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“Non–alignment returns”
The 21st century starts to define itself

by Patrick Lawrence*

The Ukraine con-
f lict as catalyst:  
I wonder how many 
people who pay at-
tention understood 
a year ago that 
Russia’s interven-
tion and the West’s 
extravagant sup-
port for the Kiev re-
gime would prompt 

fundamental shifts in the global order 
such that the world is now a very differ-
ent place and the 21st century has a very 
new look. It escaped me, I have to say.  
I didn’t see, last February, that the com-
munity of nations would lean so swift-
ly into a new era, or that the princi-
ples of this new era would be so clearly  
defined. 

I certainly did not see that the good old, 
much-missed Non-Aligned Movement 
[NAM] would re-emerge after the many 
years it has spent languishing in the wil-
derness of post-Cold War geopolitics. 
No, not with a declaration such as that 
the NAM made first in Bandung, the In-
donesian mountain resort where Sukarno 
hosted its members in 1955, or in Tito’s 
Belgrade six years later, when the move-
ment formally declared itself an organ-
isation, but in spirit, in the ethos non–
Western nations now stand up to declare 
as theirs.   

Let us watch. In my estimation the nu-
merous non–Western nations gathering 
in support of the principles and demands 
first articulated by the gone-but-not-for-
gotten NAM will stand in coming years 
as the most significant, determinant turn 
in world politics we are likely to see in 
this century. 

Realignments
There are lots of way we can measure the 
wider consequences of the Ukraine con-
flict. There is Europe’s astonishing sur-
render of its interests to a voraciously co-
ercive administration as it leads America 
into its late-imperial phase. Related to 
this, there are the regrettable pledges of 
allegiance sworn by Finland, Sweden, and 
Germany – three nations whose honora-
ble, now-abandoned role was to serve as 
bridges between West and East. 

These are realignments, each in re-
sponse to the Biden regime’s decision to 
make Ukraine the crucible of its defense 
of a fading hegemony.

This radical new subservience to Wash-
ington is freighted with consequence in its 
own right. Born of insecurity and a pro-
found lack of vision and imagination, it 
is a very bad call on the part of America’s 
“allies and partners” and will leave them 
at a considerable disadvantage as our new 
century progresses. Can they not hear his-
tory’s wheel turning?

But the common cause non–Western 
nations have discovered among them-
selves this past year is vastly more signifi-
cant. For them, Ukraine has proven a cat-
alyst in the chemical-lab meaning of this 
term: It has clarified the solution, let’s say. 
The Russians, the Chinese, the Indians, 
the Iranians, the Turks, the Mexicans, the 
Argentines, many others: They are think-
ing differently and more clearly now. 

This is a realignment, too. 

Reemergence of nonalignment
We can think of this realignment as the 
reemergence of nonalignment for the first 
time in many decades. To be precisely ac-
curate, the NAM survives, with 120 mem-
bers and head office at the UN in New 
York. But its presence, if not its found-
ing ideals, has been much reduced with 
the passing of its founding generation and 
since the Cold War’s end got the world 
past the East–West binaries of the previ-
ous 40-odd years.    

I am not writing of a secretariat or a bu-
reaucracy or brigades of diplomats or any 
such thing. I mean to note the renewed 
prominence of the principles for which 
the NAM stood. Are we surprised that, as 

the U.S. seeks to divide the planet once 
again, these come to the fore? I am not. I 
am more in the way of very pleased to see 
a new generation of leaders revive ideals 
first articulated during the postwar “inde-
pendence era.” 

I have noted these principles previously 
in this space. They are based on the Five 
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence Zhou 
Enlai drafted in the early 1950s and then 
took to Bandung. These are, simply stated, 
mutual respect for sovereignty and terri-
torial integrity, non-aggression, non-inter-
ference in others’ internal affairs, equal-
ity among nations, and – the point of the 
other four – peaceful co-existence.   

Many non–Western nations have made 
its increasingly clear over the past few 
years that they adhere to these princi-
ples as the bedrock of a 21st century world 
order. I will once again note the Sino-Rus-
sian Joint Statement on International Re-
lations Entering a New Era1, issued – the 
timing is important to note – on the eve 
of Russia’s intervention in Ukraine. If you 
want a declaration of the Bandung or Bel-
grade kind, this comes close. The NAM’s 
principles run all through it. They are eas-
ily detected in the document’s insistence 
that international law and the U.N. Char-
ter must be the basis of the new era named 
in the title. 

G-20 in Bangalore:  
Western ideas “far behind the curve”

Did you follow the Group of 20 session 
in Bangalore at the end of February and 
the first few days of March? It is another 
case in point. Western media didn’t give 
it much coverage because it was a messy 
confrontation between Western and non-
Western members, and the former came 
out looking utterly behind the curve, lost 
in an idea of their place in the global order 
that has little to do with emergent realities 
evident to anyone willing to look squarely 
at the world as it is in 2023. 

The G-20 first convened at the close 
of the last century and the dawn of this 
one. It was conceived as a step on from 
the Group of 7, bringing together finance 
ministers and central bank governors from 
20 Western and non-Western nations to re-
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flect the increasing importance of middle-
income powers such as China, India, Bra-
zil, Argentina, Mexico, and South Africa. 
The theme each session is common inter-
ests: financial stability, international trade, 
the climate, aid to the poorest nations, and 
so on. 

No endorsement for the isolation
Leave it to the Americans. Led by Janet 
Yellen, the Treasury secretary and a volu-
ble exponent of the neoliberal orthodoxy, 
Western officials thought it was a good 
idea to use the occasion to bring other 
G-20 members in line against Russia and 
its intervention in Ukraine. So they spent 
their time cajoling others present – pret-
ty much the rest of the G-20 not members 
of the Group of 7 – to sign a communiqué 
denouncing Moscow and declaring their 
unified support for Kiev.

G-20 foreign ministers convened last 
Thursday, and it proved nothing more than 
more of the same. American media reports 
made much of Antony Blinken’s first en-
counter with Sergei Lavrov, the Russian 
FM, since Russia’s intervention began a 
year ago. Maybe more was said than the 
secretary of state let on, but I doubt it. 
So far as was reported, Blinken turned in 
another performance for the folks back 
home: I told him this was Russia’s war 
of aggression, I told him we will support 
Ukraine for as long as it takes, and so on. 
Nothing new from the man who has noth-
ing to say.

The Western contingent got nowhere in 
Bangalore. Non–Western members object-
ed vigorously to this attempt to force them 
to endorse the U.S.–led campaign to iso-
late Russia and align behind its support for 
Ukraine. In the end there was no commu-
niqué – only a “Summary and Outcome 
Document” that acknowledges in so many 
words that the session was a bust. 

Whatever you may have thought of 
Yellen when she spent her time fussing 
with interest rates as chair of the Federal 
Reserve, in matters of state she is a tone-
deaf failure who simply cannot read the 
currents of global politics. Have you heard 
much about her oil-price cap, which was 
supposed to bring the world on board as 
the sought to U.S. imposed a ceiling on 
what Russia could charge for a barrel of 
crude? No, well, I thought not. Why was 
she the Biden administration’s point per-
son at this G–20 session? I suppose if 
Blinken was the alterative there is a logic 
to the choice. 

 In Bangalore they both seemed to as-
sume that the pabulum the U.S. routine-
ly deploys to obscure its intentions would 
carry the day. “Ukraine is fighting not only 
for their [sic] country, but for the preser-
vation of democracy and peaceful condi-

tions in Europe,” Yellen asserted. Of Rus-
sia’s intervention she said, “It’s an assault 
on democracy and on territorial integrity 
that should concern all of us.”

This is the Biden administration’s 
standard routine. Cat events as matters of 
ideology and sentiment and pretend poli-
tics and history are of no importance. So 
hollow and tired. So wanting in serious-
ness.  

Nuances
Yellen’s rhetoric did not carry the day or 
anything else, to say nothing of Blinken’s. 
Between the two of them, their presenta-
tions could go down as marking the begin-
ning of the end of the G–20. This would 
be another casualty of the new Cold War 
the Biden administration insists on drag-
ging us all into, another change in the look 
of the 21st century. 

The non–Western nations present had 
made their position very clear well be-
fore Bangalore. It is important to note 
its nuance. No, we do not approve of the 
war in Ukraine. No, we are not going to 
condemn the Russian intervention. Yes, 
we understand that the West shares re-
sponsibility for provoking this conflict. 
Yes, sorry, but whether Russia has vio-
lated one of the Five Principles is com-
plicated by the Western powers’ conduct 
leading up to this war. Yes, the Western 
powers could and should have prevented 
it by diplomatic means before it started. 
Yes, we want to see this settled now via  
negotiation.  

This is the very essence of the NAM’s 
principles in applied, 21st century form.

 Talkfests such as the G–20 are of lim-
ited interest, I realise, but what happened 
in lovely, well-gardened Bangalore has 
something important to tell us. Three 
things, actually. 

One, we find in it Washington’s ab-
solute inability to see the world in other 
than Manichean terms. A lot of Demo-
crats thought Bush II’s “You’re with us or 
with the terrorists” routine after the Sep-
tember 11 attacks was a crude formula-
tion. Nonsense. This was precisely the 
frame of Yellen’s position in the Ukraine 
context, fully endorsed across the board 
among Democrats. This is how those pur-
porting to lead America insist on ordering 
the world, and to say it will get this nation 
nowhere in the 21st century is to put the 
point too mildly. 

Two, Bangalore is a measure of the re-
solve with which non-Western nations are 
coming to resist Washington’s prosecution 
of Cold War II. While it is altogether sad-
dening to watch the world divided once 
again as it did during the first Cold War, 
conflict and confrontation are inevitable 
so long as the Western powers are repre-
sented by blunt instruments such as Janet 
Yellen and Antony Blinken.  

Three, the US and the rest of the West 
is not going to read at all wisely the in-
formal reemergence of the NAM as non-
Western nations advance its principles. 
Remember, during Cold War I those de-
claring themselves nonaligned between 
the Western and Eastern blocs were dis-
missed as crypto-Communists, dupes of 
Moscow, or foolish wanderers. 

We’re seeing the same thing again, and 
et us not be surprised: We have under-
stood for many years that among the many 
things the neoliberal West cannot tolerate, 
nations that think for themselves in the in-
terests of their own people rank highest. 

Maybe you noted reports that South Af-
rica and Russia – I think China is in on 
this, too – began joint naval exercises off 
the South African coast earlier this month. 
This reflects the waxing of Moscow-Preto-
ria relations and there is no surprise here: 
The Soviets supported the African Nation-
al Congress, now the governing party, in 
its fight against apartheid, the West hav-
ing stood on the other side. Lavrov was in 
South Africa a month earlier for talks with 
his counterpart, Naledi Pandor. 

So far as I have understood it, “nona-
ligned” means “not aligned,” not with this 
side, not with the other. Not to the Ameri-
cans. Washington and the European capi-
tals are freaked out about the naval drills 
and altogether the strengthening ties be-
tween South Africa and the Russian Fed-
eration – which are, of course, entirely 
the business of Pretoria and Moscow and 
have nothing to do with “taking a side.” 
The South Africans are “moving further 
away from a nonaligned position,” an EU 
spokesman told “The New York Times”.

In this connection, let us not leave out 
Annalena Baerbock, Germany’s Green 
foreign minister, who is as hawkishly 
Russophobic as anyone walking around in 
Washington. Here she is speaking at the 
Munich Security Conference a couple of 
weeks ago: “Neutrality is not an option, 
because then you are standing on the side 
of the aggressor.” Yes, Virginia, there are 
as many stupid statesmen and stateswom-
en now as there were back then.

It was Newspeak during Cold War I 
and it is Newspeak this time around. You 
can call yourselves nonaligned as long as 
you align with the West. Otherwise, you 
are with the “them” in our “them or us” 
formulation. This is the commonly held 
Western position.

137 countries on  
the West, Russia and China

A few months ago, Cambridge Univer-
sity published the results of various sur-
veys it had conducted in 137 countries to 
measure their views about the West, Rus-
sia, and China. A World Divided: Russia, 
China and the West is a 38-page report 
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Make peace – but how?
by Karl-Jürgen Müller

The past two weeks have been dominated 
by the new East-West conflict. It was the 
ninth anniversary of the violent and un-
constitutional change of government in 
Ukraine on 22 February 2014, massively 
promoted by the US government and the 
EU, and the first anniversary of the direct 
military intervention of the Russian Feder-
ation on 24 February 2022 in the Ukrain-
ian civil war that has been raging since 
spring 2014. A war in which the central 
government in Kiev had the support of 
NATO and the EU and the autonomy-seek-
ing regions in the eastern and south-eastern 
Ukraine (Donetsk and Luhansk) with their 
mainly Russian Ukrainian population were 
supported by the Russian Federation.

