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EFAS or why politicians  
do not want to change the status quo

As long as Switzerland belongs to the WTO,  
any healthcare reform should be mistrusted

by Professor Dr med. David Holzmann*

For years, parlia-
mentarians are said 
to have argued and 
fought in committees 
over the financing 
of the public health-
care system in order 
to supposedly curb 
the burden of con-
stantly rising health 
insurance premi-

ums. However, if nothing is to be changed 
about the principle, all changes will be a 
waste of time. Some groups have realised 
this in connection with the EFAS (Uni-
form Financing of Outpatient and Inpa-
tient Services) and have launched a ref-
erendum. The compromise agreed by 
politicians still contains a number of pit-
falls, as the public sector’s contribution 
to financing the healthcare system is not 
to be increased, but to be further reduced. 
This is in line with politicians’ will. For-
tunately, the people, the sovereign, have 
the last word and can send the political 
leaders back to the start so that they can 
reflect on what the will of the people is. 

The background to the EFAS bill which is 
to be voted on, as trade unions and others 
have launched a referendum, dates back 
to 1995. At that time, the Federal Coun-
cil, represented by J. P. Delamuraz (FDP), 
signed the WTO agreements for Switzer-
land without subjecting them to a manda-
tory referendum; and this should at least 
have provoked constitutional discussions. 
The WTO members, and so henceforth 
also Switzerland, undertake to allocate 
less and less public money (e.g., tax reve-
nue) to public services, including the pub-
lic healthcare system. It was against this 
background that, among other things, the 
federal bill for the reform of the Federal 
Health Insurance Act (KVG) was passed 

by the people and came into 
force in 1996.

The 1996 KVG reform
In a nutshell, a systemic 
change in the financing of 
the healthcare system took 
place, which was very far-
reaching and was only ex-
plained very vaguely, but 
nonetheless jubilantly, in 
the voting booklet. Where-
as before 1996 the health in-
surance companies were or-
ganised in a concordat and 
had to show a zero balance 
sheet at the end of the year 
– i.e. they were not allowed 
to make a profit – the KVG 
reform released them “onto 
the free market”. Feder-
al Councillor Ruth Dreifuss 
(SP) announced at numerous 
voting events that this would 
reduce premiums thanks to competition 
between insurers. 

Up to this reform, 45 % of inpatient 
treatment was financed by health insur-
ance companies and 55 % by the can-
tons. Outpatient services were paid for by 
the health insurance funds, but these had 
a kind of deficit guarantee given to them 
by the cantons (and indirectly also by the 
federal government). This will not be ex-
plained in detail here. After the KVG re-
form, all outpatient treatment, whether 
by a family doctor, in a specialist’s prac-
tice or in a hospital, was only covered by 
health insurance. However, the insurers 
were now on their own and had only one 
source of income: the premiums of the in-
sured. Inpatient treatment continued to be 
shared almost equally between health in-
surance funds and cantons.

Thanks to medical progress, it became 
increasingly possible to carry out opera-
tions and numerous other treatments on 
an outpatient basis, i.e. not as an inpa-
tient in a hospital. The increasing shift of 

treatments to the outpatient sector placed 
a greater burden on health insurers. Al-
though there was a certain reduction in 
inpatient treatment, this is likely to have 
been offset by population growth. In 2000, 
Switzerland had a population of around 7 
million; today we have over 9 million in-
habitants. The fact that the WTO stipulates 
that less and less tax money should flow 
into the healthcare system obviously suits 
many cantonal governments. Because the 
public sector continues to be involved in 
inpatient treatment even after the 1996 
KVG referendum, it is also clear why pol-
iticians, led by cantonal health directors, 
have not stopped closing inpatient units, 
i. e. hospitals, to this day. The pretext is 
always the same: The hospitals would not 
be profitable.

A brief digression:  
Do hospitals have to be profitable? 

Politicians have been closing hospitals 
ever since the KVG reform. The back-

Federal referendum of 24 November 2024

*	 David Holzmann is a Senior Physician and Dep-
uty Director of the ENT, Oral and Maxillofacial 
Surgery Clinic at the University Hospital Zu-
rich, USZ.
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The financing of services today and in case of  
an adoption of the reform. (Source: BAG)
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ground to this becomes clear from the 
above. The argument is that hospitals are 
not profitable. However, since the police 
and fire departments are also not profit-
able, because they fulfil a civil protection 
mandate, the question may be asked why 
a public hospital has to be profitable, when 
it has to fulfil a very similar task as the 
police and fire departments do. After all, 
the mission of public hospitals is to pro-
vide healthcare. It is therefore impossi-
ble for them to operate “profitably” in the 
sense of a market economy. And they do 
not have to do this, because public hos-
pitals are part of the public service, just 
like the police and fire department or the 
Swiss Federal Railways (SBB). “A good 
public service – the hallmark of Switzer-

land”, writes the Federal Council and de-
fines: “Public service comprises the basic 
supply of infrastructure goods and servic-
es, which should be available to all sec-
tions of the population and regions of the 
country under the same conditions, in 
good quality and at reasonable prices.” 
(https://www.uvek.admin.ch /uvek/de/
home/uvek/bundesnahe-betriebe/guter-
service-public.html)

Cost explosion in the healthcare  
system or premium explosion?

As mentioned above, with the increas-
ing shift of examinations, screenings and 
treatment of patients to the outpatient sec-
tor, costs are being passed on to the health 
insurance funds, while the public budgets 
are and have been relieved. This latter fact 
pleases the health and finance directors, 
as cantonal budgets are thus relieved of 
one of their most important items, namely 
that of the healthcare system. For exam-
ple, state councillor and finance director 
Ernst Stocker (Swiss People’s Party, SVP) 

was quoted in 2019 as saying that the can-
ton of Zurich had saved CHF 117 million 
thanks to this shift from inpatient to out-
patient treatment. Rising premiums are 
explained and presented by politicians as 
a result of cost increases in the healthcare 
system, and this allows them to further 
bash hospitals and their inpatient treat-
ments. Without ever formulating it more 
precisely, such politicians always like to 
bring out the cudgel of “false incentives in 
the healthcare system”. In fact, healthcare 
costs have risen linearly, i.e. moderately, 
while the proportion borne by the insured 
themselves has been rising more rapidly. 
Further hospital closures are being jus-
tified with accusations of disincentives, 
overtreatment and a lack of profitability, 
etc., which means that staff are being put 
under even more pressure. 

The EFAS template is not a rescue  
in an emergency – on the contrary

Meanwhile, it has transpired in the main-
stream media that the targeted withhold-
ing of tax revenues in outpatient treat-
ment is unfair. In this context, federal 
parliamentarians have tackled the issue 
in their commissions and, after years, for-
mulated a proposal. Fortunately, some at-
tentive citizens, especially from the ranks 
of the trade unions, have realised that 
these health experts are not to be trusted. 
Healthy mistrust is called for.

According to the reform, the public 
sector will contribute to all treatments, ac-
cording to the graphic in the voting book-
let (p. 47).

For inpatients, the cantons’ contribution 
will be lower for two reasons. First, ac-
cording to the chart, the cantons’ contribu-
tions will shrink from 55% to 26.9%. Sec-
ond, we know that politicians will stick to 
their chosen course of closing hospitals. 
This ensures that the cantons’ healthcare 
budgets will keep up their savings ratio, 

since savings will be made in the inpatient 
sector as mentioned above.

If we consider that the costs for care 
(especially long-term care) have so far 
amounted to CHF 13 billion annual-
ly, then the reduction in cantonal partic-
ipation from the current 46% to 26.9% is 
enormous. Therefore, a big question mark 
must be placed over EFAS, because the 
cantons may use it to further evade their 
responsibility for financing.

Conclusion
As long as politicians do not clearly speak 
out in favour of supporting the healthcare 
system in our country with taxpayers’ 
money without following a hidden agen-
da (like the WTO requirements), nothing 
good can be expected from Bern and the 
cantons. Until then, politicians will inces-
santly try to withhold taxpayers’ money 
from the healthcare system. Meanwhile, 
the realisation is dawning on the people 
that the rising health insurance premiums 
cannot be explained by “too expensive 
hospitals”, “greedy doctors” and “extrav-
agant wishes of the population” (“jedem 
Täli siis Spitäli – a hospital for every val-
ley”). If the EFAS bill has made anything 
clearer, it is the fact that higher contribu-
tions from the public sector (as we had 
them before) are needed to finance our 
health service.

But this bill is built on sandy ground, 
because the foundation, the neo-liber-
al course with a planned scarcity of pub-
lic funds in healthcare, is useless; and this 
course will not be stopped by the EFAS 
bill. Healthcare cannot and must not func-
tion according to market economy prin-
ciples, if only because the patient is not 
a customer who wants to buy something. 
Primarily, patients feel threatened by their 
illness or injury and they want to get well, 
they want to live. Why are politicians so 
unwilling to understand this?

Summary
The EFAS bill boasts that it will ensure 
uniform financing in the healthcare sys-
tem. It will indeed become uniform if the 
bill is passed, since outpatient and inpa-
tient treatments, as well as long-term care, 
will all receive the same percentage from 
the cantons. However, if drastic cuts are 
made by the cantons, especially in the 
areas of inpatient treatment and long-term 
care, then the public sector contributions 
may be uniform, but they will be uniform-
ly poor. The federal government and the 
cantons are following the WTO agenda 
here, and with each reform more and more 
tax revenues are being and will be with-
held from the healthcare system, which 
means that the next premium shocks are 
inevitable.	 •

(Translation Current Concerns)

“After all, the mission of public hospitals is to provide 
healthcare. It is therefore impossible for them to operate 
‘profitably’ in the sense of a market economy. And they do 
not have to do this, because public hospitals are part of the 
public service, just like the police and fire department or 
the Swiss Federal Railways (SBB). ‘A good public service 
– the hallmark of Switzerland’, writes the Federal Council 
and defines: ‘Public service comprises the basic supply of 
infrastructure goods and services, which should be availa-
ble to all sections of the population and regions of the coun-
try under the same conditions, in good quality and at rea-
sonable prices.’ ”
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Swiss OASI reserves  
in the clutches of US financial groups

by Dr iur. Marianne Wüthrich

We were recently startled by a report that 
made the rounds of the Swiss media: The 
safekeeping of our OASI (Old-age and 
Survivors’ Insurance) reserves – secu-
rities worth around CHF 40 billion! – 
are to be handed over to the US bank-
ing giant State Street. Of all things! As 
if we hadn’t learned our lesson from the 
US financial centre. The unfortunate af-
fair was brought to light by three Nation-
al Councillors who asked the Federal 
Council some uncomfortable questions. 
We were astonished to learn that the Fed-
eral Council was simply trying to shirk its 
responsibilities.

