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Ukraine is the latest neocon disaster
by Jeffrey D. Sachs

The war in Ukraine is the culmination of 
a 30-year project of the American neocon-
servative movement.  The Biden Adminis-
tration 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 provoke Russia’s in-
vasion of Ukraine.  The neocon track re-
cord is one of unmitigated disaster, yet 
Biden has staffed his team with neocons. 
As a result, Biden is steering Ukraine, the 
US, and the European Union towards yet 
another geopolitical debacle. If Europe 
has any insight, it will separate itself from 
these US foreign policy debacles. 

The neocon movement emerged in the 
1970s around a group of public intellec-
tuals, several of whom were influenced 
by University of Chicago political scien-
tist Leo Strauss and Yale University clas-
sicist Donald Kagan. Neocon leaders in-
cluded Norman Podhoretz, Irving Kristol, 
Paul Wolfowitz, Robert Kagan (son of 
Donald), Frederick Kagan (son of Don-
ald), Victoria Nuland (wife of Robert), El-
liott Abrams, and Kimberley Allen Kagan 
(wife of Frederick).

Main message of the neocons:  
US military domination everywhere

The main message of the neocons is that 
the US must predominate in military 
power in every region of the world, and 
must confront rising regional powers 
that could someday challenge US global 
or regional dominance, most important-
ly Russia and China. For this purpose, 
US military force should be pre-posi-
tioned in hundreds of military bases 
around the world and the US should be 
prepared to lead wars of choice as nec-
essary. The United Nations is to be used 

by the US only when useful for US pur-
poses.

This approach was spelled out first by 
Paul Wolfowitz in his draft Defense Pol-
icy Guidance (DPG)1 written for the De-
partment of Defense in 2002. The draft 
called for extending the US-led security 
network to the Central and Eastern Eu-
rope despite the explicit promise by Ger-
man Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher in 1990 that German unifica-
tion would not be followed by NATO’s 
eastward enlargement.2 Wolfowitz also 
made the case for American wars of 
choice, defending America’s right to act 
independently, even alone, in response to 
crises of concern to the US. According to 
General Wesley Clark, Wolfowitz already 
made clear to Clark in May 1991 that the 
US would lead regime-change operations 
in Iraq, Syria, and other former Soviet al-
lies.3

Aware of fatal consequences
The neocons championed NATO enlarge-
ment to Ukraine even before that be-
came official US policy under George W. 
Bush, Jr. in 2008.  They viewed Ukraine’s 
NATO membership as key to US region-
al and global dominance.  Robert Kagan 
spelled out the neocon case for NATO en-
largement in April 2006:

“[T]he Russians and Chinese see noth-
ing natural in [the “colour revolutions” of 
the former Soviet Union], only Western-
backed coups designed to advance West-
ern influence in strategically vital parts of 
the world. Are they so wrong? Might not 
the successful liberalization of Ukraine, 
urged and supported by the Western de-
mocracies, be but the prelude to the incor-
poration of that nation into NATO and the 
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states: from 1985 in Bolivia, from 1989 
in Poland, from 1991 in Russia. Above 
all, the policy of rapid privatisation that 
he recommended earned him criticism.

Together with the academics Heiner 
Flassbeck, Thomas Piketty, Dani Rodrik 
and Simon Wren-Lewis, Sachs pub-
lished an open letter to Angela Mer-
kel during the Greek sovereign debt 
crisis in July 2015, calling on her to re-
duce Greece’s debt and give the gov-
ernment there a long period of time to 
repay the remaining debt.

Sachs is committed to extensive debt 
relief for extremely poor states and in 
the fight against diseases, especially 
HIV/Aids in developing countries. He 
criticises the WTO and the IMF because 
the donors of these organisations are 
not prepared to provide effective aid 
for the extreme poor.

In September 2020, Sachs and oth-
ers founded the Regenerative Society 
Foundation in Parma, Italy. The aim of 
the foundation is to “to promote a new 
regenerative socio-economic model 
with the objective of generating envi-
ronmental and social benefits.”

Source: Wikipedia

Jeffrey Sachs  
(picture https://commons.

wikimedia.org)

“The main message of the neocons is that the US must pre-
dominate in military power in every region of the world, 
and must confront rising regional powers that could some-
day challenge US global or regional dominance, most im-
portantly Russia and China.”
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European Union – in short, the expansion 
of Western liberal hegemony?”4

Kagan acknowledged the dire impli-
cation of NATO enlargement.  He quotes 
one expert as saying, “The Kremlin is get-
ting ready for the ‘battle for Ukraine’ in 
all seriousness.”  After the fall of the So-
viet Union, both the US and Russia should 
have sought a neutral Ukraine, as a pru-
dent buffer and safety valve. Instead, the 
neocons wanted US “hegemony” while 
the Russians took up the battle partly in 
defence and partly out of their own im-
perial pretentions as well.  Shades of the 
Crimean War (1853–1856), when Britain 
and France sought to weaken Russia in the 
Black Sea following Russian pressures on 
the Ottoman empire. 

Kagan penned the article as a private 
citizen while his wife Victoria Nuland 
was the US Ambassador to NATO under 
George W. Bush, Jr. Nuland has been the 
neocon operative par excellence.  In ad-
dition to serving as Bush’s Ambassador 
to NATO, Nuland was Barack Obama’s 
Assistant Secretary of State for European 
and Eurasian Affairs during 2013-–2017, 
where she participated in the overthrow of 
Ukraine’s pro-Russian president Viktor Ya-
nukovych, and now serves as Biden’s Un-
dersecretary of State guiding US policy 
vis-à-vis the war in Ukraine.

False premises and  
disregard for reality

The neocon outlook is based on an over-
riding false premise: that the US military, 
financial, technological, and economic su-
periority enables it to dictate terms in all 
regions of the world.  It is a position of 
both remarkable hubris and remarkable 
disdain of evidence.  Since the 1950s, the 
US has been stymied or defeated in nearly 
every regional conflict in which it has par-
ticipated.  Yet in the “battle for Ukraine,” 
the neocons were ready to provoke a mili-

tary confrontation with Russia by expand-
ing NATO over Russia’s vehement objec-
tions because they fervently believe that 
Russia will be defeated by US financial 
sanctions and NATO weaponry. 

The Institute for the Study of War 
(ISW), a neocon think-tank led by Kim-
berley Allen Kagan (and backed by a 
who’s who of defence contractors such as 
General Dynamics and Raytheon), con-
tinues to promise a Ukrainian victory. Re-
garding Russia’s advances, the ISW of-
fered a typical comment: “[R]egardless 
of which side holds the city [of Sieviero-
donetsk], the Russian offensive at the op-
erational and strategic levels will prob-
ably have culminated, giving Ukraine 
the chance to restart its operational-level 
counteroffensives to push Russian forces 
back.”

The facts on the ground, however, 
suggest otherwise.  The West’s econom-
ic sanctions have had little adverse im-
pact on Russia, while their “boomer-
ang” effect on the rest of the world has 
been large.  Moreover, the US capaci-
ty to resupply Ukraine with ammunition 
and weaponry is seriously hamstrung by 
America’s limited production capacity 
and broken supply chains. Russia’s in-
dustrial capacity of course dwarfs that 
of Ukraine’s.  Russia’s GDP was rough-
ly 10X that of Ukraine before war, and 
Ukraine has now lost much of its indus-
trial capacity in the war.

The most likely outcome of the cur-
rent fighting is that Russia will conquer 
a large swath of Ukraine, perhaps leaving 
Ukraine landlocked or nearly so. Frustra-

tion will rise in Europe and the US with 
the military losses and the stagflationary5 
consequences of war and sanctions. The 
knock-on effects could be devastating, if 
a right-wing demagogue in the US rises 
to power (or in the case of Trump, returns 
to power) promising to restore America’s 
faded military glory through dangerous 
escalation.

Instead of risking this disaster, the real 
solution is to end the neocon fantasies of 
the past 30 years and for Ukraine and Rus-
sia to return to the negotiating table, with 
NATO committing to end its commitment 
to the eastward enlargement to Ukraine 
and Georgia in return for a viable peace 
that respects and protects Ukraine’s sov-
ereignty and territorial integrity. •
1 cf. https://www.archives.gov/files/declassifi-

cation/iscap/pdf/2008-003-docs1-12.pdf. Paul 
Wolfowitz was Undersecretary of Defense from 
1989–1993. The partially released document 
“Defense Planning Guidance, FY 1994–1999” 
dates from spring 1992.

2 Cf. e. g., Shifrinson, Joshua R. Itzkowitz. Deal or 
No Deal? The End of the Cold War and the U.S. 
Offer to Limit NATO Expansion. In it, he cites var-
ious official documents and minutes of the diplo-
matic talks at the time, which have since been de-
classified, as well as official statements. https://
www.belfercenter.org/sites/default/files/files/
publication/003-ISEC_a_00236-Shifrinson.pdf

3 see, for example, the statement by Gener-
al Wesley Clark at https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=z8ityb0Ips4

4 Kagan, Robert. “League of Dictators?” In: The 
Washington Post of 30 April 2006

5 Stagflation is when economic stagnation (high un-
employment and inflation) occurs simultaneously. 
(Editor’s note).

Source: https://www.jeffsachs.org/newspaper-
articles/m6rb2a5tskpcxzesjk8hhzf96zh7w7 of 27 
June 2022 
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continued from page 1 “The neocon track record is one of unmitigated disaster, yet 

Biden has staffed his team with neocons. As a result, Biden 
is steering Ukraine, the US, and the European Union to-
wards yet another geopolitical debacle.”
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Washington’s proxy war against Russia
Responsibilities and consequences, also for Germany

Interview by Maike Hickson (LifeSiteNews) with Colonel Douglas Macgregor

LifeSite: Who in your eyes is the main 
guilty force behind the escalation of the 
Ukraine conflict?
Douglas Macgregor: Washington’s proxy 
war with Russia is the result of a care-
fully constructed plan to embroil Russia 
in conflict with its Ukrainian neighbour. 
From the moment that President Putin 
indicated that his government would not 
tolerate a NATO military presence on 
Russia’s doorstep in Ukraine, Washing-
ton sought to expedite Ukraine’s devel-
opment into a regional military power 
hostile to Russia. The Maidan coup al-
lowed Washington’s agents in Kiev to 
install a government that would coop-
erate with this project. PM Merkel’s re-
cent admission that she and her Europe-
an colleagues sought to exploit the Minsk 
Accords to buy time for the military 

building in Ukraine confirms the tragic 
truth of this matter.

