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“Maduro has been captured”.
Sovereignty was the object of this intervention

Trump said it without hesitation, with the
casualness with which one announces the
result of a game of golf: “Maduro has been
captured.” Not arrested, not deposed, not
defeated. Captured. A term from the world
of bounty hunters, not international law.
And already taken out of the country like a
bulky parcel. In one fell swoop, Venezue-
la has gone from being a sovereign state to
a criminal theatre, and its president from
head of government to international prison-
er. All without a declaration of war, without
a vote in Congress, without a public debate
worthy of the name. A single social media
post is enough: Geopolitics is now played
out on Truth Social, Donald Trump’s social
media platform.

This narrative has been tried and tested
for decades and is reassuring in its brutal-
ity: Maduro is not a president but a boss,
Venezuela is not a country but a den of
thieves, the operation is not a war but an
international mission. It is the world po-
lice who are striking. But when war dis-
guises itself as a police operation, the last
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fare and the role of intelligence agencies in mod-
ern politics.

by Giuseppe Gagliano*
remaining barrier collapses: sovereignty.
And when the sovereignty of one individ-
ual collapses, the sovereignty of all others
is threatened.

The comparison is obvious: Panama in
1989, when Manuel Noriega was picked
up like a troublesome parcel. But Vene-
zuela is not Panama, and Maduro is not
Noriega. This is not just about one man
who has been overthrown, but about an
entire system that must be dismantled.
What we have here is oil, a long history
of sanctions, economic strangulation, re-
mote-controlled opposition and, above
all, a clear message: If we consider you
a criminal, we can arrest you anywhere.
Any thought of a proper trial is ignored,
as is international law.

There is one detail that many people
deliberately overlook: If Maduro was in-
deed captured, someone within the Ven-
ezuelan system opened the door. Betray-
al, collapse, complicity? In any case, it is
not simply a victory. It is the beginning
of a huge problem. Because removing the
top leadership from power does not mean
gaining control over what remains. Often,
it means creating chaos that was previous-
ly prevented — for better or worse — by a
central power.

Here is the real crux of the matter, which
remains unmentioned in official statements:
The real crux turns on Venezuela’s resourc-
es. The political disempowerment of the
Venezuelan regime is neither a moral act
nor an act of universal justice. It is a cold,

Venezuela is the victim of the arrogant
US military aggression waged in viola-
tion of the UN Charter and basic prin-
ciples of international law. It should be
condemned as an unacceptable act of
aggression, demonstration of the pol-
icy of force and extremely dangerous
precedent. It is the opening of the Pan-
dora box, threatening by global disor-
der and chaos. There is no justification
to undertake aggression, abduction
and imprisonment of the legitimate
head of an independent and sover-
eign state. Statements that the for-

Opening Pandora’s box
by Zivadin Jovanovic, 4 January 2026

eign country will run the country-vic-
tim, any period of the time, are all but
announcing of an illegal occupation of
another country by military force. The
real cause and objective is to install a
vassal government, put under direct
control extraordinary natural resourc-
es of Venezuela, particularly reserves
of oil, deprive the country of an inde-
pendent internal and foreign policy
and equitable cooperation with other
countries, as well as, to threaten and
suppress other independent countries
of the region.

structural economic decision that has been
planned for a long time in Washington. If a
country possesses an exceptional quantity
of strategic resources, politics and econom-
ics are inextricably linked, as are econom-
ics and security. An attack on the top means
severing the chain of command that regu-
lates access to wealth.

Venezuela remains an unrealized en-
ergy superpower. Its uniqueness lies not
in scarcity but in abundance: It has the
world’s largest certified reserves of petro-
leum, most of which are difficult to extract
and therefore require technology, capital,
and a stable industrial-supply chain. The
problem for Washington is not Caracas’s
low oil production. The problem is rath-
er that the small quantities of oil extract-
ed are being instrumentalised for political
purposes. And this future potential, if un-
leashed, could fundamentally alter region-
al power balances and global markets.

Maduro has turned energy into an in-
strument of geopolitical resistance.
Opaque contracts, barter deals, triangular
relationships with China, Russia, and Iran,
payments outside the Western system, sys-
tematic circumvention of sanctions. A sur-
vival economy that is not only economic
but also protected by military and securi-
ty apparatuses. As long as the leadership
remains in place, this parallel architec-
ture can continue to exist. “Normalisa-
tion” does not come about through nego-
tiations, but through the elimination of the
control mechanism.

Targeting the boss therefore means re-
opening the market. A Venezuela that is
willing to negotiate is useful: It grants li-
cences, reissues concessions, and guar-
antees investments. A Venezuela that ne-
gotiates without relinquishing sovereign
control over its resources is useless and
dangerous. It demonstrates its resilience,
its ability to circumvent the dollar and
to survive sanctions. This is taboo, and
Washington cannot afford it.

In addition to oil, there is also the ques-
tion of strategic raw materials. Although
Venezuela is not yet a lithium hub, as are
Bolivia or Chile, it does have deposits, de-
velopment potential and, above all, areas
with insufficient regulation — ideal condi-

continued on page 2
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No democracy can survive without
freedom and open exchange of opinions

Interview with National Councillor Franz Griiter

mw. The outrageous
act of the EU Coun-
cil to place citizens
with undesirable
opinions on sanc-
tions lists, in disre-
gard of mandatory
international law,
with far-reaching
consequences for
their freedom and
Sfundamental rights, was revealed in the
last issue of Current Concerns.'

It is bad enough that the undemocrat-
ic and unwilling EU elite flouts its own
Charter of Fundamental Rights, the Char-
ter of the United Nations, the Internation-
al Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
and the European Convention on Human
Rights (ECHR). What is particularly
alarming for us Swiss is the fact that the
Federal Council, as the guardian of citi-
zens’ freedoms and rights mandated by the
Federal Constitution, is rubber-stamping
Brussels’ misdeeds and not lifting a finger
to help Jacques Baud and Nathalie Yamb,
two Swiss citizens who are being sanc-
tioned by the EU. We do not want to waste
time with the convoluted and absurd accu-

Franz Griiter
(picture ma)

sations coming out of Brussels. It should
be noted that the two are accused of noth-
ing more than expressing their opinions.
With their astute geopolitical analyses,
they clearly have a great deal of expertise
at their disposal, which is not welcome in
EU-NATO countries, whether in relation
to Western colonialism in the countries of
the Sahel region or on the basis of their
own views on the Ukraine conflict.

We must resolutely defend ourselves
against this presumption from Brussels.
Two of us, National Councillor members
and members of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Jean-Luc Addor and Franz Griiter,
are leading the way with their interpel-
lations to the Federal Council.* Current
Concerns spoke with National Councillor
Griiter. In this conversation, it becomes
clear that the Federal Council’s “inac-
tion” is in reality a far-advanced entan-
glement in Brussels’ disastrous spider web
— for the purpose of state surveillance of
the opinions expressed by all citizens.

The Federal Council’s planned “Secu-
rity Policy Strategy 2026 is heading in
the same disastrous direction, with plans
to eliminate unpopular opinions under the
label of “influence activities and disinfor-

mation”. The consultation period runs
until 31 March 2026. It is high time!

Current Concerns: Mr Griiter, you have
submitted an interpellation to the Federal
Council, calling on it to finally do its duty
and protect Swiss citizen Jacques Baud.
Franz Griiter: This case really moved me
deeply. Above all, I was deeply moved
by the fact that it is precisely those peo-
ple, especially in the EU, who constant-
ly talk about democracy, freedom of ex-
pression, the rule of law and a community
of values, who are the ones trampling de-
mocracy and freedom of expression un-
derfoot. Under the banner of “disinforma-
tion”, censorship is being introduced and
people are being intimidated by showing
them: this is what happens when I express
my opinion freely. And that is why this
case moves me so much. I hope that pub-
lic pressure will continue to grow so that it
becomes clear that such machinations are
not acceptable in a free democratic state.
This is unworthy of a democracy.

Do you and National Councillor Jean-
Luc Addor, who has submitted another
continued on page 3

"

“’Maduro has been captured’ ...
continued from page 1

tions for the future extraction of lithium,
coltan, gold, and rare earths. In view of the
energy transition and the battle for supply
chains, the United States cannot accept that
new, critical hubs will come under perma-
nent Chinese or Russian influence.

It is no coincidence that Beijing has
been investing in infrastructure and loans
for years, accepting losses and delays to
consolidate its strategic presence. Mos-
cow uses Caracas as a geopolitical plat-
form and testing ground to circumvent
sanctions. As long as power remains con-
centrated, these agreements will remain
in force. If the leadership fails, everything
will be renegotiable. And vulnerable.

Added to this is the precedent. A coun-
try that survives sanctions, reduces its de-
pendence on the dollar and retains control
over its resources sends a dangerous signal
to other producers. Venezuela is not just a
Latin American case, but a potential exam-
ple of economic disobedience. Its destruc-
tion serves to confirm an unwritten rule:
Strategic resources must remain within a
controllable order. Those who leave it will
be brought back. By any means necessary.

And finally, American domestic policy.
The “war on drugs” provides the perfect

framework: It combines security, immi-
gration, crime, and voter consensus. But
behind the moral facade lies the real core:
stable energy prices, control of supply
chains and the containment of rival pow-
ers in the Western Hemisphere.

The real question is not whether Madu-
ro has been overthrown. It is what comes
next. History teaches us a lesson that
Washington always seems to forget: It is
easy to overthrow a man, but extremely
difficult to restore order. And when war is
sold as a sort of ethical cleansing, it usu-
ally leaves behind even more dirt. .
Sources and further reading
Original Italian source (La Fionda): https://www.la-

fionda.org/2026/01/03/maduro-e-stato-catturato-la-

sovranita-trasformata-in-retata/

Repost/aggregation referencing the original:
https://infosannio.com/2026/01/03/maduro-e-stato-
catturato-la-sovranita-trasformata-in-retata/
Reuters (Jan 12, 2026) on U.S. oil strategy and in-
vestment control signals:
https://www.reuters.com/business/energy/
trump-says-he-might-keep-exxon-out-venezue-
la-2026-01-12/

AP (same story, Jan 2026) on Exxon / U.S.-mediat-
ed access:
https://apnews.com/article/137a77039675¢6483a75
673f02138d0f
https://apnews.com/article/venezuela-us-oil-trump-
exxon-137a77039675¢6483a75673f02138d0f
Reuters (Jan 7, 2026) on oil sales / sanctions easing
(reported via CNBC):

https://www.reuters.com/business/energy/oil-sales-
venezuela-continue-indefinitely-sanctions-will-be-re-
duced-cnbc-reports-2026-01-07/

Reuters Breakingviews on reserves/claims complex-
ity (Jan 2026):

https://www.breakingviews.com/columns/consid-
ered-view/venezuelas-oil-claims-are-slick-goopy-
mess-2026-01-07/

Reuters Breakingviews on debt/oil-price constraint
(Jan 2026):

hitps://www.reuters.com/commentary/break-
ingviews/venezuelan-debt-is-bet-high-oil-pric-
es-2026-01-09/

U.S. sanctions overview (CRS, IF10715):
https://www.congress.gov/crs-product/IF10715

U.S. State Department — Venezuela-related sanc-
tions:

https://www.state.gov/venezuela-related-sanctions

(archive) https://2017-2021.state.gov/venezuela-re-
lated-sanctions/

U.S. Treasury OFAC — Venezuela-related sanctions
program page:

https://ofac.treasury.gov/sanctions-programs-and-
country-information/venezuela-related-sanctions

OFAC FAQ topic page for Venezuela sanctions:
https://ofac.treasury.gov/faqs/topic/1581

OPEC Annual Statistical Bulletin 2025 (PDF):
hitps://www.opec.org/assets/assetdb/asb-2025.pdf

Operation Just Cause (Panama) U.S. Joint Chiefs of
Staff monograph (PDF):

hitps://www.jcs.mil/Portals/36/Documents/History/
Monographs/Just_Cause.pdf

Truth Social (platform context):
hitps://truthsocial.com/@realDonaldTrump

(Translation Current Concerns)
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interpellation on this issue, already have
support from other politicians?

