
with regard to protective measures 
and opening times apply as for com-
pany canteens of private companies 
and public institutions.

4 The Federal Council ensures that 
truck drivers have enough sanitary 
facilities available despite the official 
closure of restaurants and that truck 
drivers can eat in restaurants.
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”COVID-19 – a task which …” 
continued from page 5

It is good if we voters are aware that the 
Corona pandemic is not a Sunday stroll. 
We will best cope with the difficult situ-
ation together if everyone pulls along to 
the best of their ability. Of course, the ex-
ecutive may not do what it wants, but it 
must do something in times of crisis. Mül-
ler/ Rhinow also argue along these lines: 
“Measures to contain the pandemic must 
be adapted frequently and quickly to de-
velopments in the epidemiological situa-
tion. The legislative process takes too long 
to meet these requirements. Therefore, the 
legislator must give the Federal Council 
the opportunity to react flexibly to chang-
es in the situation by ordering measures in 
the form of ordinances”. 

Main target COVID certificate
The most fiercely fought by the opponents 
is the COVID certificate, whose safety 
and formal criteria are regulated in Ar-
ticle 6a (vaccination, test and recovery 
certificates). The tone of the referendum 
committees is correspondingly sharp: “In-
direct compulsory vaccination”, “discrim-
ination”, “splitting society” and the like 
can be found among their “arguments”. 
The emotional nature of the referendum 
campaign is also shown by the untrue 
claim that the new provision on the con-
tact tracing system (Article 3 b) would re-
sult in the “complete digital surveillance 
of all citizens”: “This would bring Chi-
nese conditions to Switzerland.” (Voting 
booklet, p. 34) This is absurd, because the 
use of a contact tracing app is voluntary.

Dario Meili is writing his dissertation 
on the topic of discrimination through the 
certificate obligation.5 He points out that 
not every unequal treatment is discrimi-
nation. Although the certificate require-
ment constitutes unequal treatment, it 
does not constitute discrimination within 
the meaning of Article 8(2) of the Swiss 
Federal Constitution. According to Ar-
ticle 36 of the Federal Constitution, re-
strictions on fundamental rights require 
“a legal basis” and must be “justified in 
the public interest or for the protection of 
the fundamental rights of others”. These 
criteria are fulfilled in the case of the cer-
tificate requirement. Because everyone 
has the choice to be vaccinated or tested 
if they want to visit a restaurant, one can-
not speak of discrimination, argues Dario 
Meili. There is no obligation to obtain a 
certificate for basic services (shops, public 

transport), and, therefore, no de facto ob-
ligation to vaccinate. The young author’s 
conclusion is remarkable: “Opponents of 
certificates who demand unrestricted basic 
rights neglect the fact that their freedom to 
move everywhere without a certificate af-
fects the freedom of all others.”

Felix Uhlmann, professor of constitu-
tional law, also does not consider the cer-
tificate requirement to be discriminatory. 
“The dispute over the concept of discrimi-
nation obscures one’s view of the essential 
question: vaccinated and recovered per-
sons pose less danger, therefore they are 
treated differently. This is not only con-
stitutionally permitted, but required.” The 
certificate requirement is also “certainly 
the milder measure compared to nation-
wide closures”. Finally, he recalls “how 
complex it is to draft a law in such a way 
that equal treatment is guaranteed in all 
conceivable cases. And when the situation 
is constantly changing, this is particular-
ly difficult [...]”. On the other hand, in the 
case of the 2-G rule (no certificate for test-
ed persons), which is also already being 
discussed in Switzerland, Felix Uhlmann 
pleads for “such a decision to be made by 
the legislator”.6

Conclusion
For us Swiss, who sit in the honey pot 
compared to many other people in the 
world, it would be advisable to put our 
own wishes aside now and then with con-
sideration for our fellow human beings. It 
is part of man’s social nature that the indi-
vidual’s desire for freedom finds its limit 
in the good of the community. Today, the 

majority of beds in intensive care units 
are occupied by the unvaccinated, even 
though the vaccine is delivered to one’s 
doorstep by a vaccination bus. Some can-
tons even organise night vaccination par-
ties or pick people up by taxi – all free 
of charge, i.e., paid for with taxpayers’ 
money. Isn’t that absurd? •

1 Gafafer, Tobias; Schäfer, Fabian. “Die Schweiz 
darf in der Europapolitik nicht noch einmal in die 
gleiche Falle tappen” (Switzerland must not fall 
into the same trap again in European policy). In-
terview with Federal Councillor Ignazio Cassis, in: 
Neue Zürcher Zeitung of 9 November 2021

2 Kley, Andreas. “Der Bundesrat kann, kann, 
kann … Die Änderung des COVID-19-Gesetzes ist 
ein weiterhin verfassungswidriges Vorhaben” (The 
Federal Council can, can, can ... The amendment of 
the COVID 19 Act continues to be an unconstitu-
tional project). Guest commentary in: Neue Zürch-
er Zeitung of 20 October 2021

3 Gerny, Daniel. Interview mit “Staatsrechtsprofes-
sor Uhlmann zum COVID- Zertifikat: ‘Das Parla-
ment hätte Leitplanken setzen müssen’” (Interview 
with “Constitutional law professor Uhlmann on the 
COVID certificate: ‘The parliament should have set 
guard rails’”) in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung of 6 No-
vember 2021

4 Müller, Georg and Rhinow, René. “Das COV-
ID-19-Gesetz ist nicht verfassungswidrig” (The 
COVID 19 Act is not unconstitutional). Guest com-
mentary in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung of 9 November 
2021

5 Meili, Dario. “Die COVID-Zertifikatspflicht ist 
nicht diskriminierend.” (The COVID certificate 
requirement is not discriminatory.) ETH Zürich 
(https://ethz.ch/de/news-und-veranstaltungen/eth-
news/news/2021/09/die-covid-zertifikatspflicht-
ist-nicht-diskriminierend.html)

6 Gerny, Daniel. Interview mit “Staatsrechtsprofes-
sor Uhlmann zum COVID- Zertifikat: ‘Das Parla-
ment hätte Leitplanken setzen müssen’” (Interview 
with “Constitutional law professor Uhlmann on the 
COVID certificate: ‘The parliament should have set 
guard rails’”) in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung of 6 No-
vember 2021

“Most countries in the world have the problem that they 
have too few vaccine doses for their citizens. With us it’s the 
other way around. When I explain this to my foreign coun-
terparts, they just shake their heads. They say: ‘We would 
like to have your problems.’ We should be aware that what 
causes incredibly emotional conflicts in us, from an outside 
perspective, above all are luxury problems. In many coun-
tries people die due to a lack of free beds in hospitals or vac-
cine. And we argue about whether it is reasonable to show 
a certificate when visiting a restaurant. What can I say?”  
(Federal Councillor and medical doctor Ignazio Cassis)
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Almost catastrophic misjudgements
by Ralph Bosshard

In these times, one hears again and again 
at NATO congresses “The bear is roaring 
again” – the bear is roaring again – when 
Russia is mentioned. There is no shorter 
way to express the blatant misjudgement 
of Russia. When the image of the aggres-
sive predator is accompanied by a ref-
erence to the bear’s claws in the form of 
weapons systems and truncheons, older 
comrades feel reminded of Cold War 
propaganda. The image is no truer today 
than it was then. 

Propaganda versus sober  
assessment of the situation

In the years after Stalin’s death in 1953, 
the new Soviet head of state and party 
leader Nikita Khrushchev launched the 
idea of “peaceful coexistence”. With this 
he took up the idea of the former Sovi-
et foreign minister Georgi Chicherin who 
had initiated the rapprochement of the So-
viet Union with the West European states 
under this maxim in the 1920s and who 
prepared the entry of the Soviet Union 
into the League of Nations.1 Khrushchev 
did not intend to proclaim eternal peace, 
but rather announced the decision to fight 
the class struggle with the NATO states by 
other than military means. This was una-
voidable from an ideological point of view. 
Meanwhile, the war of the secret services 
and the proxy wars outside Europe raged 
on unhindered. To dismiss “peaceful co-
existence” as a mere propaganda show is 
therefore just as wrong as drawing a di-
rect line to military operational planning 
in Central Europe, as a report by the Ger-
man Bundestag’s Scientific Service at-
tempted to do in 2015.2 It is revealing that 
this study of the military doctrine of the 
Soviet Union and that of the Russian Fed-
eration since the 1970s does not use a sin-
gle Russian-language source, consistently 
misspells the name of the former Soviet 
Chief of General Staff Nikolai Ogarkov 
and speaks of the Red Army, which had 
been called the Soviet Army since 1946. 

Between military doctrine and opera-
tional planning lies, among other things, 
military situation assessment. On the basis 
of its assessment of the situation, the So-
viet General Staff came to the conclusion 

after 1955 that, in view of the military 
strength of the newly founded Warsaw 
Treaty Organisation (WTO), war be-
tween the West and the socialist bloc was 
no longer inevitable.3 Together, the allies 
were strong enough to stand up to NATO. 
This distinguishes the situation at the time 
from today, in which NATO is massive-
ly superior to Russia and its allies in the 
Collective Security Treaty Organisation 
(CSTO) in conventional terms (see box 
below).4

The WTO’s operational planning for 
a case of war in Central Europe referred 
to the worst conceivable case that NATO 
for some reason wished to end peaceful 
coexistence. The WTO always reckoned 
with the assumption that the West, out-
numbered in the conventional field, would 
open aggression with nuclear weapons. 
The Swiss military historian Rudolf Fuhr-
er, after reviewing the operational plans 
and exercise scenarios in the archives of 
the former WTO states, stated that the ini-
tial situation had always been formulated 
in such a way that a comprehensive nu-
clear weapons strike against the GDR and 
the ČSSR had taken place and that a coun-
ter-attack against NATO would have to be 
launched as quickly as possible.5 The ex-
perience of the final phase of the Second 
World War and the Great Patriotic War had 
given rise to the Soviet doctrine that after 
repelling an aggression, hostilities should 
be continued until the enemy had lost the 
ability and motivation to continue the war. 

Unlike Stalin, Nikita Khrushchev was 
convinced of the practicality of nuclear 
weapons and accordingly instructed the 
Chiefs of Staff of the Soviet Army, Marshal 

Matwei Sakharov and Marshal Sergei Biry-
uzov6 to modernise and downsize the army. 
Khrushchev may have felt confirmed in his 
view by the outcome of the Cuban Missile 
Crisis, of which he considered himself the 
victor. In future, the decisive component in 
a war against the West was to be the coun-
ter-attack with nuclear weapons, which had 
to be carried out immediately after NATO’s 
nuclear first strike. In this phase, the army 
troops would fight a border battle.7 The aim 
of the counter-attack on the ground there-
after had to be to eliminate West Germa-
ny as a deployment area for NATO nucle-
ar and conventional forces. In other words, 
if NATO had attacked the WTO states, the 
Soviet army would have devastated West 
Germany. 

NATO Forward Strategy  
and nuclear weapons

The belief in the usability of nuclear 
strikes also prevailed in the West. In the 
final phase of his term in office, US Pres-
ident Eisenhower commissioned the re-
vision of the operational plans of the US 
armed forces and their consolidation into 
a single operational plan, the Single Inte-
grated Operational Plan SIOP8.

Eisenhower’s successor, John F. Ken-
nedy, was not satisfied with the only op-
tion left to him by SIOP-62, namely to 
initiate a global nuclear war. He called 
for a whole range of other options, which 
ultimately led to the concept of “flexible 

rb. Military cooperation especially 
with China within the framework of 
the Shanghai Cooperation Organisa-
tion (SCO) is a strategic partnership 
and not a military alliance and is un-
likely to become one in the foresee-
able future. Concrete effects of this 
strategic partnership are not to be 
expected, because it can hardly be 
assumed that China would support 
Russia militarily in a war in Eastern 
Europe.

Ralph Bosshard studied General Histo-
ry, Eastern European History and Mil-
itary History, completed the Military 
Command School of the ETH Zurich and 
the General Staff Training of the Swiss 
Army. This was followed by language 
training in Russian at the Moscow State 
University and training at the Military 
Academy of the General Staff of the 
Russian Army. He is familiar with the 
situation in the South Caucasus from 
his six years at the OSCE, where he was, 
among other things, Special Advisor to 
the Swiss Permanent Representative.
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“The misjudgment of the adversary’s respective intentions 
conjured up the danger of nuclear devastation in Central Eu-
rope during the Cold War. This danger will arise again in Be-
larus, Poland and the Baltic States if propaganda and fear-
mongering displace a sober view of the actual circumstances.”

continued on page 8
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”Almost catastrophic misjudgements” 
continued from page 7

response”.9 If, as a result of NATO’s con-
ventional weakness, a US president had 
been forced to order the use of nuclear 
weapons just a few days after the out-
break of war, then this concept would in 
fact have been undermined. It remained 
controversial whether it would be possi-
ble to limit a war waged with tactical-op-
erational nuclear weapons and to avoid 
an escalation into a global nuclear war 
(see box).

While the WTO expected a nuclear 
first strike by NATO and an offensive into 
East Germany and Czechoslovakia, NATO 
only felt strong enough to take up defence 
at the Iron Curtain, i.e., at the German-
German border. The Weser-Lech line was 
defined as the main line of defence. There 
was no talk of an offensive into the GDR 
or the USSR. However, NATO considered 
moving its nuclear artillery so far east that 
it could destroy targets in East Germa-
ny and Czechoslovakia.10 The culmina-
tion of the belief in the usefulness of nu-
clear weapons was the introduction of the 
smoothbore gun “Davy Crockett” in the 
US Army, with which a group of five sol-
diers could shoot a nuclear weapon over a 
distance of 2 to 4 km.11 Furthermore, nu-
clear mines played a significant role in de-
fence planning on West German soil at the 
time. 

Nuclear weapons also retained their 
importance in the operational plans of the 

WTO. According to current operational 
procedures, conventional forces were to 
take advantage of the resulting chaos after 
a nuclear strike and advance as quickly 
as possible. The extremely optimistic as-
sumptions regarding the speed of advance 
of ground forces, as found in operational 
plans and exercise scenarios, can only be 
explained by nuclear weapons strikes. At 
100 km per day, this is three to four times 
higher than today’s planning assump-
tions.12 The fact that the military in the 
WTO was itself sceptical about such opti-
mistic scenarios was shown by the Czech 
historian Peter Luňák in his study of the 
operational plan of the Czechoslovak Peo-
ple’s Army from 1964. It is precisely this 
operational plan, which the Swiss military 
historian Rudolf Fuhrer does not see as an 
exercise scenario but as part of a hitherto 
undiscovered “master plan” of the Soviet 
general staff, that testifies to the belief in 
the usefulness of nuclear weapons in a war 
in Central Europe. 

Nervousness at the Iron Curtain
One of several measures with which the 
leadership of the Soviet Army tried to 
convince NATO of the hopelessness of 
an attack was the permanently high readi-
ness of the troops: At any given time, 85% 
of the troops in the GDR and the ČSSR 
had to be available in the garrisons.13 The 
leadership of the Soviet Army apparently 
did not understand for a long time – or ig-
nored corresponding Western fears – that 
this permanent high readiness was seen as 
a threat in the West. NATO, on the other 
hand, assumed that the Soviet Union in-
tended to extend its sphere of influence to 
all European countries by means of a nu-
clear war throughout the Cold War. 

