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“If we don’t end this war, we might  
get much worse than we can imagine”

ZDF interview with South Africa’s Foreign Minister, Naledi Pandor, about the war in Ukraine and South Africa’s attitude

cc. On 27 June 
2022, the German 
“heute journal” 
broadcasted an in-
terview with South 
African Foreign 
Minister Dr Nale-
di Pandor, which 
can be found at 
full length in the 
ZDF media library 
(in German).1 Nal-
edi Pandor was 

an invited guest at the G7 conference in 
Elmau. At this point we can only print ex-
cerpts from a transcript of the interview. 
We recommend in particular that you also 
listen to the interview - because it makes 
it even clearer with how much dignity and 
sincerity the South African Foreign Min-
ister answered.

At the outset, the Foreign Minister is 
being asked what importance she at-
tached to the G7 in solving key interna-
tional problems. She answers:
“I think the G7 is a very important global 
forum, insofar as the most powerful econ-
omies in the world are gathered there. G7 
leaders have a very important obligation 
to the world to find solutions to the issues 
you raise, to ensure that there is peace, 
that people and their communities can live 
in safety, live their lives, having stability 
and engage themselves for progress. We 
have been talking about climate change 
for many years, and yet we all know that 
the obligations of the most powerful have 
not been met. 

The world is now looking to the ad-
vanced countries and wanting them to ful-
fill the commitments they also reaffirmed 
in Glasgow at COP 26.2 I think the world 
is right to expect that the G7 should find 
practical solutions.”

Immediately afterwards, the interview-
er says that the G7 are in the process of 
“getting the rest of the world to condemn 
Russia” because of the war in Ukraine. 
But there is “the impression that South 
Africa is not really on the side of this 
West”. This is followed by the leading 

question as to whether the Foreign Minis-
ter is of the opinion that “Ukraine should 
win this war”. Her reply:
“The issues that lie at the heart of the con-
flict between Ukraine and Russia have 
been discussed around the world for more 
than ten years. Africa was never invited to 
the table to discuss these issues. You can’t 
say at this point: ‘Choose one side or the 
other!’ We were not involved in all these 
factors that led to the current situation. We 
have made that clear. Our position is: 

The world has a responsibility to seek 
and strive for peace, and we believe that 
truly powerful political leaders, whether 
they support Ukraine or oppose it, have 
the ability and also the leadership-capa-
bility to work together on a solution. 

We are appalled to see that in this con-
flict, where thousands are losing their 
lives, where infrastructure is being de-
stroyed, those responsible are unable to 
do what South Africa did: we sat down at 
the table, negotiated and found a solution, 
thanks to which the war will end. We de-
manded that! We said clearly: we cannot 
take sides. We haven’t been a party before. 
But we want peace!”

The interviewer claims that Russia is “the 
aggressor” after all. Her reply:
“As I said, we will not fall prey to the 
temptation to speak the language of oth-
ers in order to choose sides. What we are 
saying is this: there are clearly issues that 
have been divisive for years, these issues 
need to be resolved. And I have already 
said: the issues affecting Ukraine, its se-

curity, must be resolved, but the issues af-
fecting Russia and its security must also 
be resolved. […] Using derogatory terms 
regarding Russia or Ukraine is not help-
ful, does not bring peace. The responsibil-
ity of political leaders – Nelson Mandela 
showed this – is to negotiate for peace, to 
sit down, to talk. 

We’ve been encouraged all over the 
world to talk to our enemies who have 
thrown our parents in jail, who have killed 
our families. And we were told: ‘Talk to 
them, find a solution!’ And that’s what we 
expect now, that’s what we’re saying now. 
That is South Africa’s approach.”

The interviewer tries to change the for-
eign minister’s mind. After all, South Af-
rica had received a lot of support against 
the apartheid regime, which he describes 
as an aggressor, and now Ukraine needs 
the same support from South Africa. Her 
answer:
“As I’ve said time and again in the past, 
South Africa has always expressed its ap-
preciation to the international communi-
ty for the solidarity they have shown us 
against apartheid. But you will remem-
ber that we were never given weapons, 
nobody, that we were not supported in 
this armed conflict, in this struggle. No, 
we were reviled as terrorists when there 
was very little fighting, armed, in South 
Africa. The kind of support you see for 
Ukraine today, no freedom fighter in Af-
rica has ever enjoyed. So, it’s one of the 
things we’ve said over and over again that 

Naledi Pandor  
(picture pa.org.za)

continued on page 2

“We will not fall prey to the temptation to speak the lan-
guage of others in order to choose sides. What we are say-
ing is this: there are clearly issues that have been divisive 
for years, these issues need to be resolved. And I have al-
ready said: the issues affecting Ukraine, its security, must 
be resolved, but the issues affecting Russia and its security 
must also be resolved. […] Using derogatory terms regard-
ing Russia or Ukraine is not helpful, does not bring peace.”
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“‘If we don’t end this war …’” 
continued from page 1

we treat all countries that are oppressed 
the same way. We must be as alarmed 
at Shirin Abu Akli’s assassination3 as we 
should be appalled at the lack of freedom 
for the Palestinian people. We don’t treat 
different things differently. Indeed, we 
say: Violating a country’s sovereignty in 
a hostile manner is a violation of the UN 
Charter. We’ve said that in public time 
and again. 

But we insist that such a conflict – a 
war of this kind! – can only be solved 
through negotiation. I am convinced that 
in the end everyone will be sitting at the 
table.”

She is provocatively asked what should be 
negotiated. She answers:
“I don’t know that! You never know 
what negotiations, once they have 
begun, will yield in the end. But peo-
ple have a wish, a hope. One of the con-
cerns for Ukraine must be its integrity, 
its security. What are the characteristics 
that can ensure this? That has to come 
up at the table. As for Russia, Russia has 
repeatedly voiced certain concerns and 
fears. How to deal with it? And my line 
of reasoning is this: the great political 
leaders of this world, who run the great-
est economies, certainly have the arse-
nal of possibilities to find a solution, and 
I don’t see anything there yet, not yet a 
strong diplomatic offensive! 

We believe that the United Nations, the 
Secretary General, must be on board and 
such a diplomatic approach must be in-
stalled. For example, we have requested 
that a number of highly renown and trust-
ed international interlocutors should be 
asked to lay down the keel of such a pro-
cess. We shouldn’t leave that to the mis-
siles and the killing that’s going on there 
right now. We should seek a cease-fire as 
an immediate outcome and then a detailed 
process of negotiating a solution that will 
bring security and peace.”

The interviewer asks the foreign minis-
ter about sanctions against Russia. So 
far South Africa would not participate 

in these sanctions. He criticises this. The 
Foreign Minister replied:
“South Africa is a very small economy 
in the world. We are important in Afri-
ca but very small globally and Russia is 
a very small trading partner of South Af-
rica. The big trading partners for us are 
Western Europe, America and of course 
China. These regions are of great in-
terest to us from a commercial point of 
view. But may I come back to the topic 
of sanctions and state that at the moment 
the imposed sanctions are causing great 
damage, not only in Russia, but through-
out the world, in the entire internation-
al community. In my country there are 
protests against the development of oil 
prices, which have increased massive-
ly. Cooking oil prices almost doubled in 
three months. Sanctions clearly have ef-
fects that go beyond the intended goals. 
And that’s something you might not al-
ways think about when imposing sanc-
tions. There are countries that have no 
bread, others have no grain. Very small 
businesses, very normal micro-enter-
prises, where women who make a living 
from it can no longer work because they 
don’t have the cooking oil to produce the 
food they want to sell on the streets. So, 
that’s a wide range of effects that sanc-
tions are causing national political in-
stability in many countries – we see that 
every day! 

I do think that we should actually look 
at how we can initiate a process, one that 
leads to a ceasefire and secondly, a dedi-
cated negotiation process so that a solu-
tion that reassures both countries can be 
reached, and the whole region, not just 
these two countries.”

Again provocatively, the interviewer con-
tinues with the question of who is respon-
sible for the hunger that is now looming 
in the world. She replies:
“This is a multi-faceted occurrence with 
many reasons. Take Africa. We have huge 
regions of farmland, and they don’t grow 
grain, which is supposed to be the case. 
So, the African politicians are responsi-
ble for not engaging themselves enough 
in agriculture. Apart from that, the sanc-

tions have an effect because there are no 
grain exports either. But I must point out 
to you the fact that I will not use any re-
buking words, because that does not move 
things forward for anyone. You and other 
journalists would like to hear that from 
me ‘Russia did that’, ‘Ukraine that’. But 
that’s not the approach we chose. We want 
Ukraine and Russia to know that South 
Africa – and the entire continent of Africa 
– is ready to play any role possible to se-
cure the peace. That is our interest. No in-
sults, no blame, it’s pointless, that doesn’t 
help. What we should do, in what we utter 
and articulate, we should use the language 
that leads to such a result that saves peo-
ple’s lives.”

The foreign minister is asked whether 
South Africa would like to act as a nego-
tiator. She answers:
“South Africa is so tiny compared to the 
powerful political leaders in the G7, but 
South Africa has some experience in deal-
ing with a conflict resolution process and 
that’s why we say: We are ready if some-
one invites and asks us. We’re not part of 
the club, if I may say so myself, but we’re 
ready to play our part in the global com-
munity.”

The interviewer continues to try to lead 
the foreign minister up the garden path. 
He insinuates that the ANC has “partic-
ularly romantic ideas about Moscow be-
cause the Soviet Union was very helpful 
to black people at the time of segrega-
tion.” And he continues: “But Ukraine 
was also part of the Soviet Union at the 
time. Doesn’t this sympathy thus quasi 
also apply to the Ukraine?” Her answer:
“You answer the question yourself: Russia 
is not the Soviet Union. Ukraine was part 
of the Soviet Union. Ukraine support-
ed our struggle, they trained some of our 
people. And for that we are forever grate-
ful. It is for this very reason that we say: 
the people of Ukraine deserve peace. And 
all of us in power should focus on bring-
ing about peace. I don’t think the problem 
is as huge as it was in World War II, for 
example. But if we don’t stop this war, it 
could get a lot worse than we can imagine. 
What I think we should do as civil society, 
as media, is to appeal to those leaders who 
are saying all sorts of things on this mat-
ter, who actually seem involved, that the 
time has come for them not just to talk, 
but to use their political weight to find a 
solution.” •
1 https://www.zdf.de/nachrichten/heute-journal-

update/g7-suedafrika-verlangt-diplomatische-
loesung-100.html

2 In November 2021, the 26th World Climate Confer-
ence (COP 26) took place in Glasgow.

3 Shirin Abu Akli was a dedicated Palestinian jour-
nalist who was killed in May 2022, most likely by 
an Israeli soldier.

(Translation from the German Current Concerns)

“You and other journalists would like to hear that from me 
‘Russia did that’, ‘Ukraine that’. But that’s not the approach 
we chose. We want Ukraine and Russia to know that South 
Africa – and the entire continent of Africa – is ready to play 
any role possible to secure the peace. That is our interest. No 
insults, no blame, it’s pointless, that doesn’t help. What we 
should do, in what we utter and articulate, we should use the 
language that leads to such a result that saves people’s lives.”
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The division of the world cannot be the last word
A Commentary on the International Situation  

after the BRICS, G-7 and NATO Summits
by Karl-Jürgen Müller

No, no one with a heart and mind can be 
happy about the looming decline of the 
US’s European allies. The problems that 
will be associated with this decline will 
far dwarf the previous problems of the 
states concerned and will also not be a 
constructive contribution to internation-
al understanding and world peace. And as 
a fellow human being and as a citizen of 
these states, one must be very concerned 
about what will happen socially, econom-
ically and politically to the people living 
in this part of Europe.