The past two weeks have not only seen 
speeches by Russian President Vladimir 
Putin in Moscow1 and US President Joe 
Biden in Warsaw2– both on 21 February 
– but also numerous media outlets, dem-
onstrations, and rallies around the world.

Broad spectrum of opinion …
The spectrum of opinion was very broad 
– but this was not reflected in the prod-
ucts of our Western mainstream media 
and public broadcasters. Their news, re-
ports, features and commentaries again 
followed the political line set by US poli-
cy. Other views were at best labelled “dis-
information” and met with sharp polem-
ics. This was in line with the threat made 

in Strasbourg in mid-February by Josep 
Borrell, the EU’s foreign affairs represent-
ative, that in future the EU would take ac-
tion against individuals and organisations 
“polluting the public space with disinfor-
mation and malicious narratives”.3

… not welcomed  
by US and EU policy-makers

Threats like Josep Borrell’s are a reac-
tion to the fact that so far Western prop-
aganda and the already manifold govern-
mental and semi-governmental measures 
against alleged “disinformation” have not 
succeeded in equalising public opinion 
– which is not the same as the published 
opinion through our mainstream media – 
in the sense of US policy. On the contrary, 
the past two weeks have once again shown 
that numerous German- and especially 
English-language “alternative” voices are 
still accessible with contributions that can 
broaden the field of vision. In the German-
speaking world, these include Zeit-Fragen  
(English version: Current Concerns) and 
the Swiss weekly Die Weltwoche, for ex-
ample, globalbridge.ch, zeitgeschehen-
im-fokus.ch, schweizer-standpunkt.ch, 
seniora.org, nachdenkseiten.de, apolut.
net or anti-spiegel.ru. The German-lan-
guage internet site rt.de is banned with-
in the EU but is still accessible there via 
detours. In the English-speaking world, 
the spectrum is much wider. Here we will 

only refer to a few websites from which 
Current Concerns also documents articles 
time and again: consortiumnews.com, 
scheerpost.com, indianpunchline.com or 
counterpunch.org.

Empathy for the victims of war and 
again and again proposals for peace

No question: Almost everyone is empa-
thetic with those affected by violence, war 
deaths and destruction and rightly asks 
how wars – including the one in Ukraine 
– can be ended. That is why all peace pro-
posals, including those of the past two 
weeks, are very important – and these 
days there have again been some from all 
over the world.

It is particularly offensive when the 
US/EU side also labels efforts for peace 
as “disinformation” and meets them with 
sharp polemics. This applies not only to 
the efforts of the European and US “peace 
movement”, but also to the peace initiative 
of the People’s Republic of China of 24 
February with its 12-point plan (see box).

The Chinese peace plan
All sincere peace efforts are to be com-
mended, providing a basis for discussion 
with this aim. I personally consider the 
Chinese plan of 24 February the most in-
teresting.

Why?
– The Chinese peace plan is strictly based 

on international law, as agreed in the 
United Nations Charter and its suc-
cessor treaties. It should be considered 
whether another central principle of in-
ternational law should not also be men-
tioned by name: the right of peoples to 
self-determination. This is of particular 
importance for the situation in Ukraine.

– The Chinese peace plan does not put 
anyone in the dock, but implicitly and 
by its very nature asks about the caus-
es of the “world war” that has been 
smouldering for decades and has now 
broken out openly, with its current cen-
tre (but not only raging) in Ukraine.

–  The Chinese peace plan is formu-
lating perspectives for a future world 
order that all nations of good will could 
actually live with.

However, it is also certain that the Chi-
nese peace plan would be a challenge 
for the responsible politicians, especially 
those in the West.

A Gorbachev of the West
I would like to put it pointedly like this: 
The states of the West would need one or 
more Gorbachevs. After taking office in 
1985 as General Secretary of the Central 

continued on page 5

and can be read here.2 In sum, it found 
that of the non-West’s 6.3 billion people, 
66 per cent – what is this, three-quarters 
of the world’s population? – look favorably 
upon Russia; the figure for China is 70 per 
cent. It is important we take care to under-
stand these figures. There are subtleties in 
them. The sentiments they reflect derive in 
large measure from history. The Russians 
and Chinese stood with the non-West as 
it decolonised. Both were prominent voic-
es in the old NAM. Given America’s poor 
record on both counts, we can take this as 
a measure of how the past comes to bite 
Washington on its backside.

At the same time, we cannot read pos-
itive sentiment toward Russia and China 
as in essence anti-American. Moscow 
and Beijing made this pointedly clear in 
their Joint Statement a year ago, and many 
others have said the same thing: The U.S. 
and its Atlantic world allies are to be wel-
comed as a new world order takes shape. 
What the non-West rejects is any sugges-
tion of the hegemony Washington and its 

allies insist upon. The distinction is essen-
tial always to bear in mind, notably when 
we read over and over that the project is to 
subvert the West.

Bangalore will be repeated
The scene in Bangalore will be repeated 
many times in years to come. These occa-
sions are to be watched and understood for 
what they are and are not. They will reflect 
one of the most essential conflicts of our 
time. The original NAM failed to prevent 
Washington’s reordering of the world into 
hostile blocs; the West suppressed but did 
not extinguish its aspirations. Non-West-
ern nations, stronger now even as the US 
and the West weaken, have a vastly better 
chance of success this time. Whether they 
are hostile to the Western powers is up to 
the Western powers to determine.  •

1 https://www.airuniversity.af.edu/Portals/10/
CASI/documents/Translations/2022-02-04%20
China%20Russia%20joint%20statement%20
International%20Relations%20Entering%20
a%20New%20Era.pdf

2 https://www.bennettinstitute.cam.ac.uk/
publications/a-world-divided/

Source: Scheerpost of 2 March 2023

”‘Non–alignment returns’” 
continued from page 2
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China’s Position on the Political Settlement of the Ukraine Crisis
1. Respecting the sovereignty of all 
countries. Universally recognized in-
ternational law, including the pur-
poses and principles of the United 
Nations Charter, must be strictly ob-
served. The sovereignty, independ-
ence and territorial integrity of all 
countries must be effectively upheld. 
All countries, big or small, strong or 
weak, rich or poor, are equal mem-
bers of the international communi-
ty. All parties should jointly uphold 
the basic norms governing interna-
tional relations and defend interna-
tional fairness and justice. Equal and 
uniform application of international 
law should be promoted, while dou-
ble standards must be rejected. 

2. Abandoning the Cold War mental-
ity. The security of a country should 
not be pursued at the expense of 
others. The security of a region 
should not be achieved by strength-
ening or expanding military blocs. 
The legitimate security interests and 
concerns of all countries must be 
taken seriously and addressed prop-
erly. There is no simple solution to a 
complex issue. All parties should, fol-
lowing the vision of common, com-
prehensive, cooperative and sustain-
able security and bearing in mind 
the long-term peace and stability of 
the world, help forge a balanced, ef-
fective and sustainable European se-
curity architecture. All parties should 
oppose the pursuit of one’s own se-
curity at the cost of others’ securi-
ty, prevent bloc confrontation, and 
work together for peace and stabil-
ity on the Eurasian Continent.

3. Ceasing hostilities. Conflict and 
war benefit no one. All parties must 
stay rational and exercise restraint, 
avoid fanning the flames and aggra-
vating tensions, and prevent the cri-
sis from deteriorating further or even 
spiraling out of control. All parties 
should support Russia and Ukraine in 
working in the same direction and re-
suming direct dialogue as quickly as 
possible, so as to gradually deescalate 
the situation and ultimately reach a 
comprehensive ceasefire. 

4. Resuming peace talks. Dialogue 
and negotiation are the only via-
ble solution to the Ukraine crisis. 
All efforts conducive to the peace-
ful settlement of the crisis must be 
encouraged and supported. The in-
ternational community should stay 
committed to the right approach of 

promoting talks for peace, help par-
ties to the conflict open the door to 
a political settlement as soon as pos-
sible, and create conditions and plat-
forms for the resumption of negoti-
ation. China will continue to play a 
constructive role in this regard. 

5. Resolving the humanitarian crisis. 
All measures conducive to easing the 
humanitarian crisis must be encour-
aged and supported. Humanitarian 
operations should follow the prin-
ciples of neutrality and impartiality, 
and humanitarian issues should not 
be politicized. The safety of civilians 
must be effectively protected, and 
humanitarian corridors should be set 
up for the evacuation of civilians from 
conflict zones. Efforts are needed to 
increase humanitarian assistance to 
relevant areas, improve humanitari-
an conditions, and provide rapid, safe 
and unimpeded humanitarian access, 
with a view to preventing a humani-
tarian crisis on a larger scale. The UN 
should be supported in playing a co-
ordinating role in channeling human-
itarian aid to conflict zones.

6. Protecting civilians and prisoners 
of war (POWs). Parties to the con-
flict should strictly abide by interna-
tional humanitarian law, avoid at-
tacking civilians or civilian facilities, 
protect women, children and other 
victims of the conflict, and respect 
the basic rights of POWs. China sup-
ports the exchange of POWs be-
tween Russia and Ukraine, and calls 
on all parties to create more favora-
ble conditions for this purpose.

7. Keeping nuclear power plants 
safe. China opposes armed attacks 
against nuclear power plants or 
other peaceful nuclear facilities, and 
calls on all parties to comply with in-
ternational law including the Con-
vention on Nuclear Safety (CNS)1 
and resolutely avoid man-made nu-
clear accidents. China supports the 
International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) in playing a constructive role 
in promoting the safety and security 
of peaceful nuclear facilities.

8. Reducing strategic risks. Nuclear 
weapons must not be used and nu-
clear wars must not be fought. The 
threat or use of nuclear weapons 
should be opposed. Nuclear prolifer-
ation must be prevented and nucle-
ar crisis avoided. China opposes the 
research, development and use of 

chemical and biological weapons by 
any country under any circumstances.

9. Facilitating grain exports. All par-
ties need to implement the Black 
Sea Grain Initiative signed by Russia, 
Türkiye, Ukraine and the UN fully 
and effectively in a balanced man-
ner, and support the UN in playing 
an important role in this regard. 
The cooperation initiative on glob-
al food security proposed by China 
provides a feasible solution to the 
global food crisis.

10. Stopping unilateral sanctions. 
Unilateral sanctions and maximum 
pressure cannot solve the issue; they 
only create new problems. China 
opposes unilateral sanctions unau-
thorized by the UN Security Council. 
Relevant countries should stop abus-
ing unilateral sanctions and “long-
arm jurisdiction”2 against other 
countries, so as to do their share in 
deescalating the Ukraine crisis and 
create conditions for developing 
countries to grow their economies 
and better the lives of their people.

11. Keeping industrial and supply 
chains stable. All parties should ear-
nestly maintain the existing world 
economic system and oppose using 
the world economy as a tool or 
weapon for political purposes. Joint 
efforts are needed to mitigate the 
spillovers of the crisis and prevent it 
from disrupting international cooper-
ation in energy, finance, food trade 
and transportation and undermining 
the global economic recovery.

12. Promoting post-conflict recon-
struction. The international commu-
nity needs to take measures to sup-
port post-conflict reconstruction in 
conflict zones. China stands ready 
to provide assistance and play a con-
structive role in this endeavor.
1 The Convention on Nuclear Safety (CNS) 
is a multilateral agreement to increase the 
safety of civilian nuclear power plants world-
wide. The Convention was developed in sev-
eral rounds of experts between 1992 and 
1994 and adopted in Vienna on 17 June 
1994. (ed. note)
2 “Long-arm jurisdiction” is the ability of 
local courts to exercise jurisdiction over for-
eign defendants (“foreign” means outside 
the jurisdiction of a state). This jurisdiction 
allows a court to hear a case against a de-
fendant and to issue a binding judgment 
against a defendant who resides outside the 
jurisdiction in question. (ed. note)

Source: https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_
eng/wjdt_665385/2649_665393/202302/

t20230224_11030713.html of  
24 February 2023
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Committee of the CPSU, Mikhail Gor-
bachev tried to translate into practical 
policy his insight that in order to survive 
the Soviet Union had to change funda-
mentally. His domestic policy plans for 
Glasnost and Perestroika and his for-
eign policy initiatives for disarmament 
and the creation of a Common Europe-
an House4 are still or once again to be 
appreciated today. Gorbachev was great-
ly encouraged and supported by his pre-
decessor as General Secretary, former 
KGB chief Yuri Andropov. Probably ear-
lier than many in the party hierarchy, the 
Soviet secret service had realized that the 
Soviet Union’s situation, if it continued 
its previous course, was a dead end that 
would lead to its downfall. Fundamental 
reforms were inevitable.