How could the conflict be resolved peace-
fully and diplomatically, what would be 
aspects of an agreement between the con-
flict parties?
Washington and its allies in Western Eu-
rope badly miscalculated. They believed 
that Russia’s economic weakness made 
an effective Russian military campaign 
to destroy Ukrainian military strength 
impossible. Russia’s initial performance 
assumed that Washington and its allies 
would recognize the seriousness of the 
matter and acknowledge Russia’s legiti-
mate security interests in Ukraine. Once 
it became clear that Washington was de-
termined to not only preserve its stra-
tegic military control of Ukraine with 
the goal of utterly destroying Russia, 
Moscow changed course. Moscow now 
treats Ukraine as a theatre of war, not as 
a brother Slavic Country. The war will 
only end on terms that Moscow creates. 
As President Putin says repeatedly, ‘Only 

Moscow is the guarantor of Ukrainian 
territory.’

Who is the driving force that tries to pre-
vent a peaceful resolution of the conflict?
The names of the members of the World 
Economic Forum is a good place to start 
in your search for the answer to this ques-
tion.

You seem to argue that the US-pushed 
escalation of the conflict in Ukraine is 
harming the United States’ relations with 
Europe. Could you explain your position?
When imposing sanctions, it is always im-
portant to avoid sanctioning yourself. Rus-
sia is not isolated. In fact, Russia enjoys 
an unassailable geographical position with 
access to markets, goods and services that 
the United States cannot obstruct. Thus, 
Washington’s allies, as well as, Ameri-
cans, are now the victims of Washing-
ton’s thoughtless and arrogant financial 
and economic policies.

There are some voices who claim that the 
Ukraine war actually has helped the U.S. 
economy by increasing weapons produc-
tion and gasoline sales to Europe. Would 
you agree with this assessment or what 
would you say about who benefits most 
from this war in Ukraine?
Military sales do not enhance the eco-
nomic health and well-being of any econ-
omy. Investments in military power are 
sunken costs. The resulting equipment 
has little salvage value. Whenever a Na-
tion-State builds more military power 
than is necessary for its own defence, it 
deprives other economic sectors of the 
capital they need to grow and prosper. 
This was President Eisenhower’s argu-
ment in 1953 when he said, “Security 
cannot exist without prosperity. Ameri-
cans deserve both.”

Douglas Macgregor is a retired US 
Army Colonel, political scientist, mili-
tary theorist, consultant, renowned au-
thor and television commentator. PhD 
in international relations. Frequent mil-
itary commentator on Fox News, CNN, 
RT and BBC.

Douglas Macgregor 
(picture realclearpolitics.com)

“For most of the last 300 years, Berlin has been Moscow’s 
natural partner in commercial trade and regional security 
matters. The two world wars were destructive episodes that 
should never have occurred. There is no reason to repeat 
past mistakes. Berlin must now confront the reality that 
Washington’s strategic interests and the strategic interests 
of the German nation are not identical and adjust its rela-
tions with Washington and Moscow appropriately.”

“Help” that destroys and kills
km. If it is true that the US govern-
ment is waging a provoked proxy war 
against Russia in Ukraine on the basis 
of its own power-political goals – and 
there is now a great deal of evidence 
and eyewitnesses to this – then the 
“help” and “support” that this gov-
ernment is giving the Ukrainian presi-
dent and his army appears in a differ-
ent light. Thus, the visit of Volodymyr 
Zelensky to Washington a few days ago, 
celebrated with all showiness, became a 
grotesque spectacle aimed at deceiving 
the public once again, at least those on 
the home front. In this proxy war, the 
warring party, the US, publicly poses as 
noble, helpful and good, but in fact sac-
rifices Ukraine and the Ukrainians – and 

in principle all of Europe – to its power-
political plans. Perhaps US President Jo 
Biden was not aware of the ambiguity 
of his statement in the joint press con-
ference with Ukraine President Zelen-
sky – that the struggle in Ukraine was 
“part of something much bigger”. The 
fact that Volodymyr Zelensky plays the 
role assigned to him to the bitter end 
and loudly “thanks” Washington for 
the sacrifice of his country and its peo-
ple is particularly shocking. 

“Negotiations”, which many called for 
again before Christmas – certainly also 
with honest motives – will only make 
sense if they are conducted honestly. Un-
fortunately, we are still miles away from 
that – at least on the Western side.
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Do you consider Russia to be a military 
threat to Europe, or do you think the Ger-
man-Russian economic collaboration was 
beneficial for Europe?
Russia was not a threat to Europe when 
the war in Ukraine began. Washington’s 
proxy war has compelled Moscow to 
re-examine its assumptions about Rus-
sian security. From now on, Russia will 
maintain larger and more robust high-
end conventional forces with the goal 
of securing itself from future Western 
attacks. For most of the last 300 years, 
Berlin has been Moscow’s natural part-
ner in commercial trade and regional se-

curity matters. The two world wars were 
destructive episodes that should never 
have occurred. There is no reason to re-
peat past mistakes. Berlin must now con-
front the reality that Washington’s strate-
gic interests and the strategic interests of 
the German nation are not identical and 
adjust its relations with Washington and 
Moscow appropriately. If Berlin adjusts 
its foreign policy along these lines, Ber-
lin can once again restore stability and 
prosperity to Europe. •

Source: https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/ex-
clusive-us-colonel-explains-americas-role-in-pro-
voking-russia-ukraine-conflict/ of 19 December 
2022; reprinted with kind permission of Colonel 
Douglas Macgregor

”Washington’s proxy war …” 
continued from page 3
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When scientists commit to politics
by Karl-Jürgen Müller

I became aware of the book through a 
review in the “Frankfurter Allgemeine 
Zeitung” of 5 December 2022, reading: 
“Anyone who wants to quickly acquire 
a good basis of knowledge in order to 
be able to range in the news about Rus-
sia’s war against Ukraine should pick up 
Gwendolyn Sasse’s book ‘Krieg gegen die 
Ukraine’ (War against Ukraine).

The German publisher C. H. Beck 
has published it in its “Wissen” (knowl-
edge) series. In full, the title is “The War 
on Ukraine. Backgrounds, Events, Con-
sequences”. The book has just over 120 
pages and has been published only a few 
weeks ago. The work on the content of the 
book was completed in August 2022.

My first doubts regarding the scientif-
ic objectivity came when I read the ded-
ication: “For my friends and colleagues 
in and from Ukraine”. There is not a sin-
gle footnote or endnote. The bibliography 
lists only three speeches by Russian Pres-
ident Putin and four speeches by Ukraini-
an President Zelensky as primary sources. 
There are defacingly selective quotations 
from the Russian President’s speeches. 
Four surveys are listed in the bibliogra-
phy: one sponsored by the UK and the 
German Research Foundation DFG, and 
three by the International Institute of Soci-
ology in Kiev. The core statements on var-
ious opinion patterns in Ukraine are based 
on the figures of this one Ukrainian insti-
tute for opinion research. The secondary 
literature consists exclusively of German- 
and English-language texts from the West.

In contrast to many current media prod-
ucts on the war in Ukraine, Gwendolyn 
Sasse also deals with the period before 

24 February 2022. But only to make the 
claim that Russia has actually been at war 
with Ukraine since 2014. Otherwise, there 
is not much else in this book than what the 
attentive user of our media has been able 
to consume almost daily since 24 Febru-
ary at the latest: the assertion that an auto-
cratically ruled and neo-imperialist Rus-
sia has the goal of destroying a Ukraine 
striving for freedom and democracy and 
above all for the West. Ukraine’s fight 
against Russia is therefore also a fight for 
European freedom and deserves full sup-
port. In doing so, the events are interpreted 
and judged in the same way as they are by 
Western politics and the Western media. 
Contradicting facts remain unmentioned 
or are only casually alluded to. For exam-
ple, the 14,000 dead in the Donbass be-
tween 2014 and 2022 – without, however, 
taking up the question of who is respon-
sible for this. Ms Sasse’s research was 
not open and unbiased. Her result was a 
foregone conclusion: a condemnation of 
Russia and a partisanship for the current 
Ukrainian policy and especially that of its 
president.

On the back cover of the book, Gwen-
dolyn Sasse is introduced as “Director of 
Eastern European and International Studies 
(ZOiS) and Einstein Professor at the Hum-
boldt University in Berlin”. At Wikipedia, 
her ties to the Anglo-Saxon world become 
clearer. There one learns that Ms. Sasse, 
born in 1972, studied and earned her doc-
torate at the London School of Economics 
and taught there as assistant professor be-
fore moving to Oxford University in 2007, 
where she has held a professorship in com-
parative politics since 2013.

Science, as defined by the Oxford dic-
tionary, is “knowledge arranged in an or-
derly manner, esp. knowledge obtained by 
observation and testing of facts”. Gwen-
dolyn Sasse’s book has little to do with 
this. Instead, it fits Western politics very 
well. This is no longer a surprise to any-
one. Ms Sasse is not an isolated case. But 
why is there hardly any protest? After all, 
this turns upside down the idea of free-
dom of science, research, and teaching 
– in Germany, for example, in 1949 in-
corporated into the Basic Law as an an-
ti-totalitarian element –, the reputation of 
the sciences is politically abused, and the 
cultural achievement of serious scientific 
thought and work is called into question.

Scientists and academics striving for 
objectivity and the establishment of truth 
would be a blessing, especially in times 
of emotionalizing propaganda and wide-
spread lack of understanding. The fact that 
we have been far from this for some time 
now is not a good sign. •
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Kant, Fukuyama, Makei and the war in Ukraine
by Ralph Bosshard, senior advisor for military and political strategic analysis 

globalbridge.ch/cc. On 26 November 
2022, the foreign minister of the Re-
public of Belarus, 64-year-old Vladimir 
Makei, died unexpectedly of a heart at-
tack, according to official reports.1 Im-
mediately, speculations about an unnat-
ural death of Makei shot up.2 In those 
days, Makei should have attended the 
annual Ministerial Council of the Or-
ganisation for Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe OSCE. − Ralph Boss-
hard, who is very familiar with both the 
OSCE and Belarus, takes a closer look 
at Vladimir Makei’s last extensive publi-
cation and this extremely important per-
sonality for Eastern Europe.

After serving as head of the presidential 
administration of the Republic of Belarus 
from 2008 to 2012, Vladimir Makei was 
appointed his country’s foreign minister 
in 2012. Under the slogan of “multivecto-
ral foreign policy”, Makei initiated a pe-
riod of thaw in relations between Minsk 
and the West, in the course of which he 
was able to secure the lifting of the bulk 
of Western sanctions against his country. 
He himself stated at regular intervals that 
this rapprochement had to take place with-
out dictates or pressure.3

In 2013, Vladimir Makei even held out 
the prospect of a 180-degree turn in his 
country’s foreign policy: Belarus could in-
itiate integration into the European Union, 
but without leaving the alliance with Rus-
sia.4 This happened at a time when Kiev 
still believed that it could play the role 
of a bridge builder between East and 
West while maintaining good relations 
with Brussels and Moscow. The upheav-
al in Ukraine following the protests on 
the Maidan Nezalezhnosti in Kiev in 2014 
also put an end to these dreams.