Yes, it need not have come to this. 
Many experts have been pointing out for 
years that those responsible for the poli-
cies of the European states have not done 
their homework. Now the radical con-
frontation course against Russia has been 
added to this. Common sense alone tells 
us that this is a dead end. Peace and se-
curity without and against Russia will not 
prevail in Europe. It is not only a propa-
ganda formula that is secretly known to 
be untrue, but it is developing into a kind 
of political neurosis: no longer looking 
at one’s own mistakes and failures, but 
blaming one man for everything – Rus-
sian President Vladimir Putin.

And if there is talk of one’s own “mis-
takes,” then only with the formula that fits 
the anti-Russian propaganda: We were 
wrong about Russia and should have rec-
ognised “the true character” of Russian 
policy much earlier and focused on even 
more confrontation and hostility. A formu-
la that is currently very common, especial-
ly among Germany’s politicians.

G7 and NATO:  
Russia should be the enemy number 1

Now, however, “corrections” are being 
made. The G7 summit in Elmau and the 
NATO summit in Madrid have shown 
this. It is not even worth going into all the 
details. The core of the decisions is: Rus-

sia is enemy number 1, we are massive-
ly rearming, Sweden and Finland (which 
have not been neutral for a long time) will 
now officially become NATO members. 
Russia is to be confronted with even more 
potential force than it already has. Look 
here, you Russians: Now there is more in-
stead of less NATO at your border! That’s 
what you get (but actually we had planned 
it that way before).

However, the NATO states have also re-
alised that the vast majority of the world’s 
states do not support this anti-Russian 
course. Already the SPD chairman Lars 
Klingbeil had complained in his speech 
of 21 June 2022 (cf. Current Concerns 
No. 14 of 28 June 2022) that Russia had 
“cultivated relations with emerging states 
for years and thus tied them to itself.” 
Thus, “alternatives to the Western devel-
opment model have grown.” And further: 
“For many years, Russia and China have 
also courted democratic states such as 
South Africa, India or Brazil, giving them 
a voice at the international level, for ex-
ample through the BRICS initiative. They 
have seen [get this!] the interests of these 
countries and treated their governments 
with respect. That has built trust. We are 
currently seeing the effects of this when 
many countries are rejecting our path of 
sanctions against Russia. The votes in the 
United Nations General Assembly show 
that half of the world’s population [it’s 
more than half!] is not behind our poli-
cy. That has to give us pause for thought.”

One consequence of this kind of “think-
ing” was that leading political representa-
tives from Argentina, India, Indonesia, 
Senegal and South Africa were invited to 
Elmau for a special meeting. They were 
cajoled and hoped to draw them to the side 
of the NATO war against Russia. 

Neocolonial demands are rejected
But this did not succeed. This becomes 
impressively clear in an interview that 
the South African Foreign Minister Nal-
edi Pandor gave to ZDF on June 27 (see 
page 1)1. One notices that the main mo-
tive here is not any kind of dependence on 
Russia, but a dignified and realistic self-
confidence – in the knowledge of centu-
ries of colonial and neo-colonial policies 
of precisely those powers that are now 
once again demanding allegiance.

And if one reads the final declaration 
of 23 June of the BRICS summit in Bei-
jing2, strikingly you find no enemy image 
there either. Yes, the chapter on “Securing 
Peace and Security” calls in detail for co-

operation in the fight against internation-
al terrorism, but there is no enemy image 
of the USA, NATO or the EU to be found. 
Instead, the BRICS states (Brazil, Russia, 
India, China and South Africa) commit 
themselves to “respect for the sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of all states,” em-
phasise their commitment “to the peaceful 
resolution of differences and disputes be-
tween states through dialogue and negoti-
ation” and “support all efforts leading to 
the peaceful resolution of crises”.

Matters that should actually be  
self-evident for all states of the world

On Ukraine, they formulate only a few 
sentences: “We support talks between 
Russia and Ukraine. We have also dis-
cussed our concerns over the humanitar-
ian situation in and around Ukraine and 
expressed our support to efforts of the 
UN Secretary-General, UN Agencies and 
ICRC to provide humanitarian assistance 
in accordance with the basic principles of 
humanity, neutrality and impartiality es-
tablished in UN General Assembly reso-
lution 46/182.”

In other points of the chapter on “Se-
curing Peace and Security,” the final dec-
laration addresses the situation in Afghan-
istan, Iran, the Middle East and Africa, 
always emphasising the idea of peaceful 
conflict resolution as well as the sover-
eignty of the states concerned, and finally 
calling for decisive steps in disarmament 
and arms control, especially with regard to 
weapons of mass destruction.

The first pages of the final declaration 
begin with a commitment to mutual re-
spect and understanding, equality, solidar-
ity, openness, inclusiveness and the prin-
ciple of consensus. The BRICS countries 
want to strengthen and deepen their coop-
eration and create more opportunities for 
people-to-people relations across coun-
tries. They are committed to multilater-
alism and the central role of the United 
Nations, but also call for urgent reforms 
of the UN organisation, especially the Se-
curity Council. They pay tribute to vari-
ous UN agencies such as the WTO and 
WHO, but also to the G20. One should 
read the final declaration in its entirety to 
see that nothing revolutionary or special 
is being called for here, but rather things 
that should actually be self-evident for all 
states of the world. The only difference is 
that they are no longer so today.

In the past weeks since 24 February 
and the reactions of NATO and its allies, 

In spite of the current warmongering 
propaganda, simplification and dis-
tortion of the real causes of conflict 
in Ukraine, it is quite clear that EU has 
no alternative to Russia being the most 
important neighbour and partner in 
maintaining European stability, devel-
opment and common prosperity. 

How long time has to pass by before 
EU gets leaders capable of recognising 
this fact? 

Žiivadin Jovanović, President of the 
Belgrade Forum for a World of Equals

continued on page 4
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Russia’s political leadership has repeated-
ly stated that NATO has raised a new Iron 
Curtain right through the middle of Eu-
rope and that Russia must and will there-
fore orient itself differently: towards Eur-
asia. What else is the country supposed to 
do?

But this cannot and must not be the 
“end of history”. Europe would be well 
advised not to continue to participate in 
the division of the world. The price for this 
would be very, very high – and this divi-
sion of the world is also not a natural po-
litical law. On the contrary, common sense 
also speaks against it. But at the moment, 
hoping for the political leaders in the Eu-
ropean NATO states and those responsible 
in the allied states is probably futile. All 
the more important are the voices and the 
commitment of the citizens. •
1 https://www.zdf.de/nachrichten/heute-journal-

update/g7-suedafrika-verlangt-diplomatische-
loesung-100.html

2 https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/
zxxx_662805/202206/t20220623_10709037.html

“The division of the world …” 
continued from page 3

Who profits  
from the war in the Ukraine?

ds. As the war in Ukraine continues and 
claims more and more victims, the ques-
tion arises as to who actually benefits 
from this war:

Just to recall: the goal of American 
foreign policy for more than 100 years 
has been to prevent an economic and po-
litical convergence between Russia and 
Western Europe; the US has achieved 
this goal.

A new Iron Curtain now separates the 
West from the East again.

The EU, under pressure from the US, 
has cut its economic ties with Russia and 
given in to American demands for rear-
mament. NATO’s “rapid reaction force” is 
to be increased from currently 40,000 to 
300,000 soldiers and heavy weapons are 
to be moved mainly to the Baltic States 
and Poland. In NATO’s new strategic con-
cept, Russia is no longer treated as a “stra-
tegic partner” but as an enemy.

Does anyone really believe that this 
serves peace? •

Discontent in the USA  
over aid package for Ukraine

ts. Recently, Heritage Action, a conservative 
grassroots organisation with two million 
grassactivists, released a statement from Ex-
ecutive Director Jessica Anderson ahead of 
the U.S. House of Representatives’ vote on 
a $40 billion Ukraine aid package. 

“This proposed Ukraine aid package 
takes money away from the priorities of 
the American people and recklessly sends 
our taxpayer dollars to a foreign nation 
without any accountability. America is 
struggling with record-setting inflation, 
debt, a porous border, crime and energy 
depletion yet progressives in Washington 
are prioritizing a $40 billion aid package 
to Ukraine – more than the entire annual 
budget of the U.S. Department of Justice. 

The American people are counting on 
their elected representatives to seriously 
consider the size, scope and funding ac-
counts of this package rather than blind-
ly supporting it with less than six hours of 
scrutiny. […] The Biden administration’s 
efforts to send additional resources to the 
Ukraine border also comes at a time when 
the administration and Democrats in Con-
gress refused to send even a fraction of 
that amount to solve the serious problems 
along the U.S. southern border. The legis-
lation also comes amid record-setting in-
flation, with March’s inflation rate coming 
in at over 8%.” •
Source: https://heritageaction.com /press/ukraine-
aid-package-puts-america-last

Who has got us into this energy mess?
by Dr iur. Marianne Wüthrich

Anyone who tuned in to Swiss radio 
news or the SRF daytime news on the 
evening of 29 June was nose-dived into 
the harsh laws of reality: There was talk 
of a gas and electricity shortage that 
could arrive in Switzerland as early as 
next winter, and a corresponding feder-
al emergency plan was presented. The 
Federal Council had invited the public 
to a media conference1 in the afternoon, 
at which DETEC head Simonetta Som-
maruga and EAER head Guy Parmel-
in informed the public about the latest 
state of affairs and their view of things.2 
In this context, we have to disentangle 
what the facts are, who caused them and 
to what extent they have something to do 
with the Ukraine war, as was claimed 
on various occasions at the conference 
and in the media.

On 21 May 2017, 58 % of the elector-
ate voted “yes” to the “Energy Strategy 
2050”. In the voting booklet, the Federal 
Council had advertised for a “yes” vote 
with the most beautiful of shouts: “With 
the first package of the Energy Strate-
gy 2050, Switzerland can reduce ener-
gy consumption, reduce dependence on 
imported fossil energies and strength-
en domestic renewable energies. This 
means that investments remain in Swit-
zerland and do not flow abroad. The pro-
posal ensures a secure and clean energy 
supply. It also leads to a gradual phase-

out of nuclear energy.” Who would want 
to say “no” to such an enticing prospect 
for the future? Today, five years later, we 
have to admit: None of this has come to 
pass. 

Reduce energy consumption? 
Recently we could read in the daily press: 
“Switzerland will need much more elec-
tricity in the next thirty years than was 
assumed in the Energy Strategy 2050”. 
(“Neue Zürcher Zeitung” of 31 May 2022) 
It is indeed good for the environment that 
more and more people are switching to 
electric cars – but that means more elec-
tricity demand instead of petrol. Moreo-
ver, the continuing increase in immigra-
tion to our densely populated country 
cancels out any savings: More people 
need more energy. It had been known 
long before 24 February 2022 that it 
would soon no longer be possible to meet 
Switzerland’s growing energy needs. The 
Ukraine crisis has come at just the right 
time for some people to divert attention 

from the inaccurate claims made before 
the 2017 referendum.