Not from fellow councillors so far, be-
cause we can only submit motions during
the current session. I submitted my motion
at the end of the session because that was
when the case first became widely known.
I have received a great deal of feedback
from the citizenry, including many letters
from people all over Switzerland who do
not share my political views. For example,
a citizen from the canton of Bern wrote
to me saying that he was a member of the
SP, but that this was not about party mem-
bership, but really about democracy, the
rule of law and freedom of expression. He
was shocked by what was happening and
thanked me for asking the Federal Coun-
cil these critical questions. I am now wait-
ing for the Federal Council’s answers.

When do you expect these answers? Not
until the next session [in March 2026]?
No, the answers can be given at any time,
but I assume that they want to buy time,
that they want to delay the matter. I also
sense that the Foreign Department is
somehow shirking its responsibilities. It
is astonishing what has already come to
light in such a short time, for example that
Jacques Baud, who lives in Brussels, has
not heard from Rita Adam, the Swiss am-
bassador to the EU in Brussels, for more
than ten days. And I must say that what
bothers me most is that Switzerland, of-
ficial Switzerland, the Federal Council,
the Foreign Department, the ambassa-
dors, are leaving Swiss citizens out in the
cold like this. I have heard, but not yet re-
ceived confirmation from official sources,
that the Federal Council had already been
informed about this several weeks in ad-
vance, but I do not know in what form.

With your interpellation, you want to
know from the Federal Council whether
Switzerland, which “normally adopts EU
sanctions”, will protect its citizens here.
Yes, my question is of course also: has the
Federal Council fought against sanctions
being imposed on Swiss citizens solely
on the basis of opinions or analyses that
one may or may not agree with? Nathalie
Yamb, a Cameroonian-Swiss citizen who
is also on the sanctions list, is perhaps
a comparable case. The mere fact that
someone is sanctioned for freely express-
ing their opinion is brutal for these peo-
ple! For those sanctioned, it means that
they can hardly live anymore. They can
neither withdraw money nor meet their
obligations. How is Jacques Baud sup-
posed to pay his rent? These people are
effectively living in an open prison. You
are not even allowed to support them, oth-
erwise you are liable to prosecution.

“For me, it is important that this issue is not just about
Jacques Baud. He is, so to speak, the symbol of this whole
development. Tomorrow, it could happen to anyone who ex-
presses criticism of the European Union, publishes analyses
that may or may not be correct — that is not the issue. Ulti-
mately, this is part of the fundamental right to freedom of

expression.” (Franz Griiter)

This reminds me of times that I thought
were over in Europe, but that is clearly
not the case. Even after the Fichen scan-
dal, it seems that attempts are being made
here to introduce a kind of citizen control
again.

For me, it is important that this issue is
not just about Jacques Baud. He is, so to
speak, the symbol of this whole develop-
ment. Tomorrow, it could happen to any-
one who expresses criticism of the Euro-
pean Union, publishes analyses that may
or may not be correct — that is not the
issue. Ultimately, this is part of the fun-
damental right to freedom of expression.
These are not criminal offences. Further-
more, those affected are denied the right
to be heard. Jacques Baud was apparent-
ly told that he could appeal to the Euro-
pean Court of Justice. Just imagine: that
means he has to hire a solicitor, and it will
take months, if not years, for a decision to
be reached. So, in effect, these people are
being denied the right to be heard. This,
too, is miles away from the rule of law.

It is precisely these people in Brussels
who never tire of talking about the rule
of law and freedom of expression. J. D.
Vance summed it up at the Munich Secu-
rity Conference: the greatest danger in Eu-
rope comes from Europe itself.

This includes Brussels’ attempts to pre-
vent the spread of so-called misinforma-
tion and disinformation in the digital space.
This means that people are being cancelled
and their information is being blocked in
the digital media. They also want to regu-
late algorithms, which are to be designed
in such a way that information unpopular
with consumers is no longer displayed. So
they are really in the process of introducing
state-controlled thinking.

In your interpellation, you also refer to
the “Security Policy Strategy 2026 that
the Federal Council is planning and re-
cently submitted for consultation. With
this strategy, the Federal Council wants
to “combat influence operations and dis-
information”. It wants to take preventive
and reactive measures against its own
population in order to push through de
facto membership of NATO and military
alliance with the EU. Is that correct?

Yes, the part about influence and disin-
formation is in there, but the connection
with NATO is not explicitly described in
that way.

Yes, that’s right, they don’t write it that
way. But it does say that Switzerland must
join NATO and a security alliance with
the EU. This raises the question for me: in
the future, should anyone who advocates
genuine neutrality expect to be silenced
by the federal government? Or do you not
think it will go that far?

Yes, there is a clear risk of that happen-
ing. If the security strategy is to be im-
plemented in this way, then we are es-
sentially copying the European Union’s
approach. I assume that most of the word-
ing has been taken from the EU, which in
itself is cause for concern.

And who is to decide what constitutes
so-called disinformation or misinforma-
tion? In effect, this leads to a kind of state
surveillance of information. Then some-
one has to decide whether this is now “dis-
information”. This takes us back to the
end of the Cold War, when innocent cit-
izens were monitored and recorded on a
large scale, data about them was stored,

continued on page 4

NATO war rhetoric - free-
dom of speech unwelcome

mw. Under the title “Freedom of ex-
pression in times of war”, long-standing
Swiss diplomat Jean-Daniel Ruch writes
about the Jacques Baud case: “This is a
direct attack on the fundamental rights
that should apply in democracies. Since
the wars in Ukraine and the Gaza Strip,
the suppression of dissenting opinions
has become systematic in some Europe-
an countries. In Germany, special units
monitor comments on social networks.
Sometimes a like is enough to get a
visit from the police.” Ruch’s memora-
ble postscript: “The selection of individ-
uals to be sanctioned is made by the in-
telligence services of the major Western
countries and adopted unchanged by
politicians”.

Source: Ruch, Jean-Daniel. Foreign poli-

cy telegram. In: Weltwoche, of
17 December 2025
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ultimately leading to state-controlled sur-
veillance of freedom of expression. With
the possibility of sanctions! What is hap-
pening here is extremely worrying. That is
why I have asked explicit questions about
this, because Switzerland is striving for ex-
actly the same thing in this area as the EU.

As I have seen, there is a consultation pe-
riod for this “security policy strategy”
running until 31 March. We should take
action, shouldn’t we?

Yes, it’s all happening a little under the
radar of the general public, because when
you read the title “security policy strat-
egy”, your first impression is that, yes,
there is war in Europe at the moment, so
security policy is important. I think you
have to look at the issue in depth to see
what else is included under the term “se-
curity strategy”.

I am glad that you are addressing this
important issue in your interpellation.
Shouldn’t we also ask ourselves the ques-
tion: if the Federal Council is already un-
able to counter the authoritarian power of
Brussels, how would it represent our inter-
ests if the electorate were to approve the
new framework agreement with the EU?
We have seen once again in the recent past
how the European Union behaves. The
European Court of Justice recently ruled
against Poland again and declared decisions
by the Polish Supreme Constitutional Court
to be null and void. These are all signs of
how the European Union is increasingly dis-
tancing itself from democracy.

For Switzerland, this really means that
we must be cautious, that we must reflect

Swiss citizens’ right to protection
and assistance from the Confederation

mw. Meanwhile, other members of the
Foreign Affairs Committee FAC-N are
expressing their views. National Coun-
cillor Hans-Peter Portmann (FDP ZH)
emphasises that “there is no question
that Swiss citizens who find themselves
in [...] difficulties and whose funda-
mental rights are violated are entitled
to protection and assistance from the
Swiss Confederation”. Portmann de-
mands that “Switzerland must now in-
tervene with the EU in this case and re-
quest that he [Jacques Baud] be allowed
to leave the country and return to Swit-
zerland”. He intends to raise the Baud
case at the next meeting with the chairs
of the parliamentary EU committees of
the EU member states in mid-January.
Roland Rino Btichel (SVP ZH), who as a
former FDFA employee in Latin Ameri-
ca visited and looked after Swiss citizens

in prison, expresses a similar view. For
Buichel, it is clear that “the federal gov-
ernment helps people with Swiss pass-
ports abroad”, and he expresses his dis-
may “at the inaction of the FDFA".

The SP National Councillor Eric Nuss-
baumer from Basel takes a completely
different view, first saying that Switzer-
land must stand by its citizens and then
announcing: “And as | see it, Switzer-
land has done just that” (!). Brief com-
ment: What wants to be a right-wing
NATO and EU turbo is blind in more
than one eye.

Source: Bundi, Sabrina and Blumer, Clau-
dia. “"EU- Sanktion gegen Jacques Baud:

Blieb der Bund zu lange untétig?” (EU

sanctions against Jacques Baud: Did the
federal government remain inactive for
too long?) in: Tages-Anzeiger

of 23 December 2025

on our independence and our neutrality.
The fact that it could even be risky to stand
up for these values, that at some point our
state could suddenly come along and label
such opinions as disinformation or even
ban them from the media — these are wor-
rying developments. These must be called
by name at an early stage and combatted.
In this respect, the case of Jacques Baud is
symbolic of this whole development. I am
glad that this is coming to light so clear-
ly, so that the population can recognise the
great dangers that lurk here for our free-
dom and our democracy.

Thank you very much, Mr Griiter, for tak-
ing your time to talk to us. .

Letter to

the Editor

Switzerland is ridiculing itself internationally

Our Federal Council and Foreign Minis-
ter, Cassis actually expressed that in the
case of accepting new bilateral and so-
called subjugation agreements, he wants
any new civil initiatives to firstly be re-
viewed by the EU. And later, before the
vote, he wants to inform us with a vot-
ing booklet on tariff related consequenc-
es, which mean announcing the amount of
the EU’s compensatory penalties, in case
the results of the vote are not EU compati-
ble. This is what one calls unacceptable in-
terference in internal affairs! This reminds
me of my school days; my father was a sec-
ondary school teacher. Long before his ca-
reer, about 100 years ago, corporal punish-
ment was still used but today, this belongs
luckily to the past! There are alternatives!
Instead of stubbornly insisting on treaties
“with the EU”, which never ever conclud-
ed on equal footing because it lies unfortu-

nately in the nature of things that the cen-
tral authority of a confederation’s union of
states always feels the need to discipline
small, sovereign states. We have tried and
tested the Free Trade Agreement of 1972,
and for far-reaching agreements which are
important to us, we should confront indi-
vidual countries directly, on equal footing,
in a way that truly deserves this descrip-
tion, without submissive requests when
turning to the EU! Those with high level of
education should therefore vote NO to the
bilateral subjugation agreements! Or have
you, dear readers, ever seen an intelligent
person who first submissively inquires how
many “slaps, beatings and punches” Swit-
zerland can expect if everything is not im-
plemented precisely and in line with EU re-
quirements?

