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Yes to Gripen on 18 May –  
“Do not delegate our own security to other countries” 

thk. To date the public debate, dominated 
by the opponents of the procurement of a 
new military aviator, has especially focused 
on the Gripen as an airplane, its technical 
skills, its costs, and similar details. These 
all are questions which of course have to be 
discussed too and which demand clear an-
swers, but these answers have been given 
long since. An essential aspect must not be 
concealed: How can the Swiss army fulfil 
the constitutional mandate and, how can 
neutrality and sovereignty be ensured in 

future, if we constantly reduce the army 
and do not replace essential elements of 
the army?

The recently formulated proposal of SP 
National Councillor Evi Allemann, coun-
tries of the NATO war alliance could help 
us in the event of a crisis and so we might 
easily do without the Gripen, makes us take 
notice and shows where the journey is sup-
posed to go.

Switzerland is to submit to the impe-
rial war alliance, and in the most im-

portant question, namely the one of 
war and peace, renounce its sovereign-
ty. We must not let it come to that. In 
the following interview two represent-
atives of different parties take position 
on the question of the Gripen “pro-
curement that is to partly replace the 
Tiger”. They are Councillor Karin Kel-
ler-Sutter, FDP St. Gallen, and the for-
mer Ambassador Walter Suter, a mem-
ber of the Social Democratic Party of 
Switzerland.

“Barefoot doctor”-model does not fit for Switzerland 

More than 200,000 citizens have signed 
the peoples‘ initiative “Yes to family 
medicine” in order to secure sufficient 
numbers of family doctors for the fu-
ture. The initiators, however, have now 
withdrawn the initiative in favour of 
the counter-proposal, conceivably be-
cause they were offered higher sala-
ries for general practitioners – to be fi-
nanced by cuts in the specialist doctors‘ 
salaries, a deal the patients will not 
necessarily benefit from. As a result, 
the direct counter-proposal to the ini-
tiative “Yes to family medicine”, which 
will be decided about in the vote on 18 
May does no longer reflect the ideas of 
the signees.  The counter-proposal is 
a bluff package, meant to strengthen 
“basic health care” rather than the fam-

ily doctors. According to the new con-
cept, the family doctor will cease to be 
the first care giver for the treatment of 
diseases and accidents, as it used to be 
the case and 200,000 citizens expected 
to remain true when they signed the 
original initiative “Yes to family med-
icine”. This concept of “Basic Health 
Care” happens to be an old WHO model 
that had been propagated for develop-
ing countries in the 1970ies (known as 
“Barefoot doctors”-model). It rules that 
the patient should be “treated” mainly 
by cheap health care providers such as 
specialist nurses, nutricionists, podolo-
gists etc. instead of trained medical 
doctors. Moreover, the counter-pro-
posal entails the risk of centralistic in-
terference with the cantonal sover-

eignty in health matters, since cantonal 
competencies might be transferred to 
the federal level. Understandably, be-
cause of the Gripen fighter jets and the 
minimum wage initiative, the SVP can-
not run an “active” No campaign. Still 
the counter-proposal has to be fought 
against with all means, since it would 
lead to a massive deterioration of our 
health system as we know it, and also 
challenges cantonal sovereignty. Actu-
ally, the centralistic counter-proposal 
is unnecessary to begin with, because 
the cantons can very well support their 
family doctors on their own. 

Peter Aebersold, Zürich

(Translation Current Concerns)

Current Concerns: Mrs 
Sutter, in a fortnight we 
are going to vote on the 
new military aircraft 
Gripen. The air force 
is an important part of 
our army. What is our 
army’s significance for 
our country? 
Councillor of State 

Karin Keller-Sutter: In accordance with 
the Federal Council’s Security Report 
2010, Switzerland knows various security 
instruments. They include for example our   
evelopment cooperation. The army is a key 
instrument of security policy. It serves de-

fense and is deployed, as well subsidiarily, 
e.g. to support the police.

How far is there a constitutional obliga-
tion for Switzerland to have an operation-
al army?
This obligation exists in accordance with 
our Constitution. There it is laid down that 
Switzerland has an army. And an army 
has of course various branches which in-
clude the air force, as well. There is no 

army in the world that hasn’t got an air 
protection, that is an air force. 

After the vote “Yes to the militia” what 
are the implications for politics?
I fought for draft service last fall, and the 
people said yes with 73% to compulsory 
military service and thus to the militia. If 
we oblige our young men to do military 

“We are willing to assert our independence, sovereignty 
and neutrality in the future, as well”

Interview with Karin Keller-Sutter, Councillor of State

Karin Keller-Sutter 
(picture thk)

“It is unacceptable that we oblige the young Swiss to do military service 
and then send them to their deployment – without protection from the air 
– as an easy prey.”

continued on page 2
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service, protecting them is also our respon-
sibility. Or in other words: the army which 
is deployed on the ground must be protect-
ed by their own air force in the Swiss air-
space. It is unacceptable that we oblige the 
young Swiss to do military service and 
send them to their deployment without pro-
tection from the air – as an easy prey.

What obligations arise from our perma-
nent armed neutrality?
This is a clear commitment to defend our-
selves and to non-interference in armed 
conflicts of other states. Neutrality in the 
air-space, however, can be enforced only if 
we make the appropriate resources availa-
ble. The question of how to assert our neu-
trality arises ever and again. Would Swit-
zerland have given the Americans the fly 
over rights if they had attacked Syria last 
year? Or would we agree that NATO fight-
er jets flew over Switzerland in the direc-
tion of Ukraine? From the point of view of 
neutraltiy, it is impossible. Hoever, if you 
refuse, you must be able to assert your “no”.

How do you judge the argument that Swit-
zerland is “surrounded by friends” and 
therefore needs no new plane?
I am pleased that the surrounding states 
are our friends. Nevertheless, we must be 
able to defend ourselves and to control 
our airspace and to protect it effectively. 

We cannot delegate our own safety to for-
eign countries. Nowadays the menace can 
change quickly. There is a need for an air 
traffic control also in peacetime, for ex-
ample for the protection of international 
conferences or a natural desaster or fail-
ure of the infrastructure. The purchase of 
22 Gripen is nothing but replacement for 
the outdated Tiger-5-fighter aircraft. It is 
therefore not a new task.

What are our air force’s significance and 
tasks?
The air force informs and protects. That 
means the air force obtains information 
that is necessary for the army. In addi-
tion, it serves as the air police. Thus, the 
air force is a kind of police patrol in the air 
which ensures that those unauthorized do 
not enter the Swiss air space or must leave 
it. Unidentified aircraft are intercepted. 

Why do you support the purchase of the 
Gripen and not another aircraft?
The selection of the type was and is not the 
task of the Parliament. But one may say that 
the price-performance ratio of the Gripen is 
okay for Switzerland. The task of the Par-
liament is to ensure that the army receives 
the funding needed to carry out their tasks 
based on the findings in the security and the 
army report. The Gripen is a replacement. 
You cannot emphasize this enough. The 54 
Tiger will be discarded in 2016 because they 
are at the end of their service. The Tiger can 
be used only when visibility and weather are 

good. From mid 2016 on, the air force would 
have only the 32 F/A-18 without the Gripen. 
They would not be able to ensure security in 
extraordinary situations.

Is the funding secured?
Yes. The financing happens within the 
framework of the annual army budget and 
is not at the expense of other Federal Gov-
ernment tasks. A fund is formed from the 
ordinary budget of the army and annual 
instalments of about 300 million francs 
will be. This is absolutely reasonable and 
feasible. The entire budget of the army is 
equivalent about 7% of the total federal 
spending. In comparison, we spend 33% 
for the social works. 

Summary: What are the most important 
political arguments?
“Switzerland shall have armed forces … 
they defend the country and its population.” 
This is the job that the Federal Constitution 
gives us. An army without an air force does 
not exist. The air force protects our neu-
trality and sovereignty in tense situations. 
22 Gripen are to replace 54 obsolete F-5 
Tiger. Thus, the message of Switzerland 
is clear: we are willing to assert our inde-
pendence, sovereignty and neutrality in the 
future, as well.

Mrs Keller-Sutter, thank you very much 
for the interview. 	 •

(Interview Thomas Kaiser)

”‘We are willing to assert …’” 
continued from page 1

Current Concerns: 
Mr former Ambas-
sador, why does our 
country need an 
army?
Walter Suter: We need 

an independent defense army – as a “last 
resort” – to guarantee the security and in-
dependence of our country in the event of 
an imminent armed conflict or attack. As 
a neutral state, we cannot delegate this 
constitutional mandate to foreign armed 
forces or military alliances.