On 1 July, the OASI Social Security Fund 
announced that the responsible Compen-
swiss (see box) was withdrawing the man-
date for OASI securities custody from 
UBS after 26 years and transferring it to 
the US financial giant State Street.

‘What is systemically relevant  
should not be placed in foreign hands’

We will spare ourselves and our read-
ers the details of the selection process 
by Compenswiss and focus on the cen-
tral statement by National Councillor and 
banker Thomas Matter: “The manage-
ment of funds in the first pillar is system-
ically relevant for our country” and his 
conclusion: “What is systemically relevant 
should not be placed in foreign hands.”1

State Street claims to be “a global lead-
er” in the financial industry: “We manage 
nearly 10 per cent of the world’s assets” (!) 
and continues: “Experience the State 
Street advantage that helps you move the 
markets [...].” (statestreet.com).

Do we want to “move the markets” 
with our OASI reserves and amass the fab-
ulous profits of a US financial juggernaut 
– or should we rather prioritise the securi-
ty of our pensions?

Federal Council  
tries to shirk its responsibility

Three members of the National Council 
have so far expressed their justified con-
cerns as representatives of the people.

Daniela Schneeberger, National Coun-
cillor FDP (Question Time on 18 Sep-
tember 2024): “The OASI has entrusted 
its securities to a bank based in the USA. 
This is causing great concern among citi-
zens. Extremely important national assets 
are being placed in US hands. Many peo-
ple cannot understand this decision. Is the 
Federal Council aware of this concern? 
How does the Federal Council view this 
decision? Why was this step necessary?”2

National Councillor Olivier Feller 
(FDP) expresses similar concerns in his 
interpellation of 25 September 2024.

From the more than meagre response 
from Federal Councillor Elisabeth Baume-
Schneider to Daniela Schneeberger: 
“Compenswiss is financially and organi-
sationally independent, and the choice of 
custodian bank is one of its competencies. 
[...] The re-tendering of the mandate was 
recommended by the Swiss Federal Audit 
Office, as Compenswiss has been work-
ing with UBS for twenty years. [...] A cus-
todian bank performs purely administra-
tive tasks that pose no risk to the assets. It 
should therefore not be confused with an 
asset manager.”

Three comments on this:
1.	 In the Federal Administration, under 

the heading with the non-Swiss name 
“Corporate Governance”, there are nu-
merous public-law institutions of the 
Confederation that are no longer the 
responsibility of our representatives, 
but decide on the affairs of the Swiss 
people and the use of our tax or OASI 
money “on their own authority”. These 
include Swiss Post, the Swiss Federal 
Railways, Swissmedic, the authorisa-
tion and regulatory authority for ther-
apeutic products, and the Swiss Feder-
al Institute of Technology [ETH] – all 
of which have close ties to our country 

and are indispensable heavyweights. 
And Compenswiss, the administrator 
of our OASI/DI funds. Compenswiss 
is now shifting our OASI reserves to 
the USA, where other Swiss national 
assets have already seeped away, and 
the Social Democrat Federal Council-
lor responsible knows nothing better to 
say than: That’s none of my business.

2.	 Because we have been working togeth-
er for twenty years, we have to adver-
tise a new mandate? A strange justifi-
cation. On the contrary, many years of 
good cooperation actually argue in fa-
vour of continuing it. Are the same cir-
cles behind this that pressurised Swit-
zerland to incorporate CS into UBS? 
And now UBS is being stripped of 
mandates from the Swiss Confedera-
tion and shifted to banks across the At-
lantic.

3.	 “No risk to the assets”: What did the 
then Federal Councillor Hans-Rudolf 
Merz say to those attacking Swiss bank-
ing secrecy? “You will bite your teeth 
out on this banking secrecy.” (“10 to 
10”, SRF, 19 March 2008)

‘For the security of our  
national wealth’ a Swiss bank

In his interpellation of 12 September 
2024, National Councillor and finance 

The OASI/DI – the ‘first pillar’ of the  
Swiss old-age and disability insurance

The OASI/DI (Old-age and Survivors’ 
Insurance and Disability Insurance) is 
the most important social security pro-
gramme for the Swiss population and 
is deeply rooted in the country’s cul-
ture. All residents are insured and will 
receive a retirement pension from the 
age of 65 or, in the event of disability, 
a disability pension and/or other sup-
port. To this end, all adults pay pre-
miums until they retire, which are de-
ducted from the wages of those in 
employment each month and matched 
by their employers; those not in em-
ployment (e.g., students) pay a mini-
mum annual contribution. The OASI/
DI is the compulsory “first pillar” of 
our old-age and disability insurance, 
alongside the second (occupational 
pension) and third (private savings), 
which not everyone can rely on. Secur-
ing the first pillar is one of the central 
tasks of the federal government.

Securing benefits: The Social Securi-
ty funds of the OASI, DI and EO (loss of 

earnings compensation for those doing 
military or civilian service and for moth-
ers) receive all contributions and use 
them to pay current pensions (a pro-
cess known as the pay-as-you-go sys-
tem). The Social Security funds ensure 
that benefits can be paid even if, in a 
given year, expenditure is greater than 
income.

Management of OASI reserves: Com-
penswiss is responsible for managing 
these compensation funds. Compen-
swiss is an independent federal insti-
tution under public law. It is required 
to invest the surplus funds (current-
ly around CHF 40 billion) in such a way 
as to ensure the “best possible balance 
between security and market-based re-
turns” and to ensure that the Social Se-
curity funds “have sufficient liquidity at 
all times”.
Sources: https://www.ahv-iv.ch/de/Sozial-
versicherungen/Glossar/term/ausgleichs-

fonds-der-ahv; https://www.compen-
swiss.ch/de/portraet/ziele
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expert Thomas Matter (SVP) asks the 
Federal Council some critical ques-
tions to which the Council has not yet 
answered. In summary, Matter wants 
to know why Switzerland withdrew the 
management mandate from UBS and, 
above all, whether it ‘would not make 
more sense for the security of our nation-
al wealth (1st pillar) for the Swiss social 
security funds OASI, DI and EO’ to en-
trust the management of these funds to a 
Swiss bank.3

 The director of Compenswiss, which 
is responsible for the withdrawal of OASI 
securities management from Swiss hands. 
Eric Breval, on the other hand, asserts 
in the “Neue Zürcher Zeitung” that the 

change of custodian bank has “no conse-
quences whatsoever for the location of the 
assets, nor does it have any influence on 
the management of the assets”.4

This is not the place to discuss account-
ing subtleties. The experienced banking 
expert Thomas Matter thinks in political 
terms and includes Switzerland’s expe-
riences with the superpower USA in his 
considerations. In an article in the Sonn-
tagsBlick, he says: ‘’‘They [the Ameri-
cans, mw.] enforce their interests uncom-
promisingly. We have seen this with the 
dormant assets and the abolition of bank-
ing secrecy. And we are currently expe-
riencing it with the sanctions against 
Russia’. Without batting an eyelid, the 
American authorities froze Russian assets. 
The same could happen to Switzerland. 

Because the international securities of the 
OASI will be held in an American bank in 
the future, the US government could also 
freeze these assets as part of sanctions, 
says Matter. ‘I don’t think it will come to 
that, but the risk has increased with the in-
tensification of the geopolitical crises’.”5  

National Councillor Matter cites anoth-
er danger for Switzerland: If State Street 
were to go bankrupt, the OASI would 
face “unforeseen problems”, and it could 
“take days or weeks before the OASI fund 
could again fully dispose of the shares and 
bonds”.

 It’s a good thing that we have parlia-
mentarians who are standing up to the 
Federal Council and its corporate gov-
ernance. Who knows whether the US fi-
nancial centre would hand over a single 
cent of our assets if the State Street co-
lossus went bankrupt. Let us think back 
to the externally imposed merger of the 
two major Swiss banks: the owners of 
certain bonds came away empty-handed 
– and this was not a bankruptcy at CS, 
but a Swiss bank with intact assets. A lit-
tle more sense of reality and responsibil-
ity would suit the Confederation and its 
administration well.	 •
1	 Schmid, Beat. “Heikles Mandat für US-Bank 

stösst auf Kritik” (US Bank’s Delicate Mandate 
Draws Criticism), in: SonntagsBlick of 15 Sep-
tember 2024 

2	 https://www.parlament.ch/de/ratsbetrieb/suche-
curia-vista/geschaeft?AffairId=20247704/ 

3	 Interpellation 24.3877, submitted by Thomas Mat-
ter on 12 September 2024 in the National Council. 
“Transfer of securities management from Switzer-
land (UBS) to abroad (State Street) for the com-
pensation fund of OASI, DI and EO”.

4	 Ferber, Michael. «Schweizer Volksvermögen in 
Händen der USA? Politiker kritisieren den OASI- 
Ausgleichsfonds für den Wechsel der Depotbank 
von UBS zu State Street» (Swiss national wealth 
in the hands of the USA? Politicians criticise the 
OASI compensation fund for changing its custodi-
an bank from UBS to State Street), in: Neue Zürch-
er Zeitung of 7 October 2024

5	 Schmid, Beat. “Heikles Mandat für US-Bank stösst 
auf Kritik” (US Bank’s Delicate Mandate Draws 
Criticism), in: SonntagsBlick of 15 September 
2024 

The USA has always tried to push  
through its interests, even outside the rule of law

Answers from National Councillor  
and financial expert Thomas Matter (SVP)

mw. Like many other citizens, I was 
deeply alarmed by the news that the 
federal government has handed over 
the management of our AHV funds to a 
financial group in the USA. What should 
concern us most?
Thomas Matter: First of all, I would like 
to clarify that this issue is not about the 
management of these assets, but about 
the custody of securities. What concerns 
me most is the fact that the US has al-
ways tried to assert its interests in the 
past, even outside the rule of law.