Marcus Stoerklé jun., Basel

“EU in the abyss of lawlessness” and Open letter
from Associate Professor Pascal Lottaz to the Fed-
eral Council, with numerous co-signers

“Le retour des proces de ... Moscou?” 25.4572 In-
terpellation by Jean-Luc Addor of 17 December
2025; “How is Switzerland dealing with EU sanc-
tions against Swiss citizens?” 25.4632 Interpella-
tion by Franz Griiter of 18 December 2025

©

Current Concerns

The international journal for independent
thought, ethical standards, moral responsibility,
and for the promotion and respect
of public international law, human rights
and humanitarian law

Publisher: Zeit-Fragen Cooperative

Editor: Erika Vogeli, Eva-Maria Follmer-Miiller
Address: Current Concerns,

P.O. Box 247 CH-9602 Bazenheid

DPhone: +41 (0)44 350 65 50

Fax: +41 (0)44 350 65 51

E-Mail: CurrentConcerns@zeit-fragen.ch

Subscription details:
published regularly electronically as PDF file

Annual subscription rate of

SFr. 40,-, € 30,-, £ 25,-, $ 40,-

for the following countries:

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brunei, Canada,
Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany,
Greece, Hongkong, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Ttaly,
Japan, Kuwait, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Nether-
lands, New Zealand, Norway, Qatar, Singapore,
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom, USA

Annual subscription rate of

SFr. 20,-, € 15,-, € 12,50, $ 20,-

for all other countries.

Account: PostFinance:

IBAN CH91090000008764 4472 4
BIC POFICHBEXXX

The editors reserve the right to shorten letters to
the editor. Letters to the editor do not necessarily
reflect the views and opinions of Current Concerns.
©2025. All rights reserved. No reproduction, copy or

transmission of this publication may be made without written
permission.




Nol 13 January 2026

Current Concerns

Page 5

Free speech and its enemies ®Part 1)
Defending it is our urgent task in the year to come, speech itself our instrument.

This is the first of
two essays, one
glancing back and
the other forward,
as a year ends and
another begins.

“We are just so
shocked,” a Ger-
man friend resid-
ing in Switzerland
wrote the other day.
“These cases affect us very much, as they
will have consequences for us all.”

What cases would these be, you may
wonder. What cases and what conse-
quences? You may especially wonder
about cases and consequences if you are
an American reliant on corporate media:
Europe is convulsing as the “centrist” au-
thoritarians who purport to lead it impose
what looks to me like an historically un-
precedented regime of censorship and
the suppression of speech, but none of
the mainstream dailies or broadcasters in
America have had a word to say about it —
a point to which I will shortly return.

Patrick Lawrence
(picture ef)

The case of Jacques Baud

It was the case of Jacques Baud that
prompted my German friend’s distress —
or radically escalated it, better put, for she
had had an other-than-sanguine view of
Europe’s drift toward tyranny long before
news of Baud’s fate broke. And so to some
particulars.

Jacques Baud is a Swiss citizen now
residing in Brussels. He was formerly a
colonel in the Swiss army and served for
many years as an analyst in Swiss Intelli-
gence and in the Swiss Foreign Ministry.
He has held senior positions at the United
Nations and was more recently an adviser
to NATO covering Ukrainian affairs.

Baud is now 70 and has for some years
applied his exceptional expertise to anal-
ysis and commentary on war, peace, ge-
opolitics, and affairs of state, work that
has earned him a reputation for insight
and integrity. His most recent books are
The Russian Art of War: How the West
Led Ukraine to Defeat and Operation Al-
Agsa Flood: The Defeat of the Vanquish-

* Patrick Lawrence is a long-standing foreign cor-
respondent, mainly for the “International Herald
Tribune”. He is also a columnist, essayist, author
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
(ISBN 978-3-85371-543-7) in 2023. His website
is patricklawrence.us. Support his work via
patreon.com/thefloutist.

by Patrick Lawrence”

er, which explains the events of 7 October
2023 by way of Israel’s incessant breach-
es of international law over 75 years. Max
Milo Editions', a small French house,
brought out both books last year.

On 15 December the European Union
imposed sanctions on this distinguished
man. He is now on the EU Sanctions
Tracker, which lists the names and offens-
es of those the EU has summarily black-
listed. Here is Baud’s entry? on this truly
diabolic website:

Jacques Baud, a former Swiss army
colonel and strategic analyst, is a
regular guest on pro-Russian tele-
vision and radio programmes. He
acts as a mouthpiece for pro-Rus-
sian propaganda and makes con-
spiracy theories, for example ac-
cusing Ukraine of orchestrating its
own invasion in order to join NATO.

We are now in the land wherein those who
propagate disinformation assert that they
are countering “disinformation,” and let
us observe our quotation marks, for “dis-
information,” in Baud’s case as in many
others, means accurate information.

To net this out, Jacques Baud has writ-
ten thoughtfully and extensively on the
war in Ukraine and its bearing on rela-
tions between Russia and the West. This
includes a sound analysis of NATO’s ad-
vances to the Russian Federation’s bor-
ders, the US-orchestrated coup in Kiev
in 2014, the West’s subsequent betrayal
of the Minsk Protocols, and the Biden re-
gime’s purposeful provocation of the mil-
itary intervention Russia began not quite
four years ago.

Whether or not one agrees with Baud’s
take on this or that question, his is well-
supported work. And the EU has just com-
prehensively sanctioned him for it. Any
European now risks the same if, to bring
this home with an especially egregious ex-
ample, he or she states perfectly discern-
ible truths as to what prompted Moscow’s
“special military operation” in February
2022. If invited to make this case on a
Russian television station, the offender is
yet further beyond the pale.

There are other aspects of the Baud
case that have paying-attention Europeans
in an uproar. Baud has not been charged
with any criminal offense. There has been
no investigation into his work, no evident
has been presented, there will be no judi-
cial process, and he will have no oppor-
tunity to respond to the “case” — quota-
tion marks again — the EU makes against
him. The sanctions he now faces were im-

posed in an exercise of extrajudicial — as
in unlawful — power. As Costas Lapavit-
sas, a professor at the School of Oriental
and African Studies (S.0.A.S.), putitin a
piece Brave New Europe published Christ-
mas Eve,? “An individual was punished by
executive designation alone.”

Grave consequences

We have all read endlessly about sanctions
and how much or little they matter, but in
Baud’s case — and there are others facing
this designation — they are grave. Baud’s
assets are now frozen in the EU and he
cannot travel. He cannot access his bank
accounts and various sources of income
are blocked. As of now it is a criminal of-
fense to transact with him — to sell him a
house or groceries, to take in his shirts,
to repair his car. “Although the regulation
allows minimal subsistence payments,”
Lapavitsas writes, “the effect is to para-
lyse a person economically and profes-
sionally.”

The Baud case is horrific all by itself,
and so I give it generous column inches,
but it is horrific times ten when we con-
sider its larger implications — its “‘conse-
quences for us all,” as my German friend
put it. Censorship and attacks on free
speech are nothing new on either side of
the Atlantic, to state the obvious. It is two
years this coming spring since Germa-
ny refused entry to Yanis Varoufakis,* the
honourable Greek economist and activist,
who was to attended a congress on Pales-
tine in Berlin. The Biden regime was no-
table for its connivances with Silicon Val-
ley and its assaults on free speech. These
have worsened dramatically during the
first year of Trump II.

It comes time to understand our mo-
ment for what it is — the circumstance now
upon us.

The Western order is collapsing. This
is no longer a matter of interpretation or
hyperbole or a figure of speech or a com-
mentator’s shorthand. It is the reality with-
in which we have to live. The “centrist”
regimes defending the gross disorder they
insist is a “rules-based order” have tipped
this past year toward a state of despera-
tion. As Alastair Crooke put it in a piece
published this past autumn,’ ours is “a
new era of coerced dominance.” In a holi-
day note the other day Chas Freeman re-
ferred to “our new Dark Age.” This al-
ready proves a perilous time. “Today it is
war without limits — without rules, without
law,” Crooke writes. “Ethical boundaries,

continued on page 6



Nol 13 January 2026

Current Concerns

Page 6

“Free speech and its enemies ..."”

continued from page 5

more particularly, are dismissed in parts of
the West as ‘weak.””

Where does this place the front line
for those committed to resisting this swift
drift toward lawlessness and tyranny in the
cause of a moral and just world? I think it
must be in defense of free speech.

The cases in point accumulate like fall-
en leaves around us.

As I was considering the ramifications
of Jacques Baud’s travails, the condition of
those hunger-striking in behalf of Palestine
Action worsened. At writing, eight of those
striking are at risk of fatal organ failure® for
insisting with their bodies on the direct-ac-
tion group’s right to protest without being
proscribed as “terrorists.” And then the
case of Greta Thunberg, who was arrest-
ed in a London street just before Christ-
mas for holding a placard that read simply,
“I support the Palestine Action prisoners. I
oppose genocide.” Thunberg is now out on
bail until March, presumably to face charg-
es under Britain’s preposterously antidem-
ocratic “Terrorism Act”.

There is post-Bondi Beach Australia,
where the New South Wales government
now has the power to ban protests for up
to three months — along with “hate speech”
and “prohibited symbols.” This following
may seem a small matter, but it is a daily
occurrence in Germany now and so beto-
kens an emergency: A day or two before
Christmas an “X” account under the name
Irlandarra posted a video of a young man
sitting at a café in Berlin when German
police yank him out of his seat and arrest
him. His offense was wearing a T—shirt
with a Palestinian flag on it while talking
quietly with friends.

There is an argument that the Europe-
ans, who have gone right off the rails in
any number of directions, their obsessive
Russophobia and their criminalisation of
any critique of Israeli terror merely two
of them, are out front in their suppression
of free speech. Ursula von der Leyen re-
cently gave a speech casting “information
manipulation” as a virus and censorship
as the required vaccine. “Prebunking” (as
against debunking) is her term for this.
0.K., the European authorities are using
law to take the suppression of speech to
an alarming extreme. But it is the same in
America by other, less overt means.

You have read nothing in America’s
mainstream press about the Jacques Baud
case. Shockingly, there has been not a word
about the hunger strikes or Greta Thun-
berg’s arrest or the increasingly aggressive
conduct of the police in Britain, Germany,
and elsewhere. There is a simple explana-
tion for this: Americans are not to know or
think about the advancing suppression of
speech and the rise of popular resistance to
this. It makes for an immense lump under

At the wall of the Franklin Delano Roosevelt Memorial in Washington, D.C. —
the four freedoms. (picture Wikimedia Commons)

the carpet, but let us not forget: Mainstream
media in the United States have been vigor-
ous supporters of censorship since the Rus-
siagate years and, I will add, the emergence
of independent media as a presence in pub-
lic discourse. Independent media, to finish
the thought, will be essential to any suc-
cessful defence of free speech as increas-
ingly assertive authoritarians across the
West seek to extinguish it altogether.

The “Jerusalem Post” ran an interest-
ing story on Christmas Day under the
headline, “Georgetown University severs
ties with U.N.’s Francesca Albanese over
anti-Semitic remarks.”” The special rap-
porteur for Palestine was a visiting scholar
at Georgetown until the university purged
her at the insistence of U.N. Watch, one of
those disgusting Zionist groups dedicated
to discrediting critics of Israeli terror. One
of the United States’ most venerable uni-
versities now joins not only in suppress-
ing the speech of a highly visible public
servant but also in attacking a figure dis-
tinguished for her unceasing defence of
international law. Speech, of course, has
been Albanese’s instrument.

Trita Parsi, the executive vice president
at the Quincy Institute, posted a brilliantly
pertinent comment on X in response to the
“Jerusalem Post” piece: “They can’t win a
single argument, so they rely on silencing
people.” A more succinct summation of
our moment I cannot think of. To resist si-
lencing: This seems to me the first task of
our time. As the year turns this responsi-
bility presses itself upon us ever more ur-
gently and personally.