In the face of nationwide protests fol-
lowing Belarus’s August 2020 presidential 
election, Makei declared that the country 
needed change, but not through revolu-
tions. In the aftermath of the upheavals, 
Makei initiated a purge at the Belarusian 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs when he called 
on the ministry’s staff to either agree with 
government policy or else vacate their 
seats.5 He went even further in Novem-
ber 2020, when he threatened to cease co-
operation with the Council of Europe and 
sever diplomatic relations with the Euro-
pean Union if sanctions were reimposed.6 

In his speech to the annual United Na-
tions General Assembly in New York last 
September, Makei held the collective West 
partly responsible for the war in Ukraine 
and rejected its claim to leadership in 
world politics.7 

Change of policy?
But how can we explain Vladimir Makei’s 
supposed change of course after 2020? In 
the article “Liberal International Order: 
Can It Be Saved in Today’s Non-Hegem-
onic World?”8 published shortly before 
his death, Makei proved to be a connois-
seur of European intellectual history and 
gave us a deep insight into his mindset, 
which might not be untypical for wide cir-
cles in the territory of the former Soviet 
Union. Knowledge of this mindset allows 
us to understand certain behaviours of the 
countries of the East in the past and, to a 
certain extent, to anticipate their actions 
in the future. How to evaluate these ac-
tions is another question. Therefore, the 
point here is not to decide whether Makei 
was right or wrong, but to recognise that 
the Eastern side, which is in conflict with 
the West, also bases its actions on rational 
considerations with which one should be-
come familiar before plunging into a nu-
clear war.

The “Democratic Peace” −  
War for the sake of peace?

On occasion of the above-mentioned 
speech to the UN General Assembly, 
Makei located the real causes of the cur-
rent war in Ukraine in the geopolitical 
chaos that arose during the disintegration 
of the Soviet Union 30 years ago. Today, 
we must ask ourselves whether the West 
was lacking ideas in 1991 for shaping the 
future after the disintegration of the com-
munist bloc. 

In saying that history has no end, as 
was still thought in the 1990s, Makei re-
ferred to the theories of the US political 
scientist Francis Fukuyama, who in his ar-
ticle “The End of History” and in his book 
“The End of History and the Last Man” 

had prophesied the end of history insofar 
as it consisted of a succession of wars, ri-
valry and confrontation. Fukuyama’s the-
ories already met with criticism at that 
time.9 Even Fukuyama himself has since 
had to admit that the rapid economic rise 
of the authoritarian-led People’s Republic 
of China contradicts his theories.10 The be-
lief in the end of history is based on ideo-
logical convictions of liberals. In this re-
spect, a new ideological opposition has 
emerged that is not primarily economic 
− i. e., the opposition between market and 
planned economies − but political.

Despite all the criticism of Fukuyama’s 
theses, the West set out to implement 
them, seeing the collapse of the commu-
nist bloc as the culmination of the “Amer-
ican Century”11 and an opportunity to put 
the theory of “democratic peace” into 
practice. This theory is essentially based 
on Immanuel Kant’s writing “On Perpet-
ual Peace” and states that political enti-
ties in which the will of the people is rel-
evant are more peaceful than monarchies 
in which the rulers do not need to justify 
themselves for war and the resulting loss 
of life and property. This theory is not en-
tirely uncontroversial, however.12 

Lacking democratic legitimacy, auto-
crats today often justify their rule in terms 
of the successes their policies achieve. In 
today’s information society, the loss of 
human life and national wealth on a large 
scale can neither be kept secret nor pro-

continued on page 6
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Minister of Belarus.  
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moted as a success. This is a limiting fac-
tor that sometimes makes autocrats shy 
away from taking up arms at the slight-
est provocation. In this respect, one cannot 
but agree with Makei when he says that 
the image generated by Kant of the con-
frontation of democracies with autocracies 
does not do justice to the complexity of to-
day’s world.13 In particular, the attempt to 
justify the numerous conflicts in the terri-
tory of the former Soviet Union with the 
incomplete democratisation of the major-
ity of its former constituent republics does 
not seem to go far enough.

Not to be forgotten is the different atti-
tude towards the use of military force then 
and now. In Kant’s time, this was a legal 
positivist one: the monarch, as the holder 
of the highest legal authority in the coun-
try, had the freedom to choose between 
negotiation and the use of military force 
in conflicts. After the devastation of World 
War I, contemporaries no longer shared 
this view, as the 1928 Briand-Kellogg Pact 
showed.14 After the even more devastating 
Second World War and the Cold War, in 
which the very survival of humanity as a 
whole was at stake, we today utterly reject 
such freedom of choice.

It is certainly going too far to use 
Kant’s theories as a justification for the 
spread of democracy, the rule of law, and 
human rights with fire and sword, espe-
cially since Kant saw monarchies as the 
most likely aggressors. Even interven-
tions cloaked in democracy have recent-
ly encountered resistance in non-demo-
cratic societies, as, for example, the war 
in Afghanistan showed. Furthermore, with 
such interventions there always remains 
the suspicion that the choice of objects 
of aggression against which the collec-
tive West each wants to take action fol-
lows geopolitical or geoeconomic criteria 
rather than criteria of democracy, human 
rights, or constitutionality. Afterwards the 
whole thing should appear as the fight of 
the good against the evil.

According to the various democra-
cy indices, by no means all countries in 
the world are full democracies. Actually, 
this group comprises a minority of coun-
tries around the world, and even the US is 
not always considered fully democratic.15 
This alone shows that the USA’s claim to 
leadership, which just the Biden adminis-
tration raised again, is based more on the 
country’s resources than on the quality of 
the democracy there. If the about 30 fully 
democratic states of the world permanent-
ly fight the rest, then a global catch-as-
catch-can results: a struggle without rules. 
It would go against Kant’s spirit for the 
self-appointed guardians of democracy to 
arbitrarily attack those perceived as slight-
ly less democratic.

Claim to leadership of the West
In his article, Makei defined his vision of 
an international order, which he sees as 
an informal mechanism rather than a set 
of rules created by self-proclaimed lead-
ers. Indeed, at the end of World War II, 
the Liberal International Order LIO was 
built on the basis of US values and inter-
ests. The term “American Century” does 
not exist by chance.

However, Makei particularly sees the 
Peace of Westphalia of 1648, which put an 
end to the Thirty Years’ War, as the origin 
of today’s world order. In this, the warring 
parties refrained from interfering in the in-
ternal affairs of their former opponents. At 
that time, it was of course primarily about 
the religious affiliation of the subjects. 

Makei’s reference to the Congress of 
Vienna in 1815, which succeeded in inte-
grating the former opponents into a sys-
tem of international security that has en-
dured for decades, is also significant. In 
fact, the Congress of Vienna went well be-
yond undoing the conquests of revolution-
ary and Napoleonic France, reinstating 
France in the Concert of European great 
powers and creating the balanced system 
of pentarchy [Russia, Austria, Prussia, 
France, and Britain]. 

According to Makei, an unjust peace 
that is humiliating for one party carries 
the seeds for new conflicts. After 1990, 
however, the self-proclaimed winners of 
the Cold War would have chosen the 1919 
mechanism. The negative consequences of 
the 1919 Peace of Versailles hardly need 
to be expressly pointed out. After 1991, 
the newly independent republics of the 
former Soviet Union would have had no 
choice but to become the new satellites of 
the West. Today, irreconcilable ideas of a 
concentric, westernised and a polycentric 
world without a control centre encoun-
tered each other.16

Especially those countries that in the 
past were able to rely on the support of 
the Soviet Union in their struggle for inde-
pendence from the colonial powers today 
are not inclined to submit to the will of 
Washington or Brussels for the sake of 
democracy, constitutionality, and human 
rights. And the independent republics 
that emerged after the collapse of the So-
viet Union are unwilling to take direc-
tions from Brussels after they were able 
to break away from Moscow’s paternalism 
in 1991. All these countries can be seen as 
potential supporters of Russia and China 
as they attempt to present themselves 
as advocates of a multipolar world. The 
Republic of Belarus also is one of these 
countries – regardless of whether its Pres-
ident is called Alexander Lukashenko or 
otherwise. The Biden administration may 
not have taken into account that the less 
democratic countries of the world would 
react to western bloc formation with bloc 

formation themselves. This shows that the 
self-proclaimed winners of the Cold War 
did not learn enough from the past.17

And the West did not learn in a quar-
ter of a century: In 2016, at the OSCE 
Foreign Ministers Council in Hamburg, 
Makei offered to create a platform in 
Minsk for open talks between represent-
atives of Western countries, Russia and 
China on the causes of the crisis in inter-
national relations.18 The proposal was ac-
cepted just as little as Russia’s proposal 
for a European security treaty in 2009 and 
the Belarusian proposal for a global secu-
rity treaty.19

In New York, Makei called for a com-
prehensive peace agreement in the spir-
it of San Francisco (i.e., the founding of 
the United Nations in 1945), in which the 
States of the Non-Aligned Movement and 
the BRICS would have to find a proper 
place.20 This is remarkable, because it is 
hardly likely that Russian Foreign Min-
ister Sergey Lavrov would have demand-
ed such a thing against the backdrop of 
the actual proxy war that is currently un-
derway in Ukraine. In an atmosphere in 
which negotiation offers are interpreted as 
signs of weakness, this would have been 
immediately interpreted as capitulation. 
Apparently, however, the Belarusian side 
is quite prepared to preserve the San Fran-
cisco order of 1945, while many Western 
experts already regard it as irredeema-
ble. However, such a reissue should not 
be uncontested on the terms of the West, 
but should take into account the interests 
of a majority of states that do not want to 
be assigned to the West, Makei demanded: 
order yes, but no obedience.21

Liberal economic order  
and economic sanctions

In economic terms, Makei conceded, the 
liberal international order had indeed 
brought an advantage to developing coun-
tries because globally active business en-
terprises had largely transferred the pro-
duction of goods to countries where the 
labour factor was cheaper than in the in-
dustrialised nations. Communism had 
tried to overcome the problem of social 
inequality inherent in the liberal econom-
ic order. Today, the West is pursuing a 
strategy of economic sanctions that relies 
on hunger revolts in the target countries. 
Cuba, however, has resisted six decades of 
Western sanctions.22 

Such a strategy is tantamount to hu-
miliating the population in all those coun-
tries where “colour revolutions” are com-
bined with economic sanctions. We are 
reminded of the liberal world economic 
order whenever it is to the advantage of 
Western countries. On the other hand, the 
West, with its inflationary economic sanc-

continued on page 7
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tions, reduces the attractiveness of the lib-
eral economic order itself.

Makei’s Legacy
Makei’s criticism of the West in his 
speech in New York and in his last arti-
cle contains hints of a possible order for 
the future. 