Why does our country need an independ-
ent air force?
The air force is an essential and integral 
part of the army. It has the special task 
to protect and defend our airspace. Nei-

ther can this task be transferred to foreign 
armed forces. Provided that the army and 
thus the air force is able to fulfill its mis-
sion, it must have sufficient, technologi-
cally advanced and up-to-date equipment.

What are the obligations arising from the 
perpetual armed neutrality?
As a neutral state, we must be able to 
credibly demonstrate to all other states 
that we are willing and able in case of an 
armed conflict to protect and defend our 
territory – including the airspace – by mil-
itary means. This objective requires main-
taining an army that is convincing with 
respect to operational readiness of troops 
and material. Only this way do we gain 
the opportunity to achieve a certain effect 
of dissuasion. This again helps to reduce 

the probability of a military defense mis-
sion – which is certainly not desired by 
anyone.

What is your opinion about the argu-
ment that Switzerland is “surrounded by 
friends” and does therefore not need a 
new plane?
As an armed neutral and non-aligned state, 
we do provide an efficient air force our-
selves. We have decided and are obliged to 
re-arm our forces without the help and/or 
support of foreign armies. This also applies 
to so-called “friends”. Given the historical 
experience of Europe in the 20th century, the 
renewed dangerous tensions in Eastern Eu-
rope as well as recent but significant pres-

“As an armed neutral and non-aligned state,  
we do provide an efficient air force ourselves”

Interview with former Ambassador Walter Suter

Walter Suter
(picture thk)

“As a neutral state, we must be able to demonstrate credibly to all other states that we have the 
will and the ability in the event of an armed conflict to protect and defend our territory – includ-
ing the airspace – with military means.”

continued on page 3
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”‘As an armed neutral and …” 
continued from page 2

sure tests of powerful “friendly” states on 
Switzerland with respect to fiscal policy I 
consider it as “starry-eyed” and naive to be-
lieve that the ever-lasting peace has come 
about. Fair-weather periods are not perma-
nent. In the course of the past four or five 
years rather dark clouds have gathered on 
the economic and socio- political skies of 
Europe.While the difficulties within coun-
tries increase, for every government chari-
ty very quickly begins at home, and former 
friendship and mutual assistance protesta-
tions rapidly lose priority. Very soon you are 

alone – and woes betide anyone who has not 
made provision for their protection in that 
case. “The most pious cannot live in peace if 
the evil neighbors do not leave him alone …”

The proposal that NATO could take on 
Switzerland’s protection in the event of 
war can never be an option.
From the above-mentioned neutrality-po-
litical reasons, NATO is not an option for 
Switzerland. All the more so as NATO has 
revealed a more offensive than defensive na-
ture since the war in Yugoslavia. Therefore, 
in my opinion, the procurement of a fight-
er plane, which comes from another neutral 
country like Sweden, is an advantage.

In summary: What are the most impor-
tant national policy arguments?
With last year’s rejection of the popular 
initiative “Yes to the abolition of com-
pulsory military service” the majority of 
the Swiss population re-inforced its will 
to keep the militia army. Thus, it also ex-
pressed that it trusts this army with regard 
to the protection and defense of freedom 
and independence of our country. This 
attitude of the majority of the sovereign 
should be acknowledged.

Mr Suter, thank you for the interview. 	 •

(Interview Thomas Kaiser)

thk. The opposition against the replace-
ment of a part of the discarded Tiger is 
composed mainly of the “Group for a 
Switzerland without an Army” (GSoA), 
the SPS and the Greens. In order to make 
it not too obvious for the Swiss population 
that the whole affair is about the abolition 
of the army and in the long run about the 
transfer of our increasingly weakened 
army into NATO, the GSoA was to hold 
back this time in the voting campaign and 
leave the public relations to the SP. This is 
grotesque, because also the SP in its party 
program has defined the abolition of the 
army as one of its policy objectives. Nev-
ertheless, it gives itself the nimbus of an 
army critical, but by no means an army 
abolishing party. One of the chameleon-
like SP-exponents in this voting campaign 
is Evi Allemann. The National Councillor 
is a member of the Security Policy Com-
mission and is especially courted by the 
Swiss radio and television. She was mis-
leadingly labeled a moderate army critic, 
who basically advocates the Swiss Army, 
but precisely not the Gripen. But the fact 
is that she has worked for 8 years close-
ly with Jo Lang in security matters, the 
founder of the GSoA and top Army-elim-
inator of Switzerland, according to radio 
SRF. Already in the discussion program 
“Arena” of the Swiss television of 21 De-
cember 2013 on the procurement of the 
Gripen Evi Allemann let the cat out of the 
bag and called for closer military coop-
eration with the neighboring countries to 
protect Switzerland’s airspace. All neigh-
boring countries are members of EU 
and NATO, with the exception of Aus-
tria, which with its only 15 Euro-fight-
ers is not even in a position to protect its 
own country in special situations. In other 
words, she held a plea, to closer join the 

NATO countries. What this means, you 
can imagine if you have consciously lived 
through the last few years: They want us 
to become dependent on a war alliance, 
which as an imperial instrument primarily 
serves the enforcement of US power inter-
ests and does not shrink away, even with-
out UN mandate and thus illegally under 
international law, from waging wars all 
around the world: in the Federal Repub-
lic of Yugoslavia in 1999, in Afghanistan 
in 2001, in Iraq in 2003, not as a NATO 
organization, but with the “alliance of the 
willing”, all of which are NATO coun-
tries except for Ukraine (!) in Libya in 
2011, where they discretionarily abused 
the UN resolution, which had allowed a 
no-fly zone in Libya. They waged a bru-
tal war of aggression against the country, 
which only ended with the fall of Muam-
mar al Gaddafi. Today terrible chaos vi-
olence and destruction prevails. Accord-
ing to Evi Allemann countries of this war 
troops should therefore defend the free-
dom of Switzerland, which we must never, 
ever let happen.

In the radio emission “Echo der Zeit” 
of 25 April Mrs Allemann advertises for 
closer international cooperation to enable 
the protection of our country’s airspace. 
It is, however, not about saving money or 
to acquire a better aircraft, which would 
also be more expensive, but obviously – 
as with the initiative to abolish the mili-

tia army – about leading Switzerland into 
an international military alliance – that is 
either Nato or the EU’s Rapid Reaction 
Force.

The reasoning of the SP is not a prod-
uct of serious democratic debate, but the 
product of a German security expert, the 
political scientist Lutz Unterseher who 
created a security advisory regarding 
the purchase of a new fighter plane for 
Switzerland on behalf of the SP, report-
ed by “Rundschau” of Swiss television on 
16 April. The arguments presented by Evi 
Allemann to the public mostly come from 
this report. Again, the reference to NATO 
is a clear option in case Switzerland un-
expectedly and in distant future would 
nevertheless be pulled into a larger mil-
itary conflict. Unterseher is aware of the 
fact that he would never succeed with this 
proposal with those who assume exact-
ly such a scenario. So you have to down-
play the threat, to at least come nearer to 
the goal of a weak air defense. In the long 
run, the country could be led into NATO 
this way, and Evi Allemann plays the role 
of the stirrup holder. It is a sinister plan to 
weaken the army to such an extend that it 
is an easy game for other countries to con-
quer the land, to occupy it or to deprive it 
of its sovereignty, by subjecting it to the 
more powerful. Should this be the future 
of our country? With the new Gripen we 
can prevent this.	  •

Army-eliminators in cahoots together with transatlanticists 
Do individual exponents of the SP together with the GSoA want to lead Switzerland into NATO?

“The SP is committed to the abolition of the army. Until this 
goal is reached, the Swiss Army is to be massively downgrad-
ed and remodeled.”

Party program adopted by the SP-Congress in Lausanne,  
30/31 October 2010, and Lugano, 8 September 2012, p. 45
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“No government can long func-
tion when the enemy operates free-
ly above it.”
(John A. Warden III. in: “The Air 
Campaign”)

A refusal of the Gripen acquisition would 
have drastic, negative consequences for 
our air force, our “Sicherheitsverbund 
Schweiz für Schutz, Rettung und Ver-
teidigung” (“Security Alliance Switzer-
land for Protection, Rescue and Defence”) 
as well as for our country as a sovereign 
state. The consequences would not be no-
ticeable immediately. At first they would 
become apparent only gradually, however, 
they would affect us in an existential way 
in a military conflict – conceivable again 
in Europe even to the SP party president 
after the incidents in Ukraine (!).1 Look-
ing a the future the following effects must 
primarily be called severe:

We rapidly damage our good reputation 
worldwide as a secure and stable country 
with a firm will to independence and self-
defence!