The fact that Gorbachev ultimate-
ly failed with his policy does not speak 
against the principles of his policy and 
the necessity of fundamental reforms in 
the Soviet Union at that time. The resist-
ance in his own country, but above all the 
foul play of the West – above all US poli-
cy – brought in 1991 Gorbachev’s efforts 
to an end. It seems like Gorbachev was too 
strongly trusting the West’s original prom-
ises.

“Good faith”, an essential prerequisite 
for international relations, would have to 
be obligatory for all international negotia-
tions and treaty-making. The lack of it has 
again and again led to new serious con-
flicts and even wars.

The experience of the past decades 
shows that the West’s global political 
counterparts probably take “good faith” 
more seriously than the West’s political 

leaders. Therefore, the prospects for one 
or more Gorbachevs of the West would 
probably be better than those for Mikhail 
Gorbachev of Russia. What is certain is 
that for the West insisting on its previous 
position is a dead end threatening to de-
stroy peace in the world in the long run. It 
is high time, therefore, that this insight is 
also accepted by us in the West. •

1 authorised English translation: http://
en.kremlin.ru/events/president/ 
transcripts/70565

2 https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/
speeches-remarks/2023/02/21/remarks-by- 
president-biden-ahead-of-the-one-year- 
anniversary-of-russias-brutal-and-unprovoked- 
invasion-of-ukraine/

3 cited from Neue Zürcher Zeitung of  
16 February 2023

4 cf. Gorbachev, Mikhail. Perestroika: New Think-
ing for Our Country and the World,  
Harpercollins 1987

”Make peace – but how?” 
continued from page 3

Beijing takes the initiative in the Ukraine conflict
by Ralph Bosshard*

Just in time for the 
anniversary of the 
Russian attack on 
Ukraine, the Chi-
nese Foreign Min-
istry published its 
initiative for a po-
litical solution to 
the conflict.1 With 
its skilfully formu-
lated and launched 

peace proposal, Beijing has staked its 
claim to a say in important issues of 
world politics and continues to promote 
its vision of a multipolar world in which 
Russia must also find its own place. Far 
from letting its Russian partner drag it 
into a conflict at an inopportune time, 
however, China is not prepared to drop 
it either.

In the first two paragraphs, Beijing estab-
lishes an interpretative order of the con-
flict by pointing out the conflicting norms 
invoked by the parties to the conflict. 
Ukraine has been complaining for years 
about the violation of its territorial integri-
ty by the Russian Federation’s annexation 
of Crimea and now also of the four oblasts 

of Donetsk, Luhansk, Zaporizhzhia and 
Kherson. But when the People’s Repub-
lic of China speaks of territorial integrity, 
it usually has its own in mind, that is, its 
claim to the Island of Taiwan and to terri-
torial waters in the East and South China 
Seas.

To avoid the impression that China is 
allowing itself to be taken over by the 
West, the Chinese Foreign Ministry also 
packed into the first paragraph a refer-
ence to the sovereign equality of states 
as well as its criticism of double stand-
ards. A violation of the former principle 
is criticised by those states that see West-
ern support for so-called “colour revo-
lutions” as interference in their internal 
affairs. The accusation of applying dou-
ble standards is a traditional one made by 
Russia and China against the collective 
West. The latter allows itself things that 
it would never accept from its opponents, 
freely according to the motto quod licet 
Iovi, non licet bovi2. This is, of course, a 
frontal attack on those circles in the West, 
namely in the USA, that grant themselves 
a leading role in world politics and claim 
the primacy of democratic states over all 
others.3

On the other hand, China is also ad-
dressing the complaints of Russia, 
which has been complaining about the 
violation of the principle of indivisibil-
ity of security for many years. Moscow 
sees this principle violated by the vari-
ous steps of NATO’s eastward enlarge-
ment, which would have led to the for-
mer member countries of the Warsaw 
Treaty Organisation and new members 
of NATO guaranteeing their security at 
Russia’s expense.

Beijing’s sense of reality
The Chinese Foreign Ministry apparent-
ly understands that the causes of the cur-
rent war in Ukraine are too complex to 
be solved quickly by a peace agreement. 
The years of war have also created other 
problems over the past nine years. The 
call for a comprehensive ceasefire agree-
ment is much more realistic in comparison. 
Of course, the accusation was immediate-
ly made that Russia was only exploiting a 
ceasefire to improve its military position. 
But the Ukrainians and their European al-
lies are also familiar with such approaches: 
At the very least, accusations that France, 
Germany and Ukraine only concluded the 
Minsk agreements to buy time for the prep-
aration of a military solution to the conflict 
have not yet been convincingly dispelled.4 

Beijing will also be aware of the problem-
atic nature of the Minsk agreements of 
2014 and 2015, which mixed pure cease-
fire provisions with political provisions. On 
the other hand, it is to be expected that a 
stable ceasefire on any ceasefire line will 
lead to the cementing of the de facto state, 
in which Ukraine in particular cannot have 
any interest. The call for the resumption of 
political talks in point 4 of the Chinese pro-
posal reaffirms Beijing’s sense of reality.

No role for the West
The direct dialogue between Ukraine and 
Russia demanded by Beijing has so far 
been rejected above all by Ukraine. With 
the corresponding demand in point 3 of 
the Chinese proposal, Beijing also makes 
it clear at once who it does not grant a role 
in the peace process, namely the collective 
West. Ukrainian President Zelensky obvi-

Ralph Bosshard  
(picture wp)

* Ralph Bosshard studied General History, East-
ern European History and Military History, 
graduated from the Military Command School 
of the ETH Zurich as well as from the General 
Staff Training of the Swiss Army. This was fol-
lowed by language training in Russian at Mos-
cow State University and training at the Military 
Academy of the General Staff of the Russian 
Army. He is familiar with the situation in East-
ern Europe and Central Asia from his six years 
at the OSCE, where he served, among other 
things, as Special Advisor to the Swiss Perma-
nent Representative. continued on page 6



No 5   14 March 2023 Current Concerns  Page 6

ously understood this quickly, and he im-
mediately declared his readiness for talks 
with China’s strong man, President Xi Jin-
ping5.

A new problem added by the long-
standing war is the humanitarian one. Of 
course, Ukraine and its European allies 
will try to use this point of the Chinese 
peace plan to pillory Russia, but it is not to 
be expected that China will allow itself to 
be instrumentalised here. Beijing will be 
aware that Russia will also use this point 
to put its accusations against Ukraine on 
the table.

By linking its rejection of the threat 
of nuclear weapons use with its opposi-
tion to the development of biological and 
chemical weapons in point 8 of its pro-
posal, China shows that it will not allow 
itself to be unilaterally captured by either 
side here either.

Open paths for all
The reference to the Black Sea Grain In-
itiative to maintain grain supplies from 
Ukraine probably indicates that Beijing 
consulted with Ankara before initiating 
its peace plan. The Chinese leadership 
is probably also using this point to score 
points with African and Asian states.

The rejection of unilateral sanctions 
in point 10 is to be interpreted as a very 
clear criticism of the collective West and 
at the same time represents a bitter pill 
for Ukraine, which, for lack of other op-
tions for action, would prefer to maintain 
sanctions against Russia that are as harsh 
as possible in the long term.6 However, 
Ukraine has neither at present nor in the 
foreseeable future the political and eco-
nomic weight to motivate other states to 
do so, let alone force them to do so. In 
Kiev, one must realistically expect that 
the economic interests of many states will 
at some point lead to them only formal-
ly maintaining the economic sanctions 
against Russia, but in fact undermining 
them in substance. Finally, Beijing is pro-
moting its own economic interests, name-
ly its Belt and Road Initiative, in the full 
knowledge that it is also serving Russian 
interests, because Russia attaches great 
importance to its international North-
South transport corridor and has no inter-
est in blockades of any kind.

Beijing’s determination
The reflexively expressed rejection of Chi-
na’s allegedly questionable peace plan will 

probably soon have to give way to a more 
realistic assessment.7 US Secretary of 
State Blinken is apparently already pre-
paring for a hard slog that will take him to 
several Asian states where he will have to 
court support in favour of his own plans.8 

The Americans and Europeans will prob-
ably be made to pay the price for political 
support.9 Foreign policy makers from the 
West will no longer be able to appear as 
rich uncles with a well-filled chequebook: 
Those days are over. Now they appear in 
the role of annoying supplicants. On the 
other hand, Beijing is apparently also pre-
pared to apply military pressure to help its 
peace plan achieve a breakthrough, as the 
various speculations about the delivery of 
drones and ammunition to Russia show.10 

Questionable or not: Beijing will help its 
peace plan, which serves its interests, to 
succeed, and Ukrainian sensitivities will 
not stop it in this. 

Kiev, Brussels and Washington will 
probably not be able to avoid thorough-
ly examining the Chinese proposals, es-
pecially since they have already found 
the support of important actors in world 
politics and may have been agreed upon 
with another important actor, Turkey. 
The West, which until now believed that 
it was a driver of development by sup-
plying arms to Ukraine, is becoming one 
actor among several through the Chi-
nese initiative, because Beijing obvious-
ly does not want to allow its proposals to 
be so easily wiped off the table. With the 
Chinese peace proposal, a door is now 
also open for saving face in a change of 
course in Western policy towards starting 
talks with the unloved Vladimir Putin in 
the Moscow Kremlin. •
1 see “China’s Position on the Political Settle-

ment of the Ukraine Crisis”, 24 February 2023, 
on the homepage of the Chinese Foreign Min-
istry, online at https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/
zxxx_662805/202302/t20230224_11030713.
html?spm=C98846262907.PT3RXyzGyJv6.0.0. 
A comment to this: “China calls for resum-
ing peace talks to resolve Ukraine crisis“, in: 
The New Times of 25 February 2023, online 
at https://www.newtimes.co.rw/article/5333/
news/international/china-calls-for-resuming-
peace-talks-to-resolve-ukraine-crisis

2 translated: “Gods may do what cattle may not.”
3 A “League of Democracies” was first proposed 

by US journalists Ivo Daalder and James Lindsay 
in the “Washington Post”. See: „Democracies of 
the World, Unite“, in: The American Interest On-
line, Januar-Februar 2007, online at https://web.ar-
chive.org/web/20110521230314/http://www.the-
american-interest.com/article.cfm?piece=220. 
The Biden administration’s democracy summit is 
to be understood in this tradition. See “The Sum-
mit for Democracy” on the homepage of the United 
States Department of State, online at https://www.

state.gov/summit-for-democracy/. On the criticism 
of this: The Heritage Foundation. “The Summit for 
Democracy – American Leadership or Photo Op?”, 
online at https://www.heritage.org/global-politics/
event/the-summit-democracy-american-leader-
ship-or-photo-op

4 cf. Bosshard, Ralph, “Ein schlechter Friede ist 
besser als ein guter Krieg” (A bad peace is better 
than a good war), in: Global Bridge of 21 Decem-
ber 2022, online at https://globalbridge.ch/ein-
schlechter-friede-ist-besser-als-ein-guter-krieg/

5 See Hirwani, Peony, “Zelensky wants to meet Xi 
Jinping after Beijing peace plan”, in: The Inde-
pendent of 25 February 2023, online at https://
www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/ze-
lensky-xi-jinping-beijing-peace-plan-b2289365.
html. Ghazanchyan Siranush, “Zelensky to meet 
Xi Jinping to discuss China’s peace plan”, in Pub-
lic Radio of Armenia of 25 February 2023, online 
at https://en.armradio.am/2023/02/25/zelensky-
wants-xi-jinping-meeting-to-discuss-chinas-peace-
plan/

6 See “Kuleba on China’s peace plan: We disa-
gree with at least one point”, in: Interfax Ukraine, 
Ukrainian News Agency of 25 February 2023, on-
line at https://en.interfax.com.ua/news/gener-
al/893977.html

7 see Hlushchenko, Olha, “China’s peace plan bene-
ficial only for Russia – Biden”, in: Ukrainska Prav-
da of 23 February 2023, online under https://www.
pravda.com.ua/eng/news/2023/02/25/7390952/ 
and Ash, Timothy, “China PR Peace Plan – Pros 
and Cons In a Nutshell”, in: Kyiv Post of 25 Febru-
ary 2023, online under https://www.kyivpost.com/
post/13524 

8 see Lee, Matthew, “Anthony Blinken heads to Asia 
for key G20 talks as tensions mount with Rus-
sia and China”, in: Independent.ie of 25 Febru-
ary 2023, online under https://www.independent.
ie/world-news/north-america/anthony-blinken-
heads-to-asia-for-key-g20-talks-as-tensions-
mount-with-russia-and-china-42358841.html 