If the 1st pillar securities are held by a 
Swiss bank – even if it is abroad – there is 
a much greater chance that the Federal 
Council will be able to react more quickly 
and retrieve the securities to Switzerland 
in the event of a crisis between Switzer-
land and the US. It is understandable 
that American banks would first listen 
to their own government and not to the 
Swiss government in an emergency.

The director of Compenswiss, Eric 
Breval, asserts that the change of cus-
todian bank has “no consequences for 
the location of the assets and there is 
no influence on asset management ei-
ther”. During the time for questios and 
discussions in the National Council on 23 
September, Federal Councillor Baume-
Schneider said: “A custodian bank per-
forms purely administrative tasks that 
pose no risk to the assets”. As a finan-
cial expert, can you explain where you 
see the risk?
Even if the task of a custodian primar-
ily involves administrative tasks, the 
risk lies in the fact that the assets (se-
curities) are deposited with this bank 
and can therefore only be transferred 
by it. This is precisely where danger 
lurks. In other words, the explana-
tion provided by Federal Councillor 
Baume-Schneider falls well short of 
the mark.
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After the BRICS summit in Kazan
High time to properly recognise the realities of a multipolar world

by Karl-Jürgen Müller

The fervour with which a large propor-
tion of the German-speaking media and 
political “elites” are waging their battle 
for Western supremacy could be the ma-
terial of a grotesque. Compared to previ-
ous wars, there has been a further increase 
in propagandistic aggression, spitefulness 
and irrationality.

This can be seen regarding the war in 
and around Palestine, but also towards 
Russia and everything Russia does – for 
example the summit of the BRICS states 
in Kazan, Russia, from 22–24 October.

How is it possible that a formerly re-
nowned press organ such as the “Frank-
furter Allgemeine Zeitung” commented on 
the Israeli murder of Yahia Sinwar on 18 
October that Hamas leaders such as Sin-
war were “greatly to blame for the suf-
fering that the Palestinian people have 
endured for so long”, while ignoring the 
long history of the conflict and the actual 
causes of the suffering?1 The commenta-
tor writes that Israel is now “getting clos-
er to its goals” with Iran remaining Israel’s 
“open flank”. Indeed, if all those who op-
pose Israel’s – by no means new – plans 
were defeated or murdered, it could be 
that the Great-Israel ideologues would 
come “closer to their goals”.

Many Western rulers are  
mendacious and arrogant

The first comments on the BRICS sum-
mit in Kazan were no less absurd. The 
“Neue Zürcher Zeitung” wrote on 22 Oc-
tober that BRICS is now “a political force 
threatening the world order”, a “league of 
autocrats”. This is the language used by 
Western rulers and their neoliberal and 
neoconservative ideologues. Their “world 
order”, the much-vaunted “rules-based in-
ternational order”, is indeed coming to 
an end, and never before have so many 
states with very different political, social 
and economic systems – by no means a 
“league of autocrats” – demanded equal-
ity as they do today. The incantations that 
the world is in a struggle for survival be-
tween the “democracies of the world” – 
by which the West means itself – and the 
“autocracies of the world” – by which 
the West means the vast majority of non-
Western states – are of no help. Such in-
cantations can only be described as men-
dacious and arrogant.

Much has been written and broadcast 
about the BRICS summit in Kazan in re-
cent weeks and days. Probably never be-
fore has a BRICS summit attracted as 
much attention as this year’s meeting. I 
would like to refer you to an important 
source, the official website for the sum-

mit: https://brics-russia2024.ru/en/sum-
mit/. In the German-speaking world, there 
are not only polemics, but also many ar-
ticles and video contributions from inde-
pendent media that are worth reading. 

Global interest  
in the BRICS Summit 2024

It would be presumptuous to attempt to 
adequately honour the BRICS summit in 
Kazan just yet. The fact that 36 countries 
were represented, including 22 heads of 
state and government and the Secretary-
General of the United Nations António 
Guterres, testifies to the global interest and 
the plans of many countries to join BRICS 
or cooperate with BRICS in other ways. 
Russian President Vladimir Putin put the 
number of countries interested in cooper-
ating with BRICS at around 30.2 Western 
anti-propaganda is becoming less and less 
effective. Western efforts to isolate or even 
ruin Russia internationally have also clear-
ly failed. The summit participants express-
ly thanked the Russian President for this 
year’s BRICS chairmanship and for pre-
paring and organising the summit.

Core concerns
The core concerns of the joint efforts of 
the BRICS states, decided exclusively 
by consensus, are economic cooperation 
and greater independence from Western 
states. To date, these have dominated in-
ternational organisations such as the IMF 
and World Bank, which very much serve 
Western interests. The BRICS countries’ 
development bank, the New Development 
Bank, is intended to serve this greater in-
dependence. The Western sanctions poli-

cy and its consequences for international 
trade and payment transactions under the 
auspices of previous dollar dominance is 
also accelerating the development of a new 
payment system, independent from the US 
dollar. However, the goals of BRICS now 
also go beyond economic issues. More and 
more areas of political and cultural life are 
topics of co-operation. And in view of the 
great threat of war for the whole world, 
peace efforts were also an important topic 
of this year’s debates and bilateral talks. 
Russia’s President Putin alone held 17 dif-
ferent bilateral talks.

The Russian President’s press confer-
ence with top representatives of media 
agencies from seven different BRICS 
states and Saudi Arabia on 18 October 
was impressive.3 The Russian President 
addressed numerous questions relating to 
global politics and the role of the BRICS 
states and once again documented how lit-
tle his demonisation matches reality. You 
should take the time to read this press con-
ference.

Serious and factual
Those who can receive rt German had the 
opportunity to watch the public negotia-
tions of the BRICS summit live as a video 
and with simultaneous translation into 
German. I myself watched the exchange 
between the heads of state and govern-
ment and foreign ministers of all nine 
BRICS plus member states on Wednes-
day morning and Wednesday afternoon – 
Brazil’s President Lula da Silva was una-
ble to make the trip and was connected via 
video. I was impressed by the seriousness 

Conference of the heads of the nine BRICS delegations on 23 October.  
(picture Sputnik)
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BRICS summit resolution on war zones
25. We remain concerned about at 
the rise of violence and continuing 
armed conflicts in different parts of 
the world including those that have 
significant impact at both regional 
and international levels. We reiterate 
our commitment to the peaceful res-
olution of disputes through diploma-
cy, mediation, inclusive dialogue and 
consultations in a coordinated and 
cooperative manner and support all 
efforts conducive to the peaceful set-
tlement of crises. We stress the need 
to engage in conflict prevention ef-
forts, including through addressing 
their root causes. We acknowledge 
the legitimate and reasonable secu-
rity concerns of all countries. We call 
for the protection of cultural herit-
age, particularly in regions affected 
by conflict, to prevent the destruction 
and illicit trafficking of cultural prop-
erty, which is vital for preserving the 
history and identity of affected com-
munities. 

26. We stress that tolerance and 
peaceful coexistence are among the 
most important values and princi-
ples for relations between nations 
and societies. In this regard, we wel-
come the adoption of Security Coun-
cil resolution 2686 and other UN res-
olutions in this regard which enjoy 
consensual support of UN member 
states. 

27. We reiterate the need for the 
full respect of the international hu-
manitarian law in conflict situations 
and the provision of humanitarian 
aid in accordance with the basic prin-
ciples of humanity, neutrality, im-
partiality and independence estab-
lished in UNGA resolution 46/182. We 
call on the international communi-
ty to seek collective answers to glob-
al and regional challenges and secu-
rity threats, including terrorism. We 
stress the need to abide by the pur-
poses and principles of the UN Char-
ter. We reiterate that differences and 
disputes between countries should be 
resolved peacefully through dialogue 
and consultation. We also underline 
the need to respect the legitimate 
and reasonable security concerns 
of all countries. We underscore the 
need for full, equal and meaningful 
participation of women in peace pro-
cesses including in conflict preven-
tion and resolution, peacekeeping, 
peacebuilding, post-conflict recon-
struction and development, and sus-
taining peace. 

28. We are deeply concerned over 
continued conflicts and instability 
in the Middle East and North Africa 

(MENA) region, noting the Joint State-
ment by BRICS Deputy Foreign Minis-
ters and Special Envoys at their meet-
ing of 25 April 2024. 

29. We mourn the tragic loss of ci-
vilian lives in the recent period and ex-
press sympathy with all civilian victims 
and their families. We call for urgent 
measures, in accordance with interna-
tional law, to ensure the protection of 
lives. 

30. We reiterate our grave concern 
at the deterioration of the situation 
and humanitarian crisis in the Occu-
pied Palestinian Territory, in partic-
ular the unprecedented escalation 
of violence in the Gaza Strip and in 
West Bank as a result of the Israeli 
military offensive, which led to mass 
killing and injury of civilians, forced 
displacement and widespread de-
struction of civilian infrastructure. We 
stress the urgent need for an imme-
diate, comprehensive and permanent 
ceasefire in the Gaza Strip, the imme-
diate and unconditional release of all 
hostages and detainees from both 
sides who are being illegally held cap-
tive and the unhindered sustainable 
and at scale supply of humanitarian 
aid to the Gaza Strip, and cessation of 
all aggressive actions. We denounce 
the Israeli attacks against humanitar-
ian operations, facilities, personnel 
and distribution points. For this pur-
pose, we call for the full implementa-
tion of resolutions 2712 (2023), 2720 
(2023), 2728 (2024) and 2735 (2024) 
of the United Nations Security Council 
and in this regard welcome the con-
tinuous efforts by the Arab Repub-
lic of Egypt, the State of Qatar, other 
regional and international efforts in 
order to reach immediate ceasefire, 
accelerate the delivery of human-
itarian aid and Israel’s withdrawal 
from the Gaza Strip. We call for ad-
herence to international law. We are 
also alarmed that the further escala-
tion of the conflict in the Gaza Strip 
fuel tension, extremism and severe 
negative consequences both region-
ally and globally. We call on all rel-
evant parties to act with utmost re-
straint and to avoid escalatory actions 
and provocative declarations. We ac-
knowledge the provisional measures 
of the International Court of Justice 
in the legal proceedings instituted by 
South Africa against Israel. We reaf-
firm our support for the State of Pal-
estine’s full membership in the United 
Nations in the context of the unwa-
vering commitment to the vision of 
the two-state solution based on in-
ternational law including relevant 

UNSC and UNGA resolutions and the 
Arab Peace Initiative that includes 
the establishment of a sovereign, in-
dependent and viable State of Pales-
tine in line with internationally recog-
nised borders of June 1967 with East 
Jerusalem as its capital living side by 
side in peace and security with Israel. 