No state to be taken serious in this 
world would voluntarily relinquish its 
air force. They all know that they cannot 
guarantee the security of their territory 
and along with it the successful advance-
ment of their politics, economy and socie-
ty without effective air defence. A Gripen 
renouncement would convey a disastrous 
sign of weakness and self-abandonment 
internally and in relation to foreign coun-
tries. Such a step would have serious neg-
ative consequences for our success model 
Switzerland. The Swiss public in general 
with little foreign contact is not aware how 
many different actors all over the world 
pursue and analyze the processes which 
are taking place in our country and draw 
conclusions for their decisions from their 
insights which we will feel sooner or later. 
This is valid for a tourist as well as for an 
investor. The latter, for example, renounc-
es to create jobs in Switzerland, since it 
does not accomplish its security-political 
tasks and does no longer demonstrate its 
commitment in this respect. In that case 
we would be lacking such jobs and would 
weaken the efficiency of our economy as 
well as the welfare state financed by it.

From 2025 on we lose our air force 
completely and with it the ability to con-
trol our airspace and to defend our sover-
eignty!

A more intensive use of the F/A-18, 
above all after introduction of a 24h-QRA-
alarm-organization, will lead to the fact that 
from 2025 on we will no longer dispose of 
the necessary instruments of intervention 
for the control of our airspace. Along with 
that we will lose our aerial shield complete-
ly. Once given up, in the light of complex-
ity, required duration and investments for 
small Switzerland, rebuilding the latter is 
an illusion. This is also valid with a polit-
ically nevertheless rather unlikely, quick 
start of the next evaluation. The situation 
is still aggravated by the fact that with cer-
tainty this would result in the same deci-
sion for the type.

We lose our defensive capability!
If one turns off the “oxygen tap of renew-
al” to our air force, one indirectly initi-
ates the dismantling of our army as the 
next step. Since without efficient air force 
there is no effective deployment of ground 
troops with lasting effect, as all military 
conflicts of the younger history have dem-
onstrated impressively. Our “Sicherheits-
verbund Schweiz für Schutz, Rettung 
und Verteidigung” consisting of civil and 
military elements, so successful for gen-
erations, would have arrived at the start 
leading to the end and people within the 
SP who intend to abolish the army, the 
“Gruppe für eine Schweiz ohne Armee” 
(GSoA), and the Greens would have 
achieved their goal to render our country 
unprotected and defenseless.

For these reasons there is no sound 
reason to refuse the renewal long overdue 
to our air force for any citizen who feels 
responsible for the security and future of 
Switzerland and who does not consume 
the latter it as a self-evident fact. With 
this vote we are not talking about poli-
ticians or political parties, these are – if 
necessary or desired to be voted out of 
office by the next renewal elections – but 
only about the acquisition of 22 Gripen-
E as well as, in the end, about the quite 
easy question: 

Do we want a secure Switzerland ca-
pable of defense, or do we accept insecu-

rity and indirectly abolish the army at the 
same time? 

Neither should we forget the follow-
ing: As everybody knows, the Swiss takes 
counsel with himself only after action, and 
it is therefore important to note that one 
cannot order the necessary fire engine to 
fight the fires when the “house Switzer-
land” is already burning! 	 •

1	 original quote Levrat: “For the first time since 
the fall of the Berlin Wall we have again a real 
danger of war between the East and West, the 
OSCE headed by Federal Councillor Burkhalter 
tries to make a contribution to peace.” In: NZZ 
am Sonntag of 23 March 2014

(Translation Current Concerns)

Consequences of a Gripen zero-decision –  
we lose the capability of defending Switzerland!

by Konrad Alder, former aviation editor “Schweizer Soldat”
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No to federal proposal “Basic Health Care”
mw. Unlike the “Gripen” or the minimal 
wage initiative, the Constitutional Act on 
Basic Health Care, which the electorate 
will also vote on in the May 18th referen-
dum, almost completely escapes media 
attention and is rarely discussed. Current 
Concerns is one of the few newspapers 
who inform their readers in detail about 
the decisive and alarming interference of 
this proposal with our well-known excel-
lent health care system, basic patients’ 
rights and last not least the constitution-
al – and sensible! – cantonal responsi-
bility for health care issues (see Current 
Concerns No. 7 and No. 8/2014). Ac-

cordingly, the reactions of our readers 
who rightfully are dissatisfied by the in-
complete information in the mainstream 
media and the misleading comments in 
the official commentaries by the Feder-
al Council, are enormous. In these com-
mentaries there is the false claim for in-
stance that the proposal was dealing with 
the shortage of family doctors and a legal 
foundation of optimal development of 
health care in Switzerland. “Who would 
oppose that?” a reader asks in a letter 
and protests against such trivializing ma-
nipulation. Moreover, the commentaries 
claim that with the new proposal the re-

sponsibilities of the federal and cantonal 
agencies would stay “more or less” the 
same. However, as another reader cor-
rectly points out, the implementation of 
the proposal would not only mean a rad-
ical change and massive deterioration of 
our well-proven health care system, but 
also a dangerous attack on cantonal sov-
ereignty. 

In the following we print some of the 
letters to the editor regarding this feder-
al proposal. Every member of the elector-
ate, who offers an oral or written contri-
bution to the opinion formation process, 
will make a difference! 

It was an alleged sensation when a cou-
ple of days ago, certain media represent-
atives “exposed” – that the Swedish am-
bassador in Berne, together with Swiss 
representatives like VBS-head Ueli 
Maurer and FDP-member of the Nation-
al Council and army advocate Corina 
Eichenberger, had reflected upon how to 
eliminate misunderstandings and scep-
ticism among some Members of Parlia-
ment regarding the acquisition of the 
Gripen-Jet. The respective discussions 
took place with the assistance of two 
Swedish armaments experts, who possess 
the necessary technical knowledge about 
the jet and the purchase contracts. Also 
FDP-president Philipp Müller, known 

and valued as an upright, factual and 
competent politician, was there. He asked 
questions and received answers. The ar-
guments of the experts convinced him so 
that army advocate Müller conveyed the 
information to his party-colleagues and 
also convinced them of the Gripen’s ac-
quisition. Similar discussions took place 
with other members of parliament. That 
subsequently a civil majority in Parlia-
ment voted for the Gripen does not sur-
prise. It is obvious that a well-function-
ing army needs a well-functioning air 
force and modern material. When sensa-
tion-seeking journalists want to tout this 
procedure as “scandal” the question aris-
es, where they stand themselves.

They would better put themselves out 
for a tenable militia than let themselves be 
turned into instruments for those who cov-
ertly want to abolish the army. It comes 
as a surprise that members of political 
parties who according to their party pro-
gramme want to abolish the army alleged-
ly changed wondrously to advocates for 
the army, overnight. At the same time the 
“Group for a Switzerland without army” 
(GSoA) which launched the referendum 
discreetly keeps in the background. 

Dr phil Judith Barben, psychologist, 
publisher, scientific publicist, Thundorf

(Translation Current Concerns)

Media representatives –  
compliant instruments of army opponents?

The family medicine initiative had a different goal –  
therefore No to “Basic Health Care”

The family doctor is in a crucial, indis-
pensible position. For every patient and 
every family he is the first one to contact. 

Because everybody knows this situa-
tion: he or she is plagued by symptoms of 
a disease and wants to get well again. The 
old remedies from the domestic pharma-
cy don’t do the trick. What next? Let’s see 
the family doctor. 

The family doctor as a general practi-
tioner or as a specialist in internal med-
icine has gone through a comprehensive 
and thorough training process. He knows 
the basics of health care, attends scientif-
ic meetings of further education regularly, 
is able to interpret his own X-ray scans, 
treat wounds, perform minor operations 
himself or apply a plaster cast. In many 
cases he will also treat children. In urgent 
situations he will see the patient at home. 
Quite often he will attend to several fam-
ily members of all generations in a fam-

ily. Similar to the pastor or the teacher, 
the family doctors enjoys a high prestige. 
Swiss doctors even perform the assess-
ment of driving abilities and co-operate 
closely with the Spitex and the nursing 
services such as the Samaritarians. Should 
more specialized diagnosis or treatment 
equipment be required, he will refer the 
patient to a specialist, whom he knows 
well and trusts, or to a hospital. 