9 India and Kazakhstan have already signalled sup-
port for the Chinese plan. See “Willing to join ‘any 
peace process’ to solve Ukraine war: PM Modi”, 
in: The Hindu of 25 February 2023, online under 
https://www.thehindu.com/news/national/willing-
to-join-any-peace-process-to-solve-ukraine-war-
pm-modi/article66552455.ece and “Kazakhstan 
supports China’s peace plan for Ukraine crisis”, 
in: AKIpress of 25 February 2023, online under 
https://akipress.com/news:695791: Kazakhstan_
supports_China_s_peace_plan_ for_Ukraine_cri-
sis/ 

10.  see Bertrand, Natasha, Cohen, Zachary, “Intelli-
gence suggests China is considering sending drones 
and ammunition to Russia, sources familiar say”, 
in: CNN Politics of 24 February 2023, online under 
https://edition.cnn.com/2023/02/24/politics/us-
intelligence-china-drones-russia-ukraine/index.
html#:~:text=CNN%20Store-, Intelligence%20
suggests%20China%20is%20considering%20
sending%20drones,to%20Russia%2C%20sourc-
es%20familiar%20say&text=The%20US%20
has%20intelligence%20that,with%20the%20in-
telligence%20told%20CNN, and “Chinese compa-
ny discusses selling drones to Russia, Der Spiegel 
reports”, in: Reuters of 24 February 2023, online 
under https://www.reuters.com/business/aero-
space-defense/chinese-company-discusses-send-
ing-russia-drones-der-spiegel-2023-02-23/

First published: https://globalbridge.ch/peking-er-
greift-die-initiative-im-ukraine-konflikt/( peking-
takes-the-initiative-in-the-ukraine-conflict) from 
27 February 2023; reprinted with kind permission 
of the author.
(Translation Current Concerns)
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“The destruction of the Nord Stream pipelines on 26 Sep-
tember 2022 constitutes an act of international terrorism”

Testimony of Professor Jeffrey D. Sachs*  
at the UN Security Council Session on the Nord Stream Pipeline Destruction of 21 February 2023

My name is Jeffrey 
D. Sachs.  I am Uni-
versity Professor at 
Columbia Universi-
ty. I am a specialist 
in the global econo-
my, including glob-
al trade, finance, 
infrastructure, and 
economic state-
craft.  I appear be-
fore the UN Secu-
rity Council on my 
own behalf.  I rep-

resent no government or organization in 
the testimony that I will deliver.

The destruction of the Nord Stream 
pipelines on September 26, 2022 consti-
tutes an act of international terrorism and 
represents a threat to the peace.  It is the 
responsibility of the UN Security Council 
to take up the question of who might have 
carried out the act, in order to bring the 
perpetrator to international justice, to pur-
sue compensation for the damaged parties, 
and to prevent future such actions.  

The consequences of the destruction 
of Nord Stream 2 are enormous.  They 
include not only the vast economic loss-
es related to the pipelines themselves and 
their future potential use, but also the 
heightened threat to transboundary infra-
structure of all kinds: submarine internet 
cables, international pipelines for gas and 
hydrogen, transboundary power transmis-
sion, offshore wind farms, and more.  The 
global transformation to green energy will 
require considerable transboundary infra-
structure, including in international wa-
ters.  Countries need to have full confi-
dence that their infrastructure will not be 
destroyed by third parties.  Some Europe-
an countries have recently expressed con-
cern over the safety of their offshore in-
frastructure. 

For all of these reasons, the investiga-
tion by the UN Security Council of the 
Nord Stream explosions is a high global 
priority.  

The destruction of the Nord Stream 
pipelines required a very high degree of 
planning, expertise, and technological ca-
pacity.  The Nord Stream 2 pipelines are 

a marvel of engineering.  Each section of 
pipe is rolled steel of 4.5 cm thickness, 
and with a pipeline internal diameter of 
1.15 meters.  The pipe is encased in con-
crete of 10.9 cm thickness.  The weight of 
each section of concrete-encased pipe is 
24 metric tons. The Nord Stream 2 pipe-
lines, some 1,200 kilometers in length, 
contain around 200,000 pipes.  The pipe-
lines sit on the sea floor.  

Destroying a pipeline of heavy rolled 
steel, encased in concrete, at the depth of 
70-90 meters, requires highly advanced 
technologies for transportation of the ex-
plosives, diving to install the explosives, 
and detonation.  To do so undetected, in 
the exclusive economic zones of Denmark 
and Sweden, adds greatly to the complex-
ity of the operation.  As a number of sen-
ior officials have confirmed, an action of 
this sort must have been carried out by a 
state-level actor.   

Only a handful of state-level actors 
have both the technical capacity and ac-
cess to the Baltic Sea to have carried out 
this action. These include Russia, the 
United States, the United Kingdom, Po-
land, Norway, Germany, Denmark, and 
Sweden, either individually or in some 
combination.  Ukraine lacks the neces-
sary technologies, as well as access to the 
Baltic Sea.  

A recent report by the “Washington 
Post” revealed that the intelligence agen-
cies of the NATO countries have privately 
concluded that there is no evidence what-
soever that Russia carried out this action.  
This also comports with the fact that Rus-
sia had no obvious motive to carry out 
this act of terrorism on its own critical 
infrastructure.  Indeed, Russia is likely to 
bear considerable expenses to repair the 
pipelines.   

Three countries have reportedly carried 
out investigations of the Nord Stream ter-
rorism: Denmark, Germany, and Sweden.  
These countries presumably know much 
about the circumstances of the terrorist at-
tack. Sweden, in particular, has perhaps 
the most to tell the world about the crime 
scene, which its divers investigated. Yet 
instead of sharing this information global-
ly, Sweden has kept the results of its inves-
tigation secret from the rest of the world.  
Sweden has refused to share its findings 
with Russia, and turned down a joint in-
vestigation with Denmark and Germany.   
In the interest of global peace, the UN Se-
curity Council should require these coun-
tries to immediately turn over the results 
of their investigations to the UN Securi-
ty Council.  

There is only one detailed account to 
date of the Nord Stream destruction, the 
one recently put forward by investiga-
tive journalist Seymour Hersh, ostensibly 
based on information leaked to Hersh by 
an unnamed source.  Hersh attributes the 
Nord Stream destruction to a decision or-
dered by US President Joe Biden and car-
ried out by US agents in a covert opera-
tion that Hersh describes in detail.  The 
White House has described Hersh’s ac-
count as “completely and utterly false,” 
but did not offer any information contra-
dicting Hersh’s account and did not offer 
any alternative explanation.

Senior US officials made statements be-
fore and after the Nord Stream destruction 
that showed the US animus towards the 
pipelines.  On January 27, 2022, Under-
Secretary of State Victoria Nuland tweet-
ed, “If Russia invades Ukraine, one way 
or another, Nord Stream 2 will not move 
forward.” On February 7, 2022, President 
Biden said, “If Russia invades again, then 
there will be no longer a Nord Stream 2. 
We will bring an end to it.” When asked by 
the reporter how he would do that, he re-
sponded, “I promise you we will be able 
to do it.”

On September 30, 2022 immediately 
following the terrorist attack on the pipe-
line, Secretary of State Antony Blinken de-
clared that the destruction of the pipeline 
is “also a tremendous opportunity.  It’s a 
tremendous opportunity to once and for all 
remove the dependence on Russian energy 
and thus to take away from Vladimir Putin 
the weaponization of energy as a means of 
advancing his imperial designs.”  On Janu-
ary 28, 2023, Under-Secretary Nuland de-
clared to Senator Ted Cruz, “I am, and I 
think the administration is, very gratified 
to know that Nord Stream 2 is now, as you 
like to say, a hunk of metal at the bottom 
of the sea.”

Such language is not at all appropri-
ate in the face of international terrorism.  
I hope that the US together with all other 
Security Council members will condemn 
this heinous act of international terrorism 
and join together in an urgent UNSC-led 
investigation of this international crime 
in order to determine the truth.  The truth 
is not yet known by the world, but it is 
knowable.   

More than ever, the world depends on 
the UN Security Council to do its work 
to stop the escalation to a new world war. 
The world will be safe only when the per-
manent members work together diplo-
matically to solve global crises, including 

Jeffrey Sachs  
(picture https://

commons.wikime-
dia.org)

* Jeffrey David Sachs (* 5 November 1954 in De-
troit) is an American economist. He is Director 
of the UN Sustainable Development Solutions 
Network. He was Director of the Earth Institute 
at Columbia University from 2002 to 2016 and 
Special Advisor to United Nations Secretary-
General Ban Ki-moon on the Millennium Devel-
opment Goals from 2002 to 2006, advisor to the 
IMF, World Bank, OECD, WTO and UNDP. continued on page 8
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War weakens Europe vis-à-vis the US 
by Marcos Roitman Rosenmann*

Whatever the outcome of the war between 
Russia and Ukraine, Europe will be weak-
ened vis-à-vis the United States. One year 
after the war started, the outcome could not 
be bleaker. The European institutions and 
governments have capitulated. They have 
not been able to create an alternative to 
war. They have decided to do the bidding of 
the White House and NATO, thereby risk-
ing a global confrontation as it is now de 
facto. What else was the purpose of Biden’s 
surprise visit to Ukraine and the statements 
by Vice-President Kamala Harris? On the 
ground there are German tanks, American 
missiles, Spanish howitzers, French, Ital-
ian, and British weapons. In short, a whole 
arsenal of weapons “made in Western Eu-
rope” are in the hands of Ukraine.

The war has consequences for daily 
life: the rise in the price of basic foods. 
There is no product − bread, milk, meat, 
fruit, vegetables, coffee or beer − whose 
price has not risen. Heating, electricity, 
and petrol have become luxury goods. In-
flation is skyrocketing and dependence on 
US hydrocarbons is growing. The sabo-
tage of the Nord Stream pipeline, as Sey-
mour Hersh showed, was planned by 

NATO and the Norwegian Navy and was 
a turning point towards Europe’s ener-
gy dependence on the United States. For 
Germany, it meant importing more expen-
sive gas from the US. Biden said he would 
rather see Germany freeze in winter than 
reduce its arms supplies to Ukraine. 

In January this year, German Defence 
Minister Christine Lambrecht resigned. 
She was the focus of criticism from 
NATO, which accused her of delaying the 
delivery of weapons to Zelensky. The US 
base at Ramstein on German soil, where 
most of the meetings of the anti-Russian 
coalition take place, has been converted 
into a training camp for Ukrainian sol-
diers. There they are trained in the use of 
sophisticated weapons systems, tanks and 
state-of-the-art missiles, so that they can 
then go into battle in Kiev. The US Chief 
of Staff, General Mark Milley, has also 
taken part in this training. 

Europe exists only to serve the United 
States. In this context, the NATO defence 
ministers agreed at their meeting in Brus-
sels to send more war material to Ukraine. 
Following this logic, French President 
Emmanuel Macron told Zelensky: “It is 
better to prioritise useful supplies to allow 
the Ukrainians to resist and carry out op-
erations than to make commitments that 
will come too late.” Zelensky grows up. 
He travels around Europe and is showered 
with awards. Joe Biden visits him in Kiev 
and makes clear his plans and Europe’s 
role: keep your head down and nod to the 
US plan. 

Another humiliation for the European 
Union. Ukraine is a time bomb that the 
United States will detonate when it sees 
fit, in which case Zelensky will merely be 
a broken toy. 

Josep Borrell, the head of European di-
plomacy, stresses without blushing: “Since 
they are the ones providing the dead, we 
should help them [...] Zelensky and the 
Ukrainians get a lot of applause but have 
no ammunition [...]. That is the paradox. 
There needs to be less applause and a bet-
ter supply of weapons.” For Borrell, the 

war means that the EU has “come of age 
[...] and become a credible actor capable 
of using coercive means”. Unabashedly, 
he suggests that the arms industry should 
be promoted as an engine of development. 
“We are growing up,” he said, before ad-
dressing the challenges facing the EU in 
wartime: “gaining credibility as a global 
player, taking strategic responsibility as a 
security and defence supplier, and engaging 
more with our partners around the world.” 
Europe is living in a war economy. 

Ukraine must resist, no matter how 
high the death toll. Meanwhile, the Euro-
pean Union signs the tenth sanctions pack-
age. The President of the European Com-
mission, Ursula von der Leyen, puts the 
cost to Russia at eleven billion euros. In 
that one year, among other things, visas 
were denied, bank accounts frozen and 
the import of luxury goods, electronic 
equipment, and dual-use goods made im-
possible. In air, sea and land space. Rus-
sian planes have no access to EU airports. 
Russian merchant navy cannot call at EU 
ports. Banks are banned from accessing 
the Swift system. Broadcasting licenses 
have been revoked. Not to mention the 
purchase of crude oil and gas. But as is so 
often the case, sanctions have a boomer-
ang effect. It is the small entrepreneurs, 
technology exporters, engineering firms 
and traders who foot the bill. Meanwhile, 
the war industry gets richer and richer. 