“Global energy crisis”:  
Are the Russians to blame?

Federal Councillor Sommaruga said in an 
interview after the media conference: “We 
have a war in Europe. We see that Russia 
has now partly curbed gas exports. This 
means that the whole of Europe is in an 
energy crisis. Switzerland is not an island; 
we are part of it. [...] In recent weeks, the 
situation has worsened. Because Russia 
has now also partly tightened the screw 
again on Germany – and that is a very im-
portant country for Swiss gas supplies.”3 

For heaven’s sake, who has got us into 
this mess? Putin did not invent the un-
speakable sanctions. We Europeans, Swit-
zerland included, walked right into them 
instead of refusing to obey the command 
from Washington. The Russians, for their 
part, have always supplied us with as 

continued on page 5
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continued on page 6

“Who has got us into …” 
continued from page 4

much oil and gas as we ordered and paid 
for, even during the Cold War. But after 
we have bullied and marginalised Russia 
and its citizens (not only billionaires!) to 
the hilt and put its world cultural posses-
sions on the index – who is surprised that 
the Russians are looking for other custom-
ers? 

Gas supply security:  
Active engagement of the gas  

industry and North-South transit
About 15 % of Switzerland’s energy needs 
are covered by natural gas. Switzerland 
imports 43 % of its gas from Russia, 22 % 
from Norway and 19 % from the EU, the 
rest from other countries (gazenergie.ch). 
According to the Federal Council’s media 
release of 29 June 2022: “Switzerland has 
no gas storage facilities of its own and is 
therefore completely dependent on im-
ports. Up to three quarters of gas deliver-
ies to Switzerland are made via Germany. 
Switzerland would therefore also be af-
fected by gas shortages in the EU and es-
pecially in Germany. If the storage facili-
ties cannot be filled according to plans, a 
shortage cannot be ruled out in the com-
ing winter.”4 

What is the Federal Council doing 
about a possible gas shortage? So far it 
has prompted the gas industry to set up a 
“Winter Supply Task Force 2022/2023”. 
This task force presented its concept for 
the creation of a winter gas reserve to 
the Federal Council on 29 June. This in-
cludes, among other things, “the estab-
lishment of a physical gas reserve in gas 
storage facilities in neighbouring coun-
tries. This should cover 15 % (around 6 
TWh) of Switzerland’s annual gas con-
sumption of around 35 TWh.” (Federal 
Council media release of 29 June 2022) 
Here you can also read that we actual-
ly consume much more gas in winter, 
namely 30 TWh, and only 5 TWh in 
summer!

Switzerland may not have its own fos-
sil fuels, but its location as a hub in Eu-
rope also brings advantages: The north-
south transit across the Alps not only 
gives us air-polluting queues of cars and 
lorries, but is also of great importance 
for the flow of electricity and gas from 
our neighbours. The transit gas pipeline 
brings gas from Germany to Wallbach 
in Aargau and from France to Roders-
dorf in Solothurn, where it is distributed 
through the national transport pipelines. 
Some of it flows from the Valais to Italy, 
but gas can also flow in the opposite di-
rection from the south to Germany, for 
example from North Africa. Around 90 
% of the volume that flows through the 
transit gas pipeline is destined for tran-

sit, and around 10 % for Switzerland. 
With the transit gas pipeline, Switzer-
land therefore has a pawn in its hand 
for bad times, according to the “Tages-
Anzeiger” of 3 July 2022.5

One would think that in good times 
the Federal Council would have used 
this pawn and made provisions. It is sur-
prising how hesitant the executive re-
mains in today’s uncertain situation.

Gas supply: two urgent  
duties of the Federal Council

Firstly, supply agreements with neigh-
bouring countries. The association of the 
Swiss gas industry VSG says: “The crit-
ical point remains that the procured gas 
actually reaches Switzerland. It is imper-
ative that the Federal Council continue its 
efforts to obtain corresponding commit-
ments from neighbouring countries.”6

And if our neighbouring countries 
themselves run out of gas – will they 
continue to supply us? “There is no 
guarantee of that,” said Simonetta Som-
maruga at the media conference on 
29 June. That is why written agreements 
– so-called “solidarity agreements” – are 
all the more urgent. There is an interna-
tional treaty with France, but there are 
always serious power shortages because 
nuclear reactors are shut down for safety 
reasons. In view of the fact that, accord-
ing to Federal Councillor Guy Parmelin, 
ElCom President Werner Luginbühl and 
other energy experts at the media con-
ference, a gas and/or electricity short-
age could occur as early as next winter, 
the Federal Council is taking a surpris-
ingly relaxed approach to the matter. Ac-
cording to its media release of 29 June, 
talks with Germany are “ongoing”. At 
the WEF in May, Sommaruga and Par-
melin “agreed with the German Min-
ister of Economics, Robert Habeck, to 
conclude an agreement to this effect”. 
A first round of negotiations had taken 
place in June 2022. At this snail’s pace, 
will there be enough time until autumn?

Secondly, did you know that Swit-
zerland has no gas storage facilities at 

home? Reserves abroad – even if we 
have already paid for them! – are a high-
ly unreliable facility in a general short-
age, as we learned in the Corona crisis. 
This is why the Federal Council must fi-
nally provide for gas storage facilities at 
home, according to the Swiss Gas Asso-
ciation: “The VSG also welcomes the 
fact that the Federal Government wants 
to support efforts to build gas storage ca-
pacities in Switzerland. Corresponding 
projects have so far failed due to eco-
nomic viability and a lack of support 
from the authorities.” (VSG media re-
lease of 29 June 2022) However, Fed-
eral Councillor Sommaruga does not 
distinguish herself with any particular 
determination or haste on this point ei-
ther: Her department, together with the 
Department of Economic Affairs, is “ex-
amining [...] how the development of gas 
storage capacities in Switzerland can be 
promoted and will inform the Federal 
Council of the status of the examination 
work by the end of August 2022” (Fed-
eral Council media release of 29 June 
2022). It will probably be several win-
ters before the groundbreaking ceremo-
ny.

Security of electricity supply:  
Promote hydropower instead  

of putting the brakes on it
The fact that the expansion of renewable 
energies in Switzerland is making only 
very slow progress has nothing to do with 
the war in Ukraine. Current Concerns 
has repeatedly pointed out that, in addi-
tion to the “new renewables”, Switzer-
land’s strongest energy source, hydropow-
er, could supply much more electricity in 
the future than it does today if all political 
forces wanted it.7

Federal Councillor Sommaruga in 
the media conference: “The 15 new res-
ervoir projects that were planned two 
years ago in cooperation with associa-
tions have as their goal a secure supply 
of electricity for Switzerland.” Now eve-

“Putin did not invent the unspeakable sanctions. We Eu-
ropeans, Switzerland included, walked right into them in-
stead of refusing to obey the command from Washington. 
The Russians, for their part, have always supplied us with 
as much oil and gas as we ordered and paid for, even during 
the Cold War. But after we have bullied and marginalised 
Russia and its citizens (not only billionaires!) to the hilt and 
put its world cultural possessions on the index – who is sur-
prised that the Russians are looking for other customers?”
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ryone must work together: ElCom, can-
tons, parties and the Federal Council.8 

In fact, the main obstacle is the ram-
pant objections to any increase in the 
height of a dam – even from environ-
mental protection associations, which 
agreed to the 15 projects mentioned at 
the meeting with Ms Sommaruga! Now 
that an electricity shortage could be ap-
proaching, according to a survey 67% of 
respondents are “in favour of significant 
cuts in environmental protection in order 
to increase the production of renewable 
energy”. 65 % are in favour of building 
reservoirs in areas where there used to 
be glaciers. 70 % want a streamlining of 
the right of appeal in order to acceler-
ate the expansion.9 In this sense, Feder-
al Councillor Sommaruga has for some 
time been proposing a single appeal pro-
cedure per construction project, instead 
of each association being able to sepa-
rately take its objection to each individ-
ual construction stage all the way to the 
Federal Supreme Court, which some-
times leads to delays lasting decades (!). 
This is where parliament and the elector-
ate need to drive a stake in the ground.

What can we citizens  
contribute to the prosperous  
development of our country?

On a positive note, the lack of an elec-
tricity agreement between Switzerland 
and Brussels was not mentioned once at 
the media conference or in the numer-
ous announcements made in connection 
with it. Apparently, it was clear to eve-
ryone: when it comes to the sausage, or 
rather the “sprit” (petrol), the neighbour-
ing countries solve their mutual problems 
bilaterally, as they have done since time 
immemorial.

At the media conference, Feder-
al Councillor Guy Parmelin promoted 
energy saving: It is becoming increas-
ingly likely that there will be a bottle-
neck in winter. Because several French 
nuclear power plants are currently shut 
down, a shortage of electricity cannot be 
ruled out. Although we have enough en-
ergy today, the Federal Council wants to 
sensitise the population. For example, 
“empty gymnasiums [...] should not be 
heated”. If the appeals for savings were 
not enough, a quota system for the gas 
supply (for large consumers) would have 
to be considered. During the question-

and-answer session with the media rep-
resentatives, some unintentionally funny 
statements were made: “Do we have to 
lower the thermostat or is that just a rec-
ommendation?” a journalist wanted to 
know. It is a recommendation, Parmelin 
replied, adding: He does not have a gas 
heating system himself, but it would cer-
tainly not be wrong to save there and re-
duce the temperature a bit.

By the way, the Federal Government’s 
emergency plan is pretty steep! The last 
stage after the quotas for large consum-
ers (including, for example, the SBB or 
the Post Office) is cyclical power cuts 
(8 hours on and 4 hours off, or 4 – 4 – 
4).10 That would really shake up Swit-
zerland as a business location, includ-
ing us workers and consumers. It would 
be much wiser if the Federal Govern-
ment did its domestic and foreign policy 
homework – if possible, before we are 
faced with a shortage.

Conclusion: As far as sensible ways 
to save energy are concerned, we still 
have many “empty gyms” in our re-
source-wasting society where we can 
save energy before we have to freeze in 
our homes. But for a prosperous future 
of our country – and the other Europe-
an peoples – it is also important that we 
citizens speak out against the brutal de-
struction of relations with Russia and its 
citizens by our governments. Not just 
so that we can get oil and gas again! 
We leave the closing words to Maria 
Zakharova, spokesperson for the Rus-
sian Foreign Ministry: “We note with 
regret that Switzerland’s neutral status 
is beginning to show cracks and that this 
development is continuing. [...] Regret-
tably, Bern’s current assessments and 
approaches to settling the conflict in 
Ukraine cannot in any way be described 
as neutral or well-considered. Of course, 

this aspect will play a role in the dia-
logue with Bern, both in terms of the bi-
lateral and international agenda for Rus-
sia.”11 A reminder to us Swiss! •
1 “Drohende Energie-Krise. Sommaruga: Eine Gas-

Mangellage würde uns hart treffen” (Looming en-
ergy crisis. Sommaruga: A gas shortage would 
hit us hard). SRF News. Liveticker for the Federal 
Council media conference on 29 June 2022

2 DETEC: Federal Department of the Environment, 
Transport, Energy and Communications. EAER: 
Federal Department of Economic Affairs, Educa-
tion and Research.