Apart from somatic illnesses, quite 
often the patient will first consult the 
family doctor for personal mischiefs or 
psychological problems, too, because a 
strong relationship of trust has been built 
over many years. From the first encoun-
ter it is the task of the doctor to accept 
the patient as a fellow human being. This 
will succeed if he inquires carefully what 
brought the patient to him, employing all 
of his professional knowledge and expe-
rience in that process.

When a patient is discharged from hos-
pital he or she will always be asked to 
which family doctor the discharge letter 
is to be sent. This question means: which 
doctor do you trust to carry out your fur-
ther treatment well? 

You realize from the complex, respon-
sible duties outlined above that the self-
employed family doctor is a major stake-
holder of the good, Swiss health care 
system which has always been organized 
in a federalist way. 

The fact that the family doctor initiative 
had been signed by more than 200,000 
people within only 6 months, illustrates 
the wish of the citizens that family med-
icine as it is practiced today should stay 
unchanged. 

Dr med Andreas Bau, Schweizersholz

(Translation Current Concerns)
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Counter-proposal to the initiative  
“Yes to family medicine” is counter-productive!

Dear readers, let me start with many 
thanks to the editors who actually publish 
such letters. This kind of newspapers is 
crucial these days. Keep supporting them! 
Consider giving a subscription as a pre-
sent to somebody, who might get a lot of 
pleasure from it for a long time. Thanks 
to its federalist structure the Swiss health 
care system is one of the best worldwide. 
OECD, WHO and Federal Health De-
partment know that. But now changes are 
looming. The Swiss peoples’ initiative 
“Yes to family medicine” gathered more 
than 200,000 signatures. Unfortunately, it 
was withdrawn and replaced by the cur-
rent federal proposal. 

The proposal, as it will be voted on, 
ignores the initial goals of the initiative. 
Adapting health care structures from the 
US and EU countries it would overthrow 
our top organization. Instead of supporting 
the doctors, completely new professions 
which are unheard of in this country are 
supposed to modify the health care sys-
tem. Decreasing quality and higher costs 
would be inevitable that way. 

There is something else we as free Swiss 
citizens cannot accept. With this law and 
several other camouflage amendments we 

are put on a slippery slope into the authori-
tarian EU without noticing it. We have pol-
iticians who have been aware of this for 
some time. Unfortunately nobody dares 
to say something. A nature-loving forester 
like myself, however, has nothing to lose. I 
don’t like to, but I have to do it. 

In the evening of 26 April I was work-
ing at this letter to the editor. On Sun-
day morning (happened to be our 46th 
wedding anniversary) I suddenly had a 
“vision”. The real aim of this proposed 
constitutional amendment “basic health 
care” isn’t actually a further development 
of our already quite advanced health care 
system, but rather the gradual integration 
of our nation into the “Moloch” EU !

Therefore “No” to this bluff package pro-
posal! Readers’ letters are supposed to be 
short. Anybody taking the vote seriously 
will get information not only from the fed-
eral commentary booklet. Watching the talk 
show “Arena” on television (watch and listen 
to proponents and adversaries carefully) and 
reading Current Concerns will help a lot.

Fritz Trachsel-Zürcher, Zell

(Translation Current Concerns)

Danish experiences 
demand a No

Switzerland has the best health care sys-
tem worldwide. The people are right to 
have declined any centralization or econ-
omization measures so far, EU style or 
other. The cantons continue to be re-
sponsible for the well-proven health care 
system. Now a camouflage campaign 
is launched with phony phrases such as 
“Yes to basic health care”, “sustainable 
solutions” or “cost-effective medicine” 
in order to dismantle our established sys-
tem. Even medical doctors have to spend 
a lot of time to actually comprehend the 
lengthy materials. Many citizens simply 
trust the official agencies and the media. 
Necessary principles such as honesty, trust 
and good faith, matter-of-fact informa-
tion and diversity of opinions are crucial 
for our democracy. It is a fact, however, 
that information about this planned con-
stitutional proposal and its potential far-
reaching consequences is insufficient and 
that the entire health care system and its 
necessary doctor-patient-relationship, built 
on trust, is supposed to be dissolved step 
by step. In many areas “health personnel” 
is now supposed to replace the doctor. In 
Sweden and Denmark the easily accessi-
ble medical care they used to have has al-
ready been ruined for several years. We 
know the conditions there quite well. Peo-
ple have to travel long distances to get to 
one of the few big health care centres and 
they don’t have constant doctor-patient re-
lationships any longer. They are “referred” 
around to different places all the time. It 
has become a matter of luck to establish a 
good trustful doctor-patient-relationship. 
These important aspects are never men-
tioned but they are crucial. In order to in-
crease the number of Swiss family doc-
tors no law amendment is required, but a 
higher number of training positions, fair 
salaries and good working conditions in 
all parts of the country. That way the pos-
itive ethical attitude of the profession will 
be strengthened again. Therefore a clear 
“No” to these reckless camouflage tactics. 

Urs and Lene Knoblauch, high school 
teacher, board-certified psychologist 

IAP, Fruthwilen/TG 

(Translation Current Concerns)

Where would it lead us if  
“specialist nurse personnel”  

were to decide who is allowed to see a doctor?

Thanks to the two authors for their precise 
and clear information on the Federal Coun-
cil’s bluff package about basic medical care, 
the counter-proposal against the popular in-
itiative “Yes to family medicine”. The mis-
informed patient would love to support his 
or her trusted family doctor, and reckons the 
best way to do this is a Yes vote! But how 
come that even family doctors themselves 
act against their own interests and promote 
this Yes? Are they so ill-informed? Do they 
hope to get rid of “bobology” that way, or to 
reduce their work-load in the new model? 

I still remember our family doctor quite 
vividly, when we were children. His pleasant 
voice when he climbed up the stairs to see me 
when I was sick. He was held in great esteem 
by the whole village, no call to see a patient 
at home had ever been inconvenient for him. 
And now Federal Councillor Berset opines 
that family doctors should be done away with 
and we citizens attended by APN-specialist 

nurses who are to decide who is allowed to 
see a doctor! Where would that lead us?

This model reminds me, even if all 
comparisons limp, of the days when Mao 
pursued his cultural revolution. One of 
his crazy schemes was to force competent 
medical doctors into doing farm labour 
and surrender the patients to nursing per-
sonnel. How many have lost their lives be-
cause the qualified knowledge of the doc-
tors was no longer wanted. But, to be sure, 
Mao himself always kept a private doctor 
for himself – one should never forget that 
– the best he could possibly find! 

How will our federal personnel han-
dle this dilemma in future? Will they also 
make sure they get the best opportunities 
to be seen by the most competent physi-
cians without delay?

Christina Hassenstein, Berner Oberland
(Translation Current Concerns)
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Putin hesitates and 
hesitates to step 
on the precarious 
aggressor-route, 
which the entire 
West – with some 
little variations – 
has laid out for him. 
There must pre-
vail pure despera-
tion in Washington 
while the German 
Chancellor, Dr An-

gela Merkel has been summoned. Slowly, 
but surely, the Kiev “Nuland-boys” in the 
Ukraine are becoming a busted flush. Bil-
lions of dollars have been invested, as Sec-
retary of State Nuland keeps on repeating, 
but they cannot bring in the hoped-for har-
vest.

This becomes clear, above all due to the 
latest news coming from the German Fed-
eral Armed Forces. They state:
1.	 Sweden has closed its airspace for 

AWACS aircraft so that no reconnais-
sance flights – and no functions of fly-
ing command posts – can be performed 
from the Swedish airspace,

2.	 Finland noted that in Eastern Ukraine 
not only American mercenary troops, 
but also regular American troops are 
engaged,

3.	 the bulk of the Kiev Maidan fight-
ers claim the payments for the mis-
sion in the Maidan square out of the 
“combat funds” promised by the Unit-
ed States for all remaining weeks, after 
the “combat funds” were allegedly paid 
for already for one week,

4.	 a train was stopped in the Ukraine on 
open line, whereupon all objects of 
value were taken away from all pas-
sengers with Russian passports.

If all this does not help to be able to se-
duce the Russian Federation to commit 
one error, which the West is so desper-
ately waiting for, other approaches must 
be considered. According to media re-
ports US Foreign Minister Kerry made 
clear the dimensions in a speech to the At-
lantic Council. Any close cooperation of 
economic nature between the European 
Union and the Russian Federation threat-
ens the hegemony of the global US-led 
block.

Thus, the policy of “unconditional 
surrender” is being set against the re-
flections on a “common House of Eu-
rope” and peaceful coexistence. And it 
would by no means come as a surprise if 
the German Chancellor would be asked 
by her tapping-friend Obama in Wash-

ington to impose a personal sanction on 
the Russian President in order to final-
ly be able of convicting him as an ag-
gressor.