Europe lost its dignity long ago. Its 
leaders remind me of a scene from the film 
“The Marx Brothers in the West” where 
Groucho shouts “more wood, it’s war” to 
chase bad guys on a rickety train with no 
fuel. Unfortunately, we are not in a fiction. 
After a year of war, only death is on the 
horizon. Let us hope that peace will be-
come possible, but for which a 180-degree 
turn is required. •
Source: La Jornada of 24 February 2023, https://
www.jornada.com.mx/notas/2023/02/24/politi-
ca/la-guerra-debilita-a-europa-frente-a-estados-
unidos/?from=-page&block=politica&opt=art
iclelink

(Translation Current Concerns) 

the war in Ukraine and the rising tensions 
in East Asia.  The UN Security Council 
provides the unique global venue for that 
peace-affirming work.  More than ever, we 
need a healthy, functioning UN Security 
Council carrying out the mission assigned 
to it by the UN Charter.  

A UN Security Council objective inves-
tigation of the Nord Stream terrorism, in 
which all countries contribute what they 
know, is important for the global confi-
dence in this body and most importantly, 
for global peace and sustainable develop-
ment.  •
Source: www.jeffsachs.org/recorded-lectures/f4rs-
fnzw9rbdx2tz2n38lfgsctsbc8

”‘The destruction of the Nord Stream …’” 
continued from page 7

* Marcos Roitman Rosenmann, born in Santiago 
de Chile in 1955, is a Spanish-Chilean sociolo-
gist and political analyst. In 1974 he went into 
exile to Spain, where he still lives today. He is 
professor of Latin American Social Structure, 
Contemporary Social Structure and Spanish So-
cial Structure at the Faculty of Political Science 
and Sociology of the Universidad Complutense 
Madrid. As guest lecturer, he has worked at var-
ious universities in Latin America, including 
countries such as Mexico, Chile, Ecuador, Vene-
zuela, Argentina, Brazil, Peru, Cuba, Nicaragua, 
El Salvador, Honduras, Guatemala, Panama, 
Costa Rica and Bolivia. He writes regularly for 
the Mexican newspaper “La Jornada”, which is 
read throughout Latin America, and other news-
papers in Latin America and Spain.

“Europe lost its dignity long ago. Its leaders remind me of a 
scene from the film ‘The Marx Brothers in the West’ where 
Groucho shouts ‘more wood, it’s war’ to chase bad guys on 
a rickety train with no fuel. Unfortunately, we are not in a 
fiction. After a year of war, only death is on the horizon. 
Let us hope that peace will become possible, but for which 
a 180-degree turn is required.”
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Lessons not learned from the Pentagon Papers
by Alfred de Zayas*

In June 1971, at the 
height of the Vi-
etnam War, a US 
government mili-
tary analyst with 
the Rand Corpora-
tion and senior re-
search associate at 
the Massachusetts 
Institute of Tech-
nology, Dr. Daniel 
Ellsberg1, released 
to the “New York 

Times” and “Washington Post” what be-
came known as the “Pentagon Papers”, 
47 volumes of confidential records com-
prising some 7000 pages of secret gov-
ernment reports that documented the US 
involvement in “dirty tricks” and illegal 
actions under the Presidencies of Tru-
man, Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson and 
Nixon.  The documents demonstrated 
that successive US Presidents had lied to 
the American people, that false flags had 
been organized, “fake news” disseminat-
ed, phoney narratives issued by succes-
sive Secretaries of Defense.  As a New 
York Times editor wrote, “the Johnson 
administration had systematically lied, 
not only to the public but also to Con-
gress about a subject of transcendental 
national interest”2.

The rational implications of the “Pen-
tagon Papers” were succinctly articulat-
ed to the then President Richard Nixon by 
his chief of staff H. R. Haldeman.  Bot-
tom line was that through such disclosures 
the American people would feel that “ You 
can’t trust the government; you can’t be-
lieve what they say; and you can’t rely on 
their judgment; … the implicit infallibil-
ity of presidents, which has been an ac-
cepted thing in America, is badly hurt by 
this, because it shows that … the president 
can be wrong.”3

Thereupon Nixon sought an injunction 
to prevent further publication, but lost 
the case before the US Supreme Court4, 
which ruled by 6 to 3 that publication was 
legal because freedom of the press is one 
of the “modern pillars” of First Amend-
ment Rights5.

Ellsberg has performed  
a necessary service for the people

Retrospectively we realize that Dr. Ells-
berg acted ethically and performed a nec-
essary service to the American people by 

revealing crimes that were being commit-
ted in our name, but were being covered-
up or denied by successive governments. 
As Dr. Ellsberg said when he surrendered 
to the United States District Court for the 
District of Massachusetts on 28 June 1971, 
“I felt that as an American citizen, as a re-
sponsible citizen, I could no longer coop-
erate in concealing this information from 
the American public. I did this clearly at 
my own jeopardy and I am prepared to an-
swer to all the consequences of this deci-
sion.”6  Indeed, as I myself wrote in a book 
about secrecy in government, secrecy is 
an enabler of crime and a facilitator of ne-
gationism7.

Indicted under  
the archaic Espionage Act

Ellsberg was subsequently indicted under 
the archaic Espionage Act (1917, enacted 
after US entered WWI), on charges of es-
pionage, theft and conspiracy that could 
have meant 115 years in prison. During 
his 1973 trial, Ellsberg tried to explain 
his actions, namely that the documents 
were illegally classified to keep them not 
from an enemy but from the American 
public. However, the Court ruled this ar-
gument “irrelevant”, Ellsberg being si-
lenced before he could begin. In 2014, 
Ellsberg wrote in “The Guardian” that 
his “lawyer, exasperated, said he ‘had 
never heard of a case where a defendant 
was not permitted to tell the jury why he 
did what he did’. The judge responded: 
‘Well, you’re hearing one now.’ And so 
it has been with every subsequent whis-
tle-blower under indictment”8. Neverthe-
less, Ellsberg’s lawyer, Harvard Profes-
sor Charles Nesson9, was successful in 
proving that there had been illegal gov-
ernment wiretapping and that crucial ev-
idence had been withheld from the de-
fence by the prosecution.  The trial lasted 
four months and ended with the dismiss-
al of all charges. Dr. Ellsberg became the 
most famous whistle-blower in US his-
tory, and some people came to under-
stand that there were necessary limits to 
secrecy and to what governments were 
permitted to do.  Far from being trai-
tors, whistle-blowers were citizens with 
conscience and civic responsibility, true 
human rights defenders.

50 years later: a déjà vu feeling
Whoever reads the “Pentagon Papers” 
today may have a feeling of “déjà vu” 
– but when 50 years ago I read the re-
ports, I experienced disappointment in 
our government officials, then sadness, 
then anger.  My idealization of govern-
ment under the rule of law, government 

committed to the welfare of the Ameri-
can people, committed to building a just 
world, collapsed.  Whether I liked it or 
not, I had to accept that persons whom I 
had hitherto trusted, had let me and all of 
America down.  The war in Vietnam was 
not a “civil war”, but a clear aggression 
by the United States against the people of 
Vietnam, not for their or our welfare, but 
for the satisfaction of the ideologues at 
U.S. think tanks, the military-industrial 
complex, already condemned by Eisen-
hower in 196110, and those who invented 
the “domino” theory.  The lies and “false 
flags” were all over the media, and many 
of my friends from high school and col-
lege had volunteered to fight for “democ-
racy” in Vietnam.  Three of my friends 
were killed.  They gave up their lives not 
for “democracy” or for “justice”, but for 
the geopolitical illusions of some mega-
lomaniacs and wrong-intentioned “intel-
lectuals” in Washington.  I was reminded 
of the quote attributed to Samuel John-
son “the road to hell is paved with good 
intentions” (1791).

In 2017, 20th Century FOX released the 
historical drama “The Post”11, directed 
by Steven Spielberg, focusing on the role 
played by the “Washington Post” in vindi-
cating freedom of the press and the right 
of the American people to know what is 
being done in our name. The dialogue 
between the real-life characters is worth 
relistening to. Meryl Streep convinces 
as “Post” publisher Katharine Graham, 
Tom Hanks as the “Post’s” executive edi-
tor Ben Bradlee.

Alfred de Zayas
(picture ma)

* Alfred de Zayas ist Juraprofessor an der Genfer 
Schule für Diplomatie und diente als Unabhän-
giger UN-Experte für internationale Ordnung 
2012–2018. Er ist der Autor von zehn Büchern, 
darunter «Building a Just World Order» Clarity 
Press, 2021.

ISBN 978-1-949762-42-6

continued on page 10
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Continuing information warfare to  
justify the US claim to world hegemony
Now let’s fast-forward to “Desert 
Storm” and the war against Iraq over 
its invasion of Kuwait 1990, the entrap-
ment of Saddam Hussein by US offi-
cials, the propaganda lies used to con-
vince the American people that Saddam 
was another Hitler.12 Think of the run-up 
to NATO’s bombardment of Yugoslavia 
in 199913, the deliberate exaggerations 
about ethnic cleansing in Kosovo and 
the anachronisms practiced after the war 
to retroactively justify it14.  Change the 
names and the places, and we have simi-
lar scenarios of government misconduct, 
secrecy, covers-up, “false flags”, phoney 
narratives and atrocity stories15 as in 
the “Pentagon Papers”.  We can review 
the continuing information war aimed 
at justifying the US claim to world he-
gemony – justifying it in the eyes of the 
American people, so as to make it ap-
pear plausible, that what our government 
says is true and that what government 
does is just.

Evidence is all over the internet
The evidence is all over the internet and 
in scholarly-researched books.  It is only 
necessary to open our eyes, read, dis-

cuss with our friends.  But first we must 
shed the scales over our eyes and accept 
what the American people accepted in 
1971, that our government systematical-
ly lies.  We have seen similar scenarios 
concerning our wars in Yugoslavia16, Af-
ghanistan17, Iraq18, Libya (2011)19, Syria 
(on-going)20, concerning the events in 
Maidan21 in 2014, in Crimea22 and Don-
bass, and in the US/NATO proxy war in 
Ukraine since 2022.  We are swimming 
in an ocean of official lies.  Most reveal-
ing is the US involvement and denial of 
the blowing up of the Nordstream pipe-
lines23.

“Why is it that we have learned  
nothing from those revelations?”

Now scroll back to the official manipu-
lation of public opinion revealed in the 
“Pentagon Papers”.  Why is it that we 
have learned nothing from those revela-
tions?  And after the spectacular lies that 
our governments told us about Saddam 
Hussein and his weapons of mass destruc-
tion, after the embarrassment of blatantly 
lying before the UN Security Council24, 
after the revelation of war crimes and 
crimes against humanity in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan by Wikileaks, how can we be-
lieve anything that the State Department 
or the Pentagon tells us?

Why is it that many Americans still 
want to believe the unbelievable deni-
als of the State Department and Penta-
gon when it comes to Nord Stream?  Why 
is it that the mainstream media today is 
no longer a watchdog but functions as an 
echo chamber for governmental prop-
aganda, or worse, when the media be-
comes an attack dog that intimidates and 
censors those who dissent from the of-
ficial narrative?  What has happened to 
the “New York Times”, “Washington 
Post” and most of the “quality press” 
over the past 50 years?  It seems that only 
the US government has learned from the 
“Pentagon Papers”, has adapted to bet-
ter control the risk of disclosure, to better 
dissimulate crimes, and learned how to 
keep the mainstream media on the leash, 
so that when a prominent Professor at 
Columbia University and Advisor of four 
UN Secretary Generals, Jeffrey Sachs, 
disagrees with the official line, he gets 
yanked off the air for saying the obvious 
– that the US was behind the blowing up 
of Nord Stream.25 While the revelations 
in the “Pentagon Papers” are of enor-
mous and urgent relevance to our percep-
tion of the war in Ukraine, the US gov-
ernment determines the music, and those 
who do not want to dance to their tune 
are ignored, defamed, ridiculed.