3 Rhyn, Larissa. “Energieknappheit. Frau Sommaru-
ga, müssen wir bald mit einem Energie-Alarm 
rechnen?” (Energy shortage. Ms Sommaruga, 
should we expect an energy alert soon?) Interview 
on SRF Tagesschau of 29 June 2022

4 “Energie: Bundesrat und Branche stärken Gas-Be-
schaffung und bereiten sich auf mögliche Mangel-
lagen vor.” (Energy: Federal Council and industry 
strengthen gas procurement and prepare for possi-
ble shortages). Federal Council media release of 
29 June 2022

5 Felber-Eisele, Philipp; Häne, Stefan. “Energiev-
ersorgung in Europa. Schweizer Gasleitung wird 
zum politischen Pfand” (Energy supply in Europe. 
Swiss gas pipeline becomes a political pawn). In 
Tages-Anzeiger of 3 July 2022

6 Association of the Swiss Gas Industry VSG. “Gas-
wirtschaft sichert Winterversorgung 2022/23 weit-
er ab” (Gas industry further secures winter supply 
2022/23). Media release of 29 June 2022

7 See for example “Current Swiss electricity policy. 
Electricity supply security does not come for free.” 
In: Current Concerns of 1 March 2022

8 “Impending energy crisis. Sommaruga: ‘A gas 
shortage would hit us hard’”. SRF News. Liveticker 
for the media conference of 29 June 2022.

9 Forster, Christof. “Energy transition: Majority of 
the population in favour of significant cuts in en-
vironmental protection and leaner procedures, ac-
cording to survey”. In: Neue Zürcher Zeitung of 31 
May 2022.

10 See www.ostral.ch. OSTRAL is the “Organisa-
tion for Electricity Supply in Extraordinary Situa-
tions”, set up by the “Association of Swiss Electric-
ity Companies (VSE)”, which would implement the 
electricity emergency plan on behalf of the Federal 
Council.

11 “Russia wants to protect Ukraine”. Interview by 
Guy Mettan with the spokeswoman of the Rus-
sian Foreign Ministry, Maria Zakharova. In: Welt-
woche of 30 June 2022

“As far as sensible ways to save energy are concerned, we 
still have many “empty gyms” in our resource-wasting so-
ciety where we can save energy before we have to freeze 
in our homes. But for a prosperous future of our country – 
and the other European peoples – it is also important that 
we citizens speak out against the brutal destruction of rela-
tions with Russia and its citizens by our governments. Not 
just so that we can get oil and gas again!”

“Who has got us into …” 
continued from page 5
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The other view/documentation

The economic blitzkrieg against Russia has failed
Speech by Russian President Vladimir Putin to the 25th St Petersburg International Economic Forum on 17 June 2022 (excerpts)  

cc. At the 25th St Petersburg Interna-
tional Economic Forum, Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin gave a speech last-
ing about an hour. In the first part of 
his speech, he addressed the radically 
changing global economic situation and 
Russia’s role in it. In the second part, 
he listed very concrete plans for the fur-
ther development of the Russian econo-
my – plans that are also reminiscent of 
the concept of the social market economy 
and are designed for society as a whole. 
In doing so, he turned against the slo-
gan of an autarky of the Russian econ-
omy and instead emphasised the central 
importance of international economic 
relations – but in the foreseeable future 
hardly with the economies of the “West”. 
Above all, he stressed the sovereignty 
of his country in questions of econom-
ic order – as well as of any other coun-
try. We are documenting excerpts of the 
first part of the speech.1 The subheadings 
have been set by Current Concerns.

[…] When I spoke at the Davos Forum a 
year and a half ago, I also stressed that 
the era of a unipolar world order has 
come to an end. […] Change is a natu-
ral process of history, as it is difficult to 
reconcile the diversity of civilisations 
and the richness of cultures on the planet 
with political, economic or other stereo-
types – these do not work here, they are 
imposed by one centre in a rough and no-
compromise manner. 

The flaw is in the concept itself, as the 
concept says there is one, albeit strong, 
power with a limited circle of close al-
lies, or, as they say, countries with grant-
ed access, and all business practices and 
international relations, when it is conven-
ient, are interpreted solely in the interests 
of this power. They essentially work in 
one direction in a zero-sum game. 

Fundamental changes
A world built on a doctrine of this kind is 
definitely unstable. 

After declaring victory in the Cold 
War, the United States proclaimed itself 
to be God’s messenger on Earth, without 
any obligations and only interests which 
were declared sacred. They seem to ig-
nore the fact that in the past decades, new 
powerful and increasingly assertive cen-
tres have been formed. Each of them de-
velops its own political system and public 
institutions according to its own model of 
economic growth and, naturally, has the 
right to protect them and to secure na-
tional sovereignty. 

These are objective processes and 
genuinely revolutionary tectonic shifts 
in geopolitics, the global economy and 
technology, in the entire system of inter-
national relations, where the role of dy-
namic and potentially strong countries 
and regions is substantially growing. It 
is no longer possible to ignore their in-
terests. 

Western elites “cling”  
to the old order …

To reiterate, these changes are funda-
mental, ground breaking and rigorous. It 
would be a mistake to assume that at a 
time of turbulent change, one can simply 
sit it out or wait it out until everything 
gets back on track and becomes what it 
was before. It will not. 

However, the ruling elite of some 
Western states seem to be harbouring this 
kind of illusions. They refuse to notice 
obvious things, stubbornly clinging to the 
shadows of the past. For example, they 
seem to believe that the dominance of the 
West in global politics and the economy 
is an unchanging, eternal value. Nothing 
lasts forever.

Our colleagues are not just denying re-
ality. More than that; they are trying to 
reverse the course of history. They seem 
to think in terms of the past century. They 
are still influenced by their own miscon-
ceptions about countries outside the so-
called “golden billion”: they consider 
everything a backwater, or their back-
yard.

… with bad consequences 
They still treat them like colonies, and 
the people living there, like second-class 
people, because they consider themselves 
exceptional. If they are exceptional, that 
means everyone else is second rate.

Thereby, the irrepressible urge to pun-
ish, to economically crush anyone who 
does not fit with the mainstream, does 
not want to blindly obey. Moreover, they 
crudely and shamelessly impose their 
ethics, their views on culture and ideas 
about history, sometimes questioning the 
sovereignty and integrity of states, and 
threatening their very existence. Suffice 
it to recall what happened in Yugoslavia, 
Syria, Libya and Iraq.

If some “rebel” state cannot be sup-
pressed or pacified, they try to isolate that 
state, or “cancel” it, to use their modern 
term. Everything goes, even sports, the 
Olympics, bans on culture and art mas-
terpieces just because their creators come 
from the “wrong” country.

This is the nature of the current round 
of Russophobia in the West, and the in-
sane sanctions against Russia. They are 
crazy and, I would say, thoughtless. They 
are unprecedented in the number of them 
or the pace the West churns them out at.

The idea was clear as day – they ex-
pected to suddenly and violently crush 
the Russian economy, to hit Russia’s in-
dustry, finance, and people’s living stand-
ards by destroying business chains, for-
cibly recalling Western companies from 
the Russian market, and freezing Russian 
assets.

Failure at all levels
This did not work. Obviously, it did not 
work out; it did not happen. Russian en-
trepreneurs and authorities have acted in 
a collected and professional manner, and 
Russians have shown solidarity and re-
sponsibility.

Step by step, we will normalise the 
economic situation. We have stabilised 
the financial markets, the banking sys-
tem and the trade network. Now we are 
busy saturating the economy with liquid-
ity and working capital to maintain the 
stable operation of enterprises and com-
panies, employment and jobs.

The dire forecasts for the prospects of 
the Russian economy, which were made 
in early spring, have not materialised. It 
is clear why this propaganda campaign 
was fuelled and all the predictions of […] 
the collapse of our economy were made. 
This was and remains an instrument in 
an information struggle […] Real life has 
belied these predictions. […]

Stable and healthy  
national budget supports the  

economy and facilitates aid measures
After the first five months of this year, 
the federal budget has a surplus of 1.5 

The Russian President Vladimir Putin 
speaking in St Petersburg.  

(picture Sergei Bobylev, TASS)

continued on page 8
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trillion roubles2 and the consolidated 
budget – a surplus of 3.3 trillion roubles. 
In May alone, the federal budget surplus 
reached almost half a trillion roubles, 
surpassing the figure for May 2021 more 
than four times over.

Today, our job is to create conditions 
for building up production and increasing 
supply in the domestic market, as well as 
restoring demand and bank financing in 
the economy commensurately with the 
growth in supply. 

I mentioned that we have taken meas-
ures to re-establish the floating assets of 
companies. […] 

I should add that we must make long-
term loans for businesses more accessi-
ble. The focus must shift from budget 
subsidies for businesses to bank lending 
as a means to spur business activity. […]

Once again, the economic blitzkrieg 
against Russia was doomed to fail from 
the beginning. 

Double-edged sanction weapons
Sanctions as a weapon have proved in re-
cent years to be a double-edged sword 
damaging their advocates and architects 
just a much, if not more. 

I am not talking about the repercus-
sions we see clearly today. We know that 
European leaders informally, so to say, 
furtively, discuss the very concerning 
possibility of sanctions being levelled not 
at Russia, but at any undesirable nation, 
and ultimately anyone including the EU 
and European companies. 

So far this is not the case, but Euro-
pean politicians have already dealt their 
economies a serious blow all by them-
selves. We see social and economic prob-
lems worsening in Europe, and in the US 
as well, food, electricity and fuel pric-
es rising, with quality of life in Europe 
falling and companies losing their mar-
ket edge.

According to experts, the EU’s direct, 
calculable losses from the sanctions fever 
could exceed $400 billion this year. This 
is the price of the decisions that are far 
removed from reality and contradict com-
mon sense.

These outlays fall directly on the 
shoulders of people and companies in the 
EU. The inflation rate in some Eurozone 
countries has exceeded 20 per cent. [ …] 
Inflation in the United States is also unac-
ceptable, the highest in the past 40 years.

Of course, inflation in Russia is also 
in the double digits so far. However, we 
have adjusted social benefits and pen-
sions to inflation, and increased the mini-
mum and subsistence wages, thereby pro-
tecting the most vulnerable groups of the 
population. At the same time, high inter-
est rates have helped people keep their 

savings in the Russian banking system. 
[…] 

This is our main difference from the 
EU countries, where rising inflation is di-
rectly reducing the real incomes of the 
people and eating up their savings, and 
the current manifestations of the cri-
sis are affecting, above all, low-income 
groups.

Long-term serious  
consequences for European  

companies and society as a whole
The growing outlays of European com-
panies and the loss of the Russian mar-
ket will have lasting negative effects. The 
obvious result of this will be the loss of 
global competitiveness and a system-
wide decline in the European economies’ 
pace of growth for years to come. 

Taken together, this will aggravate the 
deep-seated problems of European soci-
eties. […] A direct result of the European 
politicians’ actions and events this year 
will be the further growth of inequality in 
these countries, which will, in turn, split 
their societies still more, and the point at 
issue is not only the well-being but also 
the value orientation of various groups in 
these societies. 