Dangers of current misjudgements
With NATO’s Enhanced Forward Pres-

ence decided in 2016, a situation has aris-
en on the western border of the Republic 
of Belarus that increasingly resembles that 
on the inner-German border during the 
Cold War.14 After a new camp was built a 
few weeks ago on the Lithuanian military 
training area of Pabradè – just 8 km from 
the Belarusian border – which allows the 
permanent stationing of a US tank battal-
ion, another NATO tank battalion will be 
added in the next few weeks.15 The certi-
fication exercise “IRON WOLF II-2021” 
of the mixed German-Dutch tank battalion 
414 is in fact not to take place at the bat-
talion’s actual location in Rukla, but from 
mid to late October at the Pabradè training 
area.16 The aim of the exercise is “com-
bat readiness”. Such a stationing close 
to the border, however, requires the pres-
ence of reconnaissance and security ele-
ments right up to the state border. Not to 
do so would be negligent from a military 
point of view. This, in turn, will force the 

Republic of Belarus to station a battalion 
combat group that can monitor the border 
area and at least fight with restraint. The 
times when alarm elements of a US tank 
regiment were permanently on standby in 
the so-called “Fulda Gap” during the Cold 
War are now probably returning in Lithu-
ania.17 One phenomenon, however, is new: 
In the last few weeks and months, a large 
number of refugees have been heading 
from Belarus towards the Lithuanian cap-
ital Vilnius, the outskirts of which are just 
30 km from Pabradè.18 This had not hap-
pened on the German-German border. 

Poland wants to station a US division 
on its territory in addition to its own four 
tank divisions.19 The capital Warsaw is lo-
cated in the east and on one of the coun-
try’s most significant terrain obstacles, 
namely the Vistula. In the event of in-
creased tensions, this location will make 
it necessary to move all these troops to the 
east and thus to the border area with Bela-
rus. In the course of a crisis, escalation is 
thus ensured from the outset.

Conclusion
Even if the belief in the usefulness of nu-
clear weapons in land operations is no 
longer as steadfast today as it was during 
the Cold War, and conventional weapons 
are now able to replace operational-tacti-
cal nuclear weapons to a certain extent, 
the developments of recent years never-
theless give cause for concern. The in-
struments for reviewing military activi-
ties, some of which date back to the Cold 
War era, have been abolished or eroded in 
recent years. The USA played a decisive 
role in this, but Germany was not entire-
ly innocent either, as it played a leading 
role in the misuse of the so-called Vienna 
Document in connection with the conflict 
in Ukraine (see box below). It is difficult 
to understand why NATO undermined 
the existing verification regime in parallel 
with the consultations on Enhanced For-
ward Presence. 

The misjudgment of the adversary’s re-
spective intentions conjured up the dan-
ger of nuclear devastation in Central Eu-
rope during the Cold War. This danger 

rb. Under Kennedy’s successors Lyndon 
B. Johnson, Richard Nixon and Gerald 
Ford, various options for action were 
worked out for the deployment of the 
US strategic nuclear arsenal. Whether 
the differentiated plans with various 
target categories and the retention 
of reserves would have been recog-
nised as such by the Soviet Union or 
simply interpreted as massive retalia-
tion remains controversial. However, 
US President Jimmy Carter in particular 
demanded that nuclear weapons be-
come an integral part of defence plan-
ning in general. This suggests that he, 
too, had doubts about the limitability 
of a war in Central Europe.

cf. Gavin, Francis J. “The Myth of Flex-
ible Response: United States Strategy 
in Europe during the 1960s”, in: The 
International History Review Vol. 23, 

No. 4 (Dec., 2001), pp. 847-875, on-
line https://www.belfercenter.org/

sites/default/files/legacy/files/CMC50/
FrancisGavinTheMythOfFlexibleRe-

sponseUnitedStatesStrategyInEurope-
DuringThe1960sInternationalHisto-

ryReview.pdf. For a brief overview, see 
Meyer, Tobias. Flexible Response, on-

line at https://www.grin.com/docu-
ment/100675.

rb. The Vienna Document allows for 
short-term inspections of military ac-
tivities in OSCE space. The currently 
valid version can be found at https://
www.osce.org/de/fsc/86599. Confi-
dence- and security-building measures 
included the Open Skies Agreement, 
which was cancelled by the USA. The 
organisation of a permanent NATO 
presence in Ukraine by NATO consti-
tutes an abuse of the Vienna Docu-
ment, as do intelligence activities by 
NATO officers within the OSCE, which 
the author witnessed himself.

continued on page 9
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will arise again in Belarus, Poland and the 
Baltic States if propaganda and fear-mon-
gering displace a sober view of the actu-
al circumstances. It is to be hoped that so-
ber-minded heads will prevail. But hope is 
not part of military assessment; an effec-
tive system of verification of military ac-
tivities beyond national and alliance bor-
ders, on the other hand, is. •
1 for definition see: Leonhard, Wolfgang. “Koexistenz, 

eine Form des Klassenkampfes” (Coexistence, a form 
of class struggle), in: Die Zeit of 5 February 1960, on-
line at https://www.zeit.de/1960/06/koexistenz-eine-
form-des-klassenkampfes/komplettansicht. On the 
foreign policy of the Soviet Union see Blasius, Rain-
er. “Des Teufels Botschafter. In London erlebte Iwan 
Maiski von 1932 bis 1943 fünf Premierminister und 
drei Könige, traf sich mit Schriftstellergrössen wie 
George Bernard Shaw und H. G. Wells” (The Dev-
il’s Ambassador. In London from 1932 to 1943, Ivan 
Maiski experienced five prime ministers and three 
kings, met with literary greats such as George Ber-
nard Shaw and H. G. Wells), in: Frankfurter Allge-
meine Zeitung of 20 September 2016, p. 8. On Litvi-
nov see http://bse.sci-lib.com/article070721.html. Cf. 
Brenner, Gerd. “Zweifrontenkrieg um Russlands Res-
sourcen” (Two-front war about Russia’s resources), in: 
World Economy of 4 June 2020, online https://www.
world-economy.eu/nachrichten/detail/zweifrontenk-
rieg-um-russlands-ressourcen/

2 see Wissenschaftliche Dienste des Deutschen Bunde-
stags: Die Militärdoktrinen der Sowjetunion und der 
Russischen Föderation seit den 1970er Jahren, Bed-
rohungsszenarien und Sprache im Vergleich (Scien-
tific Services of the German Bundestag: The military 
doctrines of the Soviet Union and the Russian Federa-
tion since the 1970s, Threat scenarios and language 
in comparison), preparation WD 2 – 3000 – 052/15, 
26 March 2015, online https://www.bundestag.de/re-
source/blob/412840/2d4ad1e108ccf499692bad325c8
c6d48/WD-2-052-15-pdf-data.pdf, especially p. 7f.

3 Referred to in the West as Warsaw Pact WaPa. See Wis-
senschaftliche Dienste: Die Militärdoktrinen (Scientif-
ic Services: The military doctrines), loc. cit. p. 5

4 There is no doubt at all about the defence expenditure, 
where the USA alone is far ahead of all other coun-
tries: https://sipri.org/sites/default/files/2021-04/
fs_2104_milex_0.pdf. See also Global Power Index, 
especially the comparison between the USA and Rus-
sia: https://www.globalfirepower.com/countries-
comparison-detail.php?country1=united-states-of-
america&country2=russia

5 see Fuhrer, Hans-Rudolf. “Alle Roten Pfeile kamen 
aus Osten – zu Recht?” (All the Red Arrows came 
from the East – rightly so?), in: Military Power Re-
view of the Swiss Armed Forces no. 2/2012, p. 50, on-

line at https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/155690/MPR_2-
12%20web.pdf

6 see https://warheroes.ru/hero/hero.asp?Hero_
id=717 and https://warheroes.ru/hero/hero.
asp?Hero_id=684

7 The operational plans of the 5th Army of the NVA, 
in particular, are worked out in detail by Lautsch, 
Siegfried. “Geheime Planungen der Nationalen 
Volksarmee der Deutschen Demokratischen Re-
publik in den 1980er Jahren” (Secret plans of the 
National People’s Army of the German Demo-
cratic Republic in the 1980s), in: ÖMZ, online 
https://www.oemz-online.at/display/ZLIintranet/
Geheime+Planungen+der+Nationalen+Volksarm
ee+der+Deutsche+Demokratische+Republik+in+
den+1980er-Jahren. Id. “Zur Planung realer Ang-
riffs- und Verteidigungsoperationen im Warschauer 
Pakt, dargestellt am Beispiel der operativen Planung 
der 5. Armee der Nationalen Volksarmee der DDR 
im Kalten Krieg (1983 bis 1986)” (On the planning 
of real offensive and defensive operations in the War-
saw Pact, illustrated by the example of the operation-
al planning of the 5th Army of the National People’s 
Army of the GDR in the Cold War (1983 to 1986)), 
in: MILITARY POWER REVUE of the Swiss Armed 
Forces – no. 2/2011, pp. 20-33, online at https://
www.files.ethz.ch/isn/134495/Gesamtausgabe%20
MPR_2_11.pdf. Id. “Kämpfen können, um nicht 
kämpfen zu müssen, operatives Denken im Selbstver-
ständnis der NVA der DDR in den 1980er Jahren am 
Beispiel der Operativen Planungen des Militärbezirks 
V, Zeitzeugenbericht und militärwissenschaftlich-
er Beitrag” (Being able to fight in order not to have 
to fight, operational thinking in the self-image of the 
NVA of the GDR in the 1980s using the example of 
the operational planning of Military District V, eye-
witness account and military science contribution), 
online https://www.bmvg.de/resource/blob/5109028/
c3b586e64e740fc20dcb7f5f5ebac093/zeitzeugenber-
icht-lautsch-kurz-data.pdf. On this also: Sass, Jakob. 
“Wie die NVA die Bundesrepublik erobern wollte” 
(How the NVA wanted to conquer the Federal Repub-
lic), in: Die Welt of 28 August 2013, online at https://
www.welt.de/geschichte/article119445108/Wie-die-
NVA-die-Bundesrepublik-erobern-wollte.html

8 For an overview see: HQ Strategic Air Command, 
History and Research Division: History of the Joint 
Strategic Target Planning Staff, Background and 
Preparation of SIOP-62, online at https://nsarchive2.
gwu.edu/nukevault/ebb236/SIOP-62%20history.
pdf. Cf. Burr, William. “The Creation of SIOP-62, 
more Evidence on the Origins of Overkill”, in: Na-
tional Security Archive Electronic Briefing Book no. 
130, online https://nsarchive2.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/
NSAEBB130/index.htm. Sagan, Scott D. “SIOP-62: 
The Nuclear War Plan Briefing to President Kenne-
dy”, in: International Security, Vol. 12, no. 1 (Sum-
mer, 1987), p. 22–51, online https://www.belfercenter.
org/sites/default/files/legacy/files/CMC50/ScottSa-
ganSIOP62TheNuclearWarPlanBriefingtoPresident-
KennedyInternationalSecurity.pdf

9 In addition, there was the doctrine of the “2½ Kriege” 
(Two-and-a-half-wars), which meant that the USA had 

to be able to fight two regional wars at the same time 
as well as a small war. Cf. Kaplan, Fred. “The Doc-
trine Gap, Reality vs. the Pentagon’s new strategy”, 
in: Slate of 6 July 2005, online at https://slate.com/
news-and-politics/2005/07/reality-vs-the-pentagon-
s-new-strategy.html

10 see Hammerich, Helmut R. “Süddeutschland als 
Eckpfeiler der Verteidigung Europas, zu den NATO-
Operationsplanungen während des Kalten Krieg-
es” (Southern Germany as a Cornerstone of Europe’s 
Defence, on NATO Operation Planning during the 
Cold War), in: MILITARY POWER REVUE of the 
Swiss Armed Forces, no. 2 /2011, online http://www.
vorharz.net/media/historie/helmut_hammerich.pdf 
and https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/134495/Gesam-
tausgabe%20MPR_2_11.pdf

11 For an overview, see http://nuclearweaponarchive.
org/Usa/Weapons/Allbombs.html. Specifical-
ly on “Davy Crockett” see https://web.archive.org/
web/20061027175600/http://www.guntruck.com/
DavyCrockett.html; the British counterparts were 
called “Wee Gwen” and “Low-Yield Tony”, http://
www.nuclear-weapons.info/vw.htm#Wee%20Gwen

12 cf. Parallel History Project on NATO and the Warsaw 
Pact (PHP), Taking Lyon on the Ninth Day? The 1964 
Warsaw Pact Plan for a Nuclear War in Europe and 
Related Documents, PHP Publications Series, Wash-
ington D. C., Zurich, 2000, online at https://www.
files.ethz.ch/isn/108642/warplan_dossier.pdf, name-
ly the essays by Mastny, Vojtech. Planning for the Un-
plannable, ebd. p. 2-8 and Luňák, Petr. The Warsaw 
Pact War Plan of 1964, ibd. p. 9-23

13 see the official NATO information on this: https://
shape.NATO.int/efp and https://www.NATO.int/cps/
en/NATOhq/topics_136388.htm

14 see “ständige Gefechtsbereitschaft” (permanent com-
bat readiness) in the National People’s Army: http://
www.flak11.de/ALARM.htm; cf. “Wissenschaftliche 
Dienste: Die Militärdoktrinen” (Scientific Services: 
The Military Doctrines), loc.cit., p.10

15 Currently, the 3rd Battalion of the 66th Tank Regi-
ment from Fort Riley, Kansas, is stationed in Pabradė. 
See https://de.euronews.com/2021/09/01/camp-
herkus-eingeweiht-us-soldaten-direkt-an-grenze-
zu-belarus and https://pt-br.facebook.com/366AR/
posts/1380723828656981/

16 see “Ein Stück Bergen in Litauen” (A Piece of Bergen 
in Lithuania), in: Celle heute of 30 August 2021, on-
line https://celleheute.de/ein-stueck-bergen-litauen

17 The author saw such alarm elements of an Armoured 
Cavalry Regiment himself in the FRG in the 1980s.

18 see Rehman, Cedric. “Im Herrgottswinkel” (In the 
corner of the Lord God), in: Der Freitag, die Wochen-
zeitung, 36/2021, online at https://www.freitag.de/au-
toren/der-freitag/im-herrgottswinkel: “Die Regierung 
ist jetzt schon überfordert und versucht verzweifelt, 
Migranten loszuwerden.” (The government is already 
overwhelmed and desperately trying to get rid of mi-
grants.)

19 see https://augengeradeaus.net/2018/05/polen-will-
us-panzerdivision-und-bietet-zwei-milliarden-dollar/

”Almost catastrophic misjudgements” 
continued from page 8
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Ice Age with Russia?
Gabriele Krone-Schmalz pleads for a new policy of détente

by Christian Fischer, Cologne

On 27 October 2021, after several post-
ponements due to the pandemic, the 
event entitled “Ice Age with Russia?” fi-
nally took place in Cologne, where Prof. 
Dr Gabriele Krone-Schmalz spoke about 
the challenges of German-Russian rela-
tions and discussed them with the au-
dience, both in person in the hall and 
through digital connections. The event 
was organised by the Cologne-Volgograd 
Town Twinning Association, the Adult 
Education Centre, the Cologne Peace 
Forum, the Peace Education Centre Co-
logne, the Luther Church and the trade 
union ver.di.

Gabriele Krone-Schmalz studied Slavic 
studies and has been an excellent expert 
on Eastern Europe for many decades. She 
was an ARD correspondent in Moscow, 
initially as an assistant to the recently de-
ceased Gerd Ruge, and she is the author 
of several books on Russia. The recur-
ring basic idea of her extremely clear and 
knowledgeable talk was that we should 
stop demonising Russia and start under-
standing it. Russia and Western Europe 
could be a dream team if it were not for 
the strategy that has been pursued west of 
the Atlantic for over 100 years of not al-
lowing precisely that to become reality. In 
doing so, Ms Krone-Schmalz by no means 
overlooks the fact that there are sufficient 
occasions for critical observation in Rus-
sia. But there is also the supreme good of 
non-interference in internal affairs and, 
above all, the task of putting oneself in 
the other’s perspective, in its history and 
culture.