Who benefits?
Daniel Ellsberg was and is on the right 
side of history and common sense when 

he reminds us that notwithstanding all 
the narrative management by our gov-
ernment “A failing war is just as profit-
able as a winning one… It’s the old Latin 
slogan, cui bono, who benefits?…We’re 
not after all a European nation and we 
have no particular role in the European 
Union. But in NATO – that’s as the Mafia 
says Cosa Nostra, our thing – we control 
NATO pretty much and NATO gives us 
an excuse and a reason to sell enormous 
amounts of arms now to the formerly 
Warsaw Pact nations…Russia is an indis-
pensable enemy.”26

“We need investigative  
journalists like Seymour Hersh”

Today, more than ever, we need a free 
press, but we do not have it.  We need 
investigative journalists like Seymour 
Hersh, but they are an almost extinct 
species. We need a vigorous alternative 
media that gives us the information that 
the “quality press” suppresses. We need 
academics with courage and intellectu-
al honesty like Professors Nils Melzer27, 
John Mearsheimer28, Jeffrey Sachs, Rich-
ard Falk, who accept the factum that they 
must pay a price for their commitment to 
truth and the rule of law.  We need whis-
tle-blowers who know exactly what hap-
pened with the bombing of the Nord 
Stream Pipelines.  Silence in such cases is 
not honourable. It means covering-up ter-
rorist activities.

“We need documentaries  
and Hollywood films that  

will educate the general public”
We need documentaries and Hollywood 
films that will educate the general pub-
lic about what is going on today and 
how that will affect the future not only 
of Americans but also of the rest of the 
world.  We need a new 20th Century Fox 
blockbuster like “The Post”, with a story 
about the lies and covers-up of the run-
up to the wars in Yugoslavia, Afghani-
stan, Iraq, Libya, Syria and Ukraine.  
We need serious documentaries about 
the “extraordinary rendition” program, 
about torture in Abu Ghraib and Guan-
tanamo, about the bombing of the Nord 
Stream pipelines. Who will play the roles 
of George W. Bush, Barak Obama, Don-
ald Trump, Joe Biden, Antony Blinken 
and Victoria Nuland? Who will play 
the roles of Julian Assange, Edward 
Snowden29, Chelsea Manning30, Jeffrey 
Sterling31, John Kiriakou32?  I do not sug-
gest a movie with a simple binary plot 
– the good versus evil.  I mean a movie 
with all the complexities that a balancing 
of interests requires, that elucidates the 
crisis of conscience of government offi-
cials who sacrifice truth to expediency, 
of “patriots” who only see “my country 

continued on page 11

”Lessons not learned …” 
continued from page 9

“In this collection of essays, former UN 
Independent Expert on International 
Order, Professor Alfred de Zayas, takes 
mainstream disinformation, fake news, 
censorship and self-censorship head-
on. Stressing the importance of access 
to information and to a genuinely plu-
ralistic spectrum of views as indispen-
sable to every functioning democracy, 
de Zayas provides an insightful coun-
ter-narrative, shedding light on the key 
issues facing humanity today.” (Blurb)

ISBN 978-1-949762-66-2,  
Clarity Press, 2022
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right or wrong” and who are incapable to 
understand that long-term patriotism re-
quires truth and wisdom. Such a movie 
should make palpable the existential fear 
of whistle-blowers, who take huge per-
sonal risks – because they have to, be-
cause their conscience compels them to 
act. In this context, it is also important 
to revisit the persecution of Julian As-
sange and the complicity of the media 
in his persecution.  Is anything left of 
the rationale in the Supreme Court judg-
ment in “New York Times Co.” v. United 
States, 1971, or in the acquittal judgment 
in the case against Daniel Ellsberg 1973?

We owe it to ourselves and  
to our civilisation to remain alert

Among the lessons we must still learn is 
that because all governments lie, some 
more, some less, we must demand trans-
parency and accountability from all of our 
elected officials and institutions.  Even 
then, we must nurture a healthy scepti-
cism about what we read in the media.  
We know that we have been lied to be-
fore and we must expect to be lied to in 
the future. We owe it to ourselves and to 
our civilization to remain alert about the 
corruption of certain institutions and the 
general loss of trust as a result of breaches 
of the rule of law. We need more whistle-
blowers, not less. We also need a Charter 
of Rights of Whistle-blowers, so that they 
are no longer subject to persecution and 
vicious lawfare. We must have the cour-
age to understand that the same forces that 
brought us the Vietnam and Afghanistan 
disasters are likely to bring us further dis-
asters in Ukraine and elsewhere. We must 
learn to accept that the unipolar world is a 
dinosaur and that the survival of mankind 
requires compromise, a reasonable modus 
vivendi based on the UN Charter and but-
tressed by a sense of brotherhood in inter-
national solidarity. •
1 Ellsberg, Daniel, Secrets: A Memoir of Vietnam 

and the Pentagon Papers. New York: Viking 
Press, 2003. See also Ellsberg, The Doomsday 
Machine: Confessions of a Nuclear War Plan-
ner. Bloomsbury Publishing, 2017.  In 2020, 
Ellsberg testified in defense of Julian Assange 
during his extradition hearings, https://ap-
news.com/article/julian-assange-daniel-ells-
berg-archive-extradition-united-states-2fe79f-
6b7e3171b3865cdccc3ecce822; https://www.
bbc.com/news/av/world-us-canada-63832899

2 Apple, R. W. “Pentagon Papers”, The New York 
Times of 23. June 1996. 

3 https://nsarchive2.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB48/
nixon.html

4 New York Times Co. v. United States, 403 U.S. 713 
(1971)

5 https://web.archive.org/web/20110318192603/; 
http://www.america.gov/st/democracyhreng-
lish/2008/June/20080630215145eaifas0.6333842.
html

6 https://www.upi.com/Archives/Audio/Events-
of-1971/The-Pentagon-Papers

7 de Zayas, Alfred. Völkermord als Staatsgeheimnis 
(Genocide as State Secret – dealing among others 
with the Armenian genocide, the Holocaust, Hala-
bja and Srebrenica), Olzog Verlag, München 2011

8 https://www.theguardian.com/commentis-
free/2014/may/30/daniel-ellsberg-snowden-fair-
trial-kerry-espionage-act

9 Nesson had been my professor at Harvard 1967–
1968.

10 history.com/this-day-in-history/eisenhower-
warns-of-military-industrial-complex

11 https://www.imdb.com/video/vi11581465/?playlist
Id=tt6294822&ref_=tt_ov_vi

12 In 1990 a Kuwaiti girl named Nayirah testified in 
Congress that she saw Iraqi troops throwing babies 
out of incubators. Amnesty corroborated her story, 
and this was used to get the public to support war. 
Afterwards it turned out the entire thing was a lie 
concocted by a PR firm; https://twitter.com/i/sta-
tus/1629494534546636800; https://www.weare-
themighty.com/articles/5-reasons-why-saddam-
hussein-thought-he-could-invade-kuwait-and-win/

13 https://www.theguardian.com/world/1999/
apr/06/balkans.nato

14 https://www.counterpunch.org/2019/08/20/amer-
icas-forgotten-bullshit-bombing-of-serbia/

15 Abrams, A. B. Atrocity Fabrication and its Conse-
quences, Clarity Press, 2023; https://www.clarity-
press.com/product/atrocity-fabrication-and-its-
consequences-how-fake-news-shapes-world-order/

16 https://www.huffpost.com/entry/the-us-war-on-
yugoslavia_b_211172; https://www.telesurenglish.
net/analysis/US-NATO-Lies-to-Justify-Genocide-
and-Destruction-in-Yugoslavia-20160323-0005.
html

17 https://theintercept.com/2021/09/08/afghanistan-
iraq-generals-soldiers-disciplined-911/

18 https://www.dw.com/en/the-iraq-war-in-the-be-
ginning-was-the-lie/a-43301338

19 https://www.theguardian.com/world/2011/apr/29/
diplomat-gaddafi-troops-viagra-mass-rape; 
https://www.voltairenet.org/article169513.html

20 https://www.newsweek.com/now-mattis-admits-
there-was-no-evidence-assad-using-poison-gas-
his-people-801542. Abrams, A. B. World War in 
Syria, Clarity Press, Atlanta, 2020; https://www.
claritypress.com/product/world-war-in-syria-
global-conflict-on-middle-eastern-battlefields/; 
Jacques Baud. Gouverneur par le Fake News, Milo, 
Paris 2020

21 https://jacobin.com/2022/02/maidan-pro-
tests-neo-nazis-russia-nato-crimea; https://
english.pravda.ru/world/136429-yanukovy-
ch_maidan/; https://www.theguardian.com/
world/2014/mar/05/ukraine-bugged-call-cathe-
rine-ashton-urmas-paet; https://twitter.com/i/sta-
tus/1626718912871284737. Leaked call between 
former Estonian Foreign Minister Ummas Paet & 
then High Representative of EU for Foreign Af-
fairs and Security Policy Catherine Ashton – It was 
not Yanukovych behind the snipers who killed both 
Maidan protesters & policemen but somebody from 
the new coalition.

22 https://guardianlv.com/2014/03/crimea-referen-
dum-results-put-self-determination-to-the-test/; 
https://www.infosperber.ch/ueber-uns/; https://
www.wissensmanufaktur.net/krim-zeitfragen; 
https://www.faz.net/aktuell/feuilleton/debatten/
die-krim-und-das-voelkerrecht-kuehle-ironie-der-
geschichte-12884464.html

23 https://seymourhersh.substack.com/p/how-amer-
ica-took-out-the-nord-stream; https://www.
wsws.org/en/articles/2023/02/18/vaoq-f18.html; 
“Hersh, the US and the Sabotage of the Nordstream 
Pipelines”

24 https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2021/
oct/18/colin-powell-un-security-council-iraq

25 https://nypost.com/2022/10/04/jeffrey-sachs-
yanked-off-air-after-accusing-us-of-sabotaging-
nord-stream/

26 https://www.aljazeera.com/program/up-
front/2022/4/29/who-really-benefits-from-war

27 The Trial of Julian Assange, Verso Books, New 
York 2022.

28 The Great Delusion, Yale University Press, 2018.
29 Permanent Record, Metropolitan Books, New 

York. 2019. Greenwald, Glenn. No Place to Hide: 
Edward Snowden, the NSA and the U.S. Surveil-
lance State, Hamish Hamilton, London, 2014.

30 Nicks, Denver. Private: Bladley Manning, Wikile-
aks, and the biggest exposure of official secrets in 
American history, Chicago Review Press, 2012.

31 https://www.huffpost.com/author/jeffrey-sterling; 
https://www.democracynow.org/2015/5/12/exclu-
sive_cia_whistleblower_jeffrey_sterling_speaks

32 https://www.newyorker.com/maga-
zine/2013/04/01/the-spy-who-said-too-much

Source: https://www.counterpunch.
org/2023/03/01/lessons-not-learned-from-the-
pentagon-papers of 1 March 2023

”Lessons not learned …” 
continued from page 10 “Among the lessons we must still learn is that because all gov-

ernments lie, some more, some less, we must demand transpar-
ency and accountability from all of our elected officials and in-
stitutions.  […] We owe it to ourselves and to our civilization to 
remain alert about the corruption of certain institutions and the 
general loss of trust as a result of breaches of the rule of law. We 
need more whistle-blowers, not less.  We also need a Charter 
of Rights of Whistle-blowers, so that they are no longer subject 
to persecution and vicious lawfare. We must have the courage 
to understand that the same forces that brought us the Vietnam 
and Afghanistan disasters are likely to bring us further disas-
ters in Ukraine and elsewhere. We must learn to accept that the 
unipolar world is a dinosaur and that the survival of mankind 
requires compromise, a reasonable modus vivendi based on the 
UN Charter and buttressed by a sense of brotherhood in inter-
national solidarity.”
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The Antiwar Movement Roars Back to Life
by Ron Paul 

On February 19th, 
the National Mall 
in Washington, DC 
saw its largest an-
tiwar rally in 20 
years. The speakers 
list included four 
former US presi-
dential candidates 
and a broad and di-
verse collection of 

antiwar activists from beyond the left 
and right.

The aptly-named “Rage Against War 
Machine” rally drew thousands of attend-
ees, however many pro-war advocates ea-
gerly pointed out that it did not match in 
size some of the larger rallies against the 
Iraq war 20 years ago.1

To that I say, “who cares”? The US 
mainstream media engages in war prop-
aganda non-stop, with the only excep-
tion being Fox News’ Tucker Carlson. So 
I think it’s a miracle anyone had the cour-
age to travel to the heart of the war ma-
chine in Washington, DC to make their 
voices heard! We don’t need a majority to 
fight back – an educated and dedicated mi-
nority will do quite nicely. And we cer-
tainly had that at the rally!

As I sat in the Green Room waiting 
to speak, I had the opportunity to visit 
with former Democrat presidential can-
didates Tulsi Gabbard and Dennis Kucin-
ich and former Green Party candidate Jill 
Stein. Political commentators Jimmy Dore 
and Chris Hedges were there, along with 
many leading and well—spoken libertari-
ans. Everyone backstage carried the same 
message: we must put aside our differenc-
es to build a new, broad coalition against 
this war!