Politically and economically, the “Chi-
nese way” seems more attractive to many 
of the world’s non-democratic govern-
ments than the Russian way of the 1990s, 
when communist officials quickly turned 
into businessmen and plundered the Sovi-
et and Russian economies at will. The rou-
ble and economic crises in Russia in 1998 
were certainly as vividly remembered by 
Vladimir Makei as by many of his com-
patriots. This clientele is likely to prefer a 
certain political and economic stagnation 
to a Ukrainian-style experiment.

Since 2020, Belarus in particular has 
been at a crossroads: should it liberalise 
its economy at the risk that, as in Rus-
sia in the 1990s, all still profitable state-
owned enterprises are sold off for a ridic-
ulous price to foreign investors who have 
already invested enough in the country’s 
“democracy”? Or should it remain at the 
current level? A development like that in 
Ukraine will probably be a model for very 
few people in Belarus.

Very few countries of the former Soviet 
Union have a tradition of Western democ-
racy, and they have made varying degrees 
of progress towards democracy and the 
rule of law. It is understandable that these 
countries do not want to have their dem-
ocratic deficit constantly pointed out to 
them. In this respect, each country is en-
titled to its own path. The West will have 
to learn to deal adequately with somewhat 
less democratic countries in the world. 

The question today is whether Biden’s 
entourage and the Democratic Party cau-
cus in the USA are prepared to surrender 
the empire they built up after 1991 as non-
violently as Mikhail Gorbachev did with 
the Soviet empire. •
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Germany’s crash will result in EU failure 
by Professor Dr Eberhard Hamer, Mittelstandsinstitut Niedersachsen e. V. 

Ever since proclaim-
ing his election slo-
gan “America first”, 
Donald Trump has 
wanted to stop the 
increasing US debt, 
which is due to con-
stantly growing trade 
deficits especially 
with China and Ger-
many. To achieve 
this, he was willing 

to use all the unfair means of an econom-
ic war: sanctions, bans, discrimination, 
criminal proceedings, plundering, con-
trols. The focus of his fight was on the 
successful, qualitatively leading German 
automobile industry.

Also, the sanctions against Russia were 
likewise aimed at the German economy. 
With the help of the EU and the German 
government itself, the cheap Russian en-
ergy supply to the German economy was 
cut, even the pipelines were blown up to 
force Germany to buy American dirty 
fracking gas, which is, moreover, three 
times as expensive. Since then, the Ger-
man industry’s energy costs in interna-
tional competition have been eight times 
as high as those of the USA, and an in-
ternational crash of our industry is pro-
grammed, if only because of energy costs.

The blowing up of the Nord Stream 2 gas 
pipeline at the will of Joe Biden has made 
the supply of cheap Russian gas impossible 
not only temporarily but permanently.

The sanctions against Russia ordered by 
the USA and enforced by the EU have cut 
Germany off not only from Russian gas sup-
plies but also from a quarter of all its raw 
material imports, causing an inflation that 
will not only be temporary but permanent.

The EU politburo should actually have 
protected Germany against US sanctions 
out of self-interest alone, in order to pre-
serve Germany as a strong payer. But by 
adopting the American sanctions against 
Russia, the EU has harmed Germany more 
than Russia. Russia was able to compen-
sate for the energy boycott by raising 
prices, and now it has more energy rev-
enues than before. Germany, on the other 
hand, has lost its cheap energy base forev-
er. The additional energy costs are caus-
ing its economy to crash or to emigrate; 

in any case, they are no longer sustainable 
in international competition. Thus, the EU 
has helped to destroy Germany’s econom-
ic basis and, as a result, not only loses the 
main payer of all EU services, but also, 
due to Germany’s crash, its international 
creditworthiness.

In addition, according to its statutes, the 
European Union does not have its own right 
of taxation but is dependent on member-
ship contributions from its sovereign mem-
ber states. It can therefore only carry out 
expenditure approved by its member states.

According to its statutes, the EU should 
therefore neither incur debt nor engage in 
state financing. Angela Merkel has helped 
to disregard both prohibitions. State financ-
ing was called “stabilisation aid” in an ESM 
fund to prevent state bankruptcies, which 
would at the same time have led to the bank-
ruptcy of the Eurozone. And the debt ban 
was transgressed with the approval of unim-
aginably high debts (750 billion euros) for 
an unspecified “New Green Deal”.

This was approved by Merkel, who 
thereby not only inadmissibly expanded 
EU competences, but also irretrievably 
harmed her own country, since Germany 
has to bear more than 26 % of the liabil-
ity for the payments to highly indebted 

countries and for the liabilities incurred. 
All these Euro-benefits could not have 
been justified and carried out at all were 
it not for the basis of Germany’s econom-
ic strength.

Moreover, the EU not only made per-
manent payments to the bankrupt Ukraine 
without a legal basis, but also promised its 
reconstruction, thus burdening the mem-
ber states with the cost of more than 700 
billion euros, without having any cover for 
these promises and debts.

All three groups of perpetrators – the US, 
the EU and the German government itself – 
have ensured that the crash of Germany, and 
therefore that of the EU, will not be only 
short-term and temporary, but permanent.

And when Germany – and thus the EU 
– crashes economically, the southern Eu-
ropean countries will no longer be able to 
finance themselves on the market and will 
therefore not only become over-indebted 
but also insolvent. The bankruptcy of the 
first member states will not only tear the 
EU apart, but will also cause the euro to 
crash – probably even destroy it. The col-
lapse of the European monetary system 
will not only force a monetary reform, but 
also a reform of the overinflated EU.

The current destruction of German 
prosperity will thus not only cause Ger-
many to crash in the short term, but will 
also call into question the very founda-
tions of the EU.

The “great turnaround” deliberately 
brought about by the “traffic light coali-
tion” will thus not only change Germany, 
but also Europe. For this, the year 2023 
will be the year of destiny. •

Eberhard Hamer  
(picture ma)

“The EU politburo should actually have protected Germa-
ny against US sanctions out of self-interest alone, in order 
to preserve Germany as a strong payer. But by adopting 
the American sanctions against Russia, the EU has harmed 
Germany more than Russia. Russia was able to compen-
sate for the energy boycott by raising prices, and now it has 
more energy revenues than before. Germany, on the other 
hand, has lost its cheap energy base forever. The addition-
al energy costs are causing its economy to crash or to em-
igrate; in any case, they are no longer sustainable in inter-
national competition. Thus, the EU has helped to destroy 
Germany’s economic basis and, as a result, not only loses 
the main payer of all EU services, but also, due to Germa-
ny’s crash, its international creditworthiness.”

“The ‘great turnaround’ deliberately brought about by the 
‘traffic light coalition’ will thus not only change Germany, 
but also Europe. For this, the year 2023 will be the year of 
destiny.”
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“Biovision Symposium 2022 – Nutrition moves us!”  
at the Community House in Zurich

by Winfried Pogorzelski

On 26 November 2022 at the community 
house in Zurich, the annual symposium 
of Biovision took place, a swiss nonprof-
it foundation established in 1998 by Hans 
Rudolf Herren using the money he won by 
achieving the World Nutrition Award. To-
gether with many partner organisations, 
this foundation supports sufficient and 
healthy nutrition of mankind whilst pre-
serving natural basics of living. By trans-
forming the nowadays dominating in-
dustrialised production of food into an 
agroeconomic agriculture in alignment 
with the “International Assessment of Ag-
ricultural Knowledge, Science and Tech-
nology for Development” (IAASTD)pub-
lished in 2008, famine and poverty shall 
be conquered in the long term.

The main topic at the conference was in 
which way such a sustainable, health-
supporting nutritional system can be 
achieved in the long term, facing the re-
alities of ever-growing global warming 
and political crises. Staff members of 
the foundation led through a three-hour 
event where guests from Africa as well 
as committed volunteers got their chance 
to speak.

Biovision is being active to this day 
primarily in Kenia, Tansania and Ethio-
pia, where over a million peasant families 
are educated and supported in running 
agriculture on their own and biological-
ly successful – which means by saving 
resources and without dependencies on 
seeds, chemical fertilizers and pesticides. 
As one of Biovision’s numerous projects 

supported in Africa, the conference intro-
duced the daily work of an Education and 
Research Centre for Agroeconomic Agri-
culture situated in the southwestern Af-
rican state of Malawi, one of the poor-
est countries in the world. Two female 
Malawians reported that in former times, 
many children got sick by eating maize 
as their only source of nutrition, while 
the cultivation of maize drained the soil 
from its nutrients. With the help of agro-
economic methods (for example by using 
self-produced natural fertilizers and catch 

crop cultivation of legumes etc.), which 
were adopted by more and more peas-
ant families, the situation has dramati-
cally improved for many: Over 10,000 
peasants are now able to feed themselves 
well permanently and sell surpluses on 
the marketplace.

More examples for agroeconomics (see 
box) being on the rise in Eastern Africa 
were shown in various video reports: An 
entrepreneuse from Nairobi runs an or-
ganic vegetable shop, where all products 
are grown on her farm and on the farms of 
regional peasants. To the north of Nairo-
bi, vegetable and fruit gardens, which are 
fertilised with precious compost soil, have 
been laid out and furthermore, an educa-
tion centre has been established, both fol-
lowing agroeconomic principles.

All of Biovision’s achievements are 
the result of constant accompanying re-
search on site – in close cooperation with 
the peasants – as well as of education and 
advanced training of the population in-
volved.

In the second part of the programme, 
the Biovision initiative for a so-called 
“Citizen’s Council for Nutrition Policy” 
was introduced, which was launched this 
year as a novelty for Switzerland. This 
council has discussed the questions about 
future sustainable nutrition in Switzer-
land over several months. Eighty individ-
uals, who represent a cross section of the 
swiss population, but who had been cho-
sen randomly, worked together with sci-

The people responsible for the information stands are introducing themselves.  
(picture Peter Lüthi)

What is Agroecology?
cc. Agroecology is a comprehensive 
agricultural concept which is closely 
connected to nature, which in addi-
tion takes into consideration the pro-
duction of the entire food chain up 
to consumption, and closely monitors 
the ecological, social, regional, cul-
tural and health-promoting as well as 
equal consideration of the technical 
and economic aspects and conditions. 
According to the International Assess-
ment of Agricultural Knowledge, Sci-
ence and Technology for Development 
( IAASTD) from 2008, Agroecolo-
gy provides a sustainable alternative 
way for agriculture to protect human 
health and environmental health as 
well as the social situation of the peas-
ants and to guarantee global food se-
curity. The concrete goal is to enable 
the transformation of industrial agri-
culture and its technologically-orient-

ed production increase into a resilient, 
solidarity-based multifunctional circu-
lar economy. Agroecology has mainly 
been developed, thanks to scientific 
studies of diverse models of regional 
and local agriculture and the related 
knowledge based on experience. Due 
to the mutual respectful cooperation 
between local peasants and agron-
omists, biodiversity and soil fertili-
ty have emerged as conducive forms 
of regionally based agriculture (e. g., 
organic and regenerative farming or 
agroforestry and permaculture). Most 
important is the preservation and 
promoting the health of the soil i. e., 
building humus by protecting the soil 
life, as the key to enabling such devel-
opment. It is important to note that 
with Agroecology, production doesn’t 
suffer which means that the food se-
curity is not compromised.
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entists and visited farming operations for 
five months to answer the question of how 
the future nutrition system of Switzerland 
could or should look like.