So Putin could be ordered to no longer 
travel with his daily motorcade on the spe-
cial lane of the Moscow arterial road that 
leads him to his house. Otherwise he would 
have to reckon with the famous “Level 3” 
of the sanction ladder – and thus the de-
cisive blow – against his economy below 
the threshold to direct war. This prospect 
must make former SPD Chancellor candi-
date Steinbrück feel warm all over.

That was what he imagined, when he 
wanted to let the cavalry ride out against 
Switzerland. Such experience, however, 
is the business of ​​the USA, whose poli-
cy towards their monitored friends calls 
to mind the grand ridings-out-of-the-fort, 
this time not against the Indian tribes but 
in the “European area”. We would hard-
ly have imagined that the United States 
would one day have overexerted them-
selves to such an extend by illegal war 
campaigns that they would perceive a nor-
mal cooperation of economic nature be-
tween European neighbours as an existen-
tial threat to their self-appointed role as 
the “sole superpower.”

Almost everybody in Berlin now 
wants to be present when it comes to 
fight against the Russians, wherein the 
Russian president conveniently – and 
not only in the “Frankfurter Allgemeine 
Zeitung” – is presented as a demon. We 
know these images, and it is not so long 
ago. Two people do what is reasonable 
and do not behave as nuts as most others. 
They talk with “the enemy”, to whom we 

owe – more than anybody else – the Ger-
man reunification. 

Gerhard Schröder as the former chan-
cellor and Philipp Missfelder are threatened 
with class bashing. You really cannot harm 
Schröder, even if in the ARD Mr Beckmann 
tries hard. Isn’t it better if Mr Missfelder 
speaks with the Russian President Putin 
about the German officers that have been 
held back in the Russian-speaking part of 
eastern Ukraine? Even mayors may be im-
moderate, and it is always better to talk to 
someone in confidence instead – see the 
Chancellor – to call him on the telephone.

President Putin will probably still know 
how the Chancellor blackened his reputa-
tion when talking to President Obama – 
with the remark that he, Putin was liv-
ing as if on another planet. One can say 
about the Russians a lot – as indeed about 
us Germans. However, one should remem-
ber some basic truths:
1.	 Even in the most horrible times the Rus-

sians were always scrupulously faithful 
to the contract in the core area of rela-
tions – the economic connections.

2.	 The US took part in two world wars, 
because they saw the opposite coasts at 
two oceans at risk with respect to their 
influence.

3.	 Since we particularly commemorate 
the anniversary of the outbreak of 
World War I this year, nobody observ-
ing the current US approach towards 
other states will believe what the Trea-
ty of Versailles wanted to blame on 
Wilhelm II. 			          •

(Translation Current Concerns)

Aggressor – desperately searched for further action
by Willy Wimmer, former State Secretary in the German Ministry of Defence  

and Vice President of the OSCE’s Parlamentary Assembly 

According to the “Bundeswehr” (German Federal Armed Forces):

“1.	Sweden has closed its airspace for AWACS aircraft so that no re-
connaissance flights – and no functions of flying command posts 
– can be performed from the Swedish airspace,

2.	Finland noted that in Eastern Ukraine not only American merce-
nary troops, but also regular American troops are engaged,

3.	the bulk of the Kiev Maidan fighters claim the payments for the 
mission in the Maidan square out of the ‘combat funds’ promised 
by the United States for all remaining weeks, after the ‘combat 
funds’ were allegedly paid for already for one week,

4.	a train was stopped in the Ukraine on open line, whereupon all 
objects of value were taken away from all passengers with Rus-
sian passports.”

Willy Wimmer.  
(picture ma)



No 10   17 May 2014	 Current Concerns 	 Page 8

continued on page 9

The majority of the German popula-
tion reject the campaign against Russia. 
However, this does not seem to worry 
those taking the decisions in the Ger-
man mainstream media. On the contra-
ry, the unbearable Russia-bashing and the 
campaign against the policies of its gov-
ernment continue unabated and are get-
ting worse by the day.

What is the point of that? Obviously, 
the media people are convinced that per-
sistent repetition of lies would eventually 
result in people believing them. The “ex-
perts” of “mass” manipulation have stuck 
to this mantra for nearly a hundred years 
now and document this way what they 
think of their fellow citizens – nothing at 
all. Are such people worth that we follow 
them?

Very obviously there are circles who 
want the situation in Ukraine and in East-
ern Europe to escalate further and misuse 
the mainstream media for their purpose. 
You must not think twice about where 
they come from. For sure they reside in 
Washington, D.C.

The NATO countries and especially the 
US, are in decline, as Kishore Mahbuba-
ni1, former United Nations Ambassador 
of Singapore, has emphacized. However, 
it seems that the “West” has so far not yet 
accepted a peaceful way of change in the 
world, instead it has chosen the path of ag-
gression.

A great war makes “sense” only for 
the US – one is reluctant to use the word 
“sense” here as war is always insanity. 
The Americans believe: We have twice 
recovered economically by a world war 
– but what a sick kind of economic cure 
was that! And the interesting question still 
remains, who actually is that “we”?

Only after the First World War, the 
United States – before the war a rather in-
significant power with imperial ambitions 
in Latin America and in the Pacific – de-
veloped into a world power whose finan-
cial and economic interests reached out to 
the whole world. The Second World War 
and its results increased these ambitions.

And today? The US faces an econom-
ic abyss. The only thing they still have is 
their intelligence service and their mili-
tary power. The US still spend almost as 
much on their military as all the rest of the 
world together. The military potential of 
the United States is still devastatingly de-
structive and waiting for its deployment.

So much the better, according to a cyn-
ical and misanthropic mindset, since the 
war zone is far away. And what does it 

matter if Europe will be a debris field af-
terwards like it was in 1918 and in 1945. 
The US made good money from it. And to 
this day US strategists demand from their 
government to make sure that the Eura-
sian states remain preoccupied with them-
selves and their conflicts to such a degree 
that they will not be able to put the world 
power of the United States at risk.2

What about Russia? Russia is in a dif-
ficult domestic situation. For nearly 15 
years now the Putin government has been 
trying to rebuild the – mainly by the US – 
weakened, looted and destabilised coun-
try. This is not easy. But it is exactly what 
the Russian policies are focusing on. A 
big war could destroy all accomplished 
achievements. Russia has had these his-
torical experiences several times.

Russia’s government has decided not to 
repeat the mistakes of the Soviet Union, 
wanting to keep up with the US in the 
arms race. Russia’s military efforts are di-
rected at deterrence. The price for an at-
tacker should be so high that he does not 
risk it. Best to let the figures speak: Ac-
cording to SIPRI (Stockholm Internation-
al Peace Research Institute), the US offi-
cially spent $ 640 billion for armament in 
2013, Russia 87.8 billion dollar.3 Russia 
cannot be interested in a war against the 
United States.

But those who want a war also think 
about who is going to pay afterwards. 
Since the First World War this question 
has always been decided along with the 
question of war guilt. All warring parties 
were busy blaming their war opponents 
for having started the war.

Today we know: scientific research that 
has all the documents at hand has come 
to a different conclusion than the warring 
parties and their media mouthpieces. This 
will be no different in the present case. 
Nevertheless, the West is already working 
on the question of war guilt, and indeed it 
does so extremely ferociously. In a hurry, 
mental “facts” are being created. For ex-
ample, questions about the actual events 
in Kiev in the crucial days from February 
20 to 22, must not be asked or answered.4 
There might be a risk a house of cards 
break down. Just as it is happening at pre-
sent, piece by piece, with regard to the il-
legal NATO war of aggression against Yu-
goslavia in 1999, the illegality of which 
has been denied for 15 years. Gerhard 
Schröder, German Federal Chancellor at 
the time, has now taken the first step and 
admitted5 that international law had been 
violated.

It is obvious that the peoples of Europe 
do not want a war, neither then nor this 
time. Why should they. They know very 
well that they are the ones to pay the high 
price, that they are the ones to get killed.

Not even the media propaganda of 
the last weeks and months was success-
ful in making the peoples change their 
mind. This upset the media, indeed. They 
sneer at their readers and arrogantly call 
them “Russia-understanders”. And now 
the question of war guilt is also open-
ly discussed. The cover headline of the 
“Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung” from 
April 26th read: “Russia wants to in-
stigate World War III.” The newspaper 
quoted the Ukrainian politician Yatseny-
uk who arrogates to be be president of 
the country. Why does the newspaper do 
that? Why do they not write that Yatseny-
uk has obviously lost his sense of reality? 
Does it prefer to follow Victoria Nuland, 
US Commisssioner for European Affairs, 
whose favourite was exactly that Yatse-
nyuk – against the plans of the EU? Why 
does the newspaper place a comment that 
accuses the “West” of sleepiness – muta-
tis mutandis: “You make the same mis-
take today as the Western powers before 
the Second World War.” The message: 
Do not be so reticent in the confronta-
tion with the Russians! Hit them hard! 
These are media war drums. Media ex-
perts know that this German newspaper 
likes to accept directives from Washing-
ton DC.