I believe the antiwar movement is start-
ing to catch fire both at home and over-
seas. The DC rally was followed by much 

larger antiwar rallies in Paris, Berlin, Lon-
don, and elsewhere.

Several recent polls, including by Pew 
and AP, show that American support for 
Ukraine is evaporating. Even in the EU, 
new polls show a public turning sharply 
against their governments’ support for the 
war. According to a recent Ipsos poll, less 
than half of Germans support continuing 
to send weapons to Ukraine. Change is in 
the air.

The DC rally took place in the back-
drop of Seymour Hersh’s explosive in-
vestigative report demonstrating how the 
US government blew up the Nord Stream 
pipelines and the mainstream media’s des-
perate attempt to cover it up. The truth is 
coming out, and it’s even uglier than we 
imagined.

The US mainstream media is clearly 
getting nervous that its control over the 
narrative is also evaporating. How do we 
know they’re nervous? They have turned 
up their lies and slanders of antiwar ral-
lies and voices.

Rachel Maddow, who fed America a 
steady stream of “Russiagate” lies for 
the past six or so years, let loose with a 
slanderous blue streak about the “Rage 
Against the War Machine” rally. Literally 
everything Maddow said in her post-ral-
ly rant was objectively false and her mis-
characterisation of rally participants as 
“weird” was devious. She falsely claimed 
that the rally was full of “white suprem-
acists,” “Proud Boys,” and “anti-vaccine 
conspiracy theorists.”

No one who was at the rally would 
have had any idea what she was talking 
about. But her job was not to describe the 
rally, it was to defame it. What does Mad-
dow’s hysterics about the rally show? 
They are nervous. It shows that the main-
stream media, despite having near-to-
tal power, is afraid. They are afraid they 

are losing the narrative. Good. It’s about 
time. Let’s hope that more Americans 
begin to rage! Rage against the war ma-
chine! •
1 cf. www.zeit-fragen.ch/en/archives/2023/nr-

4-21-februar-2023/sich-gegen-die-us-kriegs-
maschinerie-erheben (Editor’s note)

Source:  http://ronpaulinstitute.org/archives/fea-
tured-articles/2023/february/27/the-antiwar-
movement-roars-back-to-life/ of 27 February 2023
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Tell me what you think …
Opinion polls as a means of manipulation?

by Eliane Perret and Urs Graf

The poll conducted by the 
opinion research institute 
Sotomo (from 13 to 16 Feb-
ruary 2023)1 on Switzer-
land’s current policy in view 
of the war in Ukraine is re-
vealing in several respects. 
In an online survey, voters 
from German- and French-
speaking Switzerland had 
the opportunity to express a 
graded assessment of Swit-
zerland’s neutrality and its 
current Ukraine policy by 
replying to 17 questions. 
The 16,249 responses were 
evaluated according to var-
ious criteria and are consid-
ered representative of the 
opinions of the Swiss pop-
ulation. The answers were 
evaluated: by gender (get-
ting more and more com-
plicated ...), residing on this 
or the other side of the so-
called “Röstigraben” (the term used to 
refer to the cultural boundary between 
German-speaking and French-speaking 
parts of Switzerland, Translator’s note), 
by party affiliation, school-leaving quali-
fication (here confused with “education”) 
and by age groups. Since the question of 
Switzerland’s position on war is always – 
and today more than ever – about the fu-
ture shaping of our country, the results by 
age group of the various generations will 
be highlighted below. The survey divides 
these into the three groups: 18–35, 36–55 
and over 55.

Opinion polls are commissioned …
This second opinion survey by Sotomo 
was again commissioned by the media 
group Ringier2, which publishes, for ex-
ample, the tabloid “Blick” and the busi-
ness newspaper Cash and holds a share in 
various radio stations.

Opinion polls can also be used to check 
where there is a “need for action” because 
people are not yet “thinking right”. Ac-
cordingly, reporting can be steered in an 
opinion-forming way. 

… and have a goal
Today, opinion polls are among the 
propaganda instruments used to manage 
and control opinions on political deci-
sions. They are often carried out in de-
cision-making phases before votes, in 
the knowledge that many people are in-
clined to go along with the majority, as 

this “knows best”. This is also the case 
with this poll, which engages in the emo-
tionally very heated mood about the war 
in Ukraine. While some questions re-
volve around the core of war events, oth-
ers clearly pursue the cementing of the 
narrative of an “unmotivated war of ag-
gression by Russia”, of a war that start-
ed without any previous history a year 
ago, and of a Europe not connected to 
any international interests, that has to 
protect itself against the blatant power 
claims of Russia and its “autocratic” 
president. For example, there are ques-
tions like “What is your assessment: Will 
Vladimir Putin still be Russian president 
in a year’s time?” or “Should Vladimir 
Putin be brought before an internation-
al war crimes tribunal?”; but there are 
no similar questions regarding Ukrain-
ian President Volodymyr Zelensky or US 
President Joe Biden (or former American 
presidents), nor other politicians involved 
in the war and hailing from the faithless 
guarantor powers of the Minsk agree-
ments, namely Germany and France 
along with England. Moreover, at the 
same time, a pre-judgement is being fed 
into the public debate, which is a proce-
dure reminiscent of similar processes in 
the wars in Iraq and Libya. 

In addition to these questions directly 
concerning war events, others are aimed at 
the unconstitutional softening of neutral-
ity, and it is examined to what extent the 
respondents would be prepared to break 

Swiss law (without addressing the breach 
of law in the question itself): “There is 
currently a discussion about whether con-
fiscated assets of Russian oligarchs with 
ties to Putin should be confiscated and 
made available to Ukraine for reconstruc-
tion. Do you welcome such a measure?”

However, some questions in the opin-
ion poll are revealing as well as thought-
provoking.

Trust in the press
“How do you feel about general report-
ing in the Swiss media?” was the first 
question that respondents could answer 
with “Too uncritical of Russia”, “Too un-
critical of Ukraine or “Objective and in-
formative”. While almost half of the mid-
dle-aged and older generation judged the 
reporting to be clearly “objective and in-
formative”, only 38 % of the younger gen-
eration thought so, and 54 % of them even 
felt that the media were too uncritical of 
Ukraine. 

Conclusion: It seems that trust in the 
reporting of Swiss media has been shaken 
among the younger generation. The rea-
son for this could be that many of them 
now obtain their information from other 
sources than the mainstream and corporate 
media – e.g. via digital channels or alter-
native press products – and are thus able to 
form their opinions on the basis of a great-
er variety of assessments of the current sit-

Demoscopy … (picture keystone)

continued on page 14
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uation, and so distrust the mainstream me-
dia’s narrative. 

Neutrality and sanctions
In response to the question “In reaction to 
the war in Ukraine, the EU has imposed 
sanctions against Russia. Switzerland has 
in principle adopted these sanctions. Has 
this violated the principle of Swiss neu-
trality?”, respondents were asked to tick 
“Yes”, “Rather Yes”, “Rather No” or “No”.

While among the younger generation 
the crosses for “No” (39 %) only slight-
ly outweighed those for “Yes” (35 %), the 
middle generation (51 %) and the older 
generation (59 %) agreed that the sanc-
tions adopted by the EU did not violate 
Swiss neutrality. 

Conclusion: Obviously, the “spin” 
fed into the mainstream press of how we 
should not be allowed to stand aside or the 
fear of economic blackmail was particu-
larly opinion-forming for the older gener-
ation, while younger people were unsure 
of what to think.

Swiss neutrality
When asked the questions “Russia has 
now been at war with Ukraine for a year. 
How should Switzerland behave in this sit-
uation?”, almost half (49 %) of the young-
er respondents were sure that Switzer-
land should behave more neutrally, while 
42 % of the middle-aged group and 49 % 
of the oldest respondents were in favour 
of stronger support for Ukraine. Only a 
small group wanted to continue the cur-
rent course.

Conclusion: It is astonishing and also 
gratifying that the younger generation ob-
viously sees Switzerland’s neutrality as a 
value worth preserving, while the older re-
spondents do not see support for Ukraine 
as a violation of neutrality.

Fight for democracy  
and against autocracy?

For the question “What is your basic as-
sessment of the Russian-Ukrainian war?”, 
the answer variant that it might “also be 
described as a fight for democracy against 
autocracy” did receive 52 % approv-
al among younger respondents, but this 
number was lower than that of the middle 
(64 %) and older groups (72 %).

Conclusion: In these questions, the 
spin, which has been fed into reporting 
for years, of the wars waged by the USA 
being a “fight for democracy” was ob-
viously effective. It was used again and 
again by the mainstream media as a justi-
fying argument for the wars against Iraq, 
Afghanistan, Libya and Syria. Their con-
sequences are actually there today for all 
to see.

Supplying weapons
The next three questions dealt with the 
supply of weapons by Switzerland to war 
zones:

“Should Switzerland sell its stored 
Leopard 2 tanks to Germany and Poland 
so that they could supply Ukraine with 
their own tanks in a ring deal?”

“The Security Committee of the Na-
tional Council wants a two-year ex-
emption from the War Material Act for 
Ukraine (Lex Ukraine). This would allow 
countries such as Germany or Poland to 
immediately supply Swiss-made weap-
ons and ammunition to Ukraine for de-
fence against Russia. Are you in favour 
of this?”

“The Security Committee of the Coun-
cil of States wants to permanently amend 
the War Material Act. This is to allow 
countries with standards similar to those 
of Switzerland to continue supplying 
weapons and ammunition made in Swit-
zerland. The material must have been pur-
chased more than five years ago, and it 
may only be passed on for self-defence to 
countries that respect human rights. Are 
you in favour?”

For the younger generation, it was clear 
in all three questions, with 53 %, 53 % and 
44 % respectively, that Switzerland must 
abide by its War Material Act (WMO) and 
must not supply war material to war zones 
or countries at war. Here, too, there was 
a clear distinction to the opinions of the 
other two age groups, who could even im-
agine a softening of previous laws.

Conclusion: It is astonishing that 
younger people seem to be more ada-
mant that Switzerland should not export 
war material and take the recently adopt-
ed tightening of the relevant law more se-
riously than the parties setting the tone at 
the time.

Switzerland joining NATO
The group of 18–35 year-olds also has a 
clear opinion on Switzerland’s cooperat-
ing closer with NATO or even joining it. 
Their answers to the questions “Are you 
for or against closer cooperation between 
Switzerland and the NATO defence alli-
ance?” and “Are you for or against Swit-
zerland joining NATO?” were clear. With 
41 % of nays, they were against closer co-
operation, with 61 % against joining. The 
other two age groups were again on shaky 
ground, with only 29 % and 22 % nays 
against closer cooperation with NATO 
and only 47 % and 40 % against joining.

Conclusion: The younger generation 
seems to be much less in favour of cooper-
ation with NATO than the older respond-
ents and certainly not of accession. It is 
astonishing that the other two age groups 
again have little opposition to mainstream 
opinion to offer.

Neutrality initiative yes or no?
As already in the first survey, respond-
ents were asked for their opinion on 
the neutrality initiative (at that time de-
scribed as an initiative by “SVP – Swiss 
People’s Party – mastermind Christoph 
Blocher” and so placed in a specific po-
litical framework): “The SVP wants to 
use a popular initiative to enshrine Swiss 
neutrality in the constitution: as per-
manent, armed and comprehensive. If 
a vote were held on this initiative right 
now, how would you vote?” Here, too, 
the question manipulatively and factu-
ally incorrectly assigns the initiative to 
a political party that has for many years 
been discredited in a campaign and 
apostrophised as being very right-wing. 
The respondents had the option to an-
swer “Yes”, “Rather Yes”, “Don’t know”, 
“Rather No” or “No” – and it was aston-
ishing that again, it was the younger gen-
eration of whom 41 % would today vote 
for and 28 % against the initiative, where-
as the middle generation would vote with 
31 % in favour and 39 % against and the 
older generation would vote with 29 % 
ayes and 46 % nays.

Conclusion: The generation following 
us can obviously not count on a reliable 
support by their older fellow citizens on 
this issue. What is actually wrong here? 
We can only speculate.

It makes you think …
It can be assumed that the PR strategies 
devised in the last few months deliberate-
ly appealed to an emotional “Cold War” 
mood among the two groups of older re-
spondents. People are against Russia be-
cause they equate it with the Soviet 
Union, and they also uncritically admire 
the “land of unlimited possibilities” on 
the other side of the ocean. Information is 
probably obtained with trust in the hones-
ty of our local media and thus, by neces-
sity, within a bubble of opinion that has 
determined culture for decades, without a 
view of the rest of the world.