Two participants reported on the pro-
cess and Basel-Country Councillor of 
State and Councillor of the Biovision 
foundation, Maya Graf, presented ideas 
on how the suggestions made by the “Cit-
izen’s Council” may be implemented. A 
national congress for the nutrition system 
will take place in Bern in early February 
of 2023, on which a catalogue of recom-
mendations, developed based on men-
tioned ideas, will be handed over to poli-
tics, administration and practice.

To conclude the conference, found-
er and president of Biovision as well as 
recipient of the alternative Nobel Prize, 
Hans Rudolf Herren, presented his speech. 
He reminded the audience that the global-
ly practiced industrialised nutrition system 
is responsible for 30 % of global warming.

In presence of ongoing crises, in addi-
tion to sustainability the resilience, mean-
ing the power of resistance of the nutrition 
system against crises must be strength-
ened. To accomplish this, an integral kind 
of thinking is needed, where production, 
processing and marketing of food up to 
the point of consumption play a role and 
are influencing each other. In the field of 
production, much progress has been made 
in the sense of agroeconomics. The main 

focus now has to lie on the field of market-
ing and on empowering the personal rela-
tionship between producer and consumer, 
so that peasants will be able to sell their 
products well.

During the break, information and re-
spective brochures could be gathered at 
various stands. Upon the end of the con-
ference, the audience expressed its appre-
ciation by standing ovations. •

Sources:
Citizens’ Council for nutrition policy, http://www.
buergerinnenrat.ch/de/prozess/
Biovision, https://www.biovision.ch/die-stif-
tung/#3
Symposium 2022 Retrospective – Nutrition moves 
us!, https://www.biovision.ch/story/symposium-
2022-rueckblick/

”‘Biovision Symposium 2022 …” 
continued from page 9

European agriculture –  
where should the journey go?

In Current Concerns No. 26 of 6 Decem-
ber 2022, Hans Bieri formulates without 
ceremony one of the important tasks of a 
democratic constitutional state: food secu-
rity! This requires an agriculture that has 
enough soil, that has modern equipment, 
that works on the basis of fossil fuels, that 
uses other aids such as fertilisers and pes-
ticides. All this for the common good.

The images in Switzerland and Ger-
many are similar. The farms described 
are primarily medium-sized family ag-
ricultural businesses, not farms in large-
scale agro-industry. They follow other 
laws and have other goals than the com-
mon good. For years, we have been wit-
nessing in Germany that farms are “de-
creasing”. Not because their work is 
unattractive, not because succession is 
not assured, but because green policies 
– think of the EU’s “New Green Deal” 
– are imposing ever greater restrictive 
measures on farmers.

Decades earlier, the EU had issued a 
tough economic dictate to farmers: “Grow 
or give up”! So bigger stables, even more 
animals (factory farming), even more liq-
uid manure, even more artificial fertilis-
er, even more pesticides, even bigger and 
even heavier machines. And suddenly na-
ture conservation – isn’t man part of this? 
– is being positioned specifically against 
farmers and, let’s not forget, against food 
security. Why so abruptly?

The fact that in Germany Cem Özdemir 
became Minister of Agriculture after hav-

ing attended relevant seminars at Klaus 
Schwab’s WEF as a participant in the 
group of “Young Global Leaders” speaks 
for itself.

Recultivation of production areas, ex-
pansion of border areas to waters and 
forests, the obligation to plant appropri-
ate “ecological” strips of land with spe-
cial seeds not intended for harvesting on 
the edges and in the fields reduce exactly 
what the farmer produces with, which is 
supposed to secure his and the citizens’ 
existence in the country. The reduction 
of the use of fertilisers, which cannot be 
paid for at present anyway, and the re-
striction in the application of fertilisers 
are also contribunting to the decrease in 
small farms. This is not to deny that re-
generative agriculture is likely to be the 
production method of the future. But that 
is not what the green agenda is about, be-
cause nothing of that is heard in its future 
workshops.

Where the journey is going, we have 
been experiencing for some time in the 
Netherlands. The Netherlands has its own 
nitrogen minister, Christiane van der Wal, 
who has announced a green plan to re-
duce nitrogen emissions by 50 % and 
intends to push it through even against 
fierce protests that lasted for months. 
The government wants to forcibly close 
or buy up 3000 farms. It has made 24.3 
billion euros available for this purpose. 
However, the Netherlands is the second 
largest exporter of agricultural products. 

Why do we accept the threat to our own 
food supply and that of the global sup-
ply? 

For years it has been undisputed that 
Dutch dairy farmers dump slurry in the 
North Sea or take it out of the country. 
But this condition, too, is partly caused 
by “grow or give up” and has been driv-
en to extremes by it.

Why is there no cooperation between 
government and farmers here? Why are 
the results of reliable scientific research 
not included here? Why does everything 
have to be done through prohibition? Of 
course, this creates bad blood and is in no 
way expedient for the preservation of food 
security.

Or were other undisclosed plans to be 
pursued here?

Perhaps a look back at the sixties will 
help to explain today’s conditions. Prob-
ably many of us still know the Club of 
Rome. The concern of this association was 
outlined in a bestseller of the time, “The 
Limits to Growth”. With the help of com-
puter models, a wide variety of future dis-
aster scenarios was generated.

If we foresaw this as a future scenar-
io 60 years ago, why didn’t we do every-
thing we could to find a sound solution to 
this “problem”? Why wasn’t the course set 
back then to prevent what awaits us today: 
a lack of food, and not only in developing 
and emerging countries?

Ewald Wetekamp, Stockach (DE)
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continued on page 12

Swiss spirit – essential especially today (Part 3*)
The Swiss Virtue of “Gefechtsabbruch (withdrawing from action)”:  

Meinrad Inglin’s novel “Der Schweizerspiegel” (“Swiss mirror”)
by Peter Küpfer

In his large-scale novel “Schweizer-
spiegel”, Swiss novelist and author Mein-
rad Inglin, who was born in Schwyz in 
1893 and who died there on 4 December 
1971, not only held up a mirror to Switzer-
land, but he also left a legacy there. Like 
everything else in Inglin’s work, this spir-
itual legacy does not leap to the eye im-
mediately. You must search for it, it fol-
lows winding paths, similar to life itself. 
There is no “hero” in Inglin’s then widely 
read novel, who, as a protagonist, effec-
tively proclaims the author’s philosophy. 
For that, Inglin is too much of a realist 
and too less of a doctrinaire. He does not 
spare each of his vividly portrayed main 
characters the task of discovering for 
themselves what is “Swiss” about them. 
His novel describes the hopes, the disap-
pointments, and the regained courage of 
the Swiss and of Switzerland in the years 
1912-1918, years that were dominated 
by the threatening portents of a loom-
ing world war. As the main topic Inglin’s 
novel brings a concept into effect, he him-
self calls “withdrawing from action”. He 
describes what he is referring to in a vivid 
way on almost a thousand pages.

In the novel during his lifetime, “with-
drawing from action” has both an internal 
and an external dimension. For Inglin, the 
personal, the political and thus ultimately 
also the military withdrawal from action 
is anything but a defeat. It is rather the in-
ward triumph over egocentrism, over the 
tenacious pursuit of maximum particular 
interests, over the necessity to assert one-
self at any price. The essence of his con-
cept of withdrawing from action might be 

the willingness not to pursue the maxi-
mum of the self-imposed aspiration, but 
to consciously withdraw from it and thus 
gain a lot. This idea interweaves the novel 
like the theme of a symphony.

Multiple threats, external and internal
The novel was published in 1938 by the 
German publishing house L. Staackmann 
in Leipzig.

Inglin wrote it in the 1930s of the 20th 

century. The author experienced these 
years as particularly depressing in view of 
the victory of National Socialism in Ger-
many and Fascism in Italy. It reinforced 
the imminent threat of a world war after 
twenty years fragile and crisis-ridden 
“peace”. Looking back on Switzerland’s 
corresponding litmus tests, the author be-
thinks of what Switzerland had been sav-
ing from internal and external collapse 
during the First World War. His “Schweiz-
erspiegel” (“Swiss mirror”) (in common 
with Gotthelf ’s “Bauernspiegel” [“farm-
ers’ mirror”]) not only mirrors the era, but 
also the culture of the time. What was ben-
eficial for the people and for Switzerland 
at that time, and what was perilous? What 
saved the small state in the heart of Eu-
rope from the dangers of totalitarianism?

Inglin’s national and individual self-in-
quiry begins with the visit of the German 
Emperor Wilhelm II to Switzerland, two 
years before the outbreak of World War 
I. The Kaiser and his generals followed a 
live-fire manoeuvre of the Swiss army in 
the lower Toggenburg which impressed 
them – above all due to the obvious will 
to defend themselves of the Swiss people’s 
army and its marksmanship. As events pro-
gressed, the author describes very closely 
how the war came nearer, its allegedly in-
evitability, especially facing the failure of 
the Socialist International in the question 
of peace. A few years earlier, at their inter-
national peace congress in Basel, delegates 
from all over the world had solemnly de-
cided to avert the threat of war by means of 
an international general strike. In the fol-
lowing Inglin describes how the renewed 
enmity between Germany and France led to 
another deep split within Switzerland, this 
time between the German-speaking and the 
French-speaking part of Switzerland.

What followed were the long years of 
border watch by the Swiss army immedi-
ately after the outbreak of war. This led to 
a threatening thinning of Switzerland’s ac-
tivity area and a labour shortage in the ag-
ricultural sector. In addition, in the last year 
of the war, the Spanish flu pandemic, which 

was particularly devastating in Switzerland, 
resulted in the deaths of thousands of peo-
ple, including many soldiers on active ser-
vice. Finally, there were the months full of 
privation after the end of the war, followed 
by the general strike, which once again 
brought Switzerland to the brink of civil 
war. The author presents these complex ex-
ternal events entirely from a human per-
spective, from the perspective of the main 
characters of his novel affected by these 
dramatic times. His narrative thus acquires 
a tremendous density and tension.1

Inglin leads his readers on the paths 
of a (fictitious) upper-middle-class liber-
al family from the city of Zurich, the Am-
mann family. Alfred Ammann, the father, 
is a colonel in the Swiss army, a national 
councillor (member of parliament) of the 
Liberal Party, which is easily to be rec-
ognised as the leading and dominant pro-
gressive party of the time. His wife Bar-
bara originally comes from the same 
social class. Devotedly and vigorously, 
she cares of the family with her three sons 
Severin, Paul and Fred and their daughter 
Gertrud. She is a very independent per-
sonality acting on her own initiative at the 
side of her once in a while flaring fam-
ily patriarch. The political events abroad 
not only split the Swiss Confederation, 
but also lead to tensions within the family. 
At the beginning of World War I, the Ger-
man-speaking Swiss population, including 
its press, is almost without exception sym-
pathetic to the German position. 