31. We express alarm over the sit-
uation in Southern Lebanon. We con-
demn the loss of civilian lives and the 
immense damage to civilian infrastruc-
ture resulting from attacks by Israel in 
residential areas in Lebanon and call 
for immediate cessation of military 
acts. We stress the need to preserve 
the sovereignty and territorial integri-
ty of the State of Lebanon and to cre-
ate conditions for political and diplo-
matic solution in order to safeguard 
peace and stability in the Middle East 
while underlining the importance 
of strict observance of UNSC resolu-
tions 1701 (2006) and 2749 (2024). We 
strongly condemn attacks on UN per-
sonnel, threats to their safety and call 
upon Israel to immediately cease such 
activity. 

[…]
34. We stress that Syria’s sovereign-

ty and territorial integrity must be 
strictly observed. We condemn illegal 
foreign military presence that lead to 
increasing risks of a large-scale conflict 
in the region. We emphasise that ille-
gal unilateral sanctions seriously exac-
erbate the suffering of the Syrian peo-
ple. 

35. We condemn the attack against 
the diplomatic premises of the Islam-
ic Republic of Iran in the Syrian capi-
tal Damascus by Israel on 1 April 2024 
that constitutes a violation of the fun-
damental principle of the inviolabili-
ty of diplomatic and consular premis-
es under the 1961 Vienna Convention 
on Diplomatic Relations and the 1963 
Vienna Convention on Consular Rela-
tions. 

36. We recall national positions con-
cerning the situation in and around 
Ukraine as expressed in the appropri-
ate fora, including the UNSC and the 
UNGA. We emphasise that all states 
should act consistently with the Pur-
poses and Principles of the UN Charter 
in their entirety and interrelation. We 
note with appreciation relevant pro-
posals of mediation and good offic-
es, aimed at a peaceful resolution of 
the conflict through dialogue and di-
plomacy. 

Source: https://cdn.brics-russia2024.ru/
upload/docs/Kazan_Declaration_FINAL.

pdf?1729693488349783



No 22   5 November 2024	 Current Concerns 	 Page 7

De-Westernizing ourselves
by Patrick Lawrence* 

The barbar it ies 
of Zionist Israel 
force fundamental 
questions upon us: 
Where is our hu-
manity as the Is-
raelis prosecute 
their terror cam-
paigns before us 
daily? What shall 
we do as we find 
ourselves power-

less to react meaningfully because, as the 
West Asia crisis has suddenly forced us 
to realise, our institutions have failed us?

Now many of us recognise the need to 
defend our humanity – the humanity of 
humanity, as I think of it. 

I previously addressed this question as 
it relates to public space and argued that it 
is time to look again at multilateral insti-
tutions, the United Nations chief among 
them, with a view to reviving them after a 
long period during which they have been 
discounted and devalued. 

Changing mindsets
Now I want to turn the questions just 
posed in another direction and suggest we 
consider the matter from a personal, indi-
vidual perspective. 

What must each of us do, in the privacy, 
so to say, of our consciences, our thoughts, 
our surmises and judgments, to take up the 

work of defending humanity’s humanity? 
It is at bottom a psychological question. 
It is a matter, very simply, of “changing 
our minds”.

We must begin, it seems to me by rec-
ognising who we think we are. Note right 
away: I speak not of who we are but who 
we think we are, who we assume our-
selves to be. 

We live in “the Western world”, as it 
is called, and it follows naturally we are 
Westerners. Who can argue with this? To 
be Westerners is absolutely integral to our 
identity, I think I can say without further 
explanation. 

Dividing Lines – Acts of the West …
This has been so for many centuries. I 
take my date in this connection to be 
1498, when Vasco da Gama set foot along 
the Malabar Coast, in southern India, 
making himself the first modern West-
erner to arrive in what we know now as 
the non-West.

And then it follows easily enough that 
when we declare what we are we declare 
what we are not. I have just suggested the 
result: The world is divided between West-
erners and non-Westerners. This division, 

fundamental as it is to how we think, is 
by and large the West’s doing. Let us take 
care to note this. 

This line between West and non-West 
is very old, going back much earlier than 
1498. It dates at least to the 5th century 
B. C., when Herodotus recorded the Per-
sian Wars in his famous Histories. And it 
is remarkable how intact this line between 
West and East comes down to us.

The Biden regime and the rest of the 
West think of it today as the line dividing 
democracies and autocracies. Cast the Isra-
el-Palestine question in a larger context and 
you find that, whatever else it is, it is another 
confrontation between West and non-West.

We may not accept the Biden regime’s 
contention that it is waging war against 
the non-West’s autocrats in behalf of the 
West’s democrats, but this does not mean 
we do not nonetheless conceive of our-
selves as fundamentally “Western.” We 
have in this way inherited our past, con-
sciously or otherwise. 

… and human constructs
We come to my first fundamental point. 
If we are to defend the humanity of hu-

and objectivity of all the statements. No 
polemics, but instead largely correspond-
ing basic concerns in their respective col-
ours: sustainable economic development 
and development aid for the Global South; 
expansion of undisturbed trade and pay-
ment transactions; environmental and cli-
mate protection (including the demand 
for Western countries to take responsibil-
ity for the global environmental damage 
they have caused); promotion of cultur-
al exchange and, in particular, education 
and science; mutual support for digitalisa-
tion; genuine negotiated solutions for the 
burning conflicts in the Middle East and 
Ukraine; rejection of Western hegemon-
ic claims.

This year’s BRICS summit also ended 
with an unanimously adopted compre-
hensive final declaration comprising 134 
points, which remains to be analysed in 
detail.4

This year, no further new members 
have been admitted. But there are now 
more than ten new “partner countries”. 
Next year, Brazil will take over the BRICS 
chairmanship.

Which path will the  
international community choose?

All of this would be basis enough for our 
Western states to end the aggression, po-
lemics and disdain towards BRICS and 
its member states and instead take hon-
est steps to seek ways of reconciliation 
and cooperation. At the moment, we are 

still a long way from achieving this. But 
at some point, the realisation must prevail 
that humanity is destined for cooperation 
on an equal footing – not for dominance 
and subordination and their consequenc-
es: great injustice as well as the perpetual 
threat of war and war again and again.	 •
1	 Lately, a new and excellent book on the his-

tory of the conflict has been published: Mi-
chael Lüders. Krieg ohne Ende? Warum wir für 
Frieden im Nahen Osten unsere Haltung zu Is-
rael ändern müssen (A war without end? Why 
we have to change our attitude towards Israel 
for peace in the Middle East); Goldmann-Verlag 
2024, ISBN 978-3-442-31776-9

2	 authorized English translation: http://en.kremlin.
ru/events/president/news/75349

3	 ibid.
4	 Authorized English translation: https://cdn.brics-

russia2024.ru/upload/docs/Kazan_Declaration_
FINAL.pdf?1729693488349783

continued on page 8

“After the BRICS summit in Kazan” 
continued from page 5
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respondent, mainly for the “International Herald 
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and lecturer. His penultimate book is “Time No 
Longer: Americans After the American Centu-
ry”, Yale 2013. His new book “Journalists and 
Their Shadows” was published by Clarity Press 
in 2023. His website is patricklawrence.us. Sup-
port his work via patreon.com/thefloutist.
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(picture ef)

“To defend the humanity of all humanity requires us to 
overcome in ourselves all the presumption that our ways of 
life and our institutions are the superior paradigm to which 
others aspire, or, if they do not so aspire, they ought to as-
pire, or at the extreme, they must be taught or made to as-
pire, and if they do not so aspire it is only because they are 
primitive and, so, ignorant.”
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“De-Westernizing ourselves” 
continued from page 7

manity, our first obligation is to recognise 
that the line between West and East is, 
as it has always been, a human construct 
and nothing more. Herodotus, in his wis-
dom, made this point: Even as he record-
ed the half-century of enmity between the 
Persian Empire and the Greek city-states, 
he called the line between them, dividing 
East from West, “imaginary”. 

Nobody seems to have got this point 
over the past 2,500 years: It is common-
ly assumed today that this line is etched 
immutably into the earth, as if it would be 
visible from a satellite. So we must begin 
by disposing of this unexamined thought. 
It is a question, then, of – very literally – 
“changing our minds”.  

This means, and let’s invent a useful 
word here, we must “de-Westernize” our 
consciousness. I suggest to you that em-
barking on a process of personal, indi-
vidual “de-Westernization” is absolutely 
essential if we propose to defend the hu-
manity of humanity.   

The Japanese – the early Japanese fem-
inists, actually – had a wonderful expres-
sion for this kind of project. These were 
superbly human people – principled, au-
thentic, at ease among strangers such as I 
was – and I learned a lot from them. They 
spoke of “the edifice within” and the need 
to dismantle it.   

De-Westernization
As things stand the Biden regime and its 
clients are dedicated now, just as they will 
tell you, to defending the West as their pri-
mary responsibility. When we de-West-
ernize our consciousness, we can easily 
see through this thought and understand 
how pitifully shallow and limited it is. 

Instantly, we have opened the door for 
ourselves to defending not the West – the 
implication being the West against the rest 
– but humanity and the humanity of hu-
manity. 

Let me say this straightaway. Jens 
Stoltenberg, the secretary general of NATO, 
and Ursula von der Leyen, president of the 
European Commission, and Antony Blinken, 
the U.S. Secretary of State, are in great, ob-
vious need of de-Westernization. But let us 
not make the mistake of assuming it is these 
few unreconstructed Western supremacists 
who constitute our problem. 