There is still time to do something. You 
have to pull off the monster’s mask. The 
evidence that the US has no interest to 
find a diplomatic solution to the conflict 
in Eastern Europe is obvious. The “Gene-
va Convention”, which offers a chance for 
a peaceful solution, was torpedoed from 
the outset. US Vice President Biden trav-
elled to Kiev a few days after the signing 
of the Agreement and did not make any ef-
fort to moderate the political agitators in 
Kiev – on the contrary. The military op-
eration of the Kievan rulers in the east of 
Ukraine and Odessa is a clear indication.

Europe needs to free itself from this US 
policy. Perish as a US vassal – is this a 
seductive prospect? Sanctions are the first 
step into war. Sanctions are a breach of 
international law already, because the Se-
curity Council has not declared them. No 
one knows how a war is going to devel-
op and how it is going to end, once the 
arms have been taken up. The two world 

The “West” and Russia

Are NATO countries already  
working on the question of war guilt?

by Karl Müller
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Ukraine in its 
present form and 
with its present 
name (“ukrai-
na” means “bor-
derland” and was 
originally not an 
ethnic term) was 
established as a 
state in the 20th 
century. The na-
t ion  bu i ld ing 
was controver-

sial. Kiev was the “Mother of Russian cit-
ies” because Prince Vladimir had estab-
lished an independent polity there in the 
10th century, the “Kievan Rus”, and in 988 
he and all his people adopted Christian-
ity in its East-Byzantine version. After 
long centuries of Polish-Lithuanian rule 
the Cossacks, i.e. free peasants and war-
riors on the steppe in the south of present-
day Ukraine, founded a quasi-governmen-
tal federation, which conducted a struggle 
against the Polish nobility. In 1654 the 
Cossack hetman Bogdan Khmelnitsky 
asked the Russian Czar to be integrated 
into the Russian Empire. In the course of 
the Polish division in the late 18th centu-
ry the majority of today’s Ukraine was in-
tegrated into the Russian Empire where-
as Galicia and Bukovina came to Austria. 
Austria practiced the language and culture 
of the Ruthenians, as they were called at 
that time, while Russia made Russian the 
sole state language.

Ukraine as a child of  
the Soviet policy of nationalites 

As part of the Soviet policy of nationalities, 
the Ukrainian Soviet Republic was found-
ed in 1918 and existed until 1991. Although 
the Republic witnessed the horrors of the 
civil war, of collectivization and the ensuing 
famine, or of political purges and the Second 

World War, it was, however, finally a cent-
er of advanced science and industry as well.

Ukraine: one country, two languages
The Dniepr River divides the country 
into two parts: the east and the south 
with Kharkov, Dnepropetrovsk, Donetsk, 
Odessa and the Crimea where all speak 
Russian and are pro-Russian in their atti-
tude, while the West’s language with Lviv 
is Ukrainian and has an anti-Russian and 
anti-Soviet attitude. Since 1991, the only 
official language has been Ukrainian.1

In 2012, after a long struggle, Russian 
was again admitted by an Act of Parlia-
ment as a regional official language in the 
eastern and southern regions of Ukraine, 
however, it was abolished again by the 
new government in late February 2014.

The Crimean peninsula was occupied 
from the 16th to the 18th century by the Ot-
tomans and, in 1762, it became part of 
Russia which built a naval port in Sev-
astopol. The population of the Crimea is 
mostly Russian. In 1954, the Crimea was 
allocated to Ukraine by Nikita Khrushchev 
in exchange for the Taganrog area. After 
1991, the population of the Crimea decid-
ed to establish an autonomous republic 
with a president, a government and a par-
liament within Ukraine.

In December 1991, the Supreme So-
viet of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re-
public declared the country’s independ-
ence after a popular vote, which was 
carried out after the collapse of the So-
viet Union. In 1994, Ukraine gave up its 
nuclear weapons and Russia, the US and 
the UK declared in the Memorandum of 
Budapest, that they wanted to protect the 
security of Ukraine.

Ukraine, as a victim of globalization
The Ukrainian nomenclature, that is the 
elite of the Soviet bureaucracy in Ukraine, 
wanted independence from Moscow 
and so turned to the West. In 1992, the 
Ukrainian government decided to join the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and 
in 2004, it joined the World Trade Organ-
ization (WTO). The prerequisites for this 

step were the liberalization of prices and 
the exchange rate, the opening of borders 
to foreign capital, liberalization, privati-
zation and deregulation. The entire econ-
omy of the country was auctioned. Fifty 
per cent of about 500,000 holdings were 
closed and others were acquired by for-
eign corporations and domestic oligarchs. 
The newly formed oligarchy played a de-
termining role and became the main in-
ternal problem of Ukraine because it ex-
erted an essential influence on politics and 
the media. The gap between the oligarchy 
and the mass of the population is the larg-
est in Europe.

The result of the integration of the 
country in the process of globalization 
is desastrous: the gross domestic product 
(GDP) went down to 70% between 1991 
and 2013, electricity production to 65%, 
steel production to 43% and the number 
of scientists in industrial research to 30%. 
The minimum wage is 200 euro according 
to official figures (in reality it is less), the 
minimum pension is at 160 euro (now 80 
euro) per month, and 80% of the popula-
tion live below the poverty line. The total 
population of Ukraine decreased from 52 
to 46 million and if we subtract the peo-
ple who are constantly living outside the 
country, it is at 38 million people. Other 
signs of decline are a low technology 
rate, the falling behind all originally less 
developed neighbors and the migration of 
a quarter of the country’s working pop-
ulation. The neo-liberal model, which 
currently shows its effects in Ukraine, 
pushes the economy towards the global 
periphery and transfers it into a semi-co-
lonial status dependent on the West.

Ukraine is lagging far behind in the 
ranking of the world’s countries according 
to their economic development. According 
to the extent of its GDP, Ukraine (accord-
ing to the CIA) ends up in the 140th place 
with 7,500 US dollars per capital today. 
The 141st place is held by today’s Iraq. 
British Honduras, Bosnia-Herzegovina, 

The “Strategy of Tension”
The coup in Kiev and resistance in eastern Ukraine

by Peter Bachmaier*

Dr Peter Bachmaier 
(picture uk)

*	 Prof Dr Peter Bachmaier, expert on East 
Europe, 1972–2005 member of the Austrian 
Institute for East and South-East Europe and 
lecturer at the University of Vienna, today inde-
pendent publicist.

”Are NATO countries already …” 
continued from page 8

wars have taught Europe. In the summer 
of 1914, the soldiers wanted to be home 
again at Christmas. In the end the war last-
ed more than 4 years – with more than 16 
million people killed.

How can the warmongers be stopped? 
Certainly not with fatalism! Every citizen 

is required. It will not be of any help to 
leave things to those “up there” or to wait 
for a “power”ful halt. The creativity of 
reason, morality and humanity are with-
out limits. 	 •
1	 See Kishore Mahbubani: A view of China 

teaches wisdom in dealing with Russia. Current 
Concerns, No. 9, from 04.22.2014

2	 For example, very recently George Friedman of 
Stratfor, in his article on April 8, 2014: “US De-

fense Policy in the Wake of the Ukrainian Af-
fair” (www.stratfor.com/weekly/us-defense-policy-
wake-ukrainian-affair)

3	 Sam Perlo – Freeman, Carina Solmirano: Trends 
in World Military Expenditure in 2013, SIPRI Fact 
Sheet April 2014

4	 On April 10, the ARD magazine Monitor called 
into question the government’s claim in Kiev that 
the snipers who shot at demonstrators and police-
men had fired on behalf of President Yanukovych. 
(www.wdr.de/tv/monitor/sendungen/2014/0410/
maidan.php5)

5	 Thus says the St. Galler Tagblatt of 1 May 2014
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Albania and Namibia, Algeria and El Sal-
vador rank even before Ukraine.