What actually occurs when speech is
suppressed? Conferences are cancelled, as
in the case of Yanis Varoufakis, and profes-
sors are suspended or fired or monitored.
Newspapers, online journals, podcasts:
These and other media are censored, siloed
into algorithm ghettos, or forced to cease

publication altogether. You are arrested for
carrying a placard or for what is stencilled
on your T-shirt. Instagram accounts and
messages on X are blocked. Readers report
that Facebook does not allow them to re-
post work published in Consortium News,
where some of my work comes out.

All this is now common — not quite
“normalised” but nearly. The other day
the aforementioned Irlandarra posted an
item on X quoting a basketball star named
Dwight Howard:

I tweeted Free Palestine. Less than
10 minutes later, I got a call from
the NBA. Commissioner, agents,
people in my foundation, and even
folks from Texas, telling me to take
it down. I damn near got kicked out
of the league for it. And I'm trying to
figure out, Why?!

In one or another way, and in all such
cases, the free use of language is forbid-
den. O.K., obvious enough. But what else
happens?

As I considered this question and what
more there is to it my mind went back to Lev
Semenorich Vygotsky, the noted Soviet psy-
chologist, who died in 1934 aged 37 (and
whose works were suppressed until Stalin’s
death in 1953). The brilliant Vygotsky de-
veloped his highly original argument in his
most famous book, Thought and Language
(sometimes Thinking and Speech in trans-
lation). The primary function of language
is not speech, Vygotsky discovered in his
researches: It is thought. Jean Piaget con-
sidered this question a little later, and more
years later so did Chomsky. Speech as we
think of it follows “inner speech,” our lan-
guage when we talk silently to ourselves,
and then egocentric speech, when, as Piaget
had it, young children talk aloud in languag-
es known only to them.

continued on page 7
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Pro memoria — a Speech from 2008

“Expansion of NATO -
an Extremely Dangerous Process”

Speech by Zivadin Jovanovi¢, President of the Belgrade Forum for the World of Equals, delivered at the
International Conference “Forced Expansion of NATO to the East and European Security”, Kyiv, 2-3 April 2008

The expansion of
NATO during the
last decade of the
20" century and
the first decade of
the 21% century re-
flects a neo-colo-
nial, imperial poli-
¢y, primarily of the
United States. Its
objective is clearly
to establish full control over energy re-
sources, strategic minerals, and water re-
sources, as well as over the main oil and
gas transportation routes.

Regionally, this strategy unfolds in
three stages. The first stage was to place
Poland, the Baltic states, the Czech and
Slovak Republics, Hungary, and the Bal-
kans under NATO control. With some ex-
ceptions, this stage has almost been com-
pleted. The second stage aims to bring the
Black Sea and Caspian Sea regions, as

Zivadin Jovanovic
(picture ma)

well as the Caucasus, under NATO con-
trol. This stage, as we understand from
the agenda of the NATO Bucharest Sum-
mit, is already under way. The third stage
will focus on Russia, particularly Siberia
— considered the richest reservoir of stra-
tegic resources on the planet — followed by
Central Asia and China.

The so-called transition and privati-
sation processes in the former socialist
countries have served as a cover for the
mere surrender of economic and natural
resources to Western multinational cor-
porations. The Washington model of “de-
mocratisation” appears to function as a
mechanism for placing the natural and na-
tional resources of former socialist coun-
tries under full control, while expanding
NATO as the guarantor of the irreversi-
bility of the transfer of national wealth to
Western multinational corporations.

NATO expansion proceeds through
several stages: vassal democracy, Partner-

ship for Peace, NATO membership, and
the installation of NATO bases. American
and NATO bases have been mushroom-
ing over the past fifteen years. There are
more such bases in Europe today than at
any time during the Cold War. The system
of American and NATO bases stretches for
several thousand kilometres of frontline,
from the North Sea via the Baltic Sea to
Anatolia, the Eastern Mediterranean, and
the Middle East.

Europe — particularly Eastern and
South-Eastern Europe — has been subject-
ed to militarisation driven by the will and
strategic interests of the United States and
the wealthiest Western countries. In many
instances, democratic procedures and in-
stitutions have merely served as rubber-
stamping mechanisms. National elites
bear full responsibility for the long-term
consequences of this development. What
are the predictable consequences?

continued on page 8

“Free speech and its enemies ..."”
continued from page 6

It followed in Vygotsky’s theory that
words are actions, an idea often associ-
ated with the Russian scholarly tradition:
As language gives form to thought, thought
eventuates in behaviour, what we do. And
so we come to the true and grave import of
the threatening assaults on speech that con-
front us across the Western world.

From the suppression of
freedom of speech to mind control

Most immediately, to suppress speech is
to suppress action. This is manifestly the
intent of the authoritarians in Europe, in
the United States, in Australia. If there is
no speaking of Israeli atrocities or the true
causes of the war in Ukraine or the appar-
ently imminent attack on Venezuela there
will soon enough be no objection to these
things. This is key to the process of “nor-
malisation.” The daily brutalities in Gaza,
to take the obvious example, fall off the
front page, people speak of them no long-
er, and resistance to them weakens to the
point of vanishing.

No thought, no speaking, no action — a
process major media incessantly reinforce.
So does a grotesque, morally bankrupt si-
lence descend upon us.

More than this, the suppression of
speech transforms the future into a des-
olate tundra. Censoring speech, we need

to know and never forget, amounts to
thought control at one short remove.
When all alternative opinions and per-
spectives are effectively outlawed, they
survive only among the tenacious few and
only underground — a term we ought to re-
vive and get used to using. On the surface
of life, where the orthodoxies reign, there
are no alternative opinions or ways of see-
ing things.

To extend this thought, when author-
itarian regimes posing as defenders of
democratic rights ban free speech and, so,
free thought, we are effectively confined
like detainees in the prison of an eternal
present — this the consequence when en-
visioning a different future is made a pro-
hibition. Creativity, imagination, zones of
possibility, and ultimately change — all are
rendered beyond reach.

The daily dose of Soma

This is one of Huxley’s points in Brave
New World. The “what-is,” as I call it,
is all there is or will be. The adminis-
tration of Soma, the state-provided drug
that transports those who take it into an
anaesthetised euphoria, becomes essen-
tial to social control. We should think
of this as we consider the prevalent as-
saults on free expression. The “New York
Times” or any like mass-circulation daily
fill their pages with all the things you
must have and all the romance novels you

must read and all the casserole dishes and
cocktails you must try. This is more than
mere frivolity: They offer readers their
daily dosages on Soma. Those who are
supposed to stand tallest for free speech
now numb their readers to its absence.

It is time: Let us determine vigorously
to speak in the year to come while accept-
ing what consequences speech may im-
pose, and I will come to those in the piece
to follow. o

https://maxmilo.com/en/collections/eng-
lish-version?srsltid=AfmBOogL8cwELPr-
kQO0elJXGcfDuSnJnyj3jxEij9P5VII-
ZrxmtKBHu & utm_source=substack &utm_
medium=email
hitps://data.europa.eu/apps/eusanctionstracker/
subjects/180245
https://braveneweurope.com/costas-lapavit-
sas-jacques-baud-and-the-demise-of-the-eu-as-
a-liberal-project?utm_source=substack &utm_
medium=email
https://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/
why-germany-bans-and-arrests-israel-critics-in-
cluding-jews-by-yanis-varoufakis-2024-04?utm_
source=substack &utm_medium=email
hitps://conflictsforum.substack.com/p/
moving-fast-breaking-things-a-new ?utm_
source=substack&utm_medium=email
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/pales-
tine-action-linked-hunger-strikers-risk-death-
un-warns ?utm_source=substack &utm_
medium=email
https://www.jpost.com/diaspora/antisemitism/
article-881294 ?utm_source=substack & utm_
medium=email

Source: First published in The Floutist of 28 De-
cember 2025; https://thefloutist.substack.com
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1 Rising global tensions, deterioration
of US-Russia relations, and the accu-
mulation of confrontation and conflict
potential. Since the aggression against
the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
(Serbia and Montenegro) nine years
ago, NATO has transformed itself into
an offensive — indeed aggressive — al-
liance, expanding its area of action be-
yond the territories of its member states
as defined by the 1949 Founding Act.
Developments in Afghanistan and Iraq
confirm this trend. NATO member-
ship today implies acceptance of par-
ticipation in aggressive wars whenev-
er the United States decides to initiate
them, or at least support for such wars,
even when they contradict the national
interests of a particular country. In the
event of war, such a member state be-
comes a legitimate military target even
if it does not take an active combat role.
The mere presence of NATO bases on a
country’s territory provokes retaliation.

2 An arms race and rising military ex-
penditures at both global and nation-
al levels. The spiral of the arms race is
closely linked to a lack of trust, even-
tually leading to the danger of uncon-
trollable conflicts. At the national level,
for new NATO members and Partner-
ship for Peace countries alike, the
standardisation of military equipment
to NATO standards results in unneces-
sary spending and ever-increasing for-
eign debt, negatively affecting citizens’
living standards and social well-being.
These obligations generate growing or-
ders and profits for the US military—fi-
nancial sector.

3 The militarisation of Europe as an in-
evitable consequence of NATO expan-
sion. This runs counter to the policies
of détente and to the principles of the
OSCE and the Paris Charter. Political
decision-making has, in many respects,
become militarised, bypassing parlia-
ments and democratic procedures.
Military commitments are undertaken

“The expansion of NATO and US bases is an extremely
dangerous process, contrary to the principle of equal secu-
rity for all countries, whether members of military allianc-
es or not. NATO expansion reveals plans to use military
force to control the territories, natural resources, trade, and
energy routes of other sovereign states.”

without parliamentary ratification. As

a result, militarisation simultaneously

jeopardises development, democratisa-

tion, and the European security archi-
tecture.

4 Restrictions and violations of funda-
mental freedoms and human rights, as
well as the erosion of national inde-
pendence and sovereignty.

5 Eastward NATO expansion driven by
specific US interests, namely a) secur-
ing military manpower from “new Eu-
rope” for wars around the globe, com-
pensating for the reluctance of “old
Europe” to deploy its own troops; b)
expanding markets for the US military
industry; c) controlling — or straining —
Europe-Russia cooperation.

Let me stress that the Federal Republic of

Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) was

the first victim of NATO’s aggressive east-

ward expansion. Since then, NATO has
continued its aggression against Serbia,
shifting from military force to political,
financial, economic, subversive, and prop-
agandistic means to achieve the same ob-
jectives: the secession of the Autonomous

Province of Kosovo and Metohija (KiM)

from Serbia, the separation of Montene-

gro from Serbia, the weakening of Serbia,
and the establishment of total control over
the Balkans.

The unilateral proclamation of the se-
cession of KiM on 17 February this year
bears the USA/NATO seal. This confirms
that the primary objective of NATO ag-
gression was the separation of KiM from
Serbia and the creation of the first-ev-
er “NATO-stan.” This represents a tragic

mistake, ushering in the globalisation of
military interventionism without UN Se-
curity Council approval and setting dan-
gerous precedents for secessionist move-
ments and terrorism elsewhere in Europe
and the world. This is reminiscent of the
West’s behaviour in Munich in September
1938. The Bondsteel base in Kosovo and
Metohija — the largest US base in Europe
— clearly extends beyond Serbia and the
Balkans, aiming much further eastward.

The unilateral and illegal secession of
KiM has seriously destabilised Serbia and
the Balkans. It sets an extremely danger-
ous precedent not only for the region but
also for Europe and the world. Serbia will
never accept or recognise this illegal uni-
lateral act. Imposed solutions cannot be
lasting solutions.