Indeed, these differences are being 
suppressed and swept under the rug. 
Frankly, the democratic procedures and 
elections in Europe and the forces that 
come to power look like a front, because 
almost identical political parties come 
and go, while deep down things remain 
the same. The real interests of people and 
national businesses are being pushed fur-
ther and further to the periphery.

Such a disconnect from reality and the 
demands of society will inevitably lead 
to a surge in populism and extremist and 
radical movements, major socioeconom-
ic changes, degradation and a change of 
elites in the short term. […] 

Loss of EU sovereignty and  
clouding of the global economy

The attempts to keep up appearances and 
the talk about allegedly acceptable costs 
in the name of pseudo-unity cannot hide 
the main thing: the European Union has 
lost its political sovereignty, and its bu-
reaucratic elites are dancing to someone 
else’s tune, doing everything they are 
told from on high and hurting their own 
people, economies, and businesses.

There are other critically important 
matters here. The worsening of the glob-
al economic situation is not a recent de-
velopment. […] Moreover, it is not the 
result of the special military operation 
carried out by Russia in Donbass. Say-
ing so is an unconcealed, deliberate dis-
tortion of the facts.

Surging inflation in product and com-
modity markets had become a fact of life 

long before the events of this year. The 
world has been driven into this situation, 
little by little, by many years of irrespon-
sible macroeconomic policies pursued by 
the G7 countries, including uncontrolled 
emission and accumulation of unsecured 
debt. These processes intensified with 
the onset of the coronavirus pandemic in 
2020, when supply and demand for goods 
and services drastically fell on a global 
scale. […]

Massive use of the  
printing press – a dangerous recipe

Because they could not or would not de-
vise any other recipes, the governments 
of the leading Western economies sim-
ply accelerated their money-printing ma-
chines. Such a simple way to make up for 
unprecedented budget deficits.

[…] Over the past two years, the 
money supply in the United States has 
grown by more than 38 per cent. Previ-
ously, a similar rise took decades, but 
now it grew by 38 per cent or 5.9 trillion 
dollars in two years. By comparison, only 
a few countries have a bigger gross do-
mestic product.

The EU’s money supply has also in-
creased dramatically over this period. It 
grew by about 20 per cent, or 2.5 trillion 
euros.

Lately, I have been hearing more and 
more about the so-called – please excuse 
me, I really would not like to do this here, 
even mention my own name in this re-
gard, but I cannot help it – we all hear 
about the so-called “Putin inflation” in 
the West. When I see this, I wonder who 
they expect would buy this nonsense – 
people who cannot read or write, maybe. 
Anyone literate enough to read would un-
derstand what is actually happening.

The real causes do not lie with Russia 
Russia, our actions to liberate Donbass 
have absolutely nothing to do with this. 
The rising prices, accelerating inflation, 
shortages of food and fuel, petrol, and 
problems in the energy sector are the re-
sult of system-wide errors the current US 
administration and European bureaucra-
cy have made in their economic policies. 
That is where the reasons are, and only 
there.

I will mention our operation, too: yes, 
it could have contributed to the trend, but 
the root cause is precisely this – their er-
roneous economic policies. In fact, the 
operation we launched in Donbass is a 
lifeline they are grabbing at to be able to 
blame their own miscalculations on oth-
ers, in this case, on Russia. But every-
one who has at least completed primary 
school would understand the true reasons 
for today’s situation.

continued on page 9

“The economic blitzkrieg against …” 
continued from page 7
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So, they printed more money, and 
then what? Where did all that money go? 
It was obviously used to pay for goods 
and services outside Western countries 
– this is where the newly-printed money 
flowed. They literally began to clean out, 
to wipe out global markets. Naturally, no 
one thought about the interests of other 
states, including the poorest ones. They 
were left with scraps, as they say, and 
even that at exorbitant prices.

While at the end of 2019, imports 
of goods to the United States amount-
ed to about 250 billion dollars a month, 
by now, it has grown to 350 billion. It 
is noteworthy that the growth was 40 
per cent – exactly in proportion to the 
unsecured money supply printed in re-
cent years. They printed and distribut-
ed money, and used it to wipe out goods 
from third countries’ markets.

Enormous imbalances in the Western 
countries as the core of the problem

This is what I would like to add. For a 
long time, the United States was a big 
food supplier in the world market. It 
was proud, and with good reason, of its 
achievements, its agriculture and farm-
ing traditions. By the way, this is an ex-
ample for many of us, too. But today, 
America’s role has changed drastically. 
It has turned from a net exporter of food 
into a net importer. Loosely speaking, it 
is printing money and pulling commodi-
ty flows its way, buying food products all 
over the world. 

The European Union is building up 
imports even faster. Obviously, such a 
sharp increase in demand that is not cov-
ered by the supply of goods has triggered 
a wave of shortages and global infla-
tion. This is where this global inflation 
originates. In the past couple of years, 
practically everything – raw materials, 
consumer goods and particularly food 
products – has become more expensive 
all over the world. 

Yes, of course, these countries, includ-
ing the United States continue importing 
goods, but the balance between exports 
and imports has been reversed. I believe 
imports exceed exports by some 17 bil-
lion. This is the whole problem.

According to the UN, in February 
2022, the food price index was 50 per 
cent higher than in May 2020, while the 
composite raw materials index has dou-
bled over this period.

New monetary order  
must focus on real values

Under the cloud of inflation, many de-
veloping nations are asking a good ques-
tion: why exchange goods for dollars and 
euros that are losing value right before 

our eyes? The conclusion suggests itself: 
the economy of mythical entities is inev-
itably being replaced by the economy of 
real values and assets.

According to the IMF, global currency 
reserves are at $7.1 trillion and 2.5 tril-
lion euros now. These reserves are deval-
ued at an annual rate of about 8 per cent. 
Moreover, they can be confiscated or sto-
len any time if the United States dislikes 
something in the policy of the states in-
volved. I think this has become a very 
real threat for many countries that keep 
their gold and foreign exchange reserves 
in these currencies.

According to analyst estimates, and 
this is an objective analysis, a conver-
sion of global reserves will begin just 
because there is no room for them with 
such shortages. They will be converted 
from weakening currencies into real re-
sources like food, energy commodities 
and other raw materials. Other countries 
will be doing this, of course. Obviously, 
this process will further fuel global dol-
lar inflation.

Misguided economic policy  
of the West – long before  

the operation in the Donbass
As for Europe, their failed energy policy, 
blindly staking everything on renewables 
and spot supplies of natural gas, which 
have caused energy price increases since 
the third quarter of last year – again, 
long before the operation in Donbass – 
have also exacerbated price hikes. We 
have absolutely nothing to do with this. 
It was due to their own actions that prices 
have gone through the roof, and now they 
are once again looking for somebody to 
blame. 

Not only did the West’s miscalcula-
tions affect the net cost of goods and ser-
vices but they also resulted in decreased 
fertiliser production, mainly nitrogen fer-
tilisers made from natural gas. Overall, 
global fertiliser prices have jumped by 
over 70 per cent from mid-2021 through 
February 2022. 

Unfortunately, there are currently no 
conditions that can overcome these pric-
ing trends. On the contrary, aggravated 
by obstacles to the operation of Russian 
and Belarusian fertiliser producers and 
disrupted supply logistics, this situation 
is approaching a deadlock. 

It is not difficult to foresee coming 
developments. A shortage of fertiliser 
means a lower harvest and a higher risk 
of an undersupplied global food market. 
Prices will go even higher, which could 
lead to hunger in the poorest countries. 
And it will be fully on the conscience of 
the US administration and the European 
bureaucracy.

I want to emphasise once again: this 
problem did not arise today or in the past 

three or four months. And certainly, it is 
not Russia’s fault as some demagogues 
try to declare, shifting the responsibility 
for the current state of affairs in the world 
economy to our country. 

[…] This situation has been brewing 
for years, spurred by the short-sighted 
actions of those who are used to solving 
their problems at somebody else’s ex-
pense and who have relied and still rely 
on the mechanism of financial emission 
to outbid and draw trade flows, thus es-
calating deficits and provoking humani-
tarian disasters in certain regions of the 
world. I will add that this is essentially 
the same predatory colonial policy as in 
the past, but of course in a new iteration, 
a more subtle and sophisticated edition. 
You might not even recognise it at first.

Food supply as the most important 
task of the world community

The current priority of the international 
community is to increase food deliver-
ies to the global market, notably, to satis-
fy the requirements of the countries that 
need food most of all.

While ensuring its domestic food se-
curity and supplying the domestic mar-
ket, Russia is also able to scale up its 
food and fertiliser exports. For example, 
our grain exports in the next season can 
be increased to 50 million tonnes.

As a priority, we will supply the coun-
tries that need food most of all, where 
the number of starving people could in-
crease, first of all, African countries and 
the Middle East. […]

As I have said, Russia is ready to con-
tribute to balancing global markets of ag-
ricultural products, and we see that our 
UN colleagues, who are aware of the 
scale of the global food problem, are 
ready for dialogue. We could talk about 
creating normal logistical, financial and 
transport conditions for increasing Rus-
sian food and fertiliser exports.

As for Ukrainian food supplies to glob-
al markets – I have to mention this be-
cause of numerous speculations – we are 
not hindering them. They can do it. We did 
not mine the Black Sea ports of Ukraine. 
They can clear the mines and resume food 
exports. We will ensure the safe naviga-
tion of civilian vessels. No problem.

But what are we talking about? Ac-
cording to the US Department of Ag-
riculture, the matter concerns 6 mil-
lion tonnes of wheat (we estimate it at 5 
million tonnes) and 7 million tonnes of 
maize. This is it, altogether. Since glob-
al production of wheat stands at 800 mil-
lion tonnes, 5 million tonnes make little 
difference for the global market, as you 
can see.

Anyway, Ukrainian grain can be ex-
ported, and not only via Black Sea ports. 

continued on page 10

“The economic blitzkrieg against …” 
continued from page 8
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Another route is via Belarus, which is, 
incidentally, the cheapest way. Or via Po-
land or Romania, whichever you prefer. 
In fact, there are five or six export routes. 
[…]

But there is also the risk that grain will 
be used as payment for arms deliveries. 
This would be regrettable.

Western refusal as the cause for the 
military operation in the Donbass

Friends,
Once again, the world is going through 

an era of drastic change. International in-
stitutions are breaking down and falter-
ing. Security guarantees are being de-
valued. The West has made a point of 
refusing to honour its earlier commit-
ments. It has simply been impossible to 
reach any new agreements with them.

Given these circumstances and against 
the backdrop of mounting risks and 
threats, Russia was forced to go ahead 
with the special military operation. It was 
a difficult but necessary decision, and we 
were forced to make it.

This was the decision of a sovereign 
country, which has the uncondition-
al right to uphold its security, which is 
based on the UN Charter. This decision 
was aimed at protecting our people and 
the residents of the people’s republics of 
Donbass who for eight long years were 
subjected to genocide by the Kiev regime 
and the neo-Nazis who enjoyed the full 
protection of the West.