That was precisely the aim of her talk: 
to know the other, to want to understand 
him. At the beginning, she drew attention 
to a contradiction: politicians and leading 
media in the European Union take it for 
granted to lecture the Russian government 
on democracy. At the same time, they af-
ford themselves an EU that massively vio-
lates the democratic principle of subsidiari-
ty and whose institutions are by no means 
democratically organised and legitimised; 
as an example, she mentioned the Europe-
an Parliament with the glaringly different 
weight of representation of the individual 
states. 

Foreign Policy
The policy of détente practised by the 
West in the Soviet era is unfortunately 
over today. Above all because the EU 
has left its foreign policy for 20 years to 
the new members Poland and the Baltic 
states, which for historically understand-
able reasons are very critical of Russia, 
so Ms Krone-Schmalz. But does this ad-
equately represent the interests of West-
ern Europe today? Even former Foreign 
Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher and 
George Kennan (US historian and dip-
lomat) later described eastward enlarge-
ment of NATO as the biggest failure 
since the Second World War. Why have 
the offers of cooperation from the Rus-
sian side been ignored for decades now? 
Would there be German unity without 
Gorbachev? Didn’t Putin renew very se-
rious offers 20 years ago to build the 
European house from Lisbon to Vladiv-
ostok? Did he not prevent worse escala-

tions in the Syrian and Caucasian wars 
and play a decisive role in the destruc-
tion of Syrian chemical weapons? Or 
played a decisive role in shaping the nu-
clear agreement with Iran? According to 
Gabriele Krone-Schmalz, there is a lack 
of “informed debates” about recent his-
tory; instead, there is a disinforming de-
monisation.

Russia has no interest in annexing the 
Baltic or other states. The “annexation” of 
Crimea, which is often cited as proof of 
Russian aggressiveness, was firstly not an 

continued on page 11
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“The military-industrial-congressional complex desperately needs enemies”
Former US Ambassador Jack F. Matlock, Jr. criticizes dismemberment of embassy staff

Last week, it was reported that Russia’s 
Ambassador to the U.S. Anatoly An-
tonov’s proposals to lift existing restric-
tions on the numbers of embassy staff 
by both the US and Russia was rejected 
by the US Department of State. Former 
US Ambassador Jack F. Matlock, Jr* has 
commented on the restrictions on em-
bassy staff as follows:

“I deplore the reciprocal efforts to 
reduce, to the point of dismemberment, 
U.S. and Russian diplomatic establish-
ments. This started in the last month 
of the Obama administration and each 
U.S. move to expel Russian diplomats has 
been met by a corresponding reduction 
of the U.S. diplomatic presence in Russia. 

I spent years – even decades – expand-
ing our diplomatic presence in what was 
then the USSR so it is particularly galling 
to see the U.S., with the support of both 
major political parties, in effect destroy-
ing the very instruments of communica-
tion and diplomacy.

I hope I am wrong but it seems to me 
that President Biden is trying to do the 
impossible: to persuade the Russians to 
cooperate on matters most important 
to us while at the same time treating 
them as an enemy or adversary regard-
ing matters that are vastly more impor-
tant to Russia than to us. […] 

Right now, it seems that facts and ra-
tional policy making are totally beyond 

the capacity of the Washington policy-
making establishment. The military-in-
dustrial-congressional complex desper-
ately needs enemies to justify lavish 
‘defense’ (actually, offense) spending.”

* Jack F. Matlock, Jr., historian and long-
time diplomat, served as US Ambassador 
to the Soviet Union from 1987-1991. Prior 
to that he was Senior Director for Euro-
pean and Soviet Affairs on President Rea-
gan’s National Security Council staff and 
was US Ambassador to Czechoslovakia 
from 1981-1983. He is board member of 
the American Committee for US-Russia 
Accord (ACURA).

Source: https://usrussiaaccord.org of 8 No-
vember 2021
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”Ice Age with Russia?” 
continued from page 10

annexation, but a clear majority decision 
of the population there, and secondly a re-
action to the aggressive NATO expansion 
to the east. Ms Krone-Schmalz recalled 
the construction of missile bases in Roma-
nia and the massive financial support of 
the West for a coup in Kiev against a dem-
ocratically elected government. Ukraine 
had been a declared strategic target of the 
USA since the 1990s. After 2014, only 
NATO-oriented politicians came to power 
in Kiev. Russia had to defend itself against 
the loss of its contractually certified Black 
Sea Fleet base. This was a strategic defen-
sive action in the interest of state policy, 
for which any Western state would show 
understanding if it were honest.

In the West, there is little or no report-
ing at all on the fact that in Ukraine today 
the Russian language has been banned 
from the public sphere and brutal nation-
alist re-education is taking place. Under-
standably, the majority Russian popu-
lation of Crimea has no interest in this. 
To understand the other side, one must 
also realise the following: After the end 
of the Soviet Union, not only did its ter-
ritory break up into many parts, and Rus-
sia is not simply the successor to the 
Soviet Union; but about 25 million Rus-
sians are now minorities in other succes-
sor states and are often treated badly as 
such, especially in Ukraine. Large parts 
of the Soviet infrastructure, industry and 
agriculture, the majority of the port cit-
ies, are not in Russia. Of course, econom-
ic problems arise when a formerly uni-
fied economic area becomes fragmented 
and even hostile leaders come to power in 
parts of it thanks to foreign aid. Protect-
ing oneself against this is a self-evident 
task of Russian politics.

Domestic politics
Of interest were Gabriele Krone-
Schmalz’s remarks on the internal un-
derstanding of the huge country of Rus-
sia. In some parts, the Middle Ages still 
live there, in others the modern age, 
often in close proximity to each other. 
Russia is not a democracy, but also not 
a despotism, she said. There are oppo-
sition media, even if they only have a 
small reach. But the Ekho Moskvy chan-
nel, through which Nawalny was able 
to go public for a long time, belongs to 
the state-owned Gazprom corporation! 
When asked by the audience about Na-
valny, the speaker said that he had great 
merits in exposing corruption in the 
country and that the legal treatment of 
him clearly contradicted human rights. 
However, she also cautiously remind-
ed the audience that Navalny himself 

spreads extreme nationalist and racist 
views and has operated with fake “news”.

Criticism is allowed in Russia as long 
as one does not question the system and 
has unpatriotic intentions, she said. This 
does not mean nationalism or submissive 
confirmation of government action, but ac-
tive thinking and cooperation in measures 
for the common good, and of course also 
the articulation of constructive criticism – 
within the framework of the given politi-
cal system. However, freedom of opinion 
in the sense of Western propaganda is only 
a secondary value for a large part of the 
Russian population, according to credible 
surveys and the speaker’s personal impres-
sions. It is more important for most citizens 
to be able to live their lives in peace and 
with sufficient supplies and opportunities 
for education. We need to take note of this 
instead of making our priorities the yard-
stick for others.

Outlook
Ms Krone-Schmalz pleads for a differ-
ent foreign policy of the EU and Ger-
many that is not driven by the histori-
cal experiences of Poland and the Baltic 
states. These experiences do not corre-
spond to today’s reality. The West must 
cancel its intention to admit Ukraine 
and Georgia to NATO. The admission 
of Eastern European states to NATO at 
the turn of the millennium was already 
a mistake, if peace policy is taken as a 
yardstick. Western peace policy could 
and should have cooperated with Rus-
sia instead of advancing militarily to the 
east.

Dialogues at the highest level, per-
sonal meetings, for example in a Coun-
cil of Foreign Ministers, between the EU 
and Russia should be revived; why not a 
major security conference, as there was 
even during the Cold War with the Sovi-
et Union?

Cooperation with Russia would be a 
gain for the EU, which the EU should also 
understand as its own interest. Instead of 
propagandistic demonisation, information 
and understanding would be called for, 
which by no means excludes justified crit-
icism within the framework of dialogue. 
Even today, a majority of the German pop-
ulation is very open to international under-
standing. In civil society, the cultivation of 
personal relationships is valuable, for ex-
ample at the level of student exchanges or 
through town twinning. One possibility 
could also be the topic of climate change, 
which is certainly of particular concern to 
young people. 

In response to a comment from the au-
dience that our media landscape hardly al-
lows other voices to be heard, the speak-
er said that the voices that do exist, but are 
too quiet, must just become louder. Those 
who are properly informed – and you can 
be if you want to – must also have the 
courage to speak up. This event alone and 
the possibility to listen to it on the inter-
net1 shows that there are possibilities for 
information. 

Krone-Schmalz has also written books 
that are accessible to everyone,2 some 
of which have made it into the Spiegel 
bestseller list and which she was happy 
to sign at the event. The organisers have 
also been able to offer other lectures 
in Cologne on the subject of relations 
with Russia, for example with Matthias 
Platzeck or with Fritz Pleitgen. Yes, the 
leading media may be more influential, 
but all the more reason for those who are 
better informed to carry the debate fur-
ther, to “speak up”. Ms Krone-Schmalz 
has set an outstanding example with her 
clear talk. •

1 https://youtu.be/GaYkW6sVL4Q 
2 for example: Krone-Schmalz, Gabriele. Eiszeit, 

Munich 2017

Julian Assange receives two awards
ef. Julian Assange receives two awards. 
The first is the Dr. Karl Renner Journal-
ism Prize, which is awarded annually by 
the Austrian Journalists Club (ÖJC) for 
outstanding, longstanding journalistic 
achievements. It is named after Karl Ren-
ner, the founder of the First and Second 
Republics of Austria. 

On 2 November, the German PEN 
Centre appointed Julian Assange as an 
honorary member. Originally founded 
in England in 1921, the association has 
established itself as an advocate of free 
speech and is considered the voice of per-
secuted and oppressed writers. “We call 
on the relevant authorities in England not 
to extradite our honorary member Julian 

Assange to the United States of America, 
where he faces up to 175 years in pris-
on, but to release him from prison im-
mediately and unconditionally. His con-
tinued imprisonment is solely politically 
motivated and therefore neither accepta-
ble nor justified. It is contrary to the right 
to freedom of expression and therefore 
contrary to the Charter of International 
PEN.”

After Stella Morris, Julian Assange’s 
fiancée, took legal action, the British au-
thorities granted the couple permission to 
marry in the Belmarsh High Security Pris-
on. 

Further public pressure is therefore 
clearly needed … •
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After 1945 and 1989, are we  
now facing end and turnaround no. III?

by Prof. Dr. Eberhard Hamer, Mittelstandsinstitut Niedersachsen e. V.

The author experi-
enced the end of our 
Nazi and wartime 
economy, which en-
tailed such a pro-
found change in all 
values and living 
conditions that to-
day’s generation can 
have no idea of this. 

But, as a visiting 
professor in Magde-
burg and as a for-

est manager in Saxony-Anhalt, the author 
also directly and on site experienced the 
second end of a dictatorship, in the turna-
round of 1989. In the summer of 1989, the 
former GDR was already showing signs of 
disintegration: People no longer trusted its 
political leadership. The old functionaries 
were apprehensive; they feared for their 
future and sought secure positions outside 
politics. The laws were no longer taken se-
riously, nor were the administrative bod-
ies, which in their turn were also losing 
confidence. The Ostmark was depreciat-
ing, the call for freedom and change was 
growing ever stronger among the popu-
lation. The political leadership still tried 
to suppress all this, if ever less confident-
ly, by means of its old methods. Finally, it 
was no longer able to control the prayers 
for peace and the Monday demonstrations 
in Leipzig. Above all, however, the econo-
my collapsed, as the functionaries Schalck 
and König had predicted as early as 1988.1 
In particular, the experts reckoned the 
GDR’s solvency secure only until 1990 at 
the most, because “the annual under-ful-
filment (of the plan) of between 1.4 and 
5.1 billion ‘Verrechnungsmark’2 reduced 
export earnings by up to 25 %”, while the 
GDR’s growing indebtedness made “be-
tween 5 and 6 billion ‘Verrechnungs-
mark’ payments per year necessary for in-
terest alone”. The authors pointed to the 
growing debt due to deficit-ridden foreign 
trade, substantiated this with figures, and 
concluded that solvency could no longer 
be guaranteed in 1990, that the planned 
increase in national income would not be 
possible and that the foreign trade over-
indebtedness would also lead to internal 
consequences. 

These predictions were correct. But 
they came true a year earlier than predict-
ed, because the Soviet Union could not 
keep up with the arms race against the 
USA (having been “bled dry”) and partly 
stopped paying its suppliers in the satellite 
states, because Gorbachev’s “Perestroika” 
became more and more of a “catastroika” 

and because, as a result, the Soviet Union 
could no longer assert its leadership vis-à-
vis its satellite states.

In the end, the German reunifica-
tion brought about a currency reform in 
the East, the collapse of entire sectors of 
the economy, general impoverishment, 
a completely new economic system and 
also an over-heavy state and bureaucrat-
ic regulatory burden that the people in the 
East could not control, with all the West-
ern laws, which had already partially sti-
fled entrepreneurial activity in the West. In 
part, the success of a new economic start 
may only have been due to the fact that the 
administrations themselves were not able 
to master these new laws and could there-
fore not apply them.3

In spite of all this, the people in the for-
mer communist central administrative area 
in the East have survived this most pro-
found change in all of their living condi-
tions, but they are still very much aware 
of it. The end of an era and the turnaround 
are still in the minds of the East German 
population today; and have therefore in 
many cases imprinted different basic atti-
tudes than those the “Wessis” (former cit-
izens of the FRG) have – due to their dif-
ferent political experiences. 

It is therefore no wonder that, in East-
ern Germany, the old parties without alter-
natives are on the losing side and the new 
Alternative for Germany (AfD) is winning 
voters by relentlessly naming the signs of 
disintegration and Merkel’s mistakes. 

In conversations with fellow East Ger-
mans, the author noted that: 
– The “Ossis” (former citizens of the 

GDR) criticise much more strong-
ly than the “Wessis” that Germany is 
being plundered by the assumption of 
liability for the whole of Europe and by 
its financial support of the highly in-
debted EU states. Personal and national 
prosperity takes precedence over Euro-
pean redistribution and alleged “soli-
darity”. 

– The “Ossis” have laboriously struggled 
back to their feet after the collapse of 
the GDR and are less willing to share 
a prosperity they have not yet achieved 
with millions of unemployed immi-
grants. The fact that many of these 
unemployed immigrants are unpleas-
antly conspicuous in cities is also less 
accepted in the East than in the West, 
and meets with resistance that Western 
officials in turn falsely combat as “rac-
ism” and “right-wing extremism”. 

– Since the “Ossis” have already experi-
enced over-indebtedness and the disso-

lution of currency and economy once 
before, fear of the largest European 
debt in history and the devaluation of 
the euro is much stronger in the East 
than in the West, where people still be-
lieve more in the words of politicians 
and central bankers than in the facts. 

– It was particularly interesting to the au-
thor that many Eastern citizens report-
ed that they already again had the feel-
ing of economic disintegration, as in 
the final days of the GDR. People trust 
politicians less and less. The mistakes 
of the Merkel era are now coming to 
light. The state, on the other hand, is 
trying to prevent demonstrations and 
dissent with more and more repres-
sive measures. And again there are at-
tempts at socially marginalising critics 
of “political correctness” and govern-
ment opinion. The author often hears: 
“We experienced the dissolution of the 
GDR and we see many parallels again 
today!”

A state that provides more for the EU, for 
the banks and for immigrants, but taxes, 
restricts, disciplines and exploits its own 
citizens ever more, inevitably loses the 
consent of these citizens and can only 
hope – as the Greens do – that those Ger-
mans who have lived in the country for 
a long time will soon be in the minority; 
also in regard to political influence. 