The expansion of NATO and US bases
is an extremely dangerous process, con-
trary to the principle of equal security for
all countries, whether members of mili-
tary alliances or not. NATO expansion re-
veals plans to use military force to control
the territories, natural resources, trade, and
energy routes of other sovereign states. Ef-
forts to redistribute energy and other nat-
ural resources at the beginning of the 21*
century are reminiscent of Nazi Germa-
ny’s imperial strategy for the redistribu-
tion of colonies. There is no need to recall
the price paid or the fate of that strategy.

Therefore, it is the duty of all peace-
loving peoples and forces to stand up
against further expansion of US and
NATO bases before it is too late. Europe
must not allow a repetition of the darkest
periods of its history. o
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Security is indivisible - and history matters
An Open Letter from Jeffrey D. Sachs to Chancellor Friedrich Merz of 12 December 2025

“

Jeffrey Sachs (picture jeffsachs.org)

Chancellor Merz,

You have spoken repeatedly of Germa-
ny’s responsibility for European security.
That responsibility cannot be discharged
through slogans, selective memory, or the
steady normalization of war talk. Security
guarantees are not one-way instruments.
They go in both directions. This is not a
Russian argument, nor an American one;
it is a foundational principle of European
security, explicitly embedded in the Hel-
sinki Final Act, the OSCE framework, and
decades of postwar diplomacy.

Germany has a duty to approach this
moment with historical seriousness and
honesty. On that score, recent rhetoric and
policy choices fall dangerously short.

Since 1990, Russia’s core security con-
cerns have been repeatedly dismissed, di-
luted, or directly violated — often with
Germany’s active participation or acqui-
escence. This record cannot be erased if
the war in Ukraine is to end, and it cannot
be ignored if Europe is to avoid a perma-
nent state of confrontation.

At the end of the Cold War, Germany
gave Soviet and then Russian leaders re-
peated and explicit assurances that NATO
would not expand eastward. These assur-
ances were given in the context of German
reunification. Germany benefited enor-
mously from them. The rapid unification
of your country — within NATO — would
not have occurred without Soviet consent
grounded in those commitments. To later
pretend that these assurances never mat-
tered, or that they were merely casual re-
marks, is not realism. It is historical revi-
sionism.

In 1999, Germany participated in NA-
TO’s bombing of Serbia, the first major
war conducted by NATO without authori-
zation from the UN Security Council. This
was not a defensive action. It was a prec-
edent-setting intervention that fundamen-
tally altered the post—Cold War security
order. For Russia, Serbia was not an ab-
straction. The message was unmistakable:
NATO would use force beyond its territo-
ry, without UN approval, and without re-
gard for Russian objections.

In 2002, the United States unilaterally
withdrew from the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty, a cornerstone of strategic stabili-
ty for three decades. Germany raised no
serious objection. Yet the erosion of the
arms-control architecture did not occur
in a vacuum. Missile-defense systems de-
ployed closer to Russia’s borders were
rightly perceived by Russia as destabiliz-
ing. Dismissing those perceptions as par-
anoia was political propaganda, not sound
diplomacy.

In 2008, Germany recognized Kosovo’s
independence, despite explicit warnings
that this would undermine the principle of
territorial integrity and set a precedent that
would reverberate elsewhere. Once again,
Russia’s objections were brushed aside as
bad faith rather than engaged as serious
strategic concerns.

The steady push to expand NATO to
Ukraine and Georgia — formally declared
at the 2008 Bucharest Summit — crossed
the brightest of red lines, despite vocifer-
ous, clear, consistent, and repeated objec-
tions raised by Moscow for years. When a
major power identifies a core security in-
terest and reiterates it for decades, ignor-
ing it is not diplomacy. It is wilful esca-
lation.

Germany’s role in Ukraine since 2014
is especially troubling. Berlin, alongside
Paris and Warsaw, brokered the Febru-
ary 21, 2014 agreement between Pres-
ident Yanukovych and the opposition —
an agreement intended to halt violence
and preserve constitutional order. With-
in hours, that agreement collapsed. A vi-
olent overthrow followed. A new govern-
ment emerged through extra-constitutional
means. Germany recognized and sup-
ported the new regime immediately. The
agreement Germany had guaranteed was
abandoned without consequence.

The Minsk Il agreement of 2015 was
supposed to be the corrective — a negoti-
ated framework to end the war in eastern
Ukraine. Germany again served as a guar-
antor. Yet for seven years Minsk Il was
not implemented by Ukraine. Kyiv open-
ly rejected its political provisions. Germa-
ny did not enforce them. Former German
and other European leaders have since ac-
knowledged that Minsk was treated less as
a peace plan than as a holding action. That
admission alone should force a reckoning.

Against this background, calls for ever
more weapons, ever harsher rhetoric, and
ever greater “resolve” ring hollow. They
ask Europe to forget the recent past in
order to justify a future of permanent con-
frontation.

Enough with propaganda! Enough with
the moral infantilization of the public. Eu-

ropeans are fully capable of understanding
that security dilemmas are real, that NATO
actions have consequences, and that peace
is not achieved by pretending that Russia’s
security concerns do not exist.

European security is indivisible. That
principle means that no country can
strengthen its security at the expense of
another’s without provoking instability. It
also means that diplomacy is not appease-
ment, and that historical honesty is not be-
trayal.

Germany once understood this. Ost-
politik was not weakness: it was strategic
maturity. It recognized that Europe’s sta-
bility depends on engagement, arms con-
trol, economic ties, and respect for the le-
gitimate security interests of Russia.

Today, Germany needs that maturity
again. Stop speaking as if war is inevita-
ble or virtuous. Stop outsourcing strategic
thinking to alliance talking points. Start
engaging seriously in diplomacy — not as
a public-relations exercise, but as a genu-
ine effort to rebuild a European security
architecture that includes, rather than ex-
cludes, Russia.

A renewed European security archi-
tecture must begin with clarity and re-
straint. First, it requires an unequivocal
end to NATO’s eastward enlargement — to
Ukraine, to Georgia, and to any other state
along Russia’s borders.

NATO expansion was not an inevita-
ble feature of the post—Cold War order; it
was a political choice, taken in violation
of solemn assurances given in 1990 and
pursued despite repeated warnings that it
would destabilize Europe.

Security in Ukraine will not come
from the forward deployment of German,
French, or other European troops, which
would only entrench division and pro-
long war. It will come through neutrality,
backed by credible international guaran-
tees. The historical record is unambigu-
ous: neither the Soviet Union nor the Rus-
sian Federation violated the sovereignty of
neutral states in the postwar order — not
Finland, Austria, Sweden, Switzerland, or
others. Neutrality worked because it ad-
dressed legitimate security concerns on all
sides. There is no serious reason to pre-
tend it cannot work again.

Second, stability requires demilitariza-
tion and reciprocity. Russian forces should
be kept well back from NATO borders,
and NATO forces — including missile sys-
tems — must be kept well back from Rus-
sia’s borders. Security is indivisible, not
one-sided. Border regions should be de-
militarized through verifiable agreements,
not saturated with ever more weapons.

continued on page 10
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For Christmas, a politically aware Ger-
man with a wealth of life experience sent
me the following lines:

“We are sad about the future we
are leaving behind for our grand-
children. The next decade will
bring a decline of Germany and
Europe in international compar-
ison, socially, economically and
due to the burden on the next gen-
eration resulting from the largest
debt in our history — with growing
influence of state, tyranny of opin-
ion, plundering of the middle class,
general impoverishment and in-
creasing unrest. This will no long-
er affect us older people. However,
we have protested this development
— many even supported it — and are
therefore guilty towards the next
generation.

We can still enjoy Christmas
in prosperity, without fear and in
peace. But even peace is no long-
er secure. Merz wants to make Ger-
many ‘ready for war’ and is not
only sinking Germany’s money into
the most corrupt European state
(Ukraine) but also wants to contin-
ue the Ukraine war as a European
war (without the USA) against Rus-
sia and, like the Ukrainian leader,
still believes in an ‘Endsieg’ (final
victory), even though Germany has
already failed twice in this.

Every generation apparent-
ly wants to repeat the mistakes of
the previous one. [...] Towards the
end of the last world war, my father
clearly foresaw the consequences
and even publicly described them
in sermons (resulting in repeat-
ed arrests), but he always told us
that ‘the more it storms outside, the

Germany 20267?

by Karl-Jiirgen Miiller

more we must have harmony and
cohesion within the family’ and that
we should prepare ourselves for the
time afterwards.”

On 28 December, the “Berliner Zeitung”
newspaper wrote':

“The turn of the year offers [...] lit-
tle cause for hope. It marks the transition
to a year in which [private] households
will face ever-higher running costs, while
their net income continues to decline. For
many, 2026 will be another expensive year
—not a good starting point for greater se-
curity and social peace.”

On 26 December, the “Neue Ziircher
Zeitung” wrote about Germany?:

“The probability of unemployed peo-
ple finding a new job was ‘lower than
ever before’, says Andrea Nahles, head of
the Federal Employment Agency. A rapid
turnaround in the labour market is not in
sight. [...] For many employees in Germa-
ny, 2025 was not a good year. And 2026 is
unlikely to be any better. The reason: com-
panies across the country are cutting staff
and have announced further job cuts for
the coming months.”

And: “After three years of stagnation,
the labour market is showing increasingly
deep skid marks. Since its lowest point in
spring 2022, the number of unemployed
has increased by more than 670,000. [...]
From small and medium-sized enterpris-
es to global corporations, companies are
laying off employees, cutting training pro-
grammes and relocating jobs abroad. Ex-
pensive energy, high taxes, rampant bu-
reaucracy and the prospect of rising social
security contributions have robbed Ger-
many of its attractiveness as a business lo-
cation.”

A few quotes from various survey re-
sults conducted by the German television

broadcaster ARD in recent weeks and
months?:

“Since May, a new federal government
has been in office [...]. Currently, just over
one in five (22 per cent) are satisfied with
his or her work, while three-quarters (76
per cent) are dissatisfied [...]. Only 38 per
cent still consider Germany’s foreign pol-
icy situation to be secure — six out of ten
Germans (58 per cent) consider it to be
insecure. Only 29 per cent still rate Ger-
many’s economic position in the world as
very secure or somewhat secure. Seven
out of ten Germans (69 per cent) consid-
er it somewhat or very insecure. Only one
in four (26 per cent) still consider social
stability in Germany to be secure — 72 per
cent consider it insecure.”

“Merz [...] is claiming a leading role
for Germany within NATO, backing this
up with a commitment to increase defence
spending to five per cent of the gross do-
mestic product. At the same time, only 34
per cent of Germans are convinced by his
stance on the war against Ukraine. [...]
When it comes to the war in Gaza [...],
people are demanding more from those in
power: two-thirds (66 per cent) expect the
German government to exert greater pres-
sure on the Israeli government to induce
Israel to change its course of actions in the
Gaza Strip.”

“Just over ten years ago, only a minori-
ty were concerned that another major war
could break out in Europe. In the current
ARD Deutschland Trend, however, 64 per
cent, or almost two-thirds, express very
great or great concern about another major
war in Europe.”

And on 15 December, the “Neue Ziirch-
er Zeitung” reported*:

“On paper, freedom of expression is
guaranteed in Germany. However, many

continued on page 11

“Security is indivisible ..."”
continued from page 9

Sanctions should be lifted as part of a
negotiated settlement; they have failed to
bring peace and have inflicted severe dam-
age on Europe’s own economy.

Germany, in particular, should reject the
reckless confiscation of Russian state assets
— a brazen violation of international law
that undermines trust in the global financial
system. Reviving German industry through
lawful, negotiated trade with Russia is not
capitulation. It is economic realism. Europe
should not destroy its own productive base
in the name of moral posturing.