… but it is gratifying 
Yes, the Sotomo opinion poll shows a 
pleasing trend among our young people. 
They apparently use different sources to 
form their opinions and are not so quick 
to settle on one point of view. Switzerland 
as a neutral country is a matter of concern 
to them, and they see no need to be drawn 
into the service of belligerent powers. •

1 Sotomo. Die Schweiz und der Ukraine Krieg. 
Ein Jahr Krieg. (Switzerland and the Ukraine 
War: One Year of War.); https://sotomo.ch/site/
projekte/die-schweiz-und-der-ukraine-krieg-
ein-jahr-krieg/

2 The first survey was conducted in April 
2022. https://sotomo.ch/site/wp-content/up-
loads/2022/04/so_denkt_die_schweiz_april22.pdf

“Tell me what you think …” 
continued from page 13
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“Neutrality is a precious treasure to us”
AUF1 interview with Daniel Jenny, Neutral Free Austria*

AUF1: What is the group “Neutral Free 
Austria” and what are your goals?
Daniel Jenny: The “Neutral Free Aus-
tria” (NFÖ) sees itself as a political ini-
tiative (with the legal status of a political 
party) for political awareness raising and 
education. It was founded in March 2003 
and we celebrate our 20th birthday in a 
month’s time. 

As the name suggests, neutrality is a 
precious treasure to us. 

We want to contribute to our govern-
ment acting as a mediator in the Ukraine 
conflict instead of simply implementing 
directives from Brussels. 

NFÖ has also launched the Parliamenta-
ry Citizens’ Initiative “Stop the Sanctions 
against Russia”. What exactly is demand-
ed and how can one support the initia-
tive?
The participation in the economic war 
against Russia with the weapon “sanc-
tions” is to be strictly rejected. 

The sanctions that have been imposed 
violate international law. Only the UN 
Security Council may impose sanctions. 
The USA has not complied with this for 
years, but this does not make the sanc-
tions any more legal. If Austria supports 
the sanctions, it violates international 
law. 

Unfortunately, Austria, together with 
the EU, supports many sanctions against 
countries, even against very poor countries 
like Afghanistan or Syria. But is starving a 
people actually a more humane means of 
violence than using weapons? And why do 
we expect our fellow human beings affect-
ed by hunger wars and job losses to still 
judge Austria as neutral if it participates 
in the sanctions? 

With the sanctions against Russia, 
Western Europe is also harming itself. We 
demand an immediate end to the sanctions 
against Russia. On our website nfoe.at you 
can download the parliamentary citizens’ 
initiative sheet, sign it, preferably togeth-
er with your neighbours, and send it back 
to us. 

The Austrian government unilaterally 
supports Ukraine rhetorically, with the 
delivery of equipment for the army, with 
money for weapons and with permission 
for troop transports. Although all this is 
actually forbidden. Given these circum-
stances, what is your view of the demo-
cratic system in Austria?

You raise the question of how the govern-
ment deals with neutrality. 

Austrian neutrality, as it was decided 
in 1955 and to which we owe our free-
dom and sovereignty and also our peace, 
is very essential for our country. Clever, 
forward-looking politicians of good char-
acter (e.g., Leopold Figl, Julius Raab, 
Bruno Kreisky) seized the opportunity and 
the negotiations. They had also recognised 
the value of neutrality, which has proved 
to be the best possible peace-keeping in-
strument, provided that neutrality is lived 
credibly. 

Unfortunately, this valuable peace in-
strument is being interpreted, twisted, re-
interpreted nowadays, even though we can 
see that the Ukraine conflict is escalating. 

Individual personalities long for a 
“mission”, for visions and spectacular 
deeds. Certainly, neutrality restricts the 
government’s room for manoeuvre and 
foreign policy activities in a way that is 
annoying, even painful, for them. Neutral-
ity hardly grants them heroic deeds and 
rarely glamorous international appearanc-
es. But it also gives the nation no room for 
the fascination with war, which we can-
not rationally explain but must repeatedly 
state as a fact. 

We expect our government to fully re-
spect neutrality. Neutrality is a guarantee 
that the government will not drag the citi-
zens into conflicts, which the citizens then 
have to spoon out and pay for from their 
purse or even with their lives. 

The EU is also increasingly making itself 
a party to the war. The German Foreign 
Minister Baerbock has even already self-
deprecatingly declared that “we” would 
allegedly wage a war against Russia. If an 
EU country were to really get involved in 
the war now, Austria would also have to 
join in because of the mutual assistance 
clause. Is EU membership compatible 
with Austrian neutrality?
Complete neutrality, i.e. also political and 
economic neutrality, is of course not com-

patible with the EU’s “Common Foreign 
and Security Policy”. Thus, Austria’s offi-
cial application for EU membership before 
the referendum in 1994 contained a so-
called “neutrality reservation”, i.e. Aus-
tria joined the EU “subject to its neutral-
ity”. However, the EU never accepted this 
reservation of neutrality. It has never con-
firmed it, but it has not spoken out against 
it either. In the acute situation (i.e. now), 
Austria should definitely bring this “res-
ervation of neutrality” into play and make 
it a public issue. 

If complete neutrality and a waiver of 
sanctions are not possible because of the 
EU, we must find a way outside the EU. 

Of course: Neutrality does not oblige us 
Austrians to keep our mouths shut, to be 
morally indifferent in the face of constant 
violations of international law. But it does 

* In September 2022, Daniel Jenny took over the 
chairmanship of the initiative “Neutral Free 
Austria” (NFÖ for short), which is particularly 
committed to preserving Austrian neutrality.

Hans Köchler. Austria, Neutrality 
and Non-Alignment, Vienna 2021, 
ISBN 978-3-900704-28-5; cf. the 

article by Hans Köchler in Current-
Concerns No. 19/20 of  

8 September 2021

“Neutrality does not oblige us Austrians to keep our mouths 
shut, to be morally indifferent in the face of constant vio-
lations of international law. But it does oblige the state, the 
government and also the parliament to exercise restraint. 
Neutrality is the white spot in the world, a universally rec-
ognised place where the parties to a conflict can meet and 
talk to each other without weapons. As long as there are 
neutral states, peace has a chance.”

continued on page 16



No 5   14 March 2023 Current Concerns  Page 16

oblige the state, the government and also 
the parliament to exercise restraint. Neu-
trality is the white spot in the world, a uni-
versally recognised place where the parties 
to a conflict can meet and talk to each other 
without weapons. As long as there are neu-
tral states, peace has a chance. Every neu-
tral state is a contribution to peace. 

Our last Swiss guest, Stefan Rietiker, par-
ticularly emphasised that he, like Switzer-
land, would like to see armed neutrality. 
How do you see that for Austria, do we 
need a better federal army or even a new, 
proper militia system?

Yes, you are right: armed neutrality re-
quires a federal army that can guarantee 
that no violence emanates from our terri-
tory and that takes the defence readiness 
of its own territory seriously. 

Unfortunately, Austria is a member of 
the “Partnership for Peace” created by 
NATO. 

Instead of using the funds to fulfil 
NATO requirements, it should be able 
to defend its own borders and protect its 
population. Here, too, the closeness be-
tween the EU and NATO is evident: 21 or 
in future 23 of the 27 EU states are NATO 
members. 

The EU and NATO are showing them-
selves to be warmongers. As a sovereign 

state, we should distance ourselves from 
this and remain neutral. 

The Austrian Federal Constitutional 
Law explicitly states that Austria “will de-
fend neutrality with all means at her dispos-
al”. Neutrality requires strength and firm-
ness. Participation is more comfortable. 
The neutral state distrusts quick judgement 
and refuses to divide the world into sim-
ple good and evil. Peacemakers are needed. 

Mr Jenny, thank you very much for your 
time and for this interview. • 

Source: https://auf1.tv/nachrichten-auf1/eu-und-
nato-sind-kriegstreiber-daniel-jenny-nfoe-zur-
neutralitaet/ of 21 February 2023
(Translation Current Concerns)

”‘Neutrality is a precious treasure …’” 
continued from page 15

Children and teenagers need relationship, not drugs 
by Renate Dünki

In the nineties, a popular initiative called 
“Youth without drugs” was launched in 
Switzerland. Many sportsmen and women 
were committed to it. The open drug 
scene in Zurich shook up many people. 
The misery of the young people was obvi-
ous. Today drugs are no longer consumed 
as demonstratively in public as then, but 
their prevalence is still high – with the 
known tragic consequences for the addicts 
and their families. What is new, howev-
er, is the “soft wave” with which “feel-
good drugs” are now to be made social-
ly acceptable in our neighbouring country. 
What is it all about? And where are the 
media to take up this issue making clear 
statements against the big business?

Instead: A few weeks ago, an article ap-
peared in the Sunday edition of the “Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung” under the heading “Wis-
sen” (Knowledge), which – uncritically – 
presented the drug consumption of LSD 
in relaxing mini-doses. A growing mini-
dose community in the US advocates a 
feel-good lifestyle that provides relief for 

stressful jobs or the task of raising children. 
Hence, the title “Mom takes a little drugs. 
Mini-doses of psychedelics like LSD are 
said to boost mood and creativity ...” More 
and more mothers “help themselves with 
such mini doses, in order to better cope 
with the increasing demands of raising chil-
dren”! So, do children also need mini doses 
to cope with family and school? There is no 
mention of this in the article.

The portrayal of the happy minidose 
community is surrounded by the report 
about “research work” of individual psyche-
delic scientists, all of whom think nothing of 
drug abstinence. The article lingers longer 
on the statements of a professor of Clinical 
Pharmacology. He and his team are investi-
gating the effect of mini-doses of LSD on 
ADHD patients. This in order to substitute 
Ritalin, a very lucrative drug in the field of 
addictive drugs. A clinical study should be 
completed by the end of this year.  

Yes, bringing up children is not always 
easy, especially today, because arbitrari-
ness and isolation have increased. But rais-

ing a child is a deeply satisfying task in life. 
It depends, as always and everywhere in 
life, on sensitive observation and exchange. 
This is already important with the infant (at-
tachment research). If this does not always 
work, there are other people around, the fa-
ther, the grandparents, a good neighbour, a 
mother from the playgroup. In conversation 
with them, the mother or father can address 
the difficulty with their child and take on a 
different perspective for once. This relieves 
the pressure. Often very little can help: to 
watch someone else do it and a little en-
couragement. After all, we are human be-
ings with social skills, and we don’t have to 
get high or remove a minor discord feeling 
with the child by using psychotropic drugs. 
Mini-dose or not: a little courage and perse-
verance is necessary to observe a difficul-
ty in living together – of course also with a 
child – and to try to find a solution. Every 
child depends on an alert, attentive counter-
part who can also say NO once in a while 
and who helps him or her over a cliff. This 
requires relationship, not drugs. •

No neutrality on a case-by-case basis
Our state neutrality is a demanding state 
maxim. It is respected worldwide like the 
Red Cross and forms the basis for the great 
reputation of our small state around the 
globe. Our neutrality is not tied to any kind 
of sympathies or dislikes or to political par-
ties at home or abroad. And it is intergener-
ational, i.e. very long-term oriented, often 
described as perpetual neutrality. It thus re-
mains removed from one’s own momentary 
thinking of advantages and disadvantages.

Since all conflicts come to an end soon-
er or later and lead to a peace solution – 
albeit one that is judged differently – 
Swiss neutrality can be helpful in the case 
of conflict and within the framework of a 
peace order. In this context, credible neu-
trality is indispensable. It is always an in-

strument of peace that can be used over a 
long period of time thanks to its honour-
able nature. It therefore goes without say-
ing that expressions of sympathy by pub-
lic officials for one or the other party to 
the conflict violate the requirement of im-
partiality. In contrast, neutrality in no way 
restricts impartial humanitarian aid.

These considerations cannot be recon-
ciled with selective deliveries of weapons 
or ammunition to conflict parties (“Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung” of 21 February 2023), 
even if domestic war material production 
would have to endure short-term disadvan-
tages as a result. If one does not want to risk 
these disadvantages for reasons of expedi-
ency, one must admit that integral neutral-
ity means less to one than other advantages.

The NZZ article of 21 February 2023, 
which accuses a political party (in con-
creto the Swiss Popular Party) of stub-
bornness in adhering to neutrality, fails 
to recognise that it is not a question of 
stubbornness, but of generally credible 
adherence to the concept of neutrality, 
which does not tolerate any partial ab-
olition on a situational basis. Neutrality 
on a case-by-case basis is not neutrality 
and contradicts the successful long-term 
Swiss concept of the state. Later gen-
erations should also remain committed 
to integral neutrality. It would be diffi-
cult to find a better basic attitude for our 
small country.

Hanspeter Bornhauser, Bedano