If theoretically the middle class is the 
core force of every democratic freedom 
movement, of market economy and pros-
perity, these advantages are in any case 
still limited in the East for lack of a middle 
class. The Western middle classes (47%), 
on the other hand, seem to have been more 
corrupted and degenerated by prosperity 
than people in the East: 
– The children of affluence no long-

er want to perform; they want to have 
fun. The yuppie generation believes: 
“There’s enough money around.” Even 
schoolchildren are seduced into dem-
onstrating, on their “Fridays for Fu-
ture”, not for an increase in their own 
achievement potential, but for an imag-
inary saving of the world, even though 
Germany only has a 2.3 % share in en-
vironmental pollution. 

And when the East criticises the de-
struction of the future through over-
indebtedness, immigration, economic 
strangulation or currency devaluation, 
the citizens in the West will reply: “But 
we're doing so well!”, “The state has 
enough money for all the immigrants” 
(they themselves do not), “We can’t let 

continued on page 13
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other European countries go bankrupt” 
or “As long as I have enough money to 
go on holiday, I don’t care about the de-
valuation of the euro”.

– Citizens in the East are indeed con-
cerned with much more real things 
than those in the West. The extension 
of one’s own house is not yet complet-
ed, one’s own assets have not yet been 
built up, the concern about one’s job is 
much stronger than in the West, and 
school education as well as the future 
of the children also have much greater 
weight than in the West. 

The “Ossis” therefore do not un-
derstand why the leading media and 
politicians beat the drum for gender 
equality and against normal families, 
give priority to leadership positions for 
women and minority representatives, 
genderise our language and demand 
same-sex marriage. And claim that life 
should not be exhausting (“terrorism of 
achievement”), but fun.

– The East Germans also deplore the 
fact that the decentralised democracy 
that after reunification spread as far as 
to the villages has now been gradual-
ly dismantled: The villages have been 
merged into joint municipalities, and 
the districts into large counties, so that 
especially the rural population in the 
suburbs no longer has a say. It is also a 

fact that, as in Western Germany, func-
tionaries more and more dominate poli-
tics alone, the competences have grown 
from the bottom up into an authoritar-
ian state, and even national democra-
cy is being abandoned in favour of a 
supranational European council sys-
tem (e.g. the unelected commission).  
I often hear, “locally we had more of a 
say even in the GDR than we do today.”

– Perhaps stemming from the former 
capitalism critique, in the East there is 
also much more concern about politi-
cal and association officials acting not 
in the citizens’ interest but in the inter-
est of banks, corporations and interna-
tional ideologues.4 

The warnings of an economist that never 
in history has a fun society survived, that 
the pursuit of ideological goals has al-
ways led to a loss of prosperity, that only 
morality and custom instead of pleas-
ure, only decency instead of freedom of 
movement and family order instead of 
promiscuity have been organising prin-
ciples of long-term societies, this is af-
firmed in the East, but predominantly de-
nied in the West. 

The feeling of the East Germans that 
we are once again heading for a dissolu-
tion, for an end of our social system, is 
a feeling from experience, that the West 
Germans do not have, that they will deny 
and bitterly regret when the current signs 
of dissolution of our Western society and 

economy come to a head in the impend-
ing crash.

In any case, it can be mathematically 
predicted that
– it is not possible to permanently make 

a living from debt rather than from 
achievement,

– unlimited growth of an ever-larger 
number of service recipients at the ex-
pense of fewer and fewer achievers will 
lead to a loss of prosperity, 

– our western yuppie and fun society 
cannot be a model for the future in in-
ternational competition.

– and that all ideologies have so far failed 
economically.5           •

1 König, Herta; Schalck, Alexander. “Geheimdo-
kument an zur voraussichtlichen Entwicklung der 
Verschuldung der DDR” (Secret document for sub-
mission to the Chairman of the State Council on 
the expected development of the GDR’s indebted-
ness). In: Hamer, Eberhard. Ende – Wende – Wied-
eraufbau (End – Turnaround – Reconstruction), 
Mittelstandsinstitut Niedersachsen, 1993

2 Verrechnungsmark – here a currency for the trans-
action of business between FRG and GDR

3 This was the big difference to 1945, when all Nazi 
laws had been abolished and thus there was the 
greatest possible economic freedom. In the mean-
time, however, the West had spent more than 40 
years building up the densest legal network in his-
tory, which brought stumbling blocks and obstacles 
to entrepreneurial activity everywhere.

4 Environmental, gender, diversity or social ideolog-
es

5 The socialist ideologies as well as the nationalist 
ones and probably also “ecology instead of econo-
my”.

” After 1945 and 1989 …” 
continued from page 12

continued on page 14

“Liberty” that takes our freedom
Where are our states being steered? And what is the alternative?

by Karl-Jürgen Müller

Three political decisions in Switzerland 
and the European Union, at first glance 
unrelated, are an occasion to reflect once 
again on the direction to which our states, 
which all call themselves liberal democ-
racies, are actually being steered. And 
what the alternative could be. A pointed 
contribution to the discussion.

“Marriage for All”,  
organ donation and EU chat control

A few weeks ago, Swiss voters approved 
“Marriage for All”. In doing so, they not 
only followed the Swiss parliament, but 
also a general trend in many Western 
countries. “Marriage for All” is an im-
portant piece in a comprehensive trans-
formation programme that promises 
people more “freedom” and “equality”. 
Last but not least, the vote for “Marriage 
for All” serves to consolidate a move-
ment that decades ago called itself “sex-
ual liberation” with the goal to judge 
all possible forms of sexual practices 
as equal and of equal value. People are 
supposed to be “free”, “autonomous” 

and “self-determined” when it comes to 
their sexual orientation. Just as they are 
supposed to be “free” with all their con-
sumption ... and also when it comes to 
their “values”.

But no longer when it comes to their 
own internal organs. Now Switzerland, 
too, wants to turn the current regulation 
upside down with a planned change in the 
law. The current law stipulates that eve-
ryone who wants to do so has to express-
ly declare that he or she will make their 
organs available for transplantation in 
the event of their brain death and before 
these organs die. In future, this “mak-
ing available” is to be obligatory – un-
less it was previously expressly declared 
that one does not agree to this (“objection 
rule”, see also box on page 14). Basical-
ly speaking: The previously fundamental 
and human right to be able to dispose of 
one’s own body would be undermined in 
favour of a potential state power of dis-
posal.

The third example: In the EU countries, 
there is currently a very controversial, but 

also very late discussion of a draft regu-
lation of the EU Commission, according 
to which all providers of e-mail services, 
chat rooms and “social networks” are to 
be compulsorily obliged to scan and store 
all internet communication of all users, 
even without a concrete base for suspi-
cion, and to make it available to the in-
vestigating authorities in the case of (un-
clearly defined) “conspicuous features”. 
The EU Commission and the supporters 
of such an EU regulation claim that this 
would improve the prosecution of inter-
net paedophilia. But experts like the Ger-
man Federal Commissioner for Data Pro-
tection doubt this. The criminal activities 
in question have long since migrated to 
the hardly accessible “darknet”. What re-
mains is comprehensive access to the pri-
vate internet communication of all internet 
users. An FDP member of the EU Parlia-
ment commented critically: “All messages 
on WhatsApp etc. of all citizens would be 
continuously monitored. The digital priva-
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cy of correspondence would de facto be 
dead”.

At the same time  
more libertinage and less freedom

These three current examples are only a 
small selection of what can be observed in 
many areas: Increasing libertinage (“any-
thing goes”) on the one hand is contrast-
ed by increasing state access, surveil-
lance, controls, and sanctions. In case of 
the “Cancel Culture” phenomenon, more 
and more voices are already recognising 
this: Here, in the name of “freedom” and 
“equality”, restrictions and discrimina-
tion are spreading. However, broadening 
the perspective and making the connec-
tion between libertinage and an actual in-
crease in un-freedom the topic is not yet 
done often.

This would involve taking a closer look 
at the essence of libertinage. Is it really 
about more freedom and equality? Or is 
it not rather about a targeted and compre-
hensive deconstruction seeking to destroy 
everything that should be remembered not 
only traditionally but also in terms of nat-
ural law and anthropology as the “conditio 
humana” and that makes freedom possible 
in the first place?

Bolshevism and National Socialism
In his speech at this year’s Valdai Dis-
cussion Club (cf. Current Concerns No. 
24 of 11 November), Russian President 
Vladimir Putin drew attention to the fact 
that Russia knows “modern” Western lib-
ertinage from its history: as a component 
of Bolshevik ideology and politics. Al-
ready one of the ideological pioneers of 
Bolshevism, Friedrich Engels, had crit-
icised the bourgeois family as a histori-

cally conditioned and ultimately obsolete 
institution of the capitalist system in his 
1884 paper “The Origin of the Family, 
Private Property and the State”. Numer-
ous Bolshevik attempts to create a “new 
Man” in the Soviet Union followed this 
and other ideological themes.

One can add that German Nation-
al Socialism also had similar ideolog-
ical offsets. The following quotation 
from Adolf Hitler is well known: “In my 
order castles a youth will grow up, to 
scare the world. I want a violent, dom-
ineering, intrepid, cruel youth. Youth 
must all that be. It has to bear pain. 
There must be nothing weak and affec-
tionate in it. The free, marvellous pred-
ator must flash again out of their eyes. 
Strong and beautiful I want my youth. I 
will allow training them in all physical 
education. I want an athletic youth. That 
is the first and most important. That is 
how I will eradicate thousands of years 
of human domestication. In this way, I 
have the pure, noble material of nature 
before me. This is how I will create the 
new. I do not want an intellectual educa-
tion. With knowledge I spoil my youth. I 
would prefer to let them learn only what 
they, following their play instinct, free-
ly and willingly acquire. But they must 
learn control. They should learn to de-
feat the fear from death in the most dif-
ficult tests. This is the stage of heroic 
youth. From it grows the stage of the free 
man, man who is the measure and centre 
of the world, the creative man, the God-
man. In my order castles, the beautiful, 
self-commanding God-man will stand as 
a cultic image and prepare the youth for 
the coming stage of masculine maturity 
[...]”. (Emphasis km)

An attack on all natural  
and evolved human relationships …

More generally speaking, systems of 
unfreedom must, to build up and main-
tain their power, undermine and destroy 
all natural and evolved personal rela-
tionships and bonds that make real per-
sonality building and personality devel-
opment possible in the first place, and 
turn the atomised people into mentally 
weakened subjects who follow the will 
of power.

… and the war course
What is the point of all this? Probably 
the most important building block should 
be pointed out here. “Americans and the 
world benefit when pragmatists and cool-
headed power politicians from the Mach-
iavelli school are in charge in the White 
House, the Pentagon and the State De-
partment.” This quote does not come 
from an extremist corner, but from a 
guest commentary in the “Neue Zürcher 

Zeitung” of 8 November 2021. The sub-
ject of the article was the increasing con-
frontation of the “West” with China. The 
author is a long-time NZZ correspondent 
in various East Asian states. And indeed, 
the question is justified: how much free-
dom and democracy can governments on 
a war course allow? And what are these 
governments aiming at with their course 
of war?

Just a Russian alternative concept?
The Russian President has formulated an 
alternative concept: “The second point I 
would like to draw your attention to is 
the scale of change that forces us to act 
extremely cautiously, if only for reasons 
of self-preservation. The state and soci-
ety must not respond radically to quali-
tative shifts in technology, dramatic en-
vironmental changes or the destruction 
of traditional systems. It is easier to de-
stroy than to create, as we all know. [...] 
Revolutions are not a way to settle a cri-
sis but a way to aggravate it. No revolu-
tion was worth the damage it did to the 
human potential. [...] The importance of 
a solid support in the sphere of morals, 
ethics and values is increasing dramat-
ically in the modern fragile world. [...] 
Now, when the world is going through a 
structural disruption, the importance of 
reasonable conservatism as the founda-
tion for a political course has skyrocket-
ed – precisely because of the multiply-
ing risks and dangers, and the fragility 
of the reality around us. [...] This con-
servative approach is not about an igno-
rant traditionalism, a fear of change or a 
restraining game, much less about with-
drawing into our own shell. It is primarily 
about reliance on a time-tested tradition, 
the preservation and growth of the popu-
lation, a realistic assessment of oneself 
and others, a precise alignment of priori-
ties, a correlation of necessity and possi-
bility, a prudent formulation of goals, and 
a fundamental rejection of extremism as 
a method. And frankly, in the impending 
period of global reconstruction, which 
may take quite long, with its final design 
being uncertain, moderate conservatism 
is the most reasonable line of conduct, as 
far as I see it. It will inevitably change at 
some point, but so far, do no harm – the 
guiding principle in medicine – seems to 
be the most rational one. Noli nocere [do 
no harm], as they say.”

Vladimir Putin has spoken about 
his country as Russian President. But 
wouldn’t it also be worth thinking seri-
ously about these passages in our coun-
tries? – And about the question of what 
freedom means in view of the social na-
ture of human beings, their unique indi-
viduality, their ability to reason and their 
emotionality. •

”‘Liberty’ that takes our freedom” 
continued from page 13

Referendum against the 
new Transplantation Act

mw. On 1 October 2021, the Swiss Par-
liament amended the Transplantation 
Act (on the Transplantation of Organs, 
Tissues and Cells) according to a “objec-
tion rule” [The objection rule refers to 
a rule according to which consent to a 
decision is deemed to have been given 
if the person concerned does not ex-
plicitly object]. A referendum has been 
launched against the revision of the act 
by various parties and citizens’ groups 
under the title “No to organ donation 
without explicit consent”. The referen-
dum deadline is 20 January 2022, and 
signatures must be submitted by 5 Jan-
uary. You can find the signature sheets 
(in German) under: 

https://polit-plattform.ch/project/
referendum-nein-zur-organspende- 
ohne-explizite-zustimmung/
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continued on page 16

“I had to get along with them”
Gontran de Poncins’ “Kabloona”

by Moritz Nestor

“Kabloona” is the word of the Eskimos of 
the Arctic for the “civilised” whites. The 
French ethnologist Gontran de Poncins, 
whose real name was Jean-Pierre Gon-
tran de Montaigne, Vicomte de Poncins, 
i.e., a descendant of the great European 
pedagogue Michel de Montaigne (1533–
1592), wrote down the wonderful trave-
logue “Kabloona” in 1938. He had lived 
among Eskimos for two years. Like one 
of their own. 

“Kabloona” tells of how, in a few 
months, Frenchman Poncin manages to 
shed the civilisational habits of millennia 
and live with the polar natives, at a nor-
mal temperature of forty degrees cold and 
a diet of snow water, raw iced fish and 
seal meat. The book is a gripping account 
of a journey into the Ice Age, the story of 
the collision of two worlds and ways of 
thinking. Gontran de Poncins does not 
lose himself in conjecture and reflection: 
He presents facts, conscientiously records 
what he experienced, and reports obser-
vations and experiences from the lives of 
these people.

The most difficult thing for the Europe-
an nobleman Gontran de Poncins, howev-
er, was not the privations at forty degrees 
below zero, but “the Eskimo way of think-
ing. You couldn’t get along with them un-
less you tried to communicate with them 
in their own language; and I wasn’t a tour-
ist for whom these are trivial things, but I 
was dependent on the help of the Eskimos. 
I had to get along with them.” (p. 10) What 
a humane frame of mind: we humans have 
to get along. What kind of world would it 
be today, one thinks involuntarily in view 
of this attitude of the French ethnologist, 
which runs through his travelogue like a 
red thread, if we Europeans had been able 
to live this basic human attitude instead 
of “discovering”, “christianising” and 

“civilising” other continents, cultures and 
"wild" peoples for centuries – and today 
“democratising” and bombing and starv-

ing them in the name of human 
rights! 