I am talking about a new inner attitude, 
a new way of thinking, seeing and doing, 
that all of us must cultivate in ourselves. 
This is nothing like impossible, should an-
yone here wonder as to the formidability 
of the task. 

Here I speak from experience. I spent 
just short of three decades as a corre-
spondent abroad, almost every day of it in 
non–Western nations, mostly but not only 
in East Asia. And when I finished those 

years I discovered, a little to my surprise, 
that I was no longer truly a Westerner. 

My physiognomy – round eyes, fair 
hair, and so on – had nothing to do with it. 
I was entirely myself, of course: I had sur-
rendered or disavowed nothing. But I had 
“changed my mind” – or life and experi-
ence had changed it for me. I was no long-
er entirely Western. It had to do with the 
way I thought, the way I saw the world, 
and how I acted in it. 

The thought that the West was supe-
rior to all those gathered in the name of 
the non-West, had come to seem to me ri-
diculous. The Western insistence on the 
primacy of the individual seemed to me 
problematic at the very least, especially as 
Americans thought of the matter. 

I am not suggesting one must spend 
three decades wandering among Asians to 
accomplish the project of de-Westernizing 

oneself. Not at all. It is a question of cul-
tivating one’s self-awareness. What mat-
ters is one’s honesty, one’s independence 
of thought, and one’s determination to be 
nothing more nor less than oneself regard-
less of prevailing orthodoxies. 

Friedrich Nietzsche wrote somewhere – 
The Gay Science, perhaps, and I am sorry 
I cannot be more precise – of “taking off 
the garb of the West,” a wonderful way of 
putting it. And somewhere else he wrote 
of rowing our boats out beyond our shores 
so we can look back from a useful dis-
tance, and see ourselves as we are. 

Process of overcoming
This is part of what he meant, and only 
part, by “the pathos of distance.” Only 
from a distance, he thought, can we see 
our flaws and altogether ourselves. And 
this is what I mean – to reconsider who 
we are, top to bottom. Again to Nietzsche, 
it is part of what he meant when he wrote 
of “the revaluation of all values.” 

He urged us, as I put it, to skate out on 
the thin ice of the modern age and think 
again of all we have assumed to be so.

I will turn here to some specific steps I 
think we need to take. They are all aspects 
of what I think is the fundamental pro-
cess to which we must submit ourselves 
as individuals. This we can easily name: 
Let’s call it “the process of overcoming,” 
or maybe “self-overcoming.”

The first of these matters I have al-
ready suggested.  It concerns the ideolo-

gy that binds the West as we have inherit-
ed it, even if this ideology resides within 
our unconscious. 

To defend the humanity of all human-
ity requires us to overcome in ourselves 
all the presumption that our ways of life 
and our institutions are the superior para-
digm to which others aspire, or, if they do 
not so aspire, they ought to aspire, or at 
the extreme, they must be taught or made 
to aspire, and if they do not so aspire it is 
only because they are primitive and, so, 
ignorant. 

The purest expression of this presump-
tion I know of is called “Wilsonian univer-
salism,” after the president who advanced 
the idea in the early years of the last cen-
tury. We – we Americans – are humanity’s 
gifted ones, Woodrow Wilson professed, 
and it is our responsibility to spread our 
light to all the dark corners of the world. 

It is easy to deceive ourselves as we 
consider this point. It is easy to say, “How 
foolish and extravagantly narcissistic a 
thought.” 

I know this because, during my years 
in Asia I discovered many times, and al-
ways bitterly, that I had been fooling my-
self when I assumed I held to the equali-
ty of those among whom I lived. When I 
look back now I am ashamed at the many 
occasions when my true views of others 
emerged and turned out to be nothing like 
what I thought they were. They seemed, 
on the worst of these occasions, even a 
touch Wilsonian.  

It takes, as I suggested just earlier, a 
kind of raw honesty to look at ourselves, 
to look within, and see exactly who we are 
and what it is we have to overcome. 

It is a question of shedding an ideolo-
gy within which we have been immersed 
the whole of our lives. And if you have 
breathed a certain kind of air or drunk a 
certain kind of water the whole of your life, 
it is difficult indeed to imagine any other air 
or water. But this is what we must do. 

True diversity – true inclusion
The second matter I want to raise has to 
do with politics. Here I have a couple of 
points to make. 

We hear a lot these days about inclusiv-
ity and diversity. We hear so much about 
these things it is difficult to take these 
words seriously. Listen closely. The peo-

continued on page 9

“It is a question of shedding an ideology within which we 
have been immersed the whole of our lives. And if you 
have breathed a certain kind of air or drunk a certain kind 
of water the whole of your life, it is difficult indeed to im-
agine any other air or water. But this is what we must do.”
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ple who speak most loudly about diversity 
and inclusion are typically talking about 
skin colour, gender, or some other super-
ficial marker of identity. 

They entertain no notion whatsoever 
of inclusion or diversity when it comes to 
any substantive value. One can be differ-
ent in all sorts of ways, but not, heaven 
forbid, different in thought or belief or tra-
dition or culture.

This is of no use. If we are to defend 
humanity’s humanity we must take back 
these words from the supercilious peo-
ple who use them most – who make them 
mean their opposite, indeed – and make 
them mean something new and serious. 

This requires not merely accepting but 
embracing true diversity and true inclusion, 
and this means, in turn, embracing those 
who may not think at all like us, or whose 
values are fundamentally at odds with ours. 

And the more we find others to be stran-
gers in these ways, the more important it is 
for us to overcome our proclivities. 

History – never to be ignored

My third concern here is maybe the most 
important. Perhaps I should have put it 
first. This has to do with history. History, 
as we will always find in all circumstanc-
es, is once again our friend. 

We share a tendency across the West 
to ignore or dismiss the histories of non–
Western peoples. If you doubt I am being 
fair in saying this, pick up a mainstream 
newspaper and study how it treats Pales-
tinians, Iranians, Russians, Venezuelans. 

Note my choice of examples. Our so-
cieties are typically inclined to erase the 
histories of those we stand against. This 
is a very pernicious practice leading to all 
sorts of problems. Deny the history of an-
other people and we deny those people – 
their complexity, their aspirations, indeed, 
in the end their humanity. 

We so license ourselves to affix a label 
to them – “terrorist state,” “oligarchy,” 
“theocracy,” what have you – and there is 
no more need to understand them. Their 
histories instantly disappear. We have, in 
a word dehumanized them.  

The obvious project here is to allow 
others their histories. This is instantly 

transforming. Look what happens in the 
ready-to-hand case of the Palestinians of 
Gaza, when we put the present crisis in the 
context of 1948. 

Our understanding is immediately 
changed. We have, in our terms today, de-
Westernized our perspective on this ques-
tion. And this is why, I have to add, we 
are encouraged – incessantly, relentlessly, 
every day – to leave the history of this cri-
sis out of it. 

Example: China
If we are to defend the humanity of hu-
manity properly, we must be willing to 
acknowledge that humanity has countless 
different histories, all of which we must 
honour as valid. In this cause I urge we 
make ourselves vigilant, vigorous defend-
ers of history, insisting, in whatever cir-
cumstance we find ourselves, that it can 
never be left out.

As another example of what I mean, we 
must look at a nation’s system, a system 
such as China’s, and refrain from conclud-
ing without elaboration or reflection that it 

is objectionably “authoritarian” and con-
tent ourselves to say it is run – as I read in 
The Times of London the other day – “by 
a totalitarian clique.” 

If we propose to defend humanity’s 
humanity and indeed our own, to think 
in this way is a hopeless case. It is fail-
ure right out of the box. This may be what 
China looks like to the unreconstructed 
Western mind, but it amounts to a cartoon 
rendering of reality. It is no longer accept-
able, if ever it was, on two grounds. 

One, if we persist in cultivating our 
blindness to this extent we will lose touch 
with the 21st century and all its currents. 
Two and more obviously, we will fail ut-
terly to understand others. 

In the case of China, you have to look 
not at a map of the mainland, one, but a 
great pile of maps from different periods. 
Then you see that China has a long history 
of tension and conflict between integration 
and disintegration, going back many cen-
turies, such that the China of one period 
scarcely resembles the China of another. 

Maintaining territorial integrity and 
defending China’s sovereignty has been a 
constant challenge over a long, long pe-

riod of time. With these maps and what 
we learn from them in mind, we can un-
derstand why a strong centralised govern-
ment has been so long part of Chinese re-
ality and why it is broadly accepted even 
among Beijing’s domestic critics. 

And we can then see that the unity and 
integration of the present-day People’s 
Republic is a great achievement. 

As part of this achievement, I will add, 
we find the guiding precepts by which 
modern China conducts itself among oth-
ers.  I am thinking here of Zhou Enlai’s 
famous Five Principles, formulated in 
1954, about which most Westerners know 
as much as they know of Chinese history 
– more or less nothing.

Respect for territorial integrity and sov-
ereignty, non-aggression, noninterference 
in others’ internal affairs, interacting to 
mutual benefit, peaceful coexistence: This 
makes five. These are irrefutably admira-
ble ideas. 

They are 21st century ideas, too. And 
they arise out of China’s long experience 
throughout its history. 

De-Westernization of history
As I reflect on them, I will mention, an-
other passage in Nietzsche comes to mind. 
I have a lot of “Fritz,” as his family called 
him, for you today, because he was greatly 
concerned with the matter of what made 
us Western and the need to transcend our 
“Westernness.” 

A word often associated with him is 
“perspectivism.” It means the capacity to 
see from the perspectives of others, and I 
have long argued this is paramount among 
our imperatives if we are to make any kind 
of success of the 21st century.  

This is from Twilight of the Idols. It 
bears more or less directly on our task of 
de-Westernizing ourselves:

The whole of the West no longer 
possesses the instincts out of which 
institutions grow, out of which a fu-
ture grows: Perhaps nothing antag-
onises its ‘modern spirit’ so much. 
One lives for the day, one lives very 
fast, one lives very irresponsibly: 
Precisely this is called ‘freedom.’ 
That which makes an institution an 
institution is despised, hated, re-
pudiated: One fears the danger of 
a new slavery the moment the word 
‘authority’ is even spoken out loud. 
That is how far decadence has ad-
vanced in the value-instincts of our 
politicians, of our political parties: 
Instinctively they prefer what disin-
tegrates, what hastens the end.