Wilhelm II’s visit to Switzerland and 
the Swiss army arouses applause and even 
admiration for Germany’s international 
policy in this part of Switzerland, whereas 
it causes displeasure in the French-speak-
ing part. This is aggravated by the elec-
tion of Ulrich Wille as general of the army 
enlisting under wartime conditions. Wille 
came from an originally German family, 
traditionally pro-German and committed 
to Prussian ideals, which was acknowl-
edged by indignation in the French-speak-
ing part of Switzerland. Culturally and 
ideologically, it was even more attached 
to Republican France than the German-
speaking part of Switzerland to Germany.

Once again it was a Swiss writer, Carl 
Spitteler, who helped to calm the waves 
in his famous speech to the Swiss Rütli 
Federation (“Our Swiss Point of View”) 
within the first year of the war by pub-
licly summoning, not to look at linguis-
tic and cultural differences as dividing 
walls, but as an invitation to enrich and 

* cf. Niklaus von Flüe prevents an imminent Civil 
war in the early Confederation (Part I), Cur-
rent Concerns No. 26 of 6 December 2022; and 
part II: The general who did everything not to 
humiliate the other side: Henri Dufour, Current 
Concerns No. 27 of 13 December 2022

Watercolour portrait of Meinrad Inglin. 
(Picture School television Switzerland)
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expand one’s own horizons. This was gen-
uine Swiss spirit and not to hone in on for-
eign authorities.

Growing tensions, intensified debates
The political tensions are also evident in 
the different development of the mentally 
developments of the three sons. The eld-
est, Severin, editor-in-chief of the strict-
ly nationally oriented daily newspaper 
“Der Ostschweizer”, Nietzsche admirer 
and prone to an elitist “Herrenmenschen”-
mindset, as also cultivated in circles of 
the Prussian aristocracy and the high-
er civil servant class in the German Em-
pire, shows himself above all impatient of 
a rejection of the socialist worldview and 
movement with its “demanding mentality” 
towards the “ruling class”.

Paul, Ammann’s second son, deviates 
from his father’s liberal course in the op-
posite direction. He begins to take an in-
creasing interest in the strongly Leninist 
organised Zurich working class2, that thus 
according to the Bolshevik sample geared 
towards violent revolutionary overthrow 
and shows in parts at least even solidari-
ty for it. Only when he sees that the influ-
ence of those among the socialist leaders 
is growing, who are bent on revolution in 
the Bolshevik sense without realistically 
assessing and considering the situation in 
Switzerland, he distances himself, not im-
mediately throwing the justified concerns 
of the working class regarding the reduc-
tion of working hours and social help in 
times of need, which were common at the 
time, overboard.

The third son, Fred, as far as politics is 
concerned is standing in the middle. He 
is initially fascinated by the radicalism of 
the Zurich left but is shocked by the blind-
ness of certain activists who, in November 
1917, wanted to transfer the modus viv-
endi of the Russian revolution one-to-one 
to Switzerland. When a year later, during 
the national strike, fire is opened and dead 
are lamented not only in Zurich3, Severin, 
the elder, collects signatures for the for-
mation of a packed nationalist party with 
its own security force, on the model of the 
German Freikorps. Only through an objec-
tion of his cousin René from the French-
speaking part of Switzerland, a doctor 
at the cantonal hospital, who persistent-
ly clings to the Swiss democratic institu-
tions and considers them to be matched up 
to the onrush of modern times, Fred lets 
himself being convinced and does not put 
his signature to founding document of his 
brother Severin.

The political tensions also affect the 
Ammanns’ family life. Paul leaves the 
family as a young man. Not only does the 
grudge his father nurses against the “ren-
egade” play a role, but also the pride of 

his son going his own ways. Rejecting the 
greed for money of certain party friends 
of his father, he does not want to live on 
“such money” himself. On the other hand, 
Severin’s harsh statements endanger the 
family peace at many gatherings.

And Ammann’s daughter Gertrud, mar-
ried at an early age to a career officer who 
upholds General Willes’ Prussian ideals 
and lives them himself, feels her situation 
increasingly confining. Mother of two 
children, she falls in love with the lyricist 
Albin, a friend of Paul’s who is not en-
tirely competent in life and cannot get in-
volved in marriage with Gertrud, although 
Gertrud divorces her husband after pro-
tracted contentions, including court dis-
putes. Her situation which is unbearably 
“disorderly” for the family forces her to 
poor conditions and above all the rift with 
her mother Barbara, who suffers a lot from 
these burdens.

A novel cannot be called novel if it 
does not portray the fates it tells, predom-
inantly from the personal perspective of 
its main characters. With the multitude of 
main protagonists mentioned, the read-
er experiences completely different lev-
els of perception in Inglin’s monumental 
novel. They present the various facets of 
life as the characters “experience” them. 
The reader thus shares their most person-
al emotions, that the novel, however, does 
not portray in a voyeuristic-obtrusive way, 
as has become literary fashion today, but 
as a tapestry of sensitively and poetically 
designed “original-experience”. It comes 
into being by seeing into and thus empa-
thising into the inner processes of being 
human. Through this complex means of 
empathy, which is typical of the tradition-
al novel and which creates sympathy for 
“other realities of life” (than one’s own), 
the multi-layered, dense picture of life it-
self emerges for the reader. Thus, these 
are not dry political tractates that compete 
with each other, but images of life in dense 
and thereby poetic intensity. Inglin’s main 
interest is not only the meticulously pur-
sued authenticity of what is depicted, but 
with regard to the central theme pulling 
through the entire novel, the culmination 
of the question: What is it, that binds me 
to the whole, how am I related to it, and 
what does it have to do with the fact that 
I live in a free country whose communi-
ty also lives from and with me? The topic 
of individual and political “withdrawing 
from action” mentioned at the beginning 
plays a decisive role here.

The “Withdrawing from action”  
helps – if done with realisation

Politically, the mentioned withdrawing 
from action is manifested on the one hand 
that in the Olten Committee which was 
dominated by the inhabitants of Zurich at 
the beginning and led the national strike 

from scratch in the direction of a revolu-
tion according to the Leninist model, fi-
nally those personalities prevailed who 
advocated breaking off the national strike 
– despite or even because of the ultima-
tum imposed by the Federal Council. If 
the strike had been continued, it inevita-
bly would have led to bloodshed and in 
the aftermath to years of turf battles. In-
stead, the pacification offered by both 
sides led to a more sustainable considera-
tion of the eligible claims of the strikers. 
But the means was the popular vote, even 
among the socialists, not an all-incapaci-
tating strike, not paving stones, no armed 
revolution.

After the peace agreement between the 
strike-leading Olten Committee and the 
Federal Council, the introduction of pro-
portional representation was unequivocal-
ly accepted in a referendum held short-
ly afterwards. The very next year saw the 
deliberately preponed election to the Na-
tional Council (before the expiration of 
the term of office) according to the pro-
portional representation system that had 
long been demanded. It put an end to the 
up to then disproportionate dominance of 
the Progressive Party (Freisinnige Partei). 
In these elections, the Socialists won twice 
the number of deputies at the first go. In 
1919, a parliamentary resolution intro-
duced the 48-hour workweek in the facto-
ries (at that time, many factories worked 
longer hours, in some cases up to 59 
hours). And just six years later, the com-
pulsory social security schemes of old-age 
and survivors’ insurance (AHV) and inva-
lidity insurance (IV) were introduced.4

continued on page 13

”Swiss spirit – indispensable …” 
continued from page 11

Limmat Verlag, Zürich, 2014,  
ISBN 978-3-85791-744-8
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continued on page 14

On a personal level, the withdrawing 
from action lay in the fact that the two 
maximalists in their political views, Sev-
erin and Paul, had to cut back on their own 
demands and on their fellows. Simply by 
failing in founding an ultra-nationalist 
Swiss party, Severin was forced to real-
ise by the state of facts, that the existence 
of Switzerland does not require a “strong” 
political leader, as Severin thought, but 
strength in the leading of the entirety. This 
also included the defeated parties, who 
were not simply “out” but in the boat, an 
insight that had already become a political 
guideline for Swiss people who took the 
whole into account even earlier. One of 
them was General Guillaume Henri Du-
four who for these reasons of state policy 
led the campaign against the Sonderbund 
in such a way that the opponents were de-
feated militarily (they had, after all, taken 
up arms against the majority of the Tag-
satzung), but their legitimate concerns as 
Swiss citizens were respected, even after 
their defeat (cf. Part II of this article, ded-
icated to Henri Dufour). And Paul had to 
recognise that in Switzerland (and not 
only there), despite much justified criti-
cism of the “ruling circles”, there is nev-
ertheless no need for an armed proletar-
ian revolution with forced expropriation 
and the fulfilment of a five-year plan pre-
scribed by a Central Committee. What is 
needed, however, is the consideration of 
the justified political and social needs of 
all social classes, a sense of what is appro-
priate on the part of the decision-makers 
and civil courage and the courage to ex-
press one’s own opinion on the part of the 
parties and voters.

Withdrawing from the action in per-
sonal affairs also meant that the family, 
parents, and the grown-up children sat 
down again at the common family table 
with new acceptance, with rediscovered 
respect for the straightforwardness of the 
path pursued by each family member in 
their own personal way.

This form of withdrawing from action 
is not born of resignation and it is far from 
being a rotten compromise. It is the in-
sight that every true democrat personally 
and politically must go his own way. If, in 
doing so, he absolutizes his own path and 
thus stands in the way of the other’s path, 
the danger of going astray is, however, al-
ways present.

It is the women who demonstrate the 
withdrawing from the action. When moth-
er Barbara hears that Albin, her daughter’s 
lover, has died of influenza at the border 
troops in the Jura, she intuitively knows 
that her daughter would now be there. De-
ciding impromptu, she follows her, meets 
her and reconciles with her, with the re-
spect that comes from the awareness of 

both life-experienced women that only a 
new beginning can create new trust.

The will for a common state –  
centre of Swissness (“Schweizertum”)

The novel ends on the eve of 14 November 
1918, when the two cousins meet down 
by the Sihl in the night to that day that 
had bring the decision to Zurich wheth-
er the general strike would lead to a rev-
olutionary attempt under Leninist aus-
pices and thus to a civil war situation: 
Fred as one of the commanding officers 
of the security troops in the Zurich bar-
racks (the Zurich government was there 
during the strike days), René as a senior 
doctor in the makeshift infirmary set up 
there because of the rampant influenza. In 
a break, late at night, in casual conversa-
tion about the past dramatic events of war-
time, they come to think of what it is for 
them to make them Swiss, what Switzer-
land means for them, but also the reverse: 
what they as citizens are and want to be 
for Switzerland.