The human attitude of this 
ethnologist from the year 1938 
actually applies to the encoun-
ter with every human being! 
One cannot get along with any 
human being, with any people 
and with any culture, to say it 
in the words of Poncin, “un-
less one tried to communicate 
with them in their own way of 
expression”! The extreme con-
ditions of the inhospitable ice 
desert of the Arctic exert a par-
ticularly high pressure on the 
people who want to (survive) 
live in it. So that, one would 

like to think, Gontran de Poncins was 
left with not much more than the insight: 
“[...] I was dependent on the help of the 
Eskimos. I had to get along with them.” 
But it was not the external pressure of 
the inhospitable icy desert that ultimate-
ly pushed the French ethnologist to this 
equal peaceful attitude toward a foreign 
culture. Gontran de Poncins describes 
that the decisive thing was the work on 
himself and the change of his inner atti-
tude. For the priests, trappers and hunt-
ers, who at that time had to survive under 
the same extreme climatic conditions as 
the ethnologist, he describes, the Eski-
mos were “without exception all ‘worth 
nothing’”. These whites, calling them-
selves civilised and Christians, “live 
the life of the Eskimos, but only up to a 

The deep back-sack. “You have to go up to her and take her hand. Her eyes will 
shine with joy, she will bend one shoulder and give a slight jerk; the child will be half 
torn out of the back-sack; the child will fall half out of the back-sack; and this little 

figure will hold out her hands.”  
(Caption and picture from the book by Gontran de Poncins. Kabloona)
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”‘I had to get along with them’” 
continued from page 15

“Europeans who preach so well and act so badly”
by Fridtjof Nansen

mn. The Norwegian polar explorer and 
later Nobel Peace Prize winner Fridt-
jof Nansen also lived for a time among 
the Eskimos of Greenland. He described 
their culture in detail in his moving book 
“Eskimo Life”. 

“Rarely or never does a quarrel occur. 
The Greenlanders cannot afford to 
waste time in wrangling amongst them-
selves; the struggle to wring from nature 
the necessities of life, […] is there hard-
er than anywhere else, and therefore 
this little people have agreed to carry it 
on without needless dissensions. […] his 
first social law is to help his neighbour. 
Upon it, and upon their habit of cling-
ing together through good and ill, de-
pends the existence of the little Green-
land community. A hard life has taught 
the Eskimo that however capable he may 
be, and able as a rule to look after him-
self, there may come times when with-
out the help of his fellow-men he would 
have to go to the wall; therefore, it is 
best to help others. ‘Therefore, all things 
whatsoever ye would that men should 
do to you, do ye even so to them’—this 
commandment, one of the first and 
most important of Christianity, Nature 
itself has instilled into the Greenland-
er, and he always acts up to it, […]. Hos-
pitality to strangers is a no less binding 
law among the Eskimos than helpfulness 
to neighbours.  […]

The fact that some wallow in abun-
dance while others suffer hardship, as 
happens every day in European society, 
is unthinkable among the Eskimos […]. 
[…] In their dealings they are peaceful 
and benevolent. Their language does 
not know any swear words. Fighting and 
brutalities of that sort, as before-men-
tioned, are unknown among them, and 
murder is very rare. They hold it atro-
cious to kill a fellow-creature; there-
fore, war is in their eyes incomprehensi-
ble and repulsive, a thing for which their 
language has no word; and soldiers and 
officers, brought up to the trade of kill-
ing, they regard as mere butchers.

This is how the Europeans came. 
Without knowing the people and 
what they needed, they assumed with-
out further ado that they needed to 
be improved from the ground up. They 
[…] interfered with the old livelihoods 
everywhere and at the same time de-
stroyed the healthy livelihoods of the 
Eskimos with the old, balance-keep-
ing system. And [...] [they] showered 
the ‘savages’ with the ‘blessings of cul-
ture’ – starting with coffee, tobacco 
and brandy. […]

What misfortune we have not 
brought upon them with our money! 
If they now possess more than the mo-
ment demands, the temptation becomes 
too great for them to sell the surplus to 
the Europeans instead of giving it, as be-
fore, to the neighbour in need. In this 
way, we Christians destroy their self-sac-
rificing charity instead of developing it. 
[…]

In one fell swoop we gave them a 
completely new religion, broke their re-
spect for the old customs and traditions, 
without, of course, being able to give 
them new ones in return; it did not even 
occur to them that this people was more 
Christian at heart than themselves and 
had carried out the Christian doctrine 
of love quite differently than any ‘Chris-
tian’ nation. […] 

We found a people highly gifted by 
nature, living well and standing on a 
high moral plane in spite of its faults. But 
with our cultural work, our mission and 
factory goods, we have brought its ma-
terial conditions, its morals and its com-
munity order into sad decay – and now 
it seems doomed. […] Is not the fruit of 
contact with Europeans and missionaries 
the same everywhere? What has become 
of the Indians, of the formerly proud 
Mexicans, of the highly gifted Incas in 
Peru? […] And Africa? […] We speak un-
abashedly of the ‘blessings of Christiani-
ty and civilisation’ that we want to bring 
them. […] We recognise the same race 
[meaning the Europeans] that – when 
China wanted to defend itself against 

the corrosive poison of opium – forced 
it with bloody warfare to open its ports 
to the opium trade so that the Europe-
ans could pocket huge fortunes, while 
state and society in China were un-
dermined. […] The Greenlanders look 
down contemptuously on the stupid, 
self-important Europeans, who preach 
so beautifully and act so badly, and who 
understand nothing at all about […] 
everything that is important for their 
lives. […] It is certainly a nice thought 
to want to help these poor savages 
whom one has never seen and whose 
need one does not know; but [...] why 
then not begin with the next ones; and 
if all here [in Europe] were helped in 
our own house, then perhaps we could 
investigate whether there are also peo-
ple in other places who need our help. 
[…] Shall our eyes never be awakened 
to what we are doing? Will not all true 
humanitarians from pole to pole soon 
rise up in scathing protest against this 
evil, against this high-handed, scandal-
ous treatment of people of other races, 
other faiths and other cultures? There 
will come a time when our children 
and our children's children will judge 
us harshly. […] Then morality will have 
developed to such an extent that only 
capable and well-equipped people will 
be allowed to first carefully empathise 
with the life and culture of a foreign 
people in order to investigate whether 
they need our support and in what way 
we can best serve them in this case. […] 
And that one leaves a people alone in 
peace when it becomes apparent that 
one can do nothing of value. […] I had 
to ease my conscience; it was my sa-
cred duty to make my small contribu-
tion. […] My only hope is that my rep-
utation may awaken feeling here and 
there for the Eskimos and compassion 
for their fate.”

Source: Fridtjof Nansen. Eskimo Leben  
(Eskimo Life), 17th edition 2014  

ISBN 978-3-9561-0279-0

Translated from the German book  
by Current Concerns

point. They travel on sledges, haul fish 
from under the ice, wear furs, and build 
snow houses (igloos), though rarely. 
But into the spiritual Eskimo world they 
never ever penetrate.” Between them and 
the Frenchman there is “the essential dif-
ference that I had come here to penetrate 
a world which was indifferent to them 
[the Kabloonas].” (p. 21f.) 

Thus, this book is much more than 
the truly grippingly written travelogue 
of a Frenchman on the eve of World 
War II. It contains a wealth of descrip-
tions of inner learning processes. They 

also make the book a lively educational 
book: a European nobleman – standing 
for all of us “Kabloonas” – faces the task 
of an inner confrontation with himself 
and his own cultural prejudices while 
getting to know another culture. He 
overcomes the high horse of the conceit-
ed, who can approach other cultures at 
most as a “tourist” and who is not inter-
ested in the intellectual world of people 
who are foreign to him. Thus, Kabloo-
na also reads as an educational novel for 
learning to live peace and understand-
ing among cultures. At the beginning of 
World War II, a small light of peace in 
difficult times. And a worthy homage to 

the attitude of tolerance of Poncins’ fa-
mous forefather Michel de Montaigne, 
who once admonished that only by em-
pathising with others would people be 
able to truly understand not only their 
own being, but also that of others. While 
the Anglo-American power elites are 
pushing ahead with nuclear armament 
at a breath-taking pace, thus threaten-
ing and terrifying the world, the human-
istic ethos of the two Montaignes from 
“old Europe” immortalised in “Kabloo-
na”, which those terror-spreading sim-
ple-minded power elites derisively dis-
miss, is more urgent today than ever:  
“I had to get along with them.” •
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Bringing peoples together  
through dialogue –reality or illusion? 

by Professor Dr Stanislas Bucyalimwe Mararo (DR Kongo/Belgien)* 

“Bringing peoples together through dia-
logue – reality or illusion?”. Such is the 
title of my contribution to the present dis-
cussions. It is a twenty page draft pro-
duced in a very short period of time and 
which needs, of course, to be improved. 
Nevertheless, I am convinced that it con-
tains comprehensive data on the question 
of international dialogue, a key issue at 
this conference. If, in the end of my pres-
entation, it attracts the attention of some 
of you and helps in raising the level of 
the debate, then, my goal will have been 
achieved.

My presentation is organised as fol-
lows:
– An introduction in which I outline the 

basis for my reflection,
– the main part, my expositions on failed 

dialogues at the local and global levels 
in three sections,

– my personal assessment on the crucial 
issue of dialogue,

– a conclusion in which I indicate that 
dialogue as a means of bringing peo-
ples together is possible and achiev-
able, only at small-scale levels or in 
local conflict settlement, but an illusion 
at global levels or in complex regional 
and international conflicts.

Introduction
My starting point is that some individu-
als, people, states or nations choose vio-
lence and wars to advance their interests 
or solve any problem, conflict against oth-
ers. Instead, others favor dialogue. In this 
regard, nothing is new today; the histo-
ry of mankind has a lot of examples from 
which we can draw insights. 

But, even, the best case of the post-
World War II peace settlement in West-
ern Europe that you know better than my-
self is not free from criticism. For example 
the defeated Germany: Its wounds are still 
there: it was humiliated and put under the 
control of the United States and the Eu-
ropean Union’s machine, at least in mili-
tary matters. 

In addition, Adolf Hitler didn’t fall into 
our lap. He was the product of the Euro-
pean racism that started early before him 
(see the spread of racial superiority, inferi-
ority and eugenics in the 18th and 19th cen-
turies), and continues until now. Can we 
frankly say that he is unique when con-
sidering:

1. What Great Britain and other West-
ern powers did to indigenous peoples 
on different continents; as well as the 
Belgian King Leopold II and Germa-
ny in the former “Congo Free State” 
and Namibia (German South-West 
Africa), how African Americans were 
treated during and after the period of 
slavery;

2. what the Western leaders did in Afri-
ca during the 16th–18th centuries with 
the slave trade, and what – out of sim-
ilar sentiments – has happened in our 
time, for example, in Serbia, Iraq and 
Afghanistan; 

3. and what they are doing in Middle 
East, and in the Africa Great Lakes Re-
gion?

For details, one may read the studies 
below:

Kuljit Kooj Chuhan, “The development of rac-
ist theories and idea”, http://revealinghistories.
org.uk/legacies-stereotypes-racism-and-the-civ-
il-rights-movement/articles/the-development-of-
racist-theories-and-ideas.html

David Olusoga, “The roots of European racism lie 
in the slave trade, colonialism”, in: The Guardian 
of 8 September 2015 

Alex Ross quoted by Jason Kottke in How Ameri-
can Racism Influenced AdolfHitler, 18 June 2020

Adam Hochschild, King Leopold’s Ghost. A Story 
of Greed, Terror and Heroism in Colonial Afri-
ca,1998

Joël Kotek, “Le génocide des Herero, symptôme 
d’un Sonderweg allemand ?”, in: Revue d’Histoire 
de la Shoah 2008/2 (N° 189), pp. 177–219; “Le 
premier génocide du XXe siècle fut perpétré à 
partir de 1904 dans la colonie allemande du Sud-
Ouest africain. Il entraîna la mort d’environ 75 
000 personnes”, cited in Pierre Ancery, “Le gé-
nocide des Héréros”, in: Echo de Presse of 8 Sep-
tember 2020

“Serbian Genocide Hidden History. The Yugoslav 
Wars: Story of Serbian Genocide Still Remains 
Untold”, in: Genocide/Hololcaust/Hidden History 
of 17 August 2015

Keith Snow, The Plunder and Depopulation of 
Central Africa: The Politics of Genocide, White 
Supremacy, Ideology and Political Control, 4 
March 2012

Ian Douglas, Abdul Ilah Albayaty, Hana Al 
Bayaty, “US Genocide in Iraq”

The Story of Genocide in Afghanistan, 
https://publishing.cdlib.org/ucpressebooks/
view?docId=ft7b69p12h&chunk

The Genocide of the Palestinian People: An Inter-
national Law and Human Rights Perspective, 25 
August , 2016

Syria: Timeline of War and Genocide – The 
TRUTH SOURCE, 6 April 2017 

Finally, the collusion between the Nazi re-
gime and some Zionist leaders from 1933 
to 1945 is often hidden or underscored. 
The official narratives about the Holo-
caust give the impression that there are 
some individuals who hold the monop-
oly of truth on the complexity of World 

War II, while others are muzzled or being 
forced to constantly self-censor. Why such 
intellectual intolerance or narrative con-
trol? This is the big question.

Even if his article refers to the manip-
ulative character of reports on the Iraq 
war, “What If There Were No Official 
Narratives?” (media, 2018), Caitlin John-
son points to a situation which also has 
a meaningful significance in this specific 
case: “After the mass media’s complicity 

* Lecture “Mut zur Ethik” – Annual Conference: 
“The bonum commune in relations between people, 
nations and states: Solving problems and conflicts 
with dignity – with one another rather than against 
one another” 3–5 September 2021 in Sirnach (TG).

pk. Grown up as a simple farmer’s son 
in the hilly region of North Kivu, Stan-
islas Bucyalimwe Mararo overcame, still 
in Mobutu times, all the hurdles of a 
then extremely difficult university ca-
reer. After graduation, this was inter-
rupted by doctorate and post-doctor-
ate semesters at American universities. 
During his many years of teaching at 
higher education institutes of the Kivu, 
Stanislas Bucyalimwe Mararo continued 
his research on the subject to which his 
dissertation was already dedicated: the 
harmful influences of foreign interests 
on his homeland. His clear language 
created for him an increasingly brazen 
opponency. 

When, in autumn 1996, the murder-
ous mercenary hordes of AFDL under 
the straw man Laurent Desiré Kabila 
first captured Goma, then Bukavu and 
specifically detained the Congolese 
patriots or killed them on open streets 
(such as the courageous Archbishop 
Christophe Munzihirwa, revered by the 
people of Kivu, see box on p. 22) it was 
reported to Bucyalimwe that his name 
was the second (next to the archbish-
op) on their death lists. This was fol-
lowed by six months hiding in the AFDL 
occupied Bukavu, then a long escape, 
which finally led him to Antwerp. Here 
he worked at the Research Institute of 
the Great African Lakes Region (Univer-
sity of Antwerp) where he built up his 
second scientific existence. 