The Orange Revolution in 2004
This development triggered a deep-seat-
ed and well-founded discontent among 
the population which led to the “Orange 
Revolution” in 2004. Via its aid organ-
izations, in particular the Foundation 
“Widroschdennja” (rebirth) of George 
Soros, the United States funded a mass 
uprising, which was carried out along the 
lines of the American political scientist 
Gene Sharp’s textbook “From Dictator-
ship to Democracy”. The Orange Revolu-
tion was a new method of performing a 
coup, making use of “soft power” means 
with the help of non-governmental or-
ganizations (NGOs).2 An organization 
that played a significant role in the plan-
ning and training of activists in the upris-
ing, was the Serbian agency “Otpo” (re-
sistance) in Belgrade, which is headed by 
Srdja Popovi.

In the TV show “Weltjournal”, the 
Austrian channel ORF broadcast a de-
tailed report on the background to this 
Orange Revolution on 1 May 2011. In 
an interview, the member of the Ukrain-
ian movement “Pora”, Dmitro Potechin 
said that the change that had happened in 
Egypt would also be possible “in our re-
gion”: “I’m thinking of Belarus or a new 

movement in Ukraine. And then it is Rus-
sia’s turn!”

Viktor Yushchenko became President 
and in January 2005 he appointed the 
government, headed by Yulia Tymoshen-
ko, who had become the richest woman 
in Ukraine during the transition period. 
In March 2007, Yulia Tymoshenko was in 
Washington where she offered the Ameri-
cans to relinquish to them the natural gas 
pipeline leading through Ukraine.

Russia’s encircling
Geopolitically, the goal of the 2004 revo-
lution was to contain Russia and lead the 
country towards NATO. In his ground-
breaking book “The Grand Chess-
board” (1997) Zbigniew Brzezinski wrote: 
“Ukraine is the pivotal point. Without 
Ukraine, Russia ceases to be a Eurasian 
empire.” In Malta, Mikhail Gorbachev 
had “renounced” Eastern Europe in 1989, 
however, with the proviso that NATO 
would not extend its scope to the east. In 
1990, Secretary of State James Baker de-
clared that NATO did not want an inch of 
Eastern European soil.

In 1997, however, the NATO-spon-
sored security alliance GUAM (Georgia, 
Ukraine, Azerbaijan, Armenia and Moldo-
va) was created, in 2004 the Central Euro-
pean countries, the Baltic States, Bulgaria 
and Romania joined NATO. The US built 
a number of other military bases in Geor-
gia, Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan 
and decided to build missile defense bases 
in Poland and Romania.

Since the beginning of its independ-
ence Ukraine maintained relations with 
NATO and joined the NATO Partnership 
for Peace in 1994. In 1999, the NATO 
opened a Liaison Office in Kyiv. Since 
1997, Ukraine has regularly taken part in 
maneuvers that NATO conducted in the 
Black Sea. Ukrainian units also partici-
pated in NATO operations in Kosovo and 
Afghanistan, where they operated side by 
side with Polish and Lithuanian military. 
Since 2007, Ukraine has been involved 
in NATO’s operation Active Endeavor, 
which serves to control the Mediterranean.

On 20 May 2008, however, President 
Viktor Yushchenko signed a decree on 
the termination of the Russian-Ukrainian 
agreement on the stationing of Russia’s 
Black Sea Fleet in Sevastopol by 2017. 
This decree was the beginning of a mas-
sive information and political campaign 
against the Russian Black Sea Fleet and 
simultaneously a campaign for the NATO 
membership of Ukraine. In 2008, Ukraine 
under President Yushchenko decided to 
join NATO as a member.

However, the Orange Revolution came 
to nothing and was a disappointment 
for the population. Yushchenko and Ty-
moshenko fell out with each other for per-
sonal reasons. In early 2010, the chairman 
of the “Party of Regions”, Viktor Yanukovy-
ch, who was supported by the East Ukrain-
ian oligarchy, was elected President. The 
party won a majority in Parliament. Yanuk-
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ovych could however not change the situa-
tion principally.

On 21 November 2013, after years of 
negotiations with the European Union, the 
Ukrainian government announced that it 
would not sign the Association Agreement 
with the EU. Immediately afterwards pro-
test rallies took place in Kiev and the major 
cities of western Ukraine, which were rem-
iniscent of the Orange Revolution in 2004. 
Ukraine’s retreat from the Association 
Agreement represented a serious setback 
for the Eastern Partnership with EU and for 
NATO. The Eastern Partnership had been es-
tablished in 2009 at the initiative of Poland 
and Sweden and was intended to associate 
the former countries of the Soviet Union 
(Ukraine, Belarus, Moldavia, Georgia, Ar-
menia and Azerbaijan) with the EU. On 29 
November 2013 at the EU summit in Vilni-
us, only Georgia and Moldova signed the 
Association Agreement.

The Ukrainian authorities based their 
step on the fact that they wanted to pro-
tect their “national security interests”. In 
fact, the Association Agreement provided 
“a close military cooperation and involve-
ment of the Ukrainian Armed Forces in 
tactical EU battle groups”. Economically, 
the EU called for ending government price 
policy, rapid privatization of the remain-
ing state assets, cuts in pensions and in the 
administration as well as the opening of 
the Ukrainian market for Western compa-
nies. In comparison, Ukrainian companies 
would be unable to compete in the West.

The EU, thus, cannot gain much from 
Ukraine in economic terms. Ukraine 
would be a burden on them. But an EU 
association would also be economically 
disastrous for Ukraine, and therefore the 
decision of the Ukrainian government not 
to sign the agreement was better for both 
sides. On the occasion of the meeting be-
tween Putin and Yanukovych on 17 De-
cember 2013 in Moscow, which was of 
“strategic nature”, gas discounts and a bil-
lion loan were agreed upon. Russia of-
fered to invest in Ukrainian government 
securities from the fund for national pros-
perity amounting to 15 billion dollars, and 
to reduce the price of gas by one third.

The influence of Western NGOs
From the beginning, the US did not agree 
with Yanukovych, who had relations with 
Moscow, moreover he opposed a member-
ship with NATO and extended the agree-
ment with Russia on the stationing of the 
Black Sea Fleet in Sevastopol by 20 years, 
so they began to make provisions for a re-
gime change.

The Foundation “Rebirth” organized 
a meeting of NGO heads of Ukraine in 
2011, on the occasion of which the dou-

bling of the NGO budg-
et was decided. In Ukraine 
2,200 US and European 
NGOs are currently active. 
The National Endowment 
for Democracy ranges at the 
top, whose deputy chairman 
Nadia Diuk directed the ac-
tivities of the opposition in 
2013 and 2014 in Kiev. The 
coordination is made by the 
agency USAID, which is 
under the leadership of the 
American Embassy. The 
contacts with the opposition 
parties were activated in 2012.

The East European Democratic Centre 
in Warsaw, funded by the Charles Stew-
art Mott Foundation and directed by Zbig-
niew Brzezinski plays a major role. With 
the help of NGOs the United States create 
so-called “fifth columns” and reshape the 
social awareness and culture, the way of 
thinking and traditional values.

Western media such as Radio Liberty, 
Voice of America, BBC, Deutsche Welle 
and social networks have been broad-
casting in Ukrainian and Russian lan-
guage from the West since the time of the 
Cold War. Media corporations like Mur-
doch, Springer and Bertelsmann set up 
their own media in Ukraine, serving cul-
tural influence. Western universities es-
tablished close relations with Ukrainian 
universities, funded research projects and 
distributed scholarships among Ukrainian 
students who wanted to study in the West.

In 2006, the “Art Arsenal”, a huge mu-
seum and exhibition complex, was found-
ed in Kiev on the initiative of President 
Yushchenko, whose aim was to make 
Ukraine appear to be part of European cul-
ture and to circulate contemporary West-
ern art. In 2012, the International Bienni-
al for Contemporary Art took place there, 
led by curator David Elliott and attended 
by around 100 artists from 30 countries. 
The Art Arsenal’s task is to circulate con-
temporary Ukrainian art in the West. In 
April 2014, by mediation of the American 
art manager of Ukrainian descent Kon-
stantin Akinsha, it organized an exhibi-
tion entitled “I’m just a drop in the ocean” 
about the art of revolution on the Maid-
an at the “Künstlerhaus” in Vienna. Thus, 
the events on the Maidan were to be pre-
sented from the perspective of pro-West-
ern protesters through the “works of art” 
that were brought about by the revolution 
(for example, posters).

The coup was planned in Kiev
The dissatisfaction of the population with 
the miserable economic situation and with 
corruption within the government was 
quite understandable. The protest move-
ment on the Maidan consisted of different 
forces, including those from leftist and an-

archist groups. However, the driving force 
was the United States that controlled the 
protests against the failure to sign the As-
sociation Agreement with the EU after 21 
November 2013.