The two cousins, each from their own 
experience, René as a Welshman, Fred as 
a German-Swiss, initially contribute what 
spontaneously comes to their minds. For 
Fred, it is first “the life of our people, 
[...] the homeland of our landscapes and 
towns, also the hay harvest, the yodel, the 
shooting festival” ..., for René Lake Ge-
neva and the Escalade. It also includes the 
reliable craftsman, the Sechseläuten, an 
old patrician house “and what is still alive 
in it”. The mentions seem spontaneous, 
but they are not random. The two cous-
ins, the German-speaking Swiss and the 
French-speaking Swiss, name what their 
landscapes, their way of life and their tra-
ditions evoke in them as an immediate 
sense of home.

The conversation then develops from 
the primarily lived and experienced (Ing-
lin later calls it “the natural and soulful”), 
the emotionally anchored, to the politi-
cal will-structure. The two also men-
tion here, complementing each other, 
the intentional care and consideration 
for what has grown, for the individual, 
for knowing and respecting each other: 
the small-scale, which also comes into 
effect in political decisions. Unlike our 
current discourses, small-scale design is 
not seen as constriction, (as for example 
in the work of Friedrich Dürrenmatt and 
Max Frisch), but as vitality and oppor-
tunity. The community as the most vital 
and lifelike cell of this organism still 
has its central position in this conversa-
tion (and thus in Inglin himself). “[These 
are] small states, which are conditioned 
by nature and history, but at the same 
time represent administrative and elec-
toral districts, with which we have hap-
pily brought the more or less apolitical 
to the threshold of politics. Through its 

political form, it has significance and en-
durance as a communal experience”. This 
shows clearly that the cultural, the lan-
guage, the neighbourhood, the customs, 
do not have in them what today is graft-
ed onto them, what is detached or seg-
regating, as supporters of political cen-
tralism often wrongly interpret them, 
but that within those developed what in 
former times was proudly called love of 
one’s native country and homeland and 
which was cultivated at school. From this 
small-scale design, the political gets its 
individual colouring, it gets its “human 
face”. For Inglin, however, from the love 
of one’s own must also accrue an interest 
in and a recognition of what others hold 
dear. This gives rise to the often men-
tioned will to commonality, which does 
not want to suppress the other, but partic-
ipates in the meaningful whole.

“The acceptance of such a manifold 
and often contradictory fullness of life 
is a spiritual principle [...]. So, our state, 
steward, legislator, guardian of the law, is 
not imposed on us by any power, but the 
people want it. In our case, this will for a 
common state obviously arises from a ra-
tional insight, whereas in the case of a sin-
gle-stem people of the same language, it 
emanates more from natural-national im-
pulses. Our federal state is therefore pre-
dominantly a work of reason, of insight, 
of tolerance, an achievement of the spirit.”

As the conversation develops, it be-
comes clear that nothing metaphysical can 
be meant by this spiritual achievements, 
not even something purely religious. In 
this derivation, Swissness (“Schweizer-
tum”) is ultimately something spiritual, 
because it is not simply diversity (which 
would leave us at the level of mere folk-
lore), but arises from the will of the citi-
zens, as it is already stated in the Letter of 
Confederation of 1291. This will is forged 
in Schiller’s immortal verse in his William 
Tell, the content of which is in complete 
agreement with the Preamble to the Char-
ter of the United Nations:

“We want to be a united people of 
brothers” (or in the UN version: the peo-
ples should meet for the peaceful solu-
tion of their affairs “in the spirit of broth-
erhood”).

One of the two friends, René, sums up 
the result of this reflection on the essence 
of the Swiss spirit as follows:

“It is now vital for us [Swiss] to ac-
knowledge both the spiritual principle of 
our statehood and the natural and spiritu-
al nature of our diverse independent exist-
ence, and it is important not to overstretch 
one at the expense of the other, but to 
maintain both in the right relationship, in a 
balance, as is made possible by our Feder-
al Constitution. This balance is threatened 
from the ideological as well as from the 

”Swiss spirit – indispensable …” 
continued from page 12
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compulsive side, but it can also 
disintegrate of its own accord 
when a one-sided lack of weight 
occurs; it must therefore be con-
stantly restored and defended, it 
is not a state of rest, but in its in-
teracting tension a creative-fer-
tile situation. It guarantees the 
highest thing we can achieve po-
litically, order and freedom.”

Fred only adds to this with 
the weighty comment that we 
Swiss are not only rational peo-
ple, but we also have feelings, 
Switzerland is also our home:

“We are Swiss not only out 
of reason, but also out of … yes 
… emotion,” René agrees. This 
is the only way that their four 
years of service on Switzerland’s 
borders makes sense: “[...] be-
cause it is our highest common 
creation and will continue to be 
worth every sacrifice in the future: the fa-
therland, la patrie suisse”.

The mirror of the  
past questions our present

At the end of his large-scale historical and 
human account of one of the most acute 
crises of Swiss national understanding, 
Inglin thus names three key concepts of 
Swissness: homeland, fatherland and will-
ingness to make sacrifices, (the homeland 
“which will continue to be worth every 
sacrifice in the future”).

This triad of Swissness had an unchal-
lenged status at the time, far beyond Ing-
lin’s own lifetime. We schoolchildren sang 
our Swiss songs, which varied these con-
cepts, in two voices, with fervour and joy. 
Today, half a century later, Inglin’s seem 
to be from another world to our ears, 
which have been adapted by constant ir-
rigation (they have gone through the mer-
ciless school of anti-national modernism) 
as if coming from another world. They 
have not only been banished from the 
songbooks for a long time to a large ex-
tent but also from current – political pub-
lic discourse – having fallen victim to a 
precursor of the “Cancel Culture”-move-
ment raging in the Western world today, 
and this without need, through a creeping 
process of adaptation to the “Zeitgeist”. 
But if the central concepts of homeland 
and fatherland hardly occur any more in 
our national consciousness, from whose 
content the willingness to make sacrific-
es furthermore necessarily results, then 
we are faced with disturbing emotional 
blanks. What, in principle, takes its place 
for us Swiss today? How do we Swiss fill 
our Swissness today, from within and with 
conviction? How do we imagine a Swit-
zerland that once again, as was the case 

twice for my parents’ generation, would 
have to fight for its very survival? Or are 
we at the point now, where in the event of 
an attack we “simply” hand Switzerland 
over to a “great power”? And do we cede 
our autonomy and sovereignty to it? Or 
do we hand over “the job” to paid private 
mercenary armies?

If it is still true that our state is a na-
tion of wills, then this will for a common 
state, this firm will to overcome rifts and 
to assert ourselves unitedly against the 
outside world, what is written in our con-
stitution as the purpose of the state, what 
our ancestors have exemplified to us time 
and again, must also be present in us heirs. 
Otherwise, the question arises as to wheth-
er we only want to use the advantages they 
won and shirk from developing the corre-
sponding attitude.

It has once again become high time 
for the current Switzerland to put in the 
background the pure party wrangling, 
the corporate thinking and the exhausted 
fashionable sideshows such as the gen-
der issue and other religious wars. In fa-
vour of the virtues that Inglin brings to 
appearance in all aspects on a thousand 
pages: that we, especially when we show 
our colours, are nevertheless genuinely 
interested in the “other opinion” (as long 
as it relates to the whole and not just in-
sists on particular interests!), even if we 
do not share it or only share it in part. 
And that we treat their bearers with re-
spect, provided they show evidence that 
their attitude corresponds to a real prob-
lem. With respect for “the other camp”, 
which the Tagsatzung in Stans had to ac-
cept in the early days of the Confedera-
tion; with respect for the opponent, who 
did not allow General Dufour’s campaign 
against the Sonderbund to degenerate 

into a vendetta; and with respect for the 
whole, which saved national coherence in 
the form of the break of combat by the 
actors of the national strike at the right 
time, even under the continuing great so-
cial and ideological tensions.

Inglin’s stirring novel, however, pro-
vides material (or even fuel!) for the de-
bates that are currently taking place in 
Switzerland and which we cannot avoid, 
at the latest with the neutrality initia-
tive now under discussion. Reading the  
“Schweizerspiegel” is a good, simulta-
neously exciting and relaxing compan-
ion.5 • 

1 As a literary scholar, I therefore find it incom-
prehensible that Meinrad Inglin’s main work, 
which has often been underestimated by the 
literary-critical “guild”, has been given nega-
tive evaluations that have not been shown. It is 
“characterised by the spiritual defence of the 
country”, or by “Landigeist” (allusion to the 
Swiss National Exhibition of 1939 in Zurich). 
The successful national revival that followed the 
collapse of France under the influence of Gen-
eral Guisan, however, contrasts favourably with 
the unprincipled conformist attitude that today’s 
circles in “official” Switzerland adopt towards 
comparably threatening “absorption” efforts 
from outside.

2 Lenin stayed in Zurich as an emigrant until shortly 
before the October Revolution in Russia and had a 
strong influence on leading figures in Zurich social 
democracy.

3 See the factual account of the national strike by 
Werner Wüthrich: “A hundred years ago: End of 
war, general strike, pandemic Switzerland in crisis 
– direct democracy as the way to go”, in: Current 
Concerns No. 16, 8 August 2020, as well as by the 
same author “The importance of direct democracy 
for securing social peace, Part 1: First World War 
and the post-war period”, in: Current Concerns No. 
14, 2 June 2015, as well as his book “Economy and 
Democracy in Switzerland”, Verlag Zeit-Fragen, 
Zurich 2017, ISBN-978-3-909334-24-0.

4 ibid.
5 The author abridged his novel in the 1950s. It is 

advisable to look for the publisher’s note “una-
bridged” in the edition used.

Paradeplatz Zurich, 7 November 1918. Mass rally to commemorate the Russian October Revo-
lution of the previous year. In response to the national strike threatened by the Olten Commit-
tee (12–14 November 1918), the Federal Council had called up federal troops in various cities.  

(Picture keystone)
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Please do not drift into visions!
by Carl Bossard

“Was there something?” many are asking. 
A teacher’s shortage? An emergency situ-
ation? Those responsible for education act 
as if nothing had happened – and take ref-
uge in visions. Some astonish enraged.

It has been the same picture for years: 
just before the summer holidays, school 
administrators are flustered and there is 
a frantic search for teachers. Nothing but 
loud silence from the staffs. Those re-
sponsible on site, on the other hand, are 
fighting for every available assistant. The 
schools must be able to start after the hol-
idays, the children must have a teacher in 
front of them. With enormous effort, they 
succeed. People without training are also 
hired. The education officials take it in 
their stride. The caravan moves on. 