Numerous studies, research reports 
and analyses are proof of his now 
worldwide respected (and feared by his 
opponents) publications on the current 
state of the suffering of his homeland.
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in selling the Iraq invasion to the West-
ern world, we should have seen scores 
of people fired and changes put in place 
to prevent such unforgivable complicity 
from ever occurring again. Instead, no 
changes whatsoever were made to ensure 
that news media outlets never facilitate 
another disaster at the hands of secre-
tive government agencies, and now these 
same outlets are allowed to promote 
world-shaping narratives on no eviden-
tiary basis beyond ‘It’s true because we 
said so’. There’s a consensus, agreed-up-
on narrative about what’s going on in the 
world that is advanced by all mass media 
outlets regardless of what political sector 
those outlets market themselves to. Ex-
actly what should be done about individ-
ual events and situations might vary a bit 
from pundit to pundit and outlet to outlet, 
but the overall "how it is" narrative about 
what’s happening is the same across the 
board. This is the official narrative, and 
the plutocrat-owned media/political class 
has full control over it. We all know the 
official narratives, right? The US and its 
allies are good, (those on the other side of 
spectrum) are bad guys”.

In such conditions, dark sides remain 
in the official narratives on World War II. 
The title of Eddy Bauer’s book, “Histoire 
controversée de la deuxieme guerre mon-
diale, 1939-1945” is a case to the point.1

The problem of the countries of the 
South lies elsewhere. They became [dur-
ing the Cold War] the battleground of the 
Western powers’ wars [which were often 
run “hot” and not “cold” there]; as it was 
the case in the DRC in the early 1960’s 
and in the wake of the 1989 dismantling 
of the Berlin Wall and the 1991 Opera-
tion Desert Storm and revival of the New 
World Order by President George Bush 
father under the flag of the Twenty First 
American Century (PNAC), project of 
worldwide hegemonic wars. The follow-
ing documentations are worth mentioning: 

The Project for the New American Century 
(PNAC); 

Patrick J. Buchanan, Where the Right Went 
Wrong. How the Neoconservatives Subverted the 
Reagan Revolution and Hijacked the Bush Presi-
dency. Macmillan Audio, 8 September 2004

Pierre Hillard, La marche irrésistible du nouvel 
ordre mondial. L'oeil F.x. De Guibert, May 2015. 

The PNAC, a so-called non-profit organi-
sation, stated that “American leadership is 
good both for America and for the world”, 
and sought to build support for “a Reagan-
ite policy of military strength and moral 
clarity”. What kind of arrogance and self-
proclaimed mission in world affairs! One 
says that the evil lies in the details, and 
this is not different. 

These are some reasons which lead me 
to be cautious or, even, skeptical about au-

tomatically praising dialogue among the 
unequal.

Local, regional and  
international failed dialogues 

I selected six compelling cases to support 
my assertion. The first three cases are pre-
sented separately while the last three ones 
are combined because they have key com-
mon elements.

Case 1:
The failure of the North-South dialogue
“The North-South dialogue refers to 
the process through which the develop-
ing and newly independent nations of the 
‘third world’, predominantly in Asia, Af-
rica, and Latin America, engaged the in-
dustrialised countries of North America 
and Western Europe in negotiations over 
changes to the international econom-
ic system during the 1970s”. The pro-
fessed objective of such a dialogue was 
to find common grounds in understand-
ing the economic gap between the North 
and the South and the ways of closing it. 
This objective was epitomised in these 
words: “partnership in their co-opera-
tion” (Céline Lemme and Franck Signo-
ret, “Partenariat Nord-Sud à l’épreuve au 
quotidien. Une dynamique riche, com-
plexe, aux multiples facettes”, in: Site 
Acodev, February 2016.) 

But, the results were not encouraging: 
the gap remained unchanged. Writing in 
1984, Robert L. Rothstein already under-
lined the North- South dialogue’s fail-
ure to establish a New Economic Order 
as they have intended to do in the early 
1970s; instead, he adds, they succeeded 
only in reaching a few cosmetic agree-
ments (as with the Common Fund), while 
simultaneously wasting scarce resources 
and increasing cynicism and indifferences 
among many of the participants.

Later studies by Alexander Nnnaeme-
ka Aegbaenyi and Michael Chedebe Oddih 
(2012), Richard Sokolsky and Daniel R. 
Depetris (2019) and Dick Uduma (2019) 
didn’t contradict him. Their studies point-
ed to the persistence of the North-South 
divide because of strong ideological, polit-
ical, economic and cultural barriers. This 
keeps the system of dependence alive, in-
stead of establishing a partnership of mu-
tual advantages for both the North and the 
South; in other words, the global environ-
ment is a great burden for the countries in 
the South. In today’s “Françafrique” and 
the deadly competition between the West/
USA and Russia/China in Africa are the 
yardstick of this iniquitous system.  

Even worse is the global poverty in the 
South, centre of raw materials without 
which the Western industries would drasti-
cally suffer. In order to keep them running, 
the developed powers keep the control 
over the South through unequal agree-

ments on cooperation, unending violenc-
es and wars. In other words, the South’s 
poverty or underdevelopment feeds the 
North’s development. The documentary 
“Coltan du Sang” [it shows the Situation 
in Eastern DRC] is a textbook case. Thus, 
I do believe that the word “unequal devel-
opment”, key concept in the dependency 
school of thought doesn’t express well this 
sad reality.

Case 2: 
The failure of the socialist/communist-
capitalist dialogue
In the West, the “Russophobia” and the 
“Chinaphobia” is a reality; the anti-West 
resentment is also too strong in Russia and 
China. The end of the Cold War that we 
have been told since the fall of the Berlin 
Wall in 1989 is an empty rhetoric. Hate 
and the war between the two camps con-
tinue in many ways. And the US strug-
gle for a “full spectrum dominance” (title 
of William Engdahl’s 2009 book) in the 
so-called New World Order or new wave 
of globalisation (Pierre Hillard, 2014). 
In this fierce competition for world he-
gemony and the control of the South’s re-
sources, war is a priority; peace, stability, 
freedom and democracy are sacrificed or 
meaningless.

Karl-Jürgen Müller (2021) recently 
stresses this unfortunate move from an-
other perspective when he writes: “The 
past decades have shown, however, that in 
particular the binding force of law in in-
ternational relations has suffered greatly. 
And one must add that those states which 
have committed substantial breaches 
of law in the process were the USA and 
other member states of NATO, states that 
today supposedly have stepped up to de-
fend freedom and to protect democracy. 
In addition, breaking the law in interna-
tional relations, for example waging a war 
of aggression in violation of internation-
al law, also has negative consequences for 
the freedom and democracy within a state. 
A policy of confrontation shuns freedom 
and democracy.” (Current Concerns No. 
16 of 21 July 2021)

The different discussions on the disar-
mament, the promotion of rule of law and 
democracy in the world are the so-called 
détente achieved little things as the arms 
race continues (the annual increase in 
weaponry budget in US, China and Rus-
sia is a good example), the global securi-
ty is daily threatened, totalitarian democ-
racies are growing and most of societies 
within some powerful countries are being 
militarised (the war on the so-called 
global terrorism, domestic terrorism and 
the censorship of speech and information 
by the big tech, for example, are under-
mining the US traditional values). And 
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yet, the mantra of American ideologues 
and militarists is to fight for democracy, 
a safe world, a world freedom. In fact, 
most of American elites constantly repeat 
it like robots and following the 1845 fa-
mous “Manifest Destiny Doctrine”. What 
a joke! What a lie! In this framework, a 
handful faction of  American leaders is 
reviving the old “big stick policy”, even 
within the United States.

However, despite these rivalries and 
frequent open conflicts, there is a com-
mon denominator between both camps: 
they are run by criminal globalists who 
share interests and they resort to assassi-
nations to subdue leaders in the South who 
refuse to comply with the North’s diktats. 
More than 30 African heads of states and 
political leaders have been assassinated in 
this process since the 1960s and their kill-
ers, the Western leaders continue to enjoy 
impunity. So, there is a strong feeling that 
the International Criminal Court at the 
Hague was established only for the lead-
ers of the South. The domination and the 
exploitation of the peoples of the South is 
another common denominator between 
the two camps. We often hear the slogan 
of protecting Western common interest 
when wars break up in different regions of 
world. What does this mean to the South? 
Sufferings!

Case 3 
The failure of the Israel-Palestinian dia-
logue
The 2 November 1917 Balfour declara-
tion, the 1933 transfer agreement, the 
Nazi-Zionist collusion between 1933 and 
1945, the 29 November 1947 United Na-
tions’ Partition of Palestine into Separate 
Jewish and Palestinian States, and 1948 
US decisions on Palestine are both the 
prelude to and the proof of the respon-
sibility of the West (Great Britain, Ger-
many, the United States, and the United 
Nations mainly) in fuelling the drama of 
Middle East. Put it differently, the pro-
cess which led to the establishment of 
the state of Israel and this establishment 
itself drew the whole Middle East into 
unending violence and armed conflicts; 
the Palestinian issue being at the heart 
for this drama. The fact that the Western 
powers side unconditionally behind the 
post-1948 governments of Israel doesn’t 
help at all. 

Failing to recognise the Israel and the 
West factors in this drama and to take 
them into account in search for peace and 
stability simply means to  manage the sta-
tus quo. The failure of the Israeli-Palestin-
ian dialogue stems mainly from this omis-
sion.

Jewish immigration to historical Palestine, 
https://www.cjpme.org/fs_181

“Historical Timeline: 1900-Present.History of the 
Israeli-Palestinian Conflict”, https://israelipales-
tinian.procon.org/historical-timeline-1900-pre-
sent; retrieved 15 October 2021

“Zionist and Palestinian Arab attitudes before 
1948”, https://religion.wikia.org/wiki/Zionist_
and_Palestinian_Arab_attitudes

“The Nakba didn’t end in 1948”, in: Al Jazeera’s 
Weekly News, 23, 2017

Let me go straight to key facts sup-
porting such an argument. Despite all 
the talks sponsored by the West (Camp 
David Accord in 1978; Madrid Confer-
ence in 1991, Oslo Accord I 1993, He-
bron Accord in 1997; Wye River Memo-
randum in 1998; Camp David Summit in 
2000; Taba Summit in 2001; Beirut Sum-
mit in 2002; The Road Map for peace in 
2003; Geneva accord in 2003; Annapo-
lis Conference in 2007; Proximity talks 
in 2010; and the Israeli-Palestinian peace 
talks continue up to now, always under 
the supervision of Israel’s best ally, the  
United States), the deadlock is total and 
hope of a two states solution is severely 
compromised. In other words, 43 years of 
peace talks (1978–2021) led nowhere. A 
few years ago, the Fatah was considered 
as the big problem in the peace talks; 
today, it is the Hamas which, by the way, 
was initially supported by Israel against 
the Fatah and is a small threat in front 
of the Israeli military might. Where lies 
the truth? The truth of matter is that the 
zionist project of making Israel a Jewish 
state, establishing a Great Israel reach-
ing from the Mediterranean Sea to the 
Tigris-Euphrates rivers or the borders of 
Iran, and working to be and remain the 
unique superpower in Middle East as the 
United States is trying to do in the world 
is, in my view; the biggest obstacle to 
peace and reconciliation.

Cases 4, 5 and 6 
The failure of dialogues in Rwanda, DRC 
and Ivory Coast
Although having historical roots, the 
crises of the three countries took a dra-
matic step following recent wars spon-
sored by foreign forces, namely the Unit-
ed States, Great Britain, Israel, Tanzania, 
Uganda and Burundi in Rwanda between 
1990 and 1994 in Rwanda, the same for-
eign powers and Rwanda in Zaire between 
1996 and 2002, France, the United States 
and Burkina Faso in Ivory Coast between 
2002 and 2011. In the three cases, the 
United Nations, respectively the MINU-
AR/UNAMIR, MONUC/MONUC and 
ONUCI) sided with these foreigner pow-
ers.

These foreign powers used the Tutsi 
in both Rwanda and Zaire and the Burki-
nabe in Ivory Coast to advance their impe-
rial interests. But, domestically these wars 
of external origin set the Tutsi (nilotics) 
against the Hutu (bantu) in Rwanda, and 
against the Congolese (bantu) in Zaire and 

the Burkinabe against the autochthons in 
Ivory Coast.

The same foreign powers which fuelled 
the ethnic conflicts came in as peace mak-
ers; they imposed peace talks and agree-
ments which, in the end, put their mer-
cenaries in dominant position in the 
so-called post-conflict context. This is 
how the reconciliation was trapped in the 
three cases.

In post-1994 Rwanda referred to often 
as a Tutsi/RPF2 Rwanda, the New Isra-
el in central Africa established an apart-
heid rule in which the Hutu have no say 
at all. Even the Tutsi who escaped geno-
cide in 1994 are being harassed, killed. 
One way out in the view of some Hutu 
and Tutsi who were inside Rwanda be-
fore the 1990 invasion is to topple by 
any means the RPF from power and keep 
them out in any future government. Most 
of the RPF’s members came from Ugan-
da and are composed of foreigners. The 
general feeling among honest Rwandans 
is that these invaders and occupiers have 
no love for Rwanda and the Rwandan 
people; they only came in with the in-
tent to kill and loot. They went too far in 
their crimes so that it is too hard for them 
to change for the good. In the end, their 
criminal behavior is bringing some Hutu 
and Tutsi3 more close together again, an 
unexpected or unintended outcome of the 
war in Rwanda.

In post 2002 Zaire (renamed DRC in 
July 1997), the implementation of the 
July 1999 Lusaka Peace Agreement, the 
April 2002  Sun-City, and the  December 
2002 Pretoria peace agreements  consoli-
dated Rwanda and Tutsi positions of the 
tutsisation of the DRC’s institutions. The 
February 2015 document of Honoré Ng-
banda, “Enquête sur le fonctionnement 
de l’infilration et du fonctionnement du 
système d’occuption de la RDC par le 
Rwanda”4 is so clear that it requires no 
comment. As I clearly demonstrated in 
my 2009 study, the so-called “Preven-
tion of Tutsi genocide by the Interna-
tional Community in the DRC” is both 
dangerous and a humanitarian hypocri-
sy. How can it protect the gang of crimi-
nals, here the Tutsi occupiers of the coun-
try? Let me recall that before 1990, the 
Tutsi enjoyed more privileges than other 
ethnic groups (with the exception of the 
Ngbandi, President Mobutu’s own ethnic 
group). Even after 1990, the Tutsi suf-
fered less that any other ethnic group in 
the country. In short, as a result of war 
and false peace talks, the Congolese were 
driven into a new era of recolonisation 
by the “Tutsi Without Borders”, the first 
one having started with the assassination 
of Prime-Minister Lumumba and the na-
tionalist leaders in 1961. All these events 
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fuelled an anti-Tutsi hatred which will 
last long or may lead, in the near or later 
future, to an unpredictable drama.

In post-2011 Ivory Coast, the im-
plementation of the January 2002 Mar-
cousis, the April 2005 Pretoria and the 
March 2007 Ouagadougou peace talks 
and agreements consolidated the po-
sitions of the Burkinabe around Alas-
sane Dramane Ouattara (the man of the 
World Bank and the puppet of French oli-
garchs). Today, President Ouattara has no 
chance in bringing peace and stability in 
the country. The persecution of President 
Gbagbo’s followers and the ones of Guil-
laume Soro, his former key ally in the anti-
President Gbagbo war continues. Instead, 
he is struggling to hang on power by any 
means, specially using massive corrup-
tion and assassination; his humiliating at-
tempt to play France’s game in the crisis 
of Mali has also earned him wrath and ha-
tred of the Panafricanists. As a leader, he 
has no credibility in Ivory Coast and in 
many other African counties; his ability 
to reconcile the people of Ivory Coast is 
in question. In reality, his shine is crum-
bling in the eyes of many; he is increas-
ingly becoming a problem for France’s 
role in West African countries. In the end, 
both Ouattara and his godfather France, 
are on the edge of paying the cost of their 
bad deeds as nationalist feelings are grow-
ing in Ivory Coast and in the whole region.