The West not only sought to imple-
ment an “anti-Russia” scenario, but also 
engaged in the active military develop-
ment of Ukrainian territory, flooding 
Ukraine with weapons and military ad-
visers. And it continues to do so now. 
Frankly, no one is paying any attention to 
the economy or well-being of the people 
living there, they just do not care about it 
at all, but they have never spared money 
to create a NATO foothold in the east that 

is directed against Russia and to cultivate 
aggression, hatred and Russophobia. […]

Defence of the political sovereignty 
and the national identity of Russia  

My point is that sovereignty cannot be 
segmented or fragmented in the 21st cen-
tury. The components of sovereignty are 
equally important, and they reinvigorate 
and complement each other.

So, what matters to us is not only the 
defence of our political sovereignty and 
national identity, but also strengthening 
everything that determines our country’s 
economic, financial, professional and 
technological independence.

The very structure of Western sanctions 
rested on the false premise that economi-
cally Russia is not sovereign and is criti-
cally vulnerable. They got so carried away 
spreading the myth of Russia’s backward-
ness and its weak positions in the global 
economy and trade that apparently, they 
started believing it themselves. 

While planning their economic blitz-
krieg, they did not notice, simply ignored 
the real facts of how much our country 
had changed in the past few years.

These changes are the result of our 
planned efforts to create a sustainable 
macroeconomic structure, ensure food 
security, implement import substitution 

programmes and create our own payment 
system, to name a few. 

Of course, sanction restrictions cre-
ated many challenges for the country. 
Some companies continue having prob-
lems with spare parts. Our companies 
have lost access to many technological 
solutions. Logistics are in disarray.

But, on the other hand, all this opens 
up new opportunities for us – we often 
talk about this but it really is so. All this 
is an impetus to build an economy with 
full rather than partial technological, pro-
duction, human and scientific potential 
and sovereignty.

Naturally, it is impossible to resolve 
such a comprehensive challenge instantly. 
It is necessary to continue working sys-
tematically with an eye to the future. This 
is exactly what Russia is doing by imple-
menting its long-term plans for the devel-
opment of branches of the economy and 
strengthening the social sphere. The cur-
rent trials are merely resulting in adjust-
ments and modifications of the plans with-
out changing their strategic orientation. •

1 The English version of the speech authorised by 
the Russian President’s Office, including the subse-
quent discussion, can be found at http://en.kremlin.
ru/events/president/news/68669 of 17 June 2022.

2 1000 roubles are currently equivalent to about 17 
Swiss francs. [Editor’s note]

“Of course, sanction restrictions created many challeng-
es for the country. Some companies continue having prob-
lems with spare parts. Our companies have lost access to 
many technological solutions. Logistics are in disarray. But, 
on the other hand, all this opens up new opportunities for 
us – we often talk about this but it really is so. All this is 
an impetus to build an economy with full rather than par-
tial technological, production, human and scientific poten-
tial and sovereignty.”

“The economic blitzkrieg against …” 
continued from page 9
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“What we hear in our media  
is propaganda, it is not real”

A one-time advocate of the economic  
“shock strategy” accuses the West of lying in the Ukraine conflict

ts. He is an award-winning US econo-
mist. Director of the UN’s Sustainable 
Development Solutions Network, as well 
as Director of the Earth Institute at the 
prestigious Columbia University in New 
York City, and a member of the Pontif-
ical Academy of Social Sciences since 
2021. Jeffrey David Sachs, born in 1954, 
also a professor at Harvard University’s 
economics department from 1983, a con-
sultant to the IMF, World Bank, OECD, 
WTO, and UNDP, is deeply concerned 
about the current global situation. He, 
who had earned a dubious reputation as a 
radical liberaliser. From 1985 in Bolivia, 
from 1989 in Poland, from 1991 in Rus-
sia. Wikipedia states, “In 1989, Yugosla-
via negotiated with the IMF the so-called 
‘Marković-Sachs program,’ which came 
about only at the IMF’s insistence. With-
in a few months, a radical import liberal-
isation was undertaken in 1989/90, which 
caused 2435 companies with a total of 
1.3 million employees to go bankrupt by 
the end of 1990. Yugoslavia’s gross na-
tional product fell by 7.5 percent in 1990 
and by 15 percent in 1991.” Joseph E 
Stiglitz concludes that the shock therapy-
style policy of rapid privatisation he rec-
ommended contributed to the rapid eco-
nomic collapse of the Eastern bloc. 

Nowadays, however, according to 
Wikipedia, Sachs is “committed to exten-
sive debt relief for extremely poor coun-
tries and to fighting diseases, especially 
HIV/AIDS in developing countries. He 
criticises the WTO and the IMF because 
the donors of these organisations are un-
willing to provide effective aid to the ex-

tremely poor. He accuses the U.S. gov-
ernment of being unwilling to allocate 
0.7% of gross national product to devel-
opment aid.”

As for the war in Ukraine, Sach’s 
statement is unequivocal. In an interview 
on May 13th, 2022, titled “Jeffrey Sachs 
on Ending the Russia-Ukraine War”1, he 
states that he is virtually constantly trave-
ling around the world and talking to lead-
ers everywhere: “What we hear in our 
media is propaganda, it’s not real. We 
should be negotiating. Actually, Biden 
refused to negoatiate with Putin.” Sachs 
who has been involved in this issue since 
the 1990s, points out that at the time Gor-
bachev had been promised that NATO 
would not be expanded eastward. Putin 
has repeatedly referred to this, he says. 
Sachs: “We are liars, I’m sorry to put it 
that way, we cheated.” The Minsk agree-
ments were signed, but “when Putin says, 

what about the Minsk agreements, he is 
shouted down or ignored (...) I can only 
tell you how many emails I’m gonna get 
from Ukrainian Canadians, from Ukrain-
ian Americans, Sax, are you crazy, what 
are you saying, but the truth is, diplo-
macy is crucial if you’re going to avoid 
wars.”

“At its core it is  
about exceptionalism”

Sachs had already expressed fundamen-
tal views on US foreign policy in 2018. 
In a lecture titled “The End of Ameri-
can Exceptionalism”2, he does not mince 
words about what current US policy is 
doing, not only in domestic policy but 
also in foreign policy: “We are at a cross-
roads. In 1941, Henry Luz declared the 
American century. In 1992, when the So-
viet Union collapsed, we were the colos-

Oskar Lafontaine: “No federal government has the right  
to make millions of Germans poorer and ruin the German economy”

“I can no longer hear the whining of 
Steinmeier, Scholz and others about the 
social upheavals that will result if the 
price of gas triples. If you can only buy en-
ergy from states like the US, Saudi Arabia 
or Qatar, and Russia, which you accuse of 
waging wars in violation of international 
law, then you should give preference to 
the supplier that has the best and cheap-
est goods. That is Russia. It is also becom-
ing increasingly clear that the German 
economy is closely intertwined with Rus-
sia for many other necessary raw materi-
als and spare parts as well.

It cannot be repeated often enough: 
If you cut ties with a country because of 
human rights violations, then you can’t 
trade with the US, which is responsible 

for most of the human rights violations 
in the world.

It was really embarrassing to see how 
Biden, at the press conference with 
Scholz in Washington, made it abun-
dantly clear to the latter who deter-
mines whether the Nord Stream 2 Baltic 
Sea pipeline will be put into operation 
or not.

When will there be a German chan-
cellor who has the courage to tell Wash-
ington so far and no further? Where 
does this German addiction to submis-
sion come from, seeing how German 
journalists and politicians behave to-
ward Washington?

If you think about your own popu-
lation, there is only one solution: open 

Nord Stream 2 to prevent the worst. 
De Gaulle still knew, states do not have 
friends, but interests. Just as the Yanks 
have been trying for 100 years to pre-
vent German technology from merg-
ing with Russian raw materials (George 
Friedman), the German government 
should finally realise that the sanctions 
do not harm Russia and the USA, but pri-
marily Germany and Europe. [...]

If one has made a big mistake, one 
must have the courage to correct it. No 
federal government has the right to 
make millions of Germans poorer and 
ruin the German economy.”

Source: https://de-de.facebook.com/ 
oskarlafontaine/ dated 7/4/2022

(Translation Current Concerns)

Jeffrey Sachs: “Ukraine Is the Latest Neocon Disaster” 
“The war in Ukraine is the culmination 
of a 30-year project of the American 
neoconservative movement.  The Biden 
Administration is packed with the same 
neocons who championed the US wars 
of choice in Serbia (1999), Afghanistan 
(2001), Iraq (2003), Syria (2011), Libya 
(2011), and who did so much to pro-
voke Russia’s invasion of Ukraine.  The 
neocon track record is one of unmiti-
gated disaster, yet Biden has staffed his 
team with neocons.  As a result, Biden is 
steering Ukraine, the US, and the Euro-
pean Union towards yet another geopo-

litical debacle. If Europe has any insight, 
it will separate itself from these US for-
eign policy debacles. [...]

The neocon outlook is based on an 
overriding false premise: that the US 
military, financial, technological, and 
economic superiority enables it to dic-
tate terms in all regions of the world.  It 
is a position of both remarkable hubris 
and remarkable disdain of evidence.”
Source: Jeffrey Sachs, “Ukraine Is the Lat-

est Neocon Disaster” https://www.jeff-
sachs.org/newspaper-articles/m6rb2a5t-

skpcxzesjk8hhzf96zh7w7 of 27 June 2022

continued on page 12
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sus, the New Rome, the sole superpower 
of the world. And I’m arguing it was a lot 
of illusion. The idea that there is a one 
power that bestrides the world, especial-
ly one country with 4.4% of the world’s 
population presuming to lead the world, 
to be the superpower, is very naive and 
very dangerous in my view. It’s in cen-
tral terms, it is this word exceptional-
ism which has been repeated throughout 
American history, that we are the excep-
tional country. That at this point I think 
makes us a danger to ourselves. We have 
ended up so vastly overextended. Mili-

tary bases in more than 70 countries 
around the world, more than 700 bases 
around the world. Wars that are dragging 
on endlessly. From Afghanistan, violence 
throughout the Middle East, Libya, all 
our drone and covert operations in Af-
rica, the Middle East, and elsewhere. We 
are a danger to ourselves now by tak-
ing this idea of exceptionalism in such 
an anachronistic way when it no long-
er applies.” He states that his criticism 
is aimed at the established US foreign 
policy, which has been ongoing for dec-
ades. “It has become more and more un-
real and out of kilter because the share of 
the world economy or global finance or 
technology that America dominates, let’s 

say, has diminished over time. We once 
were the economic colossus at the end of 
World War II. We were the ones stand-
ing that had not been attacked on home 
territory, except for one day, Pearl Har-
bour, and we were a military, technolog-
ical, and financial powerhouse, of course. 
But over time, other countries, other re-
gions, have developed. Of course China 
is the most remarkable case of economic 
development the world has ever seen. 1.4 
billion people coming out of poverty in a 
40-year period. And the reality of where 
we are today in the in the US and where 
we term ourselves as still the indispensa-
ble country [and the belief in] American 
primacy in every region of the world.” 