Where is the view of the concrete?
Why this trembling again and again? Why 
this tragedy? One can only speculate and 
interprete – and ask oneself: Is education 
policy at all interested in the quality of our 
schools and the concrete teaching on site? 
Anyone who listened to the NZZ panel on 
the topic of “Achievement-oriented socie-
ty – what kind of school does man need?” 
in mid-September has serious doubts.1 
The course of the discussion speaks vol-
umes: there was a lot of talk about visions 
and about developing children’s potential 
better and more humanely, and above all 
there were calls for even more funding – 
this in what is already the most expensive 
education system in the world.

The director of the Zurich Depart-
menet of Education, Silvia Steiner, stat-
ed: “The Swiss school system is basically 
on a very good path. We have a huge sup-
port and promotion system; we have the 

instruments to correct.” Not a (self-)criti-
cal word, no comment on the worries and 
hardships on the pedagogical ground floor, 
no transversal view of the school’s defi-
cits and the fact, for example, that even in-
telligent children often have large gaps in 
the basic skills of arithmetic and writing 
at the end of primary school. If they have 
mastered these basics, it is not uncommon 
due to dedicated parents or private learn-
ing institutes to be behind them – and un-
fortunately far too few lessons that are ef-
fective for learning. Incidentally, about 35 
per cent of pupils today receive private tu-
ition. What this means for the supposed-
ly so important equality of opportunity is 
self-evident.

Scandal of an education  
policy that negates everyday life

There is also no mention of the conse-
quences of integrating very different, 
sometimes very difficult children into 
the same class - with the horrendous ad-
ministrative coordination effort and the 
sometimes-serious disruptions to teach-
ing. The “Beobachter” even speaks of the 
“hullabaloo in the classroom” and of the 
fact that today there is rarely a class “in 
which one can concentrate on teaching 
the subject matter”.2 But who is surprised 
about that when Silvia Steiner takes in-
tegration for granted in the sense of a 
human right. Steiner literally: “For me, 
inclusive education is not a project, but 
a human right.”3 For ideological reasons, 
any adjustment or correction is out of the 
question. For dogmatic reasons, there’s 
only one thing to do: carry on as before! 
Collateral damage and serious learning 
deficits in basic cultural competencies do 
not matter.

And this form of teaching is one of the 
reasons for the noticeable flight of many 
teachers from the classroom. Those in 
charge are ignoring this too. Their motto: 
hear nothing, see nothing and say nothing 
– this is the scandal of an education poli-
cy that takes refuge in visions and negates 
everyday life while pretending that eve-
rything is fine – as has been the case for 
years with early French, for example.

Regarding certain deficits  
there is a system failure

What would be needed? Many people 
miss a critical-analytical and clear view of 
the current state of affairs in Swiss educa-
tion policy, and that is a systemic and rad-
ically honest one. For years, schools have 
been restructured and reformed – in hun-
dreds of individual steps. What has been 
the overall result of these innovations? 
And why does Switzerland constantly fall 

behind in international comparative stud-
ies?

To give just one example, it is not ac-
ceptable that one in five of our 15-year-
olds leaves school without the necessary 
basic language skills. This is simply “a 
systemic failure”, as Stefan C. Wolter, Di-
rector of the Swiss Coordination Office for 
Education Research, gets to the heart of 
it. He adds: “With an average class size 
of 19 pupils, two to three pupils per class 
in Switzerland can only read and write 
inadequately when they finish school.” 
Those responsible for education remain 
silent. The systemic failure does not seem 
to bother them. Hardly anyone enquires 
about the reasons for the failure.

The critical view  
on the teacher’s training colleges

A second important focus would be on the 
question of where mistakes are made in 
training and why so many young teach-
ers leave the classroom so quickly: seven 
percent per year, mostly in the first three 
to five years of the profession. We know 
that we don’t have too few trained teach-
ers, we have too many who leave the pro-
fession too quickly or don’t even take it 
up. The teacher’s training colleges have 
become a kind of quick course for people 
who don’t want to teach at all. This raises 
the question: How well prepared are the 
new teachers for good teaching, and how 
specifically trained are they when they 
start their first position?

Recollection of pedagogical freedom
And there is something else that needs 
to be analysed: How burdensome are the 
many top-down reforms of recent years? 
Education has been “standardised” and 
“administered”. The organisational dom-
inates the pedagogical. The burden on 
teachers has increased as a result of these 
reforms, with the increased integration 
and the dispersal into a multitude of sub-
ject areas. 

Many teachers feel trapped in the cor-
set of an artificially constructed complex-
ity that they can no longer cope with. That 
is why fewer and fewer want to take on the 
important office of class leaders. Much, 
too much, is prescribed and imposed from 
above – or controlled. This minimises 
pedagogical freedom. And freedom is part 
of every teacher’s DNA.

An unsparingly honest system analysis
We know: Not everything is running 
smoothly at our primary and secondary 
schools. Not at all. Unfortunately, a lot of 

Carl Bossard is the founding director 
of the Teacher’s Training College Zug. 
Before that, he was headmaster of the 
Cantonal Grammar School Nidwalden 
and director of the Cantonal Grammar 
School Lucerne. Today he accompanies 
schools and leads continuing educa-
tion courses. He deals with questions 
of school history and education policy. 
www.carlbossard.ch
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The outlawry of the peace option
by Dr. phil. René Roca*

In their article “Neutrality must not un-
dermine international law” in the “Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung” of 14 December 2022, 
two members of the Pro Militia associ-
ation call on Switzerland to review the 
stipulations of its perpetual neutrality. 
They state “after a careful analysis” that 
the Federal Council acted wrongly when 
it refused to accede to Germany’s re-
quest and waive the non-re-export dec-
laration for procured war material. The 
article culminates in an attempt to bend 
the current law, i. e., the Swiss Federal 
Act on War Material (WMA), in such 
a way that “extraordinary circumstanc-
es” would apply to the Ukraine war (as 
if such circumstances do not apply to 
every war). Such “circumstances” would 
then allow to deliver the ammunition to 
Ukraine. 

Apart from such legal quibbles, this 
statement fits seamlessly into a narrative 
that attempts to undermine Swiss neutral-
ity by hook or by crook. Only one circum-
stance still seems to preoccupy many as-
sociations of whatever hue and political 
exponents of parties: How can Switzer-
land finally supply weapons to Ukraine? 
How can legal hurdles be overcome in this 

regard, treaties broken and a one-sided un-
derstanding of international law fulfilled?

No one thinks about peace
The main thing is to continue support-
ing the war. Nobody thinks about peace 
any more. As the state of political con-
temporary, one rubs one’s eyes: in connec-
tion with arms deliveries to Ukraine, cen-
tre-right party leaders demand emergency 
law, an armament of their own army and 
further rapprochement with NATO. Only 
yesterday, they were jointly responsible 
for the Swiss army being saved to death 
and degraded. Left-wing exponents (SP 
and Greens) including GSwA (Group for 
a Switzerland without an army), renounce 
pacifism („Where have all the flowers gone 
...“) and outlaw any peace option. Only yes-
terday they wanted to abolish the army and 
have tightened the WMA. There seem to 
be only a few left who can think straight 
and who, in our history-forgotten times, 
know what an important role Switzer-
land has repeatedly played in conflicts and 
wars. For then it should be clear that Swit-
zerland’s neutrality does not mean simply 
standing on the side-lines and passively 
watching, but actively bringing the peace 
option into play. Such quiet diplomacy does 
not make the headlines, but it does ensure 
the credibility of neutrality and the neces-
sary trust. Several times already, Swiss of-
ficials and the Federal Council would have 
had the opportunity to bring this peace op-
tion into play, they have all failed miser-
ably. They prefer to sit dutifully at donor 
conferences, even organise them and dis-
tribute funds. Money for reconstruction 
in the middle of a war notabene. So, they 
want to supply weapons for the destruc-
tion and are already talking about money 
for reconstruction, it doesn’t get more ab-
surd than that. The destruction of Ukraine 

is not being prevented, but actively promot-
ed with a proxy war. The trenches are get-
ting deeper and deeper, the war is getting 
more and more intense and the suffering 
of the civilian population is getting worse 
and worse. Meanwhile, the USA is working 
hard to make decisive moves on the “chess-
board”. In this context, it would be worth-
while to re-read Brzezinski’s “The Grand 
Chessboard”.

Return to integral neutrality
The Swiss historian Wolfgang von Wart-
burg wrote in connection with Swiss neu-
trality that there must be a place in the 
world that exclusively serves peace. The 
importance of neutrality urgently needs to 
be appreciated again, because it has a tre-
mendously important dimension in times 
of peace as well as in times of war. Why 
is this no longer recognised? In the cur-
rent discussion, Swiss neutrality is erod-
ing more and more, which means that the 
ICRC and the Good Offices cannot fully 
unfold their impact. On the contrary, the 
work of the ICRC is becoming increasing-
ly difficult and the Good Offices are being 
ridiculed (Switzerland as a “postman” ...), 
much to the chagrin of the civilian popula-
tion in numerous conflicts. In order to stop 
this erosion and to fill neutrality with con-
tent again, Switzerland must return to inte-
gral neutrality. That is why it is important 
to sign the neutrality initiative1 and thus en-
sure an important debate that gives Swit-
zerland – and also the Federal Council and 
Parliament – a compass and logbook again 
for this important state maxim. Otherwise, 
the Federal Council and the Swiss people 
will continue to be on a “ship of fools”, as 
Reinhard Mey sings in his profound ballad, 
heading for the reef. •

1  www.neutralitaet-ja.ch

things are swept under the table or are only 
said behind closed doors. This does not 
help us. What we need, however, is neither 
aesthetic illusions nor visions that are far 
removed from practical experience; what 
we need is an honest system analysis, un-
sparing and radically reality-based. We are 
not getting anywhere by feigning some-
thing like we did up to now. It is always the 
students who suffer in the school system. •

1 Niederberger, Matthias. “Welche Schule braucht 
der Mensch?” (Which school does a person 
need?), in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung of 17 Sep-
tember 2022, p. 15: The following discussed on 
the panel chaired by NZZ editor Martin Meyer: 
Margrit Stamm, educational scientist, Silvia 
Steiner, Zurich Education Director, Sergio P. 
Ermotti, Chairman of the Board of Directors of 
Swiss Re, and Oliver Meier, Building Construc-
tion Project Manager Marti AG.

 2 Hofer, Julia. “Tohuwabohu im Klassenzimmer” 
(Classroom mayhem), in: Beobachter 25/2021, p. 
92f.

3 Pfändler, Nils/Schenkel, Lena. “Ich glaube nicht an 
Visionen für die Zukunft der Schule” (I do not be-
lieve in visions for the future of the school). Inter-
view with Silvia Steiner, in: Neue Zürcher Zeitung 
of 28 January 2019, p. 15.

Source: Journal 21 of 10 October 2022
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