Finally, Europe must return to the insti-
tutional foundations of its own security. The
OSCE - not NATO - should once again

serve as the central forum for European se-
curity, confidence-building, and arms con-
trol. Strategic autonomy for Europe means
precisely this: a European security order
shaped by European interests, not perma-
nent subordination to NATO expansionism.

France could rightly extend its nuclear
deterrent as a European security umbrel-
la, but only in a strictly defensive posture,
without forward-deployed systems that
threaten Russia.

Europe should press urgently for a re-
turn to the INF framework and for com-
prehensive strategic nuclear arms-control
negotiations involving the United States
and Russia — and, in time, China.

Most importantly, Chancellor Merz,
learn history — and be honest about it!

Without honesty, there can be no trust.
Without trust, there can be no security.
And without diplomacy, Europe risks re-
peating the catastrophes it claims to have
learned from.

History will judge what Germa-
ny chooses to remember — and what it
chooses to forget. This time, let Germa-
ny choose diplomacy and peace, and abide
by its word.

Respectfully,

Jeffrey D. Sachs, University Professor,
Columbia University

Source: https://www.jeffsachs.org/newspaper-ar-
ticles/albzye671a82jw371tlrpgSroybgwz
of 12 December 2025
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“If Russia and the European
nations were to unite their efforts ...”

Vladimir Putin on issues of Russian foreign and security policy

cc. In the days leading up to Christmas,
Russian President Vladimir Putin once
again commented on current foreign and
security policy issues and East-West re-
lations. The first opportunity was the tra-
ditional meeting at the Russian Minis-
try of Defence on 17 December, where
the defence minister’s detailed speech
was framed by introductory and conclud-
ing remarks from the president. The sec-
ond occasion was the annual public press
conference on 19 December, which last-
ed more than four hours this year, where
the president responded to questions and
other comments from Russian citizens
and journalists from around the world,
including the West.

The event on 17 December 2025,
introductory remarks (excerpt)

Today, we can see that the geopolitical
situation remains tense throughout the
world, and even critical in some regions.
NATO countries are actively building up
and modernising their offensive forces,
and creating and deploying new types of
weapons, including in outer space.

Meanwhile, people in Europe are being
indoctrinated with fears of an inevitable
confrontation with Russia, with claims
that preparations must be made for a
major war. Various figures who have held
or continue to hold positions of respon-
sibility appear to have simply forgotten
what that responsibility entails.

They are whipping up hysteria, guided
by momentary, personal or group political
interests rather than the interests of their
people. I have said many times that this

is a lie and an irrational narrative about
an imaginary Russian threat to European
countries. But they are doing this delib-
erately.

The truth is that Russia has always,
until the last possible moment tried, even
in the most complicated circumstances, to
find diplomatic solutions to differences
and conflicts. Responsibility for the fail-
ure to use these chances lies squarely with
those who believe that they can use the
language of force with us.

We continue to call for developing
mutually beneficial and equal coopera-
tion with the United States and Europe-
an countries, and for creating a joint se-

view of Russian President Vladimir Putin’s press conference
on 19 December 2025 in Moscow. (picture kremlin.ru)

curity system in the Eurasian region. We
welcome nascent progress in our dialogue
with the new US administration, which
cannot be said of the current leaders of the
majority of European countries.

Source: http://www.en.kremlin.ru/events/presi-
dent/transcripts/comminity_meetings/78801 of 17
December 2025 (Excerpt)

Annual press conference
on 19 December 2025 (excerpt)

Good afternoon. My name is Zeljko Sain,
and I work for Politika, a Serbian news-
paper. Thank you for offering me an op-
portunity to ask a question. [...] You have

continued on page 12

“Germany 2026?"

continued from page 10

citizens feel that the promise enshrined
in the Grundgesetz is increasingly losing
credibility. A representative survey [...]
shows that most Germans feel they can no
longer express their political views with-
out restraint; only a minority still believe
in unrestricted speech, while 57 per cent
think caution is called for.”

Clearly, my German colleague is not
alone in his Christmas message. Germa-
ny is not doing well. The people of this
country, who have repeatedly overcome
major crises and upheavals in their histo-
ry — as fellow human beings and as citi-
zens — are once again facing great chal-
lenges. Many know that the forces that
have set the tone to date are not going
to solve the country’s problems. And that
it is also unlikely that any of the parties

standing for election in Germany will
bring about a change for the better. There
is a lack of professionally and personally
mature personalities. The country’s polit-
ical culture has suffered greatly in recent
decades. The spirit of direct democra-
cy is still not alive enough. Wrong theo-
ries and powerful interests have severely
weakened the foundations of family, up-
bringing, education and science, but also
of social and economic life.

However, passing judgement on Ger-
many and the Germans will not make
anything better. Who is not sitting in a
glass house? Even an economic collapse,
a crash, will not make anything better.
Rather, it will threaten political chaos and
openly dictatorial conditions.

A new foundation can only be created
if there are more people who — despite all
the problems ... or perhaps precisely be-

cause of them — feel connected with Ger-
many and the people living there and show
this. This is also a question of one’s view
of humanity and the world, of knowl-
edge and feeling for the development of
the individual and all social life in soci-
ety, the economy and politics. “Reason
and humanity” was the theme of our Mut
zur Ethik conference end of August 2025.
This is also important for Germany. Espe-
cially for “the time after”. .

https://www.berliner-zeitung.de/wirtschaft-ve-
rantwortung/energie-steuern-jobs-warum-das-
Jjahr-2026-fuer-viele-teurer-wird-li. 10010314
https://www.nzz.ch/wirtschaft/die-arbeitslosen-
zahl-in-deutschland-koennte-bald-wieder-ueber-
die-marke-von-3-millionen-klettern-1d.1918063
https://www.tagesschau.de/inland/deutschland-
trend

https://www.nzz.ch/visuals/mehrheit-der-
deutschen-aeussert-politische-meinungen-nur-
noch-mit-vorsicht-1d.1916157

©
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“'If Russia and the European ...””

continued from page 11

embarked on an effort to bring relations
between the Russian Federation and the
United States back to normal. [...] Can
we expect any future cooperation so that
we can live normal lives without wars? I
hope that next year, when we meet again,
we will be talking about peace, not war.
Vladimir Putin: Thank you for your ques-
tion.

We also want to live in peace free from
any military conflicts next year. Let me re-
iterate that this is what we really want. We
strive to resolve all disputes through ne-
gotiations.

Of course, and I think you will agree
with us on this point, we must address the
root causes of the conflict so that noth-
ing of this kind happens again, so that the
peace is lasting and durable. This is what
we will seek to achieve.

As for our cooperation with NATO,
there used to be a time when we worked
with them. It was not a matter of cooper-
ation, but a question of NATO member-
ship, first for the Soviet Union, and later
for the Russian Federation. However, in
both cases we realised that no one wanted
this to happen, and the promises they had
given us about refraining from expanding
NATO were being ignored. Once again,
we were misled with NATO expanding its
ranks in several waves. Of course, this ef-
fort to move military infrastructure clos-
er to our borders could not fail to cause
us concern and still causes serious mis-
givings.

Of course, against this backdrop, de-
vising a new security framework for Eu-
rope is quite timely. There was a time be-
fore the dissolution of the Soviet Union
when there were smart people in Europe,
including the leaders of Germany’s SDP.
Take Egon Bahr. An accomplished politi-
cian, he went as far as suggest establishing
a new security system in Europe without
expanding NATO. Instead, it would have
included the United States, Eastern Euro-
pean countries and Russia in order to en-
sure inclusivity without placing anyone in
a tight spot.

We are not making any extraordinary
requirements. We are not denying any
given country the right to choose the way
it wants to defend itself, but the way it
does it should not pose a threat to anyone,
including Russia.

We do not ask for anything that has
not been declared before. All we do is in-
sist on having our Western partners fulfil
the pledges and obligations they had as-
sumed. After all, they defrauded us, while
we want to build a reliable security frame-
work in Europe.[...]

Steven Rosenberg, BBC News. I have a
question about the future — the future of

Russia. What future are you planning and
building for your country and your peo-
ple? In this future, will any public disa-
greement with the official line be punish-
able by law, as it is now? Will the search
for enemies, both external and internal,
intensify? Will mobile internet shutdowns
become increasingly common across the
country? Will there be further special mil-
itary operations, or will Russia choose a
different path? I remember you saying
that our future is in our hands — that is, in
the hands of everyone. But essentially, al-
most all power in Russia is in your hands,
which means that, to a large extent, its fu-
ture is also in your hands. So, what will
it be like? What lies ahead? Will it be the
continuation of what we are seeing now?
Vladimir Putin: What will Russia’s future
be? Will actions or people who disagree
with the authorities be punishable by law,
as you put it? You are probably referring
to our well-known and frequently criti-
cised law on foreign agents.

Colleague, I would like to point out that
this is not our invention. Such laws were
adopted in a number of Western countries,
including the United States, back in the
1930s. Moreover, all these laws, includ-
ing the American one, are significantly
harsher. They envisage criminal liability,
including imprisonment, for political ac-
tivity funded from abroad.

We have nothing of the kind. Our law
requires only one thing: if you are en-
gaged in political activity, you must dis-
close your sources of funding. There is no
repression and no criminal prosecution for
this.

Furthermore, if a person ceases politi-
cal activity or refuses foreign funding for
such activities, they are removed from
these lists. There are many such exam-
ples. [...]

You also asked whether there will be
new special military operations. There
will be none if we are treated with respect
and if our interests are taken into account,
just as we have consistently tried to take
yours into account. But you deceived us,
for example, with NATO’s eastward ex-
pansion. We were told there NATO would
not expand “one inch eastward” — that is a
direct quote. And what happened? As they
say it here, they simply deceived us and
disregarded our security interests.

You — well, of course not you person-
ally, but Western politicians — created the
current situation with their own hands and
continue to escalate it. They constantly
talk about preparing for war with Russia.
[...] I think even those who speak about
war with Russia understand [the absurdity
of] this. Are we planning to attack Europe
or something? What kind of nonsense is
that?

This is being done for internal political
reasons in order to create an image of an

enemy. And an image of an enemy, Rus-
sia in this case, is being deliberately con-
structed in order to conceal the mistakes
that many Western governments have
consistently made over the years, both in
economy and social policy. [...] Mistake
after mistake — yet all of this is being cov-
ered up by portraying Russia as a mali-
cious external threat and diverting pub-
lic attention away from internal failures,
shifting it toward the outside world.

Your questions basically follow the
same logic. You said that all power is
concentrated in my hands. True, there is
power vested in the President of the Rus-
sian Federation. But the scope and extent
of that power are clearly defined and en-
shrined in the Constitution of the Rus-
sian Federation, the fundamental law of
our country. For instance, when legisla-
tive decisions are made, I do indeed sign
laws, as is the case in any country. I can-
not recall the exact share in percent, but
a significant portion of these laws is initi-
ated by deputies of the State Duma or by
members of the upper chamber of parlia-
ment, the Federation Council. These are
objective facts. Obviously, the President
of Russia enjoys extensive powers; but I
believe that, under current conditions, a
presidential form of government is justi-
fied for our country.

I would like to conclude on a differ-
ent note. We are ready to work with you
— with Great Britain, with Europe as a
whole, and with the United States — but
solely on the basis of equality and mutu-
al respect.

If we ultimately reach such an under-
standing, everyone will benefit.

I recall a conversation I attended back
in 1993, where Helmut Kohl, former
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of
Germany, spoke. He said that if Europe
wishes to remain an independent centre
of civilisation, its future must inevitably
be with Russia. We naturally complement
one another; together, we could work, de-
velop, and prosper. Without this, Europe
would eventually vanish.[...]