Think about this. These are the remarks of 
someone who has rowed his boat beyond 
the shore, turned back, and saw something 
other than what he was supposed to see. 

“De-Westernizing ourselves” 
continued from page 8

“Deny the history of another people and we deny those peo-
ple – their complexity, their aspirations, indeed, in the end 
their humanity. We so license ourselves to affix a label to 
them – ‘terrorist state,’ ‘oligarchy,’ ‘theocracy,’ what have 
you – and there is no more need to understand them. Their 
histories instantly disappear. We have, in a word dehuman-
ized them.”
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I have one further point to make in the 
matter of history.

When I urge we value and defend it, I 
do not mean merely remembering. Memory 
and history are closely related, and this re-
lationship is among my favorite topics. Here 
I will say only that when we speak of de-
fending history and making use of it, I mean 
making sure we attend to written history. We 
must insist on de-Westernizing our histories 
by insisting that events now neglected – al-
Nakba a prime example – are neither mini-
mised nor distorted nor excluded altogether.  

When Nietzsche wrote of taking off the 
garb of the West he did not mean we had 
to forget who we are or in any way surren-
der our identities. Quite the opposite. The 
exercise was intended as a process of self-
discovery, not self-denial. Culture is part 
of what it means to be human, and as we 
learn to honor the cultures of others we 
must also honor our own. 

And so, as we think about de-West-
ernizing our consciousness we must also 
think of “re-Westernizing” ourselves. 

A return to the ideals of the  
Enlightenment – but without nostalgia

Here I want to put forward a radical idea. 
In the mid-19th century, as the West 

was industrialising and learning to place 
its faith in science, the Enlightenment, the 
Age of Reason, gave way to the Age of 
Materialism. Our age is an extension of 
this latter, fair to say. Material consump-
tion is an abiding value now. We honor the 
market as if it always knows best – as if it 
can do our thinking for us, as if what the 
market dictates will always yield the right 
outcome.

We have, in other words, more or less 
lost sight of the ideals of the Enlighten-
ment. We profess to live by them, but as I 
noted in an earlier lecture, every age pro-
fesses rather hollowly to honor the values 
of the preceding age even as it has aban-
doned them.

Here I will invoke Nietzsche’s notion 
of the revaluation of all values.

When I speak of re-Westernization as 
the companion of de-Westernization, and 
both in the cause of defending the human-
ity of humanity, I am proposing nothing 

less than the transcendence of the values 
we inherit from the Age of Materialism 
and a return to the ideals our societies left 
behind when, as Western nations industri-
alised, “progress” acquired aspects of an 
ideological cult. We have ever since mis-
taken material progress for progress by 
way of our values – the progress altogeth-
er of humanity. 

We are left now with all the gadgets 
we can think of but, as the Zionists grim-
ly remind us, we find our conduct toward 
one another as barbaric as it ever was. 
Steve Jobs used to boast that Apple was 
going to “change the world.” How impov-
erished can our thinking get? Technolo-
gies – cellular telephones and all the rest 
– have changed nothing that has to do with 
human values. If you consider the Gaza 
case, technologies have changed the world 
by going some way to destroying human 
values.

The Enlightenment’s ideals – human-
ism, rational thought, natural law, tolera-
tion, “liberty, equality, fraternity,” and so 
on – are what we in the West can bring to 
the world not unlike the way China offers 

the world its Five Principles. I am not talk-
ing about, I must hasten to add, any kind 
of nostalgic return to the past. I am talking 
about a return to ourselves.

Here I have to take care to qualify my 
thinking. 

There are some very intelligent people 
who tell us that the Enlightenment project 
was, in fact, a misconceived failure and 
the source of a lot of the problems human-
ity has since faced. It was from the En-
lightenment, this argument runs, that there 
arose the impulse to universalise Western 
civilization as the glorious destination of 
all humanity. The extent to which Enlight-
enment thinkers such as Thomas Jefferson 
elevated the individual to a position of 
sovereignty seems to me another problem. 

John Gray, a British intellectual, pub-
lished a book called Enlightenment’s 
Wake in 1995 and in it went a long way 
toward demolishing commonly accepted 
notions of what the Enlightenment was 
about. I not only acknowledge this line of 
thinking. I endorse many aspects of it. 

And this is why I bring Nietzsche’s no-
tion of revaluing our values into the mat-

ter. The Enlightenment’s ideals are endur-
ing. It is how they were interpreted and 
applied that produced the failures. Ho Chi 
Minh admired Jefferson’s Declaration. 
But America betrayed Ho, let’s not forget.  
Jefferson, to go straight to the point, was 
a slave owner.

I speak, then, of the manifestation of 
Enlightenment values in a new, 21st cen-
tury context. This may appear a bold idea, 
but there is nothing terribly complicated 
here. Advancing beyond the values of the 
Materialist Age is, yes, a new thought. But 
I am talking merely about revaluing – and 
so living up to – ideals we continue to pro-
fess but abjectly fail to honor. Living up to 
these ideals means, before it means any-
thing else at all, acting according to them 
while not imposing them on anyone else. 
You cannot profess liberty – and certainly 
not democracy – while insisting others ac-
cept your version of these. 

This is what I mean by “re-Westerni-
zation” as the companion of our de-West-
ernization project, and both in the cause of 
defending the humanity of humanity.	 •
This is an edited version of the second of two lec-
tures the author gave recently on “Defending the 
Humanity of Humanity.” He spoke 10 October 
2024 at Current Concerns in Switzerland. This 
version was first published 14 Ocotber at Consor-
tiumNews. 

“De-Westernizing ourselves” 
continued from page 9

“If you consider the Gaza case, technologies have changed 
the world by going some way to destroying human values.
The Enlightenment’s ideals – humanism, rational thought, 
natural law, toleration, ‘liberty, equality, fraternity,’ and so 
on – are what we in the West can bring to the world not un-
like the way China offers the world its Five Principles.”
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“Land and conquest”
Where there is no law

by Cara Marianna*

My first impression of Israel, as I sat in 
a taxi and looked out the window on an 
early evening in April of this year, was 
shock. Much of the land I rode through on 
the way from Ben Gurion Airport to Jeru-
salem was, in a word: ugly. It was barren 
and dry with little to distinguish it except 
for high-rise buildings in the near dis-
tance. Urban sprawl appeared out of con-
trol as new construction gobbled up the 
fragile terrain. It wasn’t until the taxi as-
cended into the Judaean Mountains north 
and west of Jerusalem that the landscape 
was transformed into a rugged kind of 
beauty.

Obsessive displaying of Israeli flags
Even at this, the startling number of Israe-
li flags hanging from light poles that line 
the freeways and overpasses on the drive 
to Jerusalem did nothing to improve the 
view. I didn’t fully comprehend this ob-
sessive display of the national flag until, 
some days later, it was explained to me by 
a child in Hebron.

“The flag is all they have,” ten-year old 
Sofia told me. “And guns.”

I would come to understand the Israe-
li flag – to say nothing of the guns, or all 
the other weaponry – as a symbol of an 
insecure people. The blue Star of David 
on its white field is everywhere surround-
ing Old Jerusalem. Israelis fly their flag 
from cars and apartment balconies, shop-
ping centres, intersections … anywhere 
and everywhere there is a place to hang 
it. It is, to put it quite bluntly, the attempt 
of a frightened people to proclaim their 
dominance – just as they are now doing 
with their bombing raids in Gaza, Leba-
non, Syria, and the West Bank. One wish-
es they would be content with the flag. But 
it is impossible that Israel should be con-
tent merely to fly its national flag given all 
that it stands for: conquest, ethnic cleans-
ing, and now genocide. The very presence 
of the Israeli flag implies the imperative 
of violence for a nation that has nothing 
more.

This compulsion to fly flags, to mark 
and claim territory, reminded me of Amer-
ican astronauts Neil Armstrong and Buzz 
Aldrin planting the Stars and Stripes on 
the moon in the summer of 1969. On one 

hand it is meaningless, pure hubris. But on 
the other hand: the Israeli flag – like the 
American flag – is a deadly serious sym-
bol. It functions like a chess-piece in the 
opening gambit in a life-and-death strug-
gle over the land of Palestine.

Further Israeli land seizures
The sudden appearance of an Israeli flag 
on a hilltop in the West Bank indicates 
that another land grab is in process. It 
begins when the Israeli occupation force 
seizes an area of land and establishes an 
outpost. Next, a flag appears along with 
a military observation tower. Very soon a 
new illegal settlement springs up around 
both. And from that settlement atop a hill 
violence rains down upon the Palestinians 
living nearby. It is almost as if the Israeli 
flag itself is the very wellspring of all the 
racist brutality that flows from the apart-
heid Jewish state.

I am writing here about land. The flag 
being merely a symbol of Israel’s settler-
colonial project. The Israeli pursuit of 
total conquest turns the land into a battle 
ground where violence is directed against 
the Palestinian people and against the land 
itself.

Abu Hamed resists
When I was in the West Bank city of al-
Bireh, I met a man named Abu Hamed, 
not his real name. Abu Hamed was ac-
tive in local politics during the 1970s. He 

worked with others in his community and 
throughout the West Bank to build eco-
nomic independence and organise resist-
ance to Israel’s illegal military occupa-
tion. He was successful enough that the 
Israelis arrested him. They drove Abu 
Hamed into the desert and left him there 
along with six other people. Together the 
seven men crossed into Jordan on foot. 
Abu Hamed spent the next 20 years in 
exile, first in Jordan and then in Lebanon, 
where he worked with the PLO. His sons 
grew up without their father.

For many generations, Abu Hamed’s 
prosperous family has owned large tracts 
of land and olive groves in the West Bank. 
Much of it has been stolen and is now occu-
pied by settlers. Fifteen years ago, he plant-
ed new olive trees in one of his remaining 
groves. This year, during the Muslim holy 
days of Eid al-Adha, 16 to 18 June, settlers 
burned his young olive trees.