What had Kishore Mahbubani, one 
of the hundred most influential contem-
porary intellectuals, according to News-
week, said long ago? Western suprem-
acy has come to an end. It has been an 
aberration of history. The overwhelming 
majority of people on this planet are not 
Western and finally want to be taken seri-
ously. If Jeffrey Sachs’ statement contrib-
utes to this, much will already be gained. 
But where are the voices of the European 
intellectuals? •
1 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=e1qI1XKMPks
2 https://www.youtube.com/

watch?v=kZU0IXO7AQw

“‘What we hear in our media …’” 
continued from page 11

“Respect conveyed for  
the long-suffering Lebanese people”

The article “The survivors or: In search 
of a future” by Karin Leukefeld in Cur-
rent Concerns No. 14 of 28 June 2022 
touched me in a special way. A few days 
earlier, I had met a Lebanese taxi driv-
er in Cologne while travelling by taxi: 
an extremely friendly, somewhat elder-
ly person. I learned that he has lived in 
Cologne for 14 years, is the father of a 
family of already grown-up children who 
attended school in Cologne. He told me 
a lot about his home country Lebanon, 
about the lack of state order and the cha-
otic conditions there, about the horren-
dous inflation, but also about his brother 
who stayed there. When his brother ur-
gently needed medicines, they were not 
available in Lebanon. So he sent them 
to his brother from Germany. However, 
the brother could not easily receive the 
package with the medicines. Someone, 
perhaps the postman, had intercepted it 
and was now demanding 50 US dollars to 
hand it over. What else could the brother 
do but pay the 50 dollars!

I could not forget the descriptions of 
this sympathetic Lebanese taxi driver.

When I read Karin Leukefeld's report a 
few days later, I was deeply touched and 
felt a sense of having met the Lebanese taxi 
driver. I was able to deepen my impressions 
of Lebanon gained during the taxi ride in a 
particularly impressive way, among other 
things because the author showed the so-
cial and political context of the current con-
ditions. In addition, Karin Leukefeld gave 
me respect for the long-suffering Lebanese 
people and their courage to live, their will 
to survive. I am grateful for that.

Once again, I asked myself what we, 
what I, as an individual, can do against 
this crying injustice caused by the power 
interests of the Western hegemon and its 
vassals. To connect with like-minded peo-
ple, to keep myself informed, to keep talk-
ing and perhaps to provide modest materi-
al help through donations. These were the 
modest answers I found.

Annelene Neuhaus, Cologne

A thank you
As a long-time reader of Current Concerns, 
I would like to express my sincere thanks 
to all the staff of this newspaper for their 
tireless and valuable efforts in publishing, 
on a voluntary basis, a high-quality news-
paper that is oriented towards the common 
good, ethics and international law.

Especially in view of the almost om-
nipresent propaganda with which most 
media in Germany have been “supplying” 
us on all channels and around the clock 
since the beginning of the Ukraine war, 
the importance of Zeit-Fragen (Current 
Concerns) as a “Journal for independent 

thought, ethical standards and moral re-
sponsibility” becomes particularly tangi-
ble.

Current Concerns does not take part in 
the general disinformation and provides 
articles that are mostly withheld from the 
readers of the mainstream media, where-
by their contributions to the diverse polit-
ical, social and educational questions are 
of great importance for our living together.

Many thanks! And please keep up the 
good work!

Wolfgang Ley, Cologne
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continued on page 14

The path of an Israeli to Palestine
by Gabriela Wirth-Barben

Miko Peled lets the reader participate 
in his personal “path to Palestine” in 
a touching and stirring way.* His own 
story is closely interwoven with Israe-
li politics and the wars against the Pal-
estinian people and the neighbouring 
Arab states, which he incorporates into 
his autobiography from a personal per-
spective. Already in his family and later 
during his service in the army the author 
learns to deal with the constant and in-
creasing policy of injustice by the Israe-
li government, police and army against 
the Palestinian population. But it is not 
until his thirteen-year-old niece Sma-
dar is killed by two Palestinian suicide 
bombers in 1997 that he decides to turn 
his life around: “Her death forced me to 
relentlessly examine my Zionist beliefs, 
the history of my country and the polit-
ical situation that had motivated the su-
icide bombers who had killed her.” (p. 
18)** Miko Peled establishes a relation-
ship with fellow Palestinians at his home 
in California, learns of their painful ex-
periences with the Israeli occupiers and 
is amazed at the warmth and hospitali-
ty they extend to him. Mutual trust is 
built up in a dialogue of equals, and the 
question of living together in peace, that 
moves everyone involved, germinates.

Role model of the parents
Miko Peled was born in Jerusalem in 
1961, the fourth child of a “very well-
known Zionist family” where politicians 
and generals came and went (p. 37). As a 
child, he was “impregnated with patriot-
ism and belief in the Zionist cause” and 
urged to become “a hero and a great gen-
eral like my father” (p. 63). However, in 
his family he also received a great deal of 
compassion. His father, Matti Peled, was 
“a great general” who was instrumental in 
the Israeli-Arab wars of 1948, 1956 and 
1967, but over time he began to question 
much of what the Israeli army and state 
were doing to the Palestinians. In 1968, 
Miko's father resigned from the Israe-
li army, studied the Arabic language, be-
came a professor of Arabic language and 
literature, and in 1973, together with Uri 
Avnery and other peace activists, founded 
the Israeli Council for Israeli-Palestinian 
Peace, which even then advocated direct 
talks between Israel and the PLO and the 
rights of the Palestinians.

Miko Peled describes his mother’s 
compassionate feelings and sense of jus-
tice with an impressive example. After 
the 1948 war, when the Israeli army of-
fered her a beautiful house whose Pales-
tinian owners had been expelled, she re-
fused: “I should move into the house of a 

family that was perhaps living in a refu-
gee camp? Another mother’s flat? Can you 
imagine how much they must miss their 
home?” She told this story many times to 
little Miko, adding that she was ashamed 
of the Israelis who left with looted carpets 
and furniture (p. 44).

Soldier in the Israeli  
army and karate student

Like all young Israelis (men and 
women), Miko Peled was drafted into 
the army (IDF) at the age of 18 (1980) 
for more than two years of service. Al-
though his father thought the occupa-
tion of the West Bank and Gaza Strip 
was wrong by then, young Miko “as a 
staunch Zionist was nevertheless sure 
that Israel had to have an army”. He 
thought he could contribute to a “moral-
ly clean army” while protesting against 
the injustices committed by the IDF. The 
author relentlessly describes the brutal 
reality in a special operations unit, but 
thanks to a knee injury he was able to 
complete his training in a medical unit 
where he had time to “catch his breath 
and think things through carefully” (p. 
111). He gave up the red beret of the elite 
combat troops and became an instructor 
for paramedics: “On the other hand, I 
liked the idea of teaching people how to 
save lives very much.” (S. 112)

Miko had already discovered his love 
for karate as a high school student: at that 
time he was “fascinated by the strict re-
quirements of both karate and military 
combat training”. He adds, “But as I then 
found out, unlike the military [meaning 
the Israeli army], karate has a strong, un-
compromising moral foundation.” (p. 121) 
Karate, “like all traditional martial arts, 
espouses a philosophy of compassion and 
non-violence” (p. 122). Miko Peled chose 
the non-violent path and trained as a ka-
rate teacher. After two years in London, 
where he married his girlfriend Gila, they 
moved to Tokyo. With his teacher there, 
the couple finally travelled to California 
in 1987, where they actually only intended 
to stay for two years, but they made their 
home there and started their family. In San 
Diego, Miko Peled opened his first dojo 
(karate studio).

Understanding  
the point of view of the “other”

Very impressive are the consequenc-
es that Miko and some of his relatives 
drew after the death of his niece Sma-
dar in a suicide bombing. His brother-
in-law Rami, Smadar’s father, participat-
ed in the “Forum of Bereaved Families”, 
where Palestinian and Israeli families 

meet: “The message of the forum was 
simple: if parents who had lost their chil-
dren could sit down and talk to each 
other, so could everyone else. There was 
a partner for peace, and peace was pos-
sible.” (p. 150) It was clear to the Peled 
family, however, that in addition to this 
personal level, it would also take a po-
litical reversal to make peaceful coexist-
ence in Palestine possible. Miko’s sister 
Nurit, Smadar’s mother, according to the 
New York Times of 9 September 1997, 
called on the Israeli government to “stop 
the bloodbath” and accused the Netan-
yahu government of having “sacrificed 
our children for their megalomania – for 
their need to control, to oppress and to 
rule. [...] They want to kill the peace pro-
cess and then blame the Arabs.” (p. 151)

The collapse of the Palestinian-Israe-
li peace process in 2000/2001 – brought 
about by the Israeli opponents of peace 
around Ariel Sharon, who was subse-
quently elected Prime Minister – and the 
death of his niece moved Miko Peled to 
take action. He learned about a Jewish-
Palestinian dialogue group in San Diego 
and contacted it. At the first meeting, 
Miko (who was born and raised in Jeru-
salem!) thought: “This is the first time I 
am in a place where Jews and Palestini-
ans are together as equals. [...] The fact 
that we could talk to each other here and 
look each other in the eye made a huge 
difference.” (p. 163) It was not easy for 
the son of a “successful” Israeli general 
to hear history from the Palestinian point 
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of view: that Israel, for example, had not 
been the “David” defending itself against 
an Arab “Goliath” in the 1948 war (p. 
167f). For Miko, “the only thing strong-
er than this myth was trust [...]. Without 
this trust, we would never have made pro-
gress. Our group was not about accusing 
each other, but about listening and tell-
ing personal stories.” This is how the Is-
raeli learned that the Palestinians’ version 
of history was often diametral of what he 
had believed to be true.

The step to Palestine
Through his friendship with Nader, who 
had been expelled from Israel, and who, 
after 50 years in exile, finally received a 
passport with which he could travel to his 
hometown of Nazareth “at least as a tour-
ist”! Miko Peled had the opportunity to 
visit him and his family there. Together 
with his wife Gila, he drove from Jerusa-
lem to Nazareth in a car with Israeli num-
ber plates. He describes how he felt: “If 
someone had asked me if I was afraid of 
Arabs or of visiting an Arab city [...], I 
would have said, ‘No, of course not. Why 
should I?’ After all, I was an open-mind-
ed person, wasn’t I?” On his first trip to 
Palestine, he realised “how deep-rooted 
my fear really was” (p. 187). When they 
had to ask passers-by in Nazareth sever-
al times for directions to Nader’s uncle’s 
house, Miko and Gila felt very uncomfort-
able. Contrary to their prejudice, howev-
er, they noticed that many were eager to 
help them and made them feel welcome 
(p. 189).

After this experience, Miko wanted to 
get rid of his fear “once and for all. If there 
was ever to be peace, there had to be com-
plete trust, and that can only be established 
by people at least stretching their hands over 
the wall of fear, if they cannot tear down the 
wall.” During his travels in the West Bank, 
Miko visited, among other places, a hospi-
tal for which he had organised a donation 
of wheelchairs with Nader and the Rotary 
Club of San Diego. In the process, he not 
only learned of the many unlawfully impris-
oned and killed or wounded Palestinian men 
and women, but he also became acquaint-
ed with the abstruse Israeli security regula-
tions that made it “impossible [to] contact 
the other side without breaking the law” (p. 
191). Nevertheless, he stood in the way of 
the Israeli commanders, pointing out the 
“brutal, illegal occupation” they were try-
ing to enforce.