If Russia and European nations were to
unite their efforts, our combined GDP in
terms of purchasing power parity would
exceed that of the United States. This is
obviously a theoretical calculation. But
the underlying reality is clear: by pooling
and complementing our capabilities, we
would achieve prosperity rather than con-
frontation. It is not Russia that is fighting
you. It is you who are fighting us, through
Ukrainian nationalists.

We are ready to stop these hostilities
immediately, provided that Russia’s mid-
and long-term security interests are guar-
anteed. And we are ready to cooperate.
[...] .
Source: http://en.kremlin.ru/events/president/
news/78815 of 19 December 2025
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“Men sustained with courage and hope”

“It is a question of learning hope.”
(Ernst Bloch)'

Hope is fundamental to what makes us
human. Without it, we could not exist.
Christianity taught hope as a virtue. But
it did not invent hope. People have hoped
throughout history.

Giovanni Maio’s essay, “Therapieziel
Hoffnung. Zur Bedeutung der Hoffnung
in einer technisierten Medizin” (Hope as
a therapeutic goal: On the significance of
hope in an engineered medicine), provides
an inducement to hope for this power in-
herent in human nature. This “movingly
wonderful” essay, as a colleague described
it to me, deserves much discussion. For its
profound thoughts extend far beyond the
meaning of hope for the suffering, the
sick, and the dying, and ask us: “What
does hope mean in our time?”? Giovanni
Maio begins with the fundamental idea:

“We can only hope concretely if
we are sustained by a fundamental
hope.” [...] Thus, man chooses his
everyday hopes on the ground of the
hope that sustains and guides him.”

In 1979, my father gave me a copy of Ernst
Bloch’s three-volume work “The Principle
of Hope” for my birthday. On the inside of
the first volume, I read in his handwriting,
“Page 83, bottom: What hope is.” He want-
ed to encourage his son. “Hope”, says Bloch
at this point, underlined by my father,

“this expectant counter-emotion
against anxiety and fear, is there-
fore the most human of all mental
feelings and only accessible to men,
and it also refers to the furthest and
brightest horizon.”™

And then Bloch quotes that almost some-
what un-Marxist-sounding thought writ-
ten by Marx:

“A spider carries out operations
which resemble those of a weaver,
and a bee puts many human build-
ers to shame with the building of its
wax cells. But what distinguishes
the worst builder from the best bee
from the outset, is that he has built
the cell in his head before he builds
it in wax, at the end of the work pro-
cess there is a result which already
existed in the imagination of the
worker at the beginning of that pro-
cess, i.e. already existed ideally.”

Man as builder “realises his pur-
pose in the natural world, a purpose
he knows.”

by Moritz Nestor

In all areas of life, as Bloch in-
terprets this idea, man must have
“planned the plan himself” and
then “anticipated the realisation of
his plan as a brilliant, even deci-
sively inspiring dream onwards.”’
Unlike the bee, man can and must
“look forward” through planning.

“And precisely at this point
there is formed that which |[...]
activates and galvanises us to-
wards the goal of a better life:
daydreams are formed. They
always come from a feeling of
something lacking [...], they
are all dreams of a better life.
[...] among them base, dubi-
ous, dismal, merely enervating
escapist dreams [...] with ap-
proval and support of the status
quo; [...] But how many other

wishful daydreams have sus-
tained men with courage and
hope, not by looking away from
the real, but, on the contrary,
by looking into its progress, into its
horizon.”®

In this way, man “extends” his life into
the future through planning. And he envi-
sions something which is a “Not-Yet-Con-
scious,” something, that has never existed
before that no one has ever thought in the
past: “a forward dawning, into the New.”
This premonition of a new future already
surrounds the simplest daydreams; “from
there it extends into further areas of negat-
ed deprivation, and hence of hope.”

One could argue at length and utterly
fruitlessly about why Bloch, as a Marx-
ist, writes about the Christian virtue of
hope, when Marx dismissed religion as
“the opium of the masses”. Something far
more important must be emphasised: Ernst
Bloch wrote “The Principle of Hope” be-
tween 1938 and 1947 in American exile
and published it in 1959. More than half
a century later, we read the following sen-
tences, which so strikingly resemble the
thoughts of the Marxist Ernst Bloch, in
the Christian Giovanni Maio’s remarka-
ble essay “Hope as a Therapeutic Goal”:

“Hope is not a gushing disregard of
reality, but rather the acknowledg-
ment of reality; it is fundamental-
ly reason-oriented because it clear-
ly recognises the deficiencies of the
present. Hope is characterised by the
fact that it does not gloss over ad-
verse reality, but rather affirms it; it
acknowledges it, but does not allow
itself to be overwhelmed by it. Hope
implies the ability to simultaneous-

Allegory of Hope. By an unknown artist
from Holland, 16™ century. (picture ma)

ly perceive a potentiality within the
present reality. He who hopes sees
[...] the possibility still inherent in
adversity. [...] the hopeful person is
the one who sees clearly, who creates
perspectives for himself.”1°

“While those who despair reduce the
present to the not-yet and thus nar-
row their gaze solely to the pure pre-
sent, remaining trapped in the pre-
sent, those who are hopeful are
equally able to recognise the de-
ficiencies of the present, but see
through these deficiencies the funda-
mental possibility of what is good.”"

Why do a Marxist and a Christian meet at
the same point when they talk about hope?
Because it is the point that can spiritual-
ly unite all “who bear a human face” (Al-
phonse Daudet) as equals. It makes hope
something that far surpasses optimism:
certainty about the essence of humanity
— about his nature, his being God’s crea-
ture, or whatever words we choose. It is
the moral and legal certainty expressed in
Article 1 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights of 1948, which for the first
time categorically demanded for all people:

“All human beings are born free and
equal in dignity and rights. They are
endowed with reason and conscience
and should act towards one another
in a spirit of brotherhood.”

Today, the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights is part of customary international
law. And yet, a person lacking hope who

continued on page 14
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“'Men sustained with courage ..."”
continued from page 13

follows contemporary history could easily
go mad. One shudders to think what horrific
caricatures people can become when meg-
alomaniacal, consumed by hatred, greed,
and a thirst for power; when they lose all
touch with reality; when they see other peo-
ple merely as a means to an end; when they
become unscrupulous genocidal murder-
ers who, in the name of some supposedly
superior being, view others as “cattle” and
slaughter them en masse; who behave like
lunatics and, emotionally cold, are also in-
tellectually incapable of considering wheth-
er others might actually also be right for
once.

In this “Western” world, to which we
belong whether we like it or not, little re-
mains of what was once considered among
the best features of European culture.

And yet, only 5-10 per cent of the in-
ternational financial and power elites are
capable of the excesses I have just de-
scribed. The vast majority of humans
work, love their families and children,
want no war, no torture, none of the mad-
ness that assaults them daily. But they are
trapped in the irrational fear of fabricat-
ed threats, which is being instilled in them
daily.

Perhaps the only thing that can sus-
tain us spiritually, regardless of our reli-
gion or view of the world, is this certainty:
that with every newborn child, new, “un-
twisted” life comes into the world, not yet
trapped in the madness of our Western cul-
ture. Looking at these children, the hopeful
can see that truly, man is entirely different.

Let us consider the following experi-
ment. A 12-month-old child, while playing,
watches an adult working on documents.
It is agreed that no one will speak. After
a while, the adult leaves the room. A sec-
ond adult enters, puts away the first adult’s
documents, and leaves. The first adult re-
turns after a while and looks for his docu-
ments. The child sees this and points to the
spot on the shelf where the item is locat-
ed. Once the adult understands, the child
stops pointing.'? The child cannot yet speak
or walk upright. But it already understands
this pointing gesture and its meaning."

What has happened? The child connects
mentally with the adult and grasps what is
going on within him; it understands his in-
tention. It recognises the other human as
being of the same essence (equality) and
helps, not because the other is a beloved
relative — he is, after all, a stranger — but be-
cause it perceives this other person as a fel-
low human being whom it will help sponta-
neously and of its own free will (freedom),
and not because it has been asked or will be
rewarded. It is not a cost-benefit maximiser.
This is a voluntary, spontaneous (intrinsic)
action. The child helps because it recognis-
es what the other person needs. It mentally

puts itself in the adult’s position and grasps
his intention. It connects mentally with this
person and his intention. And: it does all
this willingly; joyfully. A shared focus on
the same intention arises (fraternity). Lib-
erty, equality, fraternity are at the beginning
of life. It is a behaviour that a// children ex-
hibit around the end of their first year, even
before they can speak and think rationally.

Michael Tomasello calls this process
“cultural intelligence” or “shared inten-
tionality.” It is the ability

“to pursue common intentions to-
gether with others and make com-
mitments in cooperative endeav-
ours. These shared intentions and
commitments are shaped by shared
attention and mutual knowledge
and are based on the cooperative
motives of helping others and shar-
ing things with them.”"*

This form of giving assistance is unique to
humans, and it is important to emphasise
that it does not depend on language: chil-
dren inform others through pointing ges-
tures. This behaviour does not need to be
taught to them. It “emerges quite natural-
ly,” namely,

“from about their first birthday —
when they begin to walk and talk
[...]. However, as they develop fur-
ther, this relatively uninhibited will-
ingness to cooperate is modified by
various influences.”"

Lying, that is, a refusal to cooperate,

“emerges only a few years later and
presupposes prior trust and willing-
ness to cooperate. If people did not
assume they could rely on the helpful-
ness of others, lies would not achieve
their objective in the first place.”'®

This is what we humans are like at the
beginning of our life. This is what we are
like by nature. How far removed is this
radiant beginning of life from the mental
state of the megalomaniacs, warmongers,
liars, self-righteous, criminals, and mur-
derers? What must happen to our belov-
ed children for those one-year-olds, who
can already experience liberty, equality,
and fraternity as emotional qualities at
a pre-verbal age, to later acquire charac-
ters completely alienated from their na-
ture? What would have to happen to make
humanity live like the above-mentioned
one-year-old one day? We all were this
one-year-old once! If humanity did not
destroy itself under the dictates of the in-
sane, if we had the time and freedom to
develop...

In reality, as the personal human sci-
ences reveal we humans are really com-
pletely different from the large number
of well-paid intellectuals with the right
party affiliation who have worked their

way up to the spheres of “state philoso-
phers,” “master thinkers,” Nobel laureates,
dignitaries, and recipients of awards and
honours. They are handpicked, promoted,
and elevated to expert panels and adviso-
ry positions, from where they supply those
5-10 per cent already mentioned with all
the millions of false theories about human-
ity that become the opium of the masses.

Over the past 150 years, representatives
of the personalistic schools of thought in
history, psychology, education, psychia-
try, anthropology, and any other human
sciences, have produced an overwhelming
wealth of knowledge, insights, and skills.
Taken together, they reveal how and why
one-year-olds, who can already experience
liberty, equality, and fraternity as emotion-
al qualities at a pre-verbal stage, later de-
velop into characters who live completely
alienated from their nature.

This certainty that humankind is dif-
ferent. Completely different! This is the
hope, the daydream, that we dream in
the Blochian sense, as if humanity were
eternal: sub specie aeternitatis, as Alfred
Adler said.

This hope is aware of human nature
and of a really possible state of human-
ity, which subtly shimmers and beams
from the behaviour of the one-year-olds
and proves to us: This could always be the
reality. Ernst Bloch therefore calls this a
“learned hope,” a “docta spes.” It defies
Western folly — which is not humanity as
it truly is by nature. We are, indeed, com-
pletely different. .