The crucial issue of dialogue 
For a confident or a genuine dialogue to 
succeed, it requires, at least, the follow-
ing conditions:
– honesty and sincerity 
– transparency: the diplomacy which is 

always put forward works against it.
– spirit of good will among all the parties 

to any conflict settlement or expression 
of goodness for the other

– need to put humanity or human rights 
at the centre of concerns, 

– understanding of others’ sufferings, 
feelings, emotions 

– listening to one another, search for un-
derstanding one another

– spirit of openness and reconciliation
– political good will
– avoiding to replace an evil by another
All the peace talks exposed above failed 
because they didn’t meet such conditions. 
Their objectives were not to solve con-
flicts, rather to have an upper hand one 
party over another and vice-versa through 
misleading agreements. This is the rea-
son why, a safe world in which democra-
cy grows, freedom, human rights are pro-
tected elsewhere is undermined, “thanks” 
to the globalists’ agenda, even within the 
so-called the Western democracies. the 
“totalitarian democracy” (words of Wil-
liam Engdahl), is not taking place only in 
the United States. Only a few countries 
like Switzerland still escape this danger-
ous trend. For how long they will remain 
so? Can they sale their model to the rest 

of the world? These are two big and unan-
swered questions today. 

Conclusion 
It is clear that some people are not will-
ing to or will never relinquish their domi-
nance. So, others are designed to contin-
ue to suffer from the latter’s subjugation. 

The motto of the globalists and/or great 
powers is to promote prosperity for them, 
and misery for others (the weak). Who, in 
this room, can forget the crimes committed 
by the US in Iraq? President George Bush, 
Jr decided to invade this country knowing 
that there were no weapons of mass de-
struction as it was claimed in official nar-
ratives and corporate medias. Worse, Iraq’s 
President, Saddam Hussein who served the 
US for long was hanged and the United Na-
tions and its Secretary General, Kofi Annan 
who gave the green light to this invasion 
were awarded with the Nobel Peace Price. 
Here is how today’s world goes!

Because of unbalance of power, the 
powerful always impose the agenda of 
peace talks on the weak and ultimately 
shape their outcome. So, the weak contin-
ue to play the game of dupe.

Dialogue can pay off for all parties to 
the conflicts only at small scale or local 
level conflicts. This is the unquestionable 
reality.

But, it cannot at global levels because 
the weak are always the losers and the 
powerful always the beneficiaries. The il-
lusion is to believe that it can.

Thank you for your attention. •
1 The author mentioned is the Swiss historian Eddy 

Bauer, 1902-1972, professor of history at the Uni-
versity of Neuchâtel and the École polytechnique 
Fédérale, Lausanne. His work on the Second World 
War, published in 1966-1967, is a comprehensive 
seven-volume account.

2 RPF: Rwandian Patriotic Front, French FPR, po-
litical wing of the guerilla formation of the Rwan-
dan Tutsi exiles (RPA), led by the current President 
Paul Kagame, which reclaimed its lost supremacy 
in Rwanda from Uganda in the 1990-1994 war of 
intervention and has maintained its ethnic minor-
ity and one-party political regime in Rwanda ever 
since. (editor’s note)

3 This is often the name given to those Tutsis who re-
mained in the country after Juvénal Habyarimana’s 
(Hutu) coup d'état in 1973, while mainly formerly 
influential Tutsi circles emigrated, a large part to 
Uganda, where many of them militarily supported 
Yoweri Museveni in his guerilla war against Obote. 
This then facilitated for the revanchist Rwandan 
Tutsi exiles in Uganda the establishment of the 
RPF, its exclusive arming as well as its military 
field of operation (all supported by the USA. (edi-
tor’s note)

4 engl. “Enquête sur le fonctionnement de 
l’infilration et du fonctionnement du système 
d’occuption de la RDC par le Rwanda” (Investiga-
tion into the operation of the infiltration and func-
tioning of the system of occupation of the DRC by 
Rwanda); http://www.info-apareco.com/wp-con-
tent/uploads/2017/03/Dossier-Enqute-sur-le-fonc-
tionnement-du-rseau-dinfiltration-et-du-systme-
doccupation.pdf

Word of Thanks
by Professor Dr Stanislas Bucyalimwe Mararo

As we are heading to end of this ses-
sion, I would like to make three com-
ments before addressing some words 
of thanks to “Mut Zur Ethik” on behalf 
of the Congolese people.

The attitude of Hungary and Belarus 
is a good example and a sign of hope in 
fighting for national independence and 
dignity. But, this fight has often a high 
price. For example, in Africa, Presidents 
Thomas Sankara (Burkina Faso), Muam-
mar al-Gaddafi (Libya), Juvénal Habya-
rimana (Rwanda) Laurent-Désré Kabila 
(DRC), Pierre Nkurunziza (Burundi) and 
John Magufuli (Tanzania) were assassi-
nated because they were fighting for 
such a noble cause.

Attacking the messenger instead 
of the signatories of the message be-
came a disgusting tactic. This is the 
reason why leaders like Father Emma-
nuel Seemanpillai (Sri Lanka)1 are mis-
understood or, even, demonised. In his 
homeland, he was called an extremist 

by usurpers of power. When some per-
sons call me “extremist”, my reaction 
is always simple and the same: thanks 
God, I am not called “moderate”.

Another dirty tactic of warmongers 
is inventing enemies or acting under a 
“false flag” to create a casus belli. One 
of the examples mostly referred to is 
the nine-eleven (9/11).

I would like to close not with this, 
but with an expression of thanks.

Since the outbreak of the imperialist 
and racist war in the DRC (then Zaire), 
in the late 1990’s, “Mut Zur Ethik” has 
sided with the Congolese people by 
fighting against lies, disinformation, 
and injustice, providing many kinds of 
assistance, both individually and collec-
tively. 

I would like to thank you very much 
for that.

1 Speaker and panellist at the “Mut zur 
Ethik” Conference 2021 (video link)
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The obsession with domination  
undermines the dialogue of peoples
On the speech of Prof. Dr. Stanislas Bucyalimwe Mararo  

at the annual conference “Mut zur Ethik” 2021
by Peter Küpfer

Many participants of the conference “Mut 
zur Ethik” 2021 might remember the con-
tribution of Professor Stanislas Bucyalim-
we Mararo reprinted in this issue of “Cur-
rent Concerns”. It is a shortened version 
of his lecture written by him for Current 
Concerns. The speaker is a Congolese 
patriot, an impartial historian and polit-
ical scientist committed to the facts, and 
an unwavering defender of human rights, 
which must apply everywhere in the world 
and to all people. His viewpoint is broad, 
his analyse incorruptible, his conclusion 
consistent. Since the presentation re-
quires some knowledge on the recent his-
tory of this giant country in the heart of 
Africa, marked by severe suffering, a few 
facts will be recalled below to illuminate 
this history. A more detailed account of 
the recent history of Congo, especially 
of its population living in an intolerable 
situation in North Kivu to this day, has 
been documented in articles in this news-
paper intermittently, referring to relevant 
sources and documents, many of which 
are taken from Bucyalimwe’s works.1 The 
issues raised reveal the urgency of the 
question that was also the main topic of 
the “Mut zur Ethik” conference: how hu-
manity manages to turn from confronta-
tion to cooperation. Obviously, one of the 
greatest obstacles to such a turn is the de-
lusional idea that the only way to create 
security is from a position of supremacy 
over one’s own fellow human beings. The 
example of Congo shows how much suf-
fering this mania causes.

Still there is another point: in times 
of wars everywhere in the world and the 
“global powers” preparing for a final war 
(we are living in such a time right now), 
the political actions of these great pow-
ers often don’t correspond to their pop-
ulations’ desires. The people want peace 
and humane conditions everywhere in 
the world. Even after murderous territo-
rial wars, like the Second World War, it 
was the initiative of the people who first 
reached out to their former “enemies”. 
The town twinning arrangements that 
have regained so much importance today, 
especially those between German and 
Russian towns, are proof of this. It is this 
“people’s diplomacy” which contributes 
so much to world peace. Real bonds of 
friendship have been forged between peo-
ple who were once bitter enemies on the 
war fronts, often among their children and 
children’s children. We should strengthen 

this bond between people and nations, 
this sort of natural diplomacy of mutual 
exchange and understanding. This is one 
of the ways of releasing the world from 
the obsession of a “politics” based on the 
domination of some peoples over others.

Doubtful “independence” 
Actually, the Democratic Republic of 
Congo’s independence barely lasted 
three weeks. At the independence festiv-
ities of 30 June 1960, at which the only 
truly democratically elected prime minis-
ter to date, Patrice Lumumba, confront-
ed the assembled Belgian festive commu-
nity (in the presence of King Baudouin) 
with the less than festive side of the more 
than 50 years of colonial rule under Bel-
gium demanding that the hitherto exploit-
ers of its mineral resources be forced into 
a legally correct and fair trade, his “liq-
uidisation” was already a decided matter. 
Just three weeks later, the Katangese bil-
lionaire’s son Moïse Tshombe proclaimed 
the independence of the copper province 
of Katanga, and again a few weeks later 
Albert Kalonji proclaimed that of South 
Kasai, where the immense diamond mines 
are located. This was the beginning of the 
four-year chaos that became known as the 
Congo troubles. Six months later, on 16 
January 16 1961, Patrice Lumumba was 

dead, cowardly murdered with the help of 
the CIA and the Belgian army (Ludo de 
Witte, “L’assassinat de Lumumba”, Paris 
2000; title of the English edition: “The 
Assassination of Lumumba”).

Soon again, this actual “shadow cabi-
net”, with its guarantor Mobutu, ruled the 
defenceless state. In 1965, Mobutu Sese 
Seko had taken power in a coup d’état re-
maining there for 32 years. Congo thus 
never had the chance to become what 
it had hoped to be, a truly independent 
state of its own. Mobutu’s dictatorship by 
means of his MPR (Mouvement Populaire 
de la Révolution) unity party was based on 
an unofficial “contract” complied with by 
all parties involved: toleration of Mobu-
tu’s autocracy in exchange for the delivery 
of coveted raw materials on preferential 
terms and the unconditional integration of 
the country into NATO’s geostrategic in-
terests in Africa.

Is that what you call independence? 

New foreign domination
In the last years of the Mobutu dictator-
ship, from 1990 on, the broader political 
context where Mobutu was considered in-
dispensable in African politics was chang-
ing: The Cold War against the Soviet 

View of the large refugee camp of Minova near Goma. After the shelling of these camps 
by AFDL troops in November 1996, hundreds of thousands of desperate people fled 
into the jungle. Hundreds of thousands have disappeared since then. (Picture keystone)
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Union came to an unexpectedly quick end 
after the collapse of the communist East-
ern Bloc. For the United States, which at 
that time considered itself the “sole world 
power”, this meant that the Congo had to 
keep on being unconditionally at the dis-
posal of the United States interests: The 
U.S. did not wait for the Mobutu regime to 
collapse out of its own internal weakness. 
Mobutu had to go and his willing regime 
had to be replaced.

Initially, the U.S. wanted to bring its 
African – now reliably Western-oriented 
model pupil – Yoweri Museveni into play. 
Like his friend and comrade-in-arms Paul 
Kagame (Rwanda), at an early age Mu-
seveni had been trained in all branches of 
modern Marxist guerrilla warfare in the 
Tanzanian cadre school in Dar es Salaam 
(Tanzania) (it dated back to the time of 
the legendary Maoist-inspired neo-Marxist  
Julius Nyerere).

After the collapse of the communist 
Eastern bloc, Museveni had made a spec-
tacular U-turn and became the class leader 
of the “new generation” of American-af-
filiated African autocrats under Reagan’s 
and then Clinton’s reigns. Finally, in 1986 
Museveni with his National Resistance 
Army (NRA) won his long-running jun-
gle war against former Ugandan Presi-
dent Milton Obote with American back-
ing, especially through its high-tech war 
machine and, decisively, with the mili-
tary cooperation of Paul Kagame and his 
Rwandan exiled guerrillas of Tutsi émi-
grés in Uganda. In return, Museveni ap-
pointed Kagame deputy head of Ugan-
da’s domestic intelligence service, which 
provided Kagame with a vast network of 
connections, both open and secret. A few 
years later, while Kagame was establish-
ing in Museveni’s Uganda the revanchist 
guerrilla army of the emigrated Rwandan 

Tutsis, the FPR (Front Populaire Rwan-
dais) – aiming to restore the former rule 
of the Tutsi minority in Rwanda by force 
of arms – the American administration’s 
Congo plans would focus more on this 
young jungle strategist, who had received 
his final training at the elite American mil-
itary academy at Fort Leavenworth before 
becoming head of the FPR. From 1990 
onwards, he launched what was false-
ly called a civil war against the Rwandan 
government of reconciliation under Juvé-
nal Habyarimana with raids on Rwandan 
territory, which the weak Rwandan nation-
al army initially was unable to repel, and 
later was only able to do so gradually. It 
was France to help the troubled Rwandan 
president with military advisors, weapons 
and ammunition.

The “civil war” in  
Rwanda that never was one

The official account of the “new Rwan-
da” paints a propagandistic picture of the 
tragic events of the 1990s that contradicts 
the facts. It is based on the following con-
structs: In Rwanda, after independence 
in 1962, the educated and politico-mili-
tary-social elite of the Tutsi minority (see 
box), had been suppressed. During the 
years of the Rwandan civil war, the ha-
tred of the Hutu majority towards the Tut-
sis was stirred up in the Rwandan media, 
especially on the radio. To make the cam-
el’s back drop, Hutu extremists had made 
an assassination attempt on the moderate 
President Juvénal Habyarimana (Hutu). 

Immediately afterwards, the hordes of the 
Interahamwe (Hutu militia) had system-
atically attacked the Tutsi population in 
pogroms and, according to a deadly sys-
tem, had killed them by the hundreds of 
thousands in the open streets. Only when 
the Tutsi guerrilla army (FPR) under Paul 
Kagame conquered Kigali in July 1994 
and when he took over the government a 
stop was put to the killing.

This picture is contradicted by a whole 
number of meanwhile well-document-
ed facts. The murderous rampage of the 
Hutu against the Tutsi domestic popula-
tion in 1994 did take place, whether or not 
in the way it is “officially” portrayed re-
mains open. The assassination on the pres-
idential plane by a surface-to-air missile 
during the approach to Kigali airport on 6 
April 1994 also took place, killing the two 
presidents of Rwanda and Burundi (both 
Hutu) as well as senior Rwandan offic-
ers. It was the spark at the petrol barrel 
that then triggered the excesses. However, 
like every such event, they are not isolat-
ed. They have their antecedents (see box). 