‘Olives trees are holy creatures for us’
One of Abu Hamed’s sons, a journal-
ist whose name I cannot share, made a 
video of his father standing in the burned 
grove. This is what Abu Hamed said: “Ol-
ives trees are holy creatures for us. No-
body burns them. Even if they are cold, 
they won’t cut a tree to heat themselves or 
their homes.”

His son asked, “Why do you think 
they burned the land? Why do you think 

*	 Cara Marianna is a writer and co-editor for 
The Floutist (https://thefloutist.substack.com/). 
She publishes her own newsletter Winter Wheat 
(https://winterwheat.substack.com/). She is an 
artist and has a PhD in American Studies. In 
spring 2024, she travelled to Palestine and began 
her series “Palestinian Voices” (https://winter-
wheat.substack.com/s/palestinian-voices). 

“Flags and guns are all they have”. The wall of Old Jerusalem  
(pictures Cara Marianna, 2024)

continued on page 12
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they burn the farmland and the olive trees 
across the West Bank?”

Abu Hamed replied, “They don’t want 
to see either our trees or us, we as a peo-
ple. They don’t want to see our people in 
their land.”

And then Abu Hamed, who was 92 
years old when the video was made said, 
“I need fifteen years more to start these 
trees again.”

Shepherds and farmers  
from al-Mughayyir

Two days after my visit with Abu Hamed, 
I drove with my guide and translator to 
speak with shepherds and farmers from 
the village of al-Mughayyir. We met on 
the road outside of the village and spent 
an hour together on a hillside in the shade 
of an olive tree drinking coffee made over 
a small fire. I listened to their stories and 
took notes.

Kathem, one of the olive growers, was 
the spokesperson and our village guide 
that day. “We used to graze our herds on 
open land near the settlement,” he told me. 
“Since 7 October settlers have been taking 
our land. They put tents on the land and 
steal our herds. Because they don’t let us 
graze on our land, we have to buy fodder 
to feed the animals and their health isn’t 
good. Our animals are suffering.”

Kathem continued:
“We had thirty wells near the settle-

ment. All have been destroyed. They pol-
luted the water and filled them with rocks. 
Now we have to haul water. It costs 100 
shekels to deliver water. They shoot the 
water tanks and puncture them. Or they 
steal the tanks.”

The other men listened quietly and 
smoked cigarettes while Kathem spoke. 
A young shepherd boy with an engaging 
smile, the son of one of the men, joined 
us. My interpreter translated and I scrib-
bled notes. Someone added fuel to the 
small fire and refilled my cup of coffee.

“My cousin, they took his sheep and 
goats,” Kathem said as he pointed to a 

man wearing a green sweatshirt. “He had 
120 animals. It was his entire herd.” An-
other man handed me his phone. On it 
were photographs of sheep and goats lying 
dead in a field. They had clearly been shot. 
Settlers routinely steal herds and shoot 
any animals that try to escape or run away. 
They also kill sheep dogs.

‘They shoot at us’
“For the olives,” Kathem continued, 
“none of the land near the village was 
harvested this year. Olive oil is a main 
source of income for us. The village 
lost a lot of money.” When I asked why 
the olives hadn’t been harvested he ex-
plained, “Since October, they won’t let 
us near our land. They shoot at us if we 
get close.”

Kathem had recently been given a grant 
from a farming cooperative to plant new 
olive trees. “I planted 100 little trees and 
they are all destroyed.” Settlers brought 
their sheep to Kathem’s olive grove to eat 
the young trees. They all died. “I have an-

other piece of land with grapes,” he said. 
“But I can’t get to it because the soldiers 
will shoot.”

Jewish settlers  
attack and bully the farmers 

I heard the same story from Bedouin shep-
herds in the village of Umm al–Khier, in 
the South Hebron Hills. One can hear this 
story all over the West Bank.

There is often little apparent distinc-
tion between soldiers and settlers who 
have been given uniforms and military-
grade weapons. Indeed, settlers often 
raid al–Mughayyir wearing military uni-
forms. Villagers quickly learned to distin-
guish between the two: “All we have to do 
is look at their shoes,” Kathem said. “The 
army doesn’t issue military boots with the 
uniforms.”

Settlers appear to enjoy playing at 
being soldiers. In another common bul-
lying tactic, settlers dress as soldiers and 
order shepherds off of their land. But just 
as commonly settlers remain dressed in 
civilian clothing as they bully shepherds. 
When these illegal incidents are later re-
ported, the same settlers don military uni-
forms and, in a sadistic cat-and-mouse 
game, mockingly “investigate” their own 
crimes. The villagers, who recognise their 
victimisers, are powerless to do anything 
and have no legal recourse.

As one of the shepherds said, sharing a 
thought I had not considered, “They want 
people to hate themselves. That’s why 
they harass and humiliate people.” But the 
same man, who clearly did not hate him-
self, also told me, “I like being a shepherd. 
My father and grandfather were shep-
herds. It’s inherited.”

“‘Land and conquest’” 
continued from page 11

The olive groves and farmlands of al-Mughayyir.

“It is, to put it quite bluntly, the attempt of a frightened 
people to proclaim their dominance – just as they are now 
doing with their bombing raids in Gaza, Lebanon, Syria, 
and the West Bank. One wishes they would be content with 
the flag. But it is impossible that Israel should be content 
merely to fly its national flag given all that it stands for: 
conquest, ethnic cleansing, and now genocide. The very 
presence of the Israeli flag implies the imperative of vio-
lence for a nation that has nothing more.”

continued on page 13
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The occupying troops watch idly
After finishing our coffee, we returned 
to the car and drove some five kilometres 
into the village. Kathem accompanied us, 
pointing out blackened areas along the 
road where settlers had set cars on fire six 
weeks earlier.

For two days in April, 12 and 13, set-
tlers rampaged1 through al–Mughayyir 
and numerous other villages, throwing 
rocks and shooting people. Such raids 
are frequent. During the April raid one 
villager was killed, at least twenty-five 
were injured. Cars and houses were set 
on fire and sheep were stolen. The Israeli 
occupation forces stood by and watched. 
Soldiers fired tear gas and rubber bullets 
to disperse villagers who had gathered to 
defend themselves. Much of the damage 
was still clearly visible on the day I vis-
ited the community.

Al–Mughayyir stands on the shoulder 
of a hill overlooking a fertile valley to the 
north and east. Kathem took us to a house 
on the edge of the village where, stand-
ing on a second floor terrace, we could 
look out over the farmland below. Spread 
across the valley were wheat fields, olive 
groves, grape vineyards, peach and al-
mond trees, greenhouses, vegetable fields.

Ethnic cleansing
Two illegal settlements were visible in the 
near distance: Adei Ad to the north and 
Mal’achei Hashalom, to the east. Any vil-
lagers approaching the farmland risked 
being shot at by soldiers or settlers. Since 
2022, the Israeli military had prevented 
villagers from using the main road that 
cuts through the valley, thus preventing 
them from accessing their fields, groves, 
and grazing land on the far side. Since 7 
October and the April raids, the villagers 
have lost access to the fields on the near 
side of the road – virtually all of their ag-
ricultural lands.

The ethnic cleansing of the smaller 
Bedouin and Muslim communities sur-
rounding al–Mughayyir has been under 
way since at least 2019. Settler violence 
has forced numerous communities to 
abandon their lands and homes. As report-
ed2 by +972 Magazine – an independent 
journal run by Palestinian and Israeli jour-
nalists doing some of the best commen-
tary and reporting from the region – “set-
tlers weaponise shepherding as a means 
to take over Palestinians’ land and force 
them out.”

Kathem pointed to the east and said:
“All of the land reaching to the Jordan 

Valley, no one can access it. When I was 
young we used to go to the Jordan Valley 
every Friday. Now we can’t even cross the 
road. We can’t access our land”.

As we stood on the terrace looking 
across the valley, the matron of the house 
carried coffee out to us on a tray. It was 
thick and dark and served in what must 
have been her best ceramic demitasse 
cups. “Last week they shot at our house,” 
she told me. “The kids were inside. I was 
sitting out here on the terrace when they 
started shooting. They broke one of our 
windows.”

We sipped coffee and looked out over 
the land. “I have a wheat field there,” she 
gestured. “I have goats. Now I have to 
keep them penned and buy food for them. 
They are losing weight and getting sick. 
We have to sell sheep and goats to feed 
the other animals.” She later showed us 
her sheep which were languishing in stalls 
below the house. These were small dark 
pens where normally the animals would 
have spent only the coldest weeks of win-
ter.

‘They are a destruction machine’
Kathem looked at me. “They are made 
to destroy,” he said, the anger visible on 
his face. “They are a destruction ma-
chine. They kill, they steal, they take 
everything. Everyone in the world wants 
peace and stability,” Kathem said. “They 
don’t. They want to kill and steal.” He 
pointed to the top of a nearby hill where 
I could see an Israeli flag and military 
outpost. Beyond it was another small 
settlement.

Few Palestinians I met would name the 
occupier. Rarely would a Palestinian utter 
the words “Israel” or “Israeli,” as if to do 
so might invoke their presence or intensi-
fy their brutality. It seems best to leave the 
evil unnamed. “They” has all the force of 

a four-letter word in the West Bank. But 
perhaps, now I think about it, this refusal 
to name the occupier was how Palestinians 
denied Israel’s legitimacy.

Ugly. It was my first and lingering im-
pression of Israel. As Abu Hamed might 
say: “Olive trees are not sacred to them.” 
Nor indeed it seemed, as I listened to the 
shepherds of al–Mughayyir, is anything 
else.	 •
1	 https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/

news/2024/04/state-backed-deadly-rampage-
by-israeli-settlers-underscores-urgent-need-to-
dismantle-apartheid/

2	 https://www.972mag.com/area-c-ethnic-cleans-
ing-settler-violence/

This is an extended and revised version of a lecture 
on “Voices of restistance” the author gave on 5 Oc-
tober at Current Concerns in Switzerland. This ex-
tended and revised version was first published by 
The Floutist on 11 October 2024.