' Bloch, Ernst. The Principle of Hope. (Studies
in contemporary German social thought) Vol. 1.
Third printing, 1996, First MIT Press paperback
edition, 1995 (ISBN 0-262-52199-7), Introduc-
tion.
Maio, Giovanni. “Therapieziel Hoffnung. Zur Be-
deutung der Hoffnung in einer technisierten Medi-
zin (Hope as a Therapeutic Goal: On the Signifi-
cance of Hope in a Technologised Medicine).” In:
Zeitschrift fiir medizinische Ethik (Journal of Med-
ical Ethics) 61 (2015), pp. 257-269
 ibid., p. 258
4 Bloch, Ernst. The Principle of Hope. Vol. 1; Third
printing, 1996, First MIT Press paperback edition,
1995, p. 75f.
> Marx, Karl. Das Kapital (Capital), Vol. I, 1947 in:
Bloch 1996, p. 127, p. 186
° ibid.
7 Bloch, Ernst. The Principle of Hope. p 76
8 ibid.
9 ibid. p. 77
Maio, Giovanni. “Therapieziel Hoffnung. Zur Be-
deutung der Hoffnung in einer technisierten Medi-
zin (Hope as a Therapeutic Goal: On the Signifi-
cance of Hope in a Technologised Medicine).” In:
Journal of Medical Ethics 61 (2015), p. 259
" ibid., p. 263
2 Lizskowski, U.; Carpenter, M.; Tomasello, M.
(2006): “12- and 18-month-olds point to provide in-
formation for others.” In: Journal of Cognition and
Development 7, pp. 173-187
13 Behne, T.; Carpenter, M.; Tomasello, M. (2005):
One-year-olds comprehend the communicative in-
tentions behind gestures in a hiding game. In: De-
velopmental Science 8, pp. 492—-499
Tomasello, Michael: Warum wir kooperieren (Why
We Cooperate). Frankfurt/Main 2010, pp. 11-12.
ibid., p. 19
1 ibid., p. 31
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“So many bridges, so many lives, so much hope”

Given the current state of the world, it is
understandable that doubts are expressed
about whether people can truly live to-
gether peacefully, as equals and with mu-
tual respect. Such doubts overlook the
fact that it is deliberate, propaganda-
driven smear-campaigns that pit people
against each other. Countless examples of
prominent figures show that it is deeply
ingrained in human nature to stand up for
one’s fellow human beings. One of them
is Toni Riittimann, who comes from Pon-
tresina in the Engadin. Many know him
as a “bridge builder”, which he has been
in both the literal and metaphorical sense
for almost forty years."

‘The first time in my life
I saw so much suffering’

“We have built 365 bridges in Ecuador,
thus completing our work in the coun-
try,”? writes Toni Riittimann, also known
as Toni el Suizo, in his latest newsletter.
In it, he reports on his projects as a bridge
builder, first in South America and now in
Southeast Asia.

Almost forty years ago, on the night
after graduating from the Lyceum Alpi-
num in Zuoz, Toni Riittimann set off for
Ecuador, which had been devastated by an
earthquake: “It was Ecuador and the suf-
fering of its inhabitants after

by Eliane Perret

At 264 metres, the pedestrian bridge over the Rio Aguarico is still the longest of the
bridges built by Toni Riittimann. A few months ago, a modern vehicle bridge was
built next to it. (pictures and graphic Toni Riittimann)

tell the whole story. That would take a
book. And all my gratitude will never be
enough, especially when I know what has
become of this story for almost three mil-
lion people in distant countries. It’s a little
sad to stop now [in Ecuador], of course,
but it’s also wonderful to see that we are
no longer really needed there.”

But without his courageous pioneer-
ing work, we would not be where we are
today, with the responsible governments
taking action themselves and Toni Riitti-
mann able to say:

“On the Rio Aguarico, our fourth
bridge is still the longest at 264 metres.
For 35 years, this bridge has served faith-

fully the eleven communities

the 1987 earthquake that " that built it barefoot with lefto-
showed me the way, and its Countr Brldges number ver pipes and drill ropes from the
Eﬁ:ople stol(;)d by .me”frotin Y Built of users nealrbt};1 oil ﬁellds..A1 fev:; rcrll.o?t.hi
e very beginning”, he - ago, the provincial and distric
writes today. At that time, | Cam bodia 79 230,300 | government opened a modern ve-
he realised what it meant to : hicle bridge next to it. Somethin
no longer have bridges that Indonesia 136 855,600 that had sgeemed impossible fogr
pr;)vided accesshto 1food,da Laos 43 129,900 ideears, j(llls_t as oq;lfogtl;ridgf;
safe route to school, med- ad seemed impossible before.
ical care and fuel for vehi- Myanmar 180 691,700 have asked the authorities to take
cl.eﬁ. “Entfifri:) \ﬁ}l&:jge; were |Vietham 58 248,000 the fo;)ltbridsle out of Ingfice ang
still cut off behind the rag- . 1ve the cables a well-deserve
ing rivers. Endless familigs Southeast Asia 496 2,155,500 ﬁuiet. This also for safety rea-
walked through the country- . sons. They say they want to kee
side with thgir belonginrgs Argentina 2 3,500 the footb)r]idg}(]e nezl(t to the ne\g
in bundles, searching for a | Colombia 19 30,200 one open. I would love to ask
new life. Crying children g the workers who assembled this
stood in the ruins along the CostaRica 14 8,000 bridge under the same scorching
way, ;108;1 in t}}eir glespairl.'flt Ecuador 365 438,700 sqnharild thgnéiqrouﬁ QO}Vnpours,
was the first time in my life with the wind in their faces, up
that I had seen so much suf- El Salvador 1 2,500 there on the cables so high above
fering.”? the Aguarico: ‘Colleagues, did
. . , H Onfj uras 33 89,700 you also hear the river?’ Because
Did you hear the river?” | Mexico 30 22,400 | what I learned back then on that
Almost four decades have Nicaragua 4 7.700 river has helped me with almost a
passed since then. Perse- - - 4 thousand more bridges.”
verance and tenacious ef- | Latin America 468 602,700 Even i . .
fort, driven by a great sense ven In a war-torn country
of humanity, have shaped Total 964 2,758,200 Ton; Riittimann’s humanitarian
Toni Riittimann’s jour- |Date 18.12.2025 commitment touched the hearts

ney through life ever since.
“This is not the time to

So many countries — so many bridges — so many people.

of many people. One example is
continued on page 16
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“So many bridges ...”
continued from page 15

Walter Yanez, a 22-year-old
welder and mechanic from
Lago Agrio, who continued
to work on the bridge pro-
jects in Ecuador until 2025.
Together they had also built
101 bridges in Colombia,
Central America and Mexico
after earthquakes and hurri-
canes had caused severe dam-
age. “We were flown to three
countries by the Ecuadori-
an Air Force in their C-130
Hercules transport aircraft
as a gift to brother nations in
need.”

While the work in Ecuador
is now complete, it continues
in Southeast Asia exactly on
the other side of the planet.
“Although one has to ask one-
self how it is possible to con-
tinue working in a war-torn
country like Myanmar. Ongo-
ing armed fighting is raging
in the border states — Shan,
Kachin, Kayah, Kayin and
others — causing massive dis-
placement and acute human-
itarian needs. And yet, over
the past 17 years, we have
built 180 bridges throughout
Myanmar, 13 of them in 2025
alone.”

Bridge building by bus
His colleague Aiklian is an
indispensable help to him
here. “Quiet, fast, almost invisible. A
man who works with villagers, Buddhist
monks, local authorities. And where nec-
essary, with both sides of the military con-
flict.” First together with Toni Riittimann
and now alone, Aiklian travels across the
country by public bus, covering great dis-
tances from north to south and east to west.
“Week after week, year after year. No one
counts how many nights. Especially not
him. We have been calling that for a long-
time bridge building by bus. Aiklian and
I in the bus, our tools under the bus. The
bridge kit itself is transported to the site
in advance by the villagers, on trucks and
sometimes boats, organised by them.”

But Toni Riittimann himself has only
been able to follow the work from afar for
some time now, first because of Covid-
19, then the military coup, and now he is
fighting his way back step by step from
his renewed paralysis due to Guillain-
Barré syndrome. Fortunately, he and the
many people who need a bridge builder
can count on Aiklian: “A man in a bus,
on his way to change the lives of com-
munities, 6,000 people here, 10,000 peo-
ple there, further and further. And he will

Building a bridge requires demanding
cooperation at lofty heights.

do so until we have used up our pipes and
wire ropes in Myanmar — that’s about 20
more bridges.”

Wire ropes for bridges
instead of ski slopes

Steel pipes, an important element in
bridge construction, are donated by
Tenaris, a global producer of seamless
steel pipes. Wire ropes are also on their
way for bridges in Indonesia. The contain-
er ship NYK Oceanus is transporting them
from Rotterdam to Singapore. Three of its
containers are filled with 23,000 metres of
wire rope. They were donated last year by
cable car companies in the Swiss moun-
tains and come from Swiss tourist resorts
such as St. Moritz. “I spent hundreds of
afternoons skiing here as a child. Ski-
ing, racing, jumping — how I enjoyed the
freedom of the mountains!” recalls Toni
Riittimann.

By now, the cargo (duty-free thanks to
the generosity of the government) should
have been received by Indonesian col-
league Suntana at the port of Jakarta.
He will take part of it directly to Aceh in
North Sumatra, which has once again been

hit by floods. “How often did I
ride in these cable cars and look
up at the mighty cables above
us, carrying us safely through
the icy winter sky. I had no
idea what role they would
play in my life. How often did
I read the name Garaventa on
the nameplate of the builder of
this and most of the other cable
cars.” And here, too, there was
human commitment: Fredy von
Moos, the company’s retired
assembly and logistics man-
ager, personally took care of
storing the wire ropes collect-
ed from all parts of the country,
preparing export documents,
loading everything into con-
tainers and shipping it. “Eve-
rything from the heart,” writes
Toni Riittimann.

Freedom must be built

In view of the current world sit-
uation, Toni Riittimann’s unwa-
vering commitment to the well-
being of all people gives pause
for thought. He is correct when
he writes: “At the age of 19,
after becoming a bridge builder
for the poor, I never went ski-
ing again. I had learned to look
at freedom and needs differ-
ently. Freedom must be built.
For and with people. The fruit
of all this — so many bridges,
so many lives, so much hope.
Thank you to everyone who
helped!”

He is also fighting to regain more free-
dom for himself, as he notes in the PS of
his newsletter: “It has been just over seven
months since Guillaume-Barré syndrome
struck me again. I am practising patiently,
and now I walk 3,000 steps and swim 500
metres every day. My arms and hands are
slowly improving, and I can type this note
with two fingers. Twenty-three years ago,
my recovery took two years; this time, we
will have to wait and see. Thank you for
all your good wishes and thoughts, my
friends.” o

! See also: Perret, Eliane. “Building bridges between
people and places.” In: Current Concerns No. 19 of
26 September 2023; Perret, Eliane. “Bridges to fel-
low human beings and to the world.” In: Current
Concerns No. 15 of 15 July 2025

Riittimann, Toni. “So many bridges — so many
lives.” Newsletter dated 19 December 2025. The
quotations not specifically listed below are taken
from this newsletter.

These personal memories of Toni Riittimann’s early
years as a bridge builder can be found on the web-
site of the Dr. J. E. Brandenberger Foundation,
whose award he received in 1999. They have been
reproduced in this article with the kind permission
of Toni Riittimann; https://www.stiftungbranden-
berger.ch/index.php/de/archiv/69-1999-toni-ru-
ettimann.
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