In the meantime, there are enough doc-
uments to suggest that it was not the Hutu 
who committed the plane bombing that 
triggered the killing in 1994 (at least emo-
tionally), but a special unit under the di-
rect command of Kagame. It is also a fact 
that the FPR systematically terrorised the 
Hutu civilian population in the northern 
Rwandan zones reconquered from Ugan-

Rwanda/Burundi
pk. The two countries, small compared 
to Congo, closely related by their com-
mon history and structure, were both 
African monarchies until independence 
was obtained in 1962. In both coun-
tries, the two main ethnic groups, Hutu 
and Tutsi, coexisted in highly tense con-
ditions from the mid-20th century on-
wards, with Tutsi making up only about 
15% of the total population and Hutu 
85%. In both monarchies, the kings, 
civil servants and officers were exclu-
sively members of the Tutsi elite. Tra-
ditionally, the economy of these two 
hill countries, which are poor in nat-
ural resources, was mainly based on 
cattle breeding. The Tutsi were tradi-
tionally the owners of the large cattle 
herds. They regarded the Hutuas back-
ward and treated disrespectfully and 
often with contempt. For many Tutsi, 
the Hutu were and remain their “natu-
ral-born” stable hands. Upon independ-
ence of both countries, this led to a con-
flict that could not be resolved by the 
former Tutsi elite: a democratically or-
ganised state meant that in both Rwan-
da (capital Kigali) and Burundi (capital 
Bujumbura), the Hutu majorities could 

hardly be changed, even in purely de-
mographic terms. Since the 1960s, there 
have been repeated mass persecutions 
and massacres of one ethnic group 
against the other in both countries, in-
cluding assassinations in Kigali during 
the Rwandan «civil war» and the 1994 
genocide of the Hutu against the Tutsi. 
Of the democratically elected presi-
dents of Burundi, four (all Hutu) were 
killed by political assassination perpe-
trated by Tutsi militants. In truth, sev-
eral ethnically motivated mass murders 
occurred in both Burundi and Rwanda. 
However, they have so far only been 
noted and prosecuted if the perpetra-
tors were on the Hutu side. The crimes 
of the Tutsis, committed in the summer 
of 1972 against the Burundian Hutu in-
telligentsia by the then Micombero 
army (Tutsi), by the FPR (Tutsi) against 
the Rwandan Hutu civilian population 
(from 1990–1994), then disguised as 
AFDL against the Hutu refugees (1997) 
and the eastern Congolese civilian pop-
ulation (1997/98) and their successor 
«militias» (1998 to the present day) are 
officially concealed and have so far re-
mained unpunished.

Call of Archbishop  
Christophe Munzihirwa

“A word to our neighbouring coun-
tries. We call on the governments of Ki-
gali and Bujumbura to solve their inter-
nal problems in their countries among 
themselves and not to bring them to 
Congo. We call on the Rwandan Tut-
sis in particular, whom we have repeat-
edly taken in as refugees, not to spit 
into the well from which they drank. 
Today they repay our hospitality with 
bombs.”

Christophe Munzihirwa, Archbish-
op of Bukavu, murdered by members 
of the AFDL on 29 October 1994, dur-
ing the capture of Bukavu (cited in  
Stanilas Bucyalimwe Mararo. “North 
Kivu (République Démocratique du 
Congo): vingt-quatre ans de tueries pro-
grammés (March 1993-March 2017)”.
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da since 1990 with mass executions years 
before “the” genocide of 1994. These are 
attested in many places and can be found, 
with location, dates, names of the perpe-
trators and names of the victims (often 
they were local dignitaries or priests and 
nuns of the Catholic Church, see box “Call 
of Archbishop Munzihirwa”), in many se-
rious documentations, including official 
UN reports. 

However, in connection with these doc-
umented incidents, the world public only 
ever speaks of “the” genocide of the Tutsi 
(and thus means the genocide against the 
Tutsi). Yet it is precisely the fact that the 
FPR systematically carried out terrorist 
actions and mass executions against Hutus 
and “assimilated Tutsis” in the recaptured 
Rwandan territories, as well as the wave 
of assassinations in Kigali before the 1994 
aeroplane shoot-down, that generated fear, 
resistance and, in connection with this, 
probably also feelings of hatred against 
the Tutsis among many Rwandan Hutus. 
There was not “the genocide” in Rwanda 
during this period, but several.

“Rebellion” war?
When, two years later (in October 1996), 
the Rwandan guerrilla army (APR Armée 
Populaire Rwandaise), experienced in 
jungle warfare and led by Paul Kagame, 
set about militarily unseating the ail-
ing Mobutu regime in the neighbouring 
giant country of Congo (Zaire) and an-
nexing large parts of it, they relied on a 
second propaganda construct (it is charac-
terised by just as insufficient facts as the 
first; nevertheless, it figures in almost all 
media, historical accounts and school li-
braries): The Interahamwe groups of ex-
tremist Hutus who had fled Rwanda when 
it was reconquered would have mingled 
with the hundreds of thousands of Hutu 
refugees when the FPR approached in 
1994, would have hidden their weapons in 
the eastern Congolese refugee camps and 
would destabilise the Tutsi government in 
Kigali from there. 

In order to combat this “threat”, a mili-
tary phantom organisation with a suitable 
identification figure was created. This was 
found in the person of Laurent Désiré Ka-
bila, a former Marxist jungle fighter who 
had already been involved in the uprising 
in the east against Mobutu’s rule in the 
1970s (Simba rebellion under Soubialot). 
In the meantime, he had kept his head 
above water with rather dubious business 
dealings and was amazed when the Rwan-
dan and Ugandan military junta told him 
that he could sit on Mobutu’s throne in the 
near future. So, he became the figurehead 
of the military alliance AFDL founded for 
this purpose with the beautiful name Al-
liance des Forces Démocratiques pour la 

Libération du Congo (Alliance of Demo-
cratic Forces for the Liberation of Congo). 
In reality, it was not an alliance and it 
wanted to promote anything but Congo-
lese democracy. At its core, it consisted of 
elite formations drawn from the Ugandan 
and Rwandan guerrilla wars as well as Bu-
rundi’s Tutsi army, equipped to the teeth 
with the latest weapons technology as well 
as electronic communications and track-
ing devices, all logistically provided by 
their counterparts in the US, Britain and 
Belgium. The AFDL invaded the defence-
less Congo in the October days of 1996 
and after only three quarters of a year 
reached Kinshasa, which Mobutu had left 
a few days earlier (he succumbed to can-
cer in exile a short time later). The blitz-
krieg would not have been so lightning-
fast if the Rwandan AFDL Colonel James 
Kabarebe (Kagame’s long-time comrade-
in-arms in Uganda), who was actually 
waging the war, had not been able to rely 
on the data on the locations and strength 
of the Congolese national army constant-
ly provided by specialists from the USA.

Massive war crimes
What not at all or only to a lesser extent 
was taken note of by the world public: The 
“problem” of the huge Rwandan Hutu ref-
ugee camps in the Eastern Congo was in-
deed “solved” by Kagame, but in a bru-
tal way in the form of a war crime: AFDL 
units attacked with massive artillery and 
grenade launcher fire the defenceless, pre-
dominantly apolitical Rwandan Hutus. 
Rwandan Hutus, who at the time of the 
approach of the Tutsi guerrillas panicked 

and could escape across the border in the 
direction of Bukavu and Goma (Eastern 
Congo). There they vegetated crammed 
together under unspeakable conditions (a 
situation out of which it would be diffi-
cult to form a new guerrilla which could 
be a military threat to the highly armed 
new Rwanda under Kagame). Hundreds 
of thousands, including the infirm, women 
and children, were once again on the run 
after these bombardments. Their despera-
tion went round the world in 1996 in dis-
turbing images without any was done to 
help them survive. At first, some of them 
went back to Rwanda, where they ended up 
in prisons or were shot on the spot under 
the general suspicion of being “génocid-
aires”, ended up in prisons or were shot on 
the spot. Others when they heard what fate 
awaited them in the new Rwanda desper-
ately tried to make their way through the 
jungle in the direction of Kisangani on the 
upper reaches of the Congo. Many were 
massacred by the AFDL troops pursuing 
them. Others starved to death in the jun-
gle. Like others this massive crime against 
humanity went “unnoticed” by the world. 
Their commanders, officers and hench-
men today sit at the levers of the state ad-
ministrations of the “new Rwanda” and the 
Congo was “liberated from Mobutu”. Ka-
bila, once installed in the Congolese pres-
idential palace, has successfully resisted 
that the UN should investigate the where-
abouts of an estimated 800,000 “missing” 
Rwandan Hutu refugees. Another crime 
of gigantic proportions seems to be con-
demned being covered up by the active-
ly provoked oblivion. Also, the report on 
the mass killings by the Tutsi army in the 
settlements of the resident Congolese pop-
ulation, which was commissioned by the 
UN like the many comparable documents 
has been pigeonholed in the New York ar-
chives of the UN and has not been submit-
ted to the International Criminal Court 
about Rwanda or any other court having 
jurisdiction. The crimes were committed in 
Congolese territory during the advance of 
the AFDL against mostly Congolese Hutu, 
who they suspected of covering for or even 
supporting the fugitive Interahamwe. (cf. 
Report of the Mapping Exercise document-
ing the most serious violations of human 
rights and international humanitarian law 
committed within the territory of the Dem-
ocratic Republic of the Congo between 
March 1993 and June 2003; August 2010; 
https://www. ohchr.org/documents/coun-
tries/drc.)

And another “war of rebellion”!
The new edition of a falsely called “war 
of rebellion” barely one year later again 
had to serve to conceal the true motives. 
When Kabila realised with whom he had 

Kigali, 9 December 2019: Felix Tshiseke-
di, President of the Democratic Republic 
of Congo, and Paul Kagame, President of 
Rwanda, during a state visit. Treacher-
ous bond between two presidents, one of 
whom (Kagame) has driven the popula-
tion of the other (Tshisekedi, pictured left) 
into two murderous wars. (Picture https://

medium.com/@david.himbara)
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really “associated” himself, with the “Tut-
sis without borders” (as Stanislas Bucyal-
imwe Mararo often calls them), the whole 
thing became scary for him. However, it 
was already too late: in the meantime, he 
had made the Rwandan officer who had 
militarily led the 1996/97 campaign, Col. 
James Kabarebe, Chief of Staff of the 
Congolese national army (!). He had thor-
oughly mixed it with his trusted men and 
corresponding crew. One rubs one’s eyes: 
the president of a country appoints as 
chief of staff of “his” army the man who 
drove that army across the Congolese jun-
gle with the help of international merce-
nary armies!

The decisive moment came when Ka-
bila wanted (in favour of the Congo) to 
cancel the mining rights of the profita-
ble mines in Katanga and Kasai, scattered 
too generously before to the American, 
British, Belgian and Israeli financiers. 
Although in the early summer of 1998 
Kabila sent the Rwandan Tutsi cama-
rilla back home, his fate was sealed. 
Once again, the tried and tested rebel-
lion lie was planted for the attention of 
the world media: The masterminds of 
1996 simply founded a new military al-
liance. This time it was called, no less 
obfuscating than the first, Rassemble-
ment congolais pour la Démocratie RCD 
(Rally for Congolese Democracy). It was 
not Congolese, but international. It did 
not want democracy in the Congo, but 
the stabilisation of Rwandan Tutsi rule 
over the Congo. Therefore, the govern-
ment of Rwanda still held its reins and 

its strategy firmly in their hand. The 
campaign was launched in August 1998 
from Rwanda for the second time simi-
lar to the first, with the only difference 
that this time an entire alliance of African 
governments had joined both armies. Al-
though the phalanx of the aggressors this 
time, too, quickly reached a line deep in-
side the Congo, it could be stopped by 
the defenders. The result was the Lusa-
ka Agreement of 2020, which, however 
could not achieve ceasefire and the with-
drawal of the invading forces.

Even 40 years later:  
Politically motivated murder

A short time later, on 16 January 2001, 
Laurent Désiré Kabila was dead, shot 
by one of his own security guards, who 
however was never arrested. To this 
day, the circumstances of his death are 
not officially known. The Congolese 
Council of the Wise then hoisted Ka-
bila’s “son”, Joseph Kabila, who acted 
as still being in his teens at the time, to 
the Congolese presidency. He governed 
for a transitional period which was pro-
longed twice before he became a “le-
gitimate” president by elections (the le-
gitimacy of which was questioned each 
time). After that he reigned until 2019, 
two years beyond the legal date! Those 
familiar with Congolese circumstances 
doubt Joseph Kabila’s official biography, 
even that he is the son of Laurent Désiré 
Kabila. He is certainly bred and recruit-
ed by the Tutsi reconquering party in the 
set of Kagame.

After the 2019 “election” of Felix Tsh-
isekedi, Kabila II, as finesse of Congo’s 
“democratic” constitution, let himself be 
installed as “senator for life”. This now 
protects him from any prosecution in con-
nection with the war crimes committed 
during the two wars. Just one year after 
Joseph Kabila’s inauguration, the “peace 
accords” of Pretoria, then of Sun-City 
(South Africa) came about, agreements 
that were in line with the ideas of USA: 
We will turn a blind eye to all the massive 
war crimes you have committed – you will 
leave us your raw materials on our terms. 
They are indispensable to us.

Permanent war in Eastern Congo
After the attempt by Laurent Désiré Ka-
bila to take countermeasures (he did not 
survive), Congo is once again the usual 
“self-service shop” according to the taste 
of the of the Western military-industrial 
complex, a fact that also Felix Tshiseke-
di, the new social democratic president of 
the Congo, obviously neither wants nor is 
able to change (see picture). In Eastern 
Congo, the collapse of all civil and civic 
institutions has continued to this day. Es-
pecially North Kivu, the home of Stan-
islas Bucyalimwe Mararo, has to endure 

daily devastation by a constant war of 
anonymous marauding militias supported 
by Rwanda. This is still continuing. For 
the people there, life has become similar 
to that of the civilian population of Ger-
many in the 30 Years War. Cobalt, coltan, 
gold and other mines are protected by the 
militias. The civilian population is ter-
rorised until they “voluntarily” leave the 
surroundings of the mines and start mov-
ing away (to where?); a secure border to 
Uganda, Rwanda and Burundi does not 
exist, nor schools, hospitals, jobs, wages:  
all that things exist only as hope for the 
plagued population. The area has become 
a real no-go zone, withdrawn from the 
world public, the sham UN, media inter-
est and real peace initiatives, which would 
also include economic peace, for 25 years 
now. One has the impression that the prac-
tised depopulation corresponds to a strate-
gy that has been practised for years. How 
much longer? •
1 cf. the following articles in Current Concerns: 

The Democratic Republic of Congo – amidst the 
East African Storm (No. 20/21 of 14 August 2015);  
50 years ago Mobutu Sese Seko revolted in the 
Congo - Never ending Kleptocracy? (part 1), In No. 
32/33 of 22 December 2015);  
50 years ago Mobutu Sese Seko revolted in the 
Congo. A never ending Kleptocracy? (part 2) in 
No. 6, of 22 March 2016 
The “new” Africa policy of the West and the 
Congo. Kleptocracy without end? (part 3) in No. 2 
of 24 January 2017 
The “post-Mobutist” Congo: The USA is betting on 
Rwanda. Congo – kleptocracy with no end in sight? 
(part 4) in No. 38 of February 2018 
Dubious elections in the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo in No. 5 of 5 March 2019 
Will truth out? Ruanda colloquium in the French 
Senate in No. 9 of 15 May 2020 
Zeitfragen: Sonderbeilage Kongo (in Nr. 19/20 
vom 8.9.2020), on the occasion of the publication 
of the autobiography of Stanislas Bucyalimwe Ma-
raro (only in German and French)
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One-sided  
refusal of dialogue 

pk. In 1958, during the heated de-
bate about the future of an independ-
ent Rwanda and Burundi, a document 
was written by respected Tutsi leaders 
in which they justified their unwilling-
ness to enter into an equal dialogue 
with Hutu leaders about the political 
future of the country as follows:

“The relations between us, the Tutsi, 
and them, the Hutu, have been based 
on servitude from ancient times to the 
present day; therefore, there is no basis 
whatsoever for fraternisation (fraterni-
té) between them and us. [...] Since our 
kings conquered the land of the Hutu, 
killed their kings and thus subjugated 
the Hutu, how can they now pretend to 
be our brothers?” (Quoted in Strizek, 
Helmut. “Kongo/Zaïre-Ruanda-Burun-
di. Stabilität durch erneute Militärherr-
schaft?” (Congo/Zaïre-Rwanda-Burun-
di. Stability through renewed military 
rule?” Munich 1998, p. 60. Quotation 
from the French, translated by Strizek; 
englisch translation Current Concerns).

”The obsession with domination …” 
continued from page 23