“‘Land and conquest’” 
continued from page 12

The Floutist
We started The Floutist four years ago 
as place to publish our work with com-
plete independence. We also opened it 
to others whose work we found wor-
thy and have been honoured to pub-
lish various distinguished voices over 
the years. The Floutist’s focus is inter-
national affairs, but we are pleased 
to wander into other topics when oc-
casions arise. We publish as a newslet-
ter on the Substack platform. We are 
reader-supported. We make some of 
our work available to all readers. We 
appreciate those who join us as paid 
subscribers.

Patrick Lawrence and Cara Marianna

https://thefloutist.substack.com/

The shepherds of al-Mughayyir.
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What we have been for others remains
‘Dead are only those who are forgotten’ (Joseph Christian von Zedlitz, 1829)

by Moritz Nestor

At the symposium “Trust as a fundamen-
tal value in psychiatry and psychothera-
py”, held on 6 September 2018 and organ-
ised by the Clinic Hohenegg in the Swiss 
town of Meilen, the greying, mentally vi-
vacious psychiatrist Luc Chiompi was 
asked: “Mr Chiompi, you have an over-
view of the entire era of the last fifty or 
sixty years: What do you think the next 
generation needs to revise in order to give 
more weight to models of partnership-
based treatment, including with people 
suffering from psychosis?”  

And with his answer, Luc Chiompi cre-
ated something lasting beyond death for 
us listeners and the next generation: 

I believe the people who work in 
psychiatry, at every level, right 
down to the reception staff, but 
then also down to the cleaning lady, 
down to the woman who says “good 
morning” to the patient – and up to 
the doctors, up to the directors, up 
to the managers, everyone who is 
part of it: They should work there 
only if they work with heart. I think 
that’s the central demand. Without 
heart – I think it’s understandable 
what I mean by that, I could say a 
lot more about it – you simply can’t 
work in psychiatry – especially not 
in management, and not anywhere 
else either if you don’t have empa-
thy, compassion, which is what it’s 
all about: It’s not about optimising 
profits. It’s not about reputation. 
It’s not about all sorts of things. It’s 
about helping these people in need. 

And there is perhaps one more 
thing I can say that is part of this: I 
am convinced that it is necessary for 
us to allow ourselves to be touched 
– for example, in a conversation 
at the reception desk or wherever, 
to be personally touched by what 
is happening to this person. Eve-
rything else is not unimportant, of 
course. It would be nonsense to say 
that. Everything else has a foun-
dation. And I think that’s what you 
have to demand and what you can 
demand. 

And while I have the floor, I 
would like to “throw a cobblestone 
into the lake” and say very provoc-
atively: For twenty or thirty years, 
a spirit has entered society, a spir-
it has entered psychiatry, which in 
my opinion is an evil spirit. Namely 
the whole digitalisation, the whole 
evaluation, the whole, dare I say it, 
“managerial plague”. The manage-

rial plague. It’s something devastat-
ing. Everyone should stand up and 
say in a revolutionary way: This 
must not happen. This is not the top 
priority. The top priority is what I 
said earlier.

A long, large and grateful round of ap-
plause from the entire hall honoured the 
old colleague who had just exposed the 
heart of a devoted humanist who loved 
people. It was the quintessence of the 
life of an old-school psychiatrist who had 
painfully witnessed the devastating onset 
of what we call “biological psychiatry.” I 
will always remember him and what he 
said back then: This is something he will 
be as a human being for others, even after 
he has died. It will outlive him and will 
remain, because it touches us humans as 
if we would living forever.

At the funeral of a dear friend some 
time ago, someone said, “She’s over it 

now.” He was referring to her serious ill-
ness. She passed away, yet he spoke this 
sentence as if she were alive. What is it 
with us humans that death is not as ab-
solute an end as we “enlightened” people 
would like to think?

When a person has grown up with his 
brother for 20 years and has shared every-
thing with him, 24 hours a day, 365 days a 
year for 20 years, in joy and sorrow, from 
a very young age to adulthood…You did 
everything together, in fights and quarrels 
and strife but also with appreciation, love, 
and joy in doing things together, in work-
ing and arguing with each other, in doing 
things for the world by which you grow as 
young adults. On this path, as an 18-year-
old, I have never forgotten being touched 
in the heart by my brother on the most dif-
ficult question of us humans: How I said 
to him without thinking that war comes 
from human nature and that we should 

“He who lives in the memory of his loved ones is not 
dead, he is only distant; dead is only he who is forgotten.”  
Joseph Christian von Zedlitz, Der Stern von Sevilla (The Star of 

Seville), 1829, Act 4, Scene 7  
 
“But there probably never was a righteous soul who could 
endure the thought that with death everything would end, 
and whose noble mind had not elevated itself to the hope 
of the future.”   
Immanuel Kant, Dreams of a Visionary Explained by Dreams of 

Metaphysics, 1766  
 
“The only thing of importance, when we depart, will be 
the traces of love we have left behind…. Whatever good a 
person gives to the world is not lost.”  
Albert Schweitzer (1875–1965) 
 
“Our aesthetic emotions and views, perhaps the strong-
est driving force behind achievements, have eternal value 
only if they flow in the stream of evolution for the benefit 
of humanity.”  
Alfred Adler, Sinn des Lebens, 1933 (What Life Should Mean to 

You, 1931)

continued on page 15
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look only to the children. He made a ges-
ture that surprised me, as if he were hold-
ing a newborn baby in his arms – looked at 
it and said: “No, this little creature doesn’t 
have war in it: It’s good, not evil.” I was 
mortified by this kind gesture and agreed 
with him. That changed my spiritual life.

All human beings come into this world, 
and even before they arrive, there is a 
small ciecle of fellow human beings, the 
first people, with whom they grow into life 
together. By whom they are introduced to 
life and with whom they are introduced 
to life, a piece of this natural commu-
nity of the inhabited world comes into 
being. When one brother takes a differ-
ent path from the other, for whatever rea-
son, there is a rift. And they 
don’t see each other again 
for 30 years. The brother is 
“gone” for the brother. He is 
not dead. But what lives in 
the heart of what my broth-
er was before he “left” is 
as alive in these 30 years, 
and today as what lives in 
us from the deceased friend 
we buried when she “got 
over it.” When I think today 
that humans are good, the 
first thing I always see is the 
brother back then, who is no 
longer there and who is still 
there, looking at the little 
pretend being in his arms 
and being sure that this lit-
tle human is not evil, that 
war does not come from our 
being.

Whether a person has 
died, or whether he or she 
is simply separated from us 
and living somewhere else, 
whether a relationship has 
broken off, it doesn’t mat-
ter: We remain inwardly, 

spiritually connected. So the brother, the 
living one, and the deceased live in my 
heart.

How strongly people live in my heart, 
how much another person lives or does not 
live in my inner self, does not depend on 
whether he is alive or dead, whether he has 
been dead for 300 years or died only five 
minutes ago, or whether he lives on an-
other continent and is separated from me. 
By the same token, people can live side by 
side and it is as if the other person were 
dead. They don’t know anything about 
each other and the other person doesn’t 
exist inside them, as if the other person 
were not in this world. And yet they are.

But we humans can live not only in 
spiritual communion with people of flesh 
and blood whom we have known person-

ally, with whom we have lived together, 
whom we have touched, with whom we 
have spoken, with whom we have spent 
our entire lives. Even people with whom 
we have never lived together can “live” in 
our hearts. I can get to know Aristotle by 
reading his writings and by reading, think-
ing, and feeling my way into his thoughts 
– insofar as they have been preserved – 
as if he were alive today. I also learn to 
understand his time from contemporary 
witnesses, as far as they have survived. In 
this way, I can experience a human rela-
tionship with this person who died 2,500 
years ago as if he were alive. And there 
may even be more of a relationship with 
Aristotle than with someone alive today 
with whom I have nothing in common. 
And although I can no longer talk to him, 
a part of him lives in me. It doesn’t have to 
be the whole person. Even the people with 
whom we live  are not, as a whole, in our 
inner world. We usually know only a lit-
tle about others.

The fact is that we are only partly dead 
when we die. To know this, I don’t neces-
sarily have to believe in God or in life after 
death. What biology, chemistry, physics 
and medicine call an organism perishes at 
death. But something that allows us to sur-
vive death remains. Something of us that 
can last forever, that can outlast the tran-
sient biology. It is not materially describa-
ble, does not consist of a biological “sub-
stance”: I mean the spiritual personality of 
every human being. What we have been 
for others remains. What we have created 
for the good life of all after me, as if hu-
manity were eternal – this remains.	 •

As long as you live, you will be needed.  
May life not forget you,  
make sure that the deed by which you measured  
your strength does not disappear. 
 
Live that you may die hourly,  
In duty and joy strong and true.  
Not you – the work you began,  
Make indispensable to humanity!  
Erich Mühsam, Leitsatz, 1929. 

(Translations by Current Concerns.)

The second issue of the Swiss Hippocratic 
Society’s publication series contains three 
important texts on fundamental issues of 
health and economy of our current health-
care system and the central ethical and po-
litical-economic demands that arise from 
them: One, an interview with the Swiss econ-
omist Mascha Madörin, entitled: “Eine für 
das Gesundheitswesen passende Wirtschaft-
stheorie ist noch nicht gefunden” (“An eco-
nomic theory suitable for the healthcare sys-
tem has not yet been found”).

Two, the “ÄrzteCodex Medizin vor Ökon-
omie” published by the Deutschen Gesell-
schaft für Innere Medizin (German Socie-
ty of Internal Medicine) in 2017. Three, the 
statement issued by the Schweizerische Ge-
sellschaft für Allgemeine Innere Medizin 
(Swiss Society of General Internal Medicine) 
on 8 July 2021, which has also endorsed  the 
ÄrzteCodex. The statements address a long-
standing criticism of the priority given to 
economic considerations over patient wel-
fare and the safety of care and introduce 
new aspects into the discussion.

(Available from: Hippokratische Gesellschaft 
Schweiz, Wingertweg 3, 7215 Fanas, or at  

hgs.ch@gmx.ch. CHF/EUR 10.-).  
See also Current Concerns No. 10  

of 14 May 2024.

“What we have been …” 
continued from page 14