Therefore, preparations had been made 
months before by the American embas-
sy in Kiev through training activists as 
well as holding a conference on informa-
tion strategies and influencing politicians. 
A number of American and pro-Ameri-
can politicians came to Ukraine and gave 
speeches on the Maidan, as for exam-
ple John McCain, Joseph Murphy, Victo-
ria Nuland, but also Jaroslaw Kaczynski, 
Mikhail Saakashvili, Guido Westerwelle, 
Elmar Brok and many others. Poland also 
made a significant contribution to regime 
change, as the left Polish weekly newspa-
per Nie reported on 18 April 2014. At the 
expense of the Polish Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, 86 members of the “Right Sector” 
had been trained for the riots as long as 
during four weeks in a training center of 
police forces in the vicinity of Warsaw in 
September 2013.

On 16 January, the Ukrainian parlia-
ment issued repressive laws to limit the 
protests. Then, in the night from 19th to 
20th January, there were violent protests 
by the opposition that erected barricades 
in the Grushewski street in the center and 
occupied the Ministry of Justice, the may-
or’s office and other government build-
ings. The center of Kiev was devastated. 
An extremist violent troop called “Right 
Sector” put itself at the forefront of the 
revolution. Klitschko and the leaders of 
the parliamentary opposition lost control 
of the demonstrators.

In 11 of the 24 local government au-
thorities, the pro-Western opposition took 
over the power, dismissed the governors, 
did no longer accept the government in 
Kiev and took a number of decisions. The 
red and black flag of the Right Sector and 
the EU flag were declared the official sym-
bols on their territory and the activities of 
the “Party of Regions” were prohibited as 
“against the people”. At the Security Con-
ference in Munich in February, US Secre-
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tary of State Kerry said “Nowhere is the 
fight for a democratic, European future 
more important than in Ukraine!” 

The violence escalated at the very mo-
ment when Yanukovych was willing to 
take on all claims of the parliamenta-
ry opposition. The actual escalation was 
caused by professional snipers who shot at 
both sides to incite the anger of the people 
and trigger a general chaos. As the doctor 
Olga Bogomolez testified, the shot protest-
ers and the police had both the same in-
juries.

On 21 February 2014, a so-called EU 
mediation mission under the leadership 
of the German, French and Polish For-
eign Ministers and with the participation 
of delegates from the Russian government 
achieved an agreement which provided 
that the old 2004 Constitution should be 
restored, a government of national unity 
be established, the police and the armed 
demonstrators were to be withdrawn and 
early elections be carried out. This would 
have meant that both sides could have 
saved their faces to a certain degree and 
safeguard their interest.

The Yatsenyuk government  
is not legitimate 

One day after the signing of the com-
promise agreement everything was dif-
ferent, all of a sudden. On 22 February, 
a day after the agreement between Ya-
nukovych and the parliamentary opposi-
tion, a coup was carried out in Kiev. The 
“Right Sector” occupied the parliament 
and took over control in Kiev. Some MPs 
were beaten, some were refused entry. 
President Yanukovych was dismissed by 
vote, although a three quarter majority 
of members would have been required 
by the Constitution. The MP Turchinov 
was elected new president, partly be-
cause the MPs present voted twice and 
because MPs from the “Party of Re-
gions”, paid by the oligarchs, changed 
sides and voted for the new power. The 
Parliament elected the Chairman of the 
“Fatherland Party”, Arseny Yatsenyuk, 
who was the candidate of the US State 
Department, to be new Prime Minister. 
On the website of his foundation “Open 
Ukraine” – which has by now been de-
leted – the following partners were list-
ed: Church of Scientology, The German 
Marshall Fund, Chatham House – Royal 
Institute of Foreign Affairs, Rockefeller 
Foundation, Konrad Adenauer Founda-
tion, Foundation “Rebirth” – Renais-
sance Foundation, National Endowment 
for Democracy. The new government is 
illegitimate because it did not come into 
power by way of general elections, but 
by a rigged vote in the Verkhovna Rada. 

The old government and the officials of 
the ministries were dismissed. Yulia Ty-
moshenko was released from the pris-
on hospital and came to Kiev, where she 
announced her return to power on the 
Maidan.

Among the governors appointed by 
Kiev there are familiar faces from the 
Ukrainian political circles, such as the 
third richest man in Ukraine, Igor Kol-
omoiski, now governor of Dnepropetro-
vsk, co-owner of the “Private Bank”, the 
largest Ukrainian bank. Kolomoiski is a 
dual Ukrainian-Israeli citizen and is an 
ally of Yulia Tymoshenko. The new gov-
ernor of the Donetsk region, Sergei Taru-
ta, manages the largest mining company 
in Ukraine and is a companion of Viktor 
Yushchenko.

Ukraine is currently facing nation-
al bankruptcy, which could have been 
avoided with the help of the agreement 
with Russia drafted in December 2013. 
Now everything has become more dif-
ficult. Russia reintroduced the old sys-
tem according to which Ukraine pays the 
world price for natural gas. The IMF of-
fered a loan of 15 billion US dollars, but 
that is bound to the usual conditions: re-
duction of government spending, not sub-
sidizing the currency, opening of borders 
and the abolition of restrictions on the 
sale of agricultural land. The EU pre-
scribes the same conditions as the IMF. 
The EU loans will be paid by the taxpay-
ers. In case the Association Agreement is 
signed, the EU will probably, as in the 
case of Greece, have to put together sev-
eral “rescue packages”.

Already on 27 March, the Verkhov-
na Rada voted for the state budget dictat-
ed by the International Monetary Fund, 
something that will massively lower the 
standard of living of Ukrainians. Spend-
ing should be greatly reduced and taxes 
increased. The price of gas for households 
was increased by 50% and the currency 
unpegged. The government announced 
the plan to save 1.2 billion US dollars by 
freezing the minimum wage and reducing 
subsidies and social benefits. Also, mass 
layoffs are planned, including 80,000 po-
lice officers, all this despite the ongoing 
tensions in the streets.

The uprising in the Crimea  
and in eastern Ukraine

On 28 May 1997, Ukraine and Russia had 
signed an agreement which provided for 
a 20-year presence of the Russian fleet in 
the Crimea and the possibility of automat-
ic extension. After the new government 
Yatsenyuk had envisaged the termination 
of the Agreement and the country’s acces-
sion to NATO, the Parliament of the Au-
tonomous Republic of Crimea decided to 
reunite with Russia, which was confirmed 
by the referendum of 16 March 2014. The 

1948 Charter of the United Nations rec-
ognizes the right to self-determination of 
peoples as the core of international law. 
Therefore, the secession of the Crimea 
can be regarded as legitimate, because 
there is no doubt that the vast majority of 
the population advocated the Crimea’s re-
unification with Russia.

NATO has upgraded since then: combat 
aircraft were transferred to Poland and pa-
trol over Poland, Romania and the Baltic 
countries. NATO carries out naval maneu-
vers in the Black Sea with American, Bul-
garian and Romanian warships.

The uprising in eastern Ukraine con-
sists of self-defense forces of the Russian-
speaking population. The Russian govern-
ment declared that they would not annex 
the territories of eastern Ukraine, but it 
supported the independence of a federal-
ized Ukraine. At the talks in Geneva on 16 
April it agreed with the disarmament of 
these forces, but under the condition that 
the armed groups such as the “Right Sec-
tor” in Kiev and in western Ukraine laid 
down their arms, as well.

The uprising in eastern Ukraine, which 
has developed since the coup in Kiev in 
February, has its roots not only in the cul-
tural differences between East and West 
and the disregard of the interests of the 
East, but also in the general deterioration 
of the economic situation and the hope-
lessness of the population that must live 
with an inflation of about 50%. The pop-
ulation is putting up resistance to the il-
legitimate government in Kiev and the 
anti-Russian forces, belonging to the gov-
ernment, as well as to the encroachment 
by America. A real improvement of the 
situation can ultimately only be achieved 
by a withdrawal of the US who are en-
dorsing this government. 	 •

1	 Jörg Baberowski. Zwischen den Imperien: 
Warum hat der Westen beim Konflikt mit Russ-
land derartig versagt? Weil er nicht im Ansatz 
die Geschichte der Ukraine begreift. (Between 
the empires: Why has the West totally failed in 
the conflict with Russia? Because it does not un-
derstand anything about the history of Ukraine). 
Die Zeit, No. 12, 13.3.2014

2	 Natalja Narotchnizkaja (ed.). Oranschewye seti ot