It was even more difficult to get into the 
Gaza Strip and organise aid projects for 
the population there by the American Ro-
tarians. The inhumane conditions in Gaza 
touched the author deeply: “The situation 
in Gaza is so bad that Israel’s rule over the 
West Bank looks almost like an idyll next 
to it. Israel’s restrictions on travel, move-
ment and the import and export of goods, 
together with the occupying power’s com-
plete control over land and sea, have creat-
ed a state of siege that literally chokes off 
one and a half million people, including 
800,000 children.” (p. 221f.)

“Peace between the Israelis  
and the Palestinians is possible”

These are just a few of the many person-
al, historical and political insights in this 

powerful autobiography. The author ded-
icates the last chapter, “Hope for Peace”, 
to his youth. While conducting kara-
te classes in Ramallah, he also spoke to 
the youth about the injustice of the oc-
cupation and encouraged them to find 
their way out of it without violence (p. 
277). And he describes the heated dis-
cussions with his brother-in-law on the 
solution to the Middle East conflict that 
has been pending for decades: one state, 
two states, three states? (p. 310ff.) In the 
epilogue, Miko Peled impressively shows 
how far he has grown beyond his Zionist 
view through intensive relations with fel-
low Palestinians: “Today, I see my most 
important role in writing and speaking 
for – and actively participating in – the 
resistance against the Zionist regime in 
Palestine. Peace between the Israelis and 
the Palestinians is possible as soon as we 
move outside the paradigm of the Zion-
ist state, a state that is wrongly called the 
‘Jewish state’. [...] The Palestinians, the 
original inhabitants who were made vic-
tims of a colonialist settler state, are the 
rightful owners of the land. Acknowl-
edging that this is the situation and that 
both Palestinians and Israelis must be 
able to live freely and in peace in a state 
that represents them both and where the 
same laws apply to all is, I believe, the 
first step. Until that is enforced, we have 
not solved any of the problems in Pales-
tine.” (S. 326) •
* Peled, Miko. The General’s Son. Journey of an Is-

raeli in Palestine. 2016
** The page numbers refer to the German version of 

the book; all quotes translated by Current Con-
cerns.

On the way to the Mar-Saba monastery. (picture Gabriela Wirth-Barben)

”The path of an Israeli to Palestine” 
continued from page 13
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Peace does not come by itself
by Dr Eliane Perret, psychologist and curative teacher

The greatest wish of all human beings is 
living together in tranquility and peace, 
therefore the question of how we can 
achieve lasting peace is all the more ur-
gent in view of the events which are pres-
ently shaking Europe. This ardent wish is 
reflected in many testimonies of human 
history. After the bitter experiences of two 
world wars, previous generations have al-
ready achieved a great deal at the polit-
ical level, in the human sciences and in 
culture in general, so that we do not have 
to start from scratch with our efforts. 
Their creation of international treaties to 
secure peace, their research in pedagogy 
and psychology, their great works in art 
and literature were invaluable contribu-
tions to international understanding and 
touched people in their feeling of inter-
personal solidarity. It is worthwhile tak-
ing a look!

“We have to cooperate!”
Waldau is a village situated on a river. 
People have lived on its banks for a long 
time. What an idyllic picture! But appear-
ances are deceptive, because (and this is 
nothing unusual) rivalries, jealousy and 
envy cause conflicts which encumber the 
communal life. This is the content of the 
picture book “On the Other Side of the 
River”1, which – although published a 
long time ago – has lost nothing of its top-
icality: Villagers live in a picturesque set-
ting on both sides of the river, which are 
connected by a rickety wooden bridge. 
Their coexistence, however, is disturbed 
by constant quarrels between the inhab-
itants on the west side and those who live 
on the east side of the river. So, for the 
time being, nobody is really unhappy 
when a thunderstorm destroys the bridge 
... until the chimney sweep on the left 
bank of the river needs new boots, but the 
cobbler lives on the other bank; the baker 
on the right side urgently needs the chim-
ney sweep on the left side of the river and 
the cobbler has hit his thumb so hard with 
a hammer that he urgently needs to see 
the doctor, who, however, has his practice 
– not surprisingly – on the other side of 
the river. So eventually it becomes obvi-
ous to everyone that they have to play ball 
and resolve their conflict, which they suc-
ceed in doing. 

Free and equal in dignity and rights 
Much has changed in our everyday lives 
since this picture book was published to 
teach young children the logic of cooper-
ation. In our latitudes, people rarely live 
in manageable village communities any-
more, but we often live close together and 
yet far away from each other in densely 

built, anonymous clusters of apartment 
blocks. For shopping, people go to the 
shopping centre where, apart from their 
purchases in the butcher’s shop, they also 
buy other products that are necessary (or 
unnecessary) for everyday life, as well 
as clothes and shoes. Sometimes all this 
is also settled by means of online shop-
ping. The crafts described in the book are 
now taken over by large companies, jobs 
are dehumanised or relocated to cheaper 
producing countries (under working con-
ditions that are hardly ever publicly dis-
cussed and questioned).2

However, the small village communi-
ty by the river reflects what it takes to live 
together in peace, and that has nothing to 
do with nostalgia. On the contrary, there 
is much to be learned from it, especially 
today, because it is about the fundamentals 
of being human, the necessity of cooper-
ation on the basis of mutual respect, as it 
was formulated in the Universal Declara-
tion of Human Rights in 1948 and adopted 
by the United Nations General Assembly 
in its first article after the horrors of the 
Second World War: “All human beings are 
born free and equal in dignity and rights. 

They are endowed with reason and con-
science and should act towards one anoth-
er in a spirit of brotherhood.” 

Only thus can peace come to the world 
191 countries have signed this declaration 
since. But a view into the world shows an 
apparent lack of the necessary seriousness 
and determination to turn this goal into 
reality. However, this is what we need, be-
cause human dignity is not a self-evident 
fact, but must be established and strength-
ened at all levels of human coexistence; 
it must be promoted and spread consist-
ently and with the necessary persever-
ance. Only in this way can peace come to 
the world. No one may take the liberty of 
placing him- or herself above other human 
beings, or feel entitled to dispose of them 
and treat them disparagingly, for, as the 
second article of the Human Rights’ Dec-
laration states: “Everyone is entitled to all 
the rights and freedoms set forth in this 
Declaration, without distinction of any 
kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, 
religion, political or other opinion, nation-

On the Other Side of the River. (picture from the book of J. Oppenheim und Aliki) 
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al or social origin, property, birth or other 
status.” 

And: “Furthermore, no distinction shall 
be made on the basis of the political, ju-
risdictional or international status of the 
country or territory to which a person be-
longs, whether it be independent, trust, 
non-self-governing or under any other 
limitation of sovereignty.” 

Images of the human family
Obviously, it was clear to many people 
who had experienced the horrors of the 
world wars that now everyone had to pull 
their weight to ensure that it would never 
again have to come to that. Just as Käthe 
Kollwitz did after the First World War, so 
that she reached the conscience of sever-
al generations with her famous woodcuts, 
as an artist, a mother and a fellow human 
being. “Never again war!” And where do 
we stand today? People all along the world 
belong together, nobody must be assigned 
enemy images, because we all belong to 
the same human family. The world-fa-
mous photo exhibition “Family of Man”, 
which was conceived by the Luxem-
bourg photographer Edward Steichen for 
the Museum of Modern Art in New York 
from 1951 onward and opened in 1955, is 
an impressive reminder.3 In the universal 
language of photography, which can be 
understood by all people, it takes up the 
basic principles of living together in peace 
formulated in the UN’s Universal Decla-
ration of Human Rights. Edward Steichen 
and his team selected 503 photographs 
by 273 photographers from 68 countries 
out of more than two million images. In 
a comprehensive portrait, these show 32 
concerns that preoccupy people all over 
the world – whether it is love, work, chil-
dren, or also disability, war and death – 
and point to human equality and common 
nature. After the experiences of the Sec-
ond World War, this exhibition was meant 

to help promote understanding be-
tween people and point out the cat-
astrophic consequences of a nucle-
ar war, as known from Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki. In 2003, the exhi-
bition “Family of Man” was de-
clared a World Heritage Site by 
UNESCO, and it can now be seen 
in the small Luxembourg town of 
Clervaux. 

Lost roots of our own history
These foundations for a human 
family living together in peace 
were obviously still more natural-
ly anchored in the minds of peo-
ple and the values of nations fifty 
years ago. They have their roots in 
the long traditions of the respec-
tive cultures, and for a long time, 
they shaped family upbringing, 
educational goals and school ed-
ucation. Also research and teach-
ing in the faculties of education 
and psychology at the universities 
were based on these foundations. 

Since the 1970s, however, Western 
countries have been marked by a break in 
values brought into society by the Frank-
furt School, which deeply unsettled human 
coexistence. Not only the “elites”, but 
broad sections of the population of Cen-
tral Europe have since lost their emotional 
connection to the roots of their own histo-
ry. They are therefore easily seduced into 
a “way of life” characterised by superfi-
ciality in relationships, consumerism and 
a lack of self-reflection and sense of re-
sponsibility, so that active participation 
in shaping community affairs is on shaky 
ground. 

Do not sow hatred and discord
Although coexistence in equality would 
be possible today, billions of people 
around the world are deprived of elemen-
tary basic rights, and large political en-
tities behave like colonial masters. They 

arrogate to themselves the right to 
interfere in the destinies of other 
countries, to create dependen-
cies, to stir up conflicts in order to 
sweep away governments they do 
not like, and they are not afraid to 
declare themselves the guardians 
of democracy and freedom. 

Equally reprehensible is the at-
tempt to control people’s attitudes 
towards other peoples through 
propaganda methods (for example 
in the media), to sow hatred and 
discord and to divide the world 
into good and evil. Since the Sec-
ond World War, not a year has 
passed without wars. Worldwide, 
at least 60 to 65 million people 
have died as a result of these wars. 
Would we not do well to reflect on 

what our future should look like as a 
human family on our planet? What values 
should our coexistence be based on? It is 
time to remember what far-sighted people 
created after the horrors of wars to make 
peaceful coexistence possible: the UN 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
International Humanitarian Law, the In-
ternational Committee of the Red Cross, 
all building on values that correspond to 
our European cultural heritage. So if you 
do not wear blinkers, you will see how 
much there is to be done to give people 
the chance to live together in peace.

Recalling fundamental values 
It is not that simple to stifle the human 
desire to live together in peace. The real 
question before us today, the question pos-
ing itself ever more urgently, is how we 
can reinforce the necessary basic values in 
education and upbringing. We adults must 
set an example of these values as the basis 
of every healthy personality development, 
so that they become emotionally tangi-
ble for our children and young people. 
Why not start with a holiday excursion to 
Clervaux as a starting point for conversa-
tions that today’s children and young peo-
ple are still so keen to engage in? •

1 Oppenheim, J./Aliki. (1972). Auf der anderen Seite 
des Flusses (On the Other Side of the River). Vi-
enna: Österreichischer Bundesverlag. It is regret-
table that this picture book written half a century 
ago by an American author and later published in 
many languages is now out of print in English and 
in German. 

2 Interesting articles on this topic can be found on 
the Public Eye website. www.publiceye.ch/de

3 Steichen, Edward. (1996, first edition 1955). The 
Family of Man. Distributed Art Publishers (DAP), 
New York; https://steichencollections-cna.lu/deu/
collections/1_the-family-of-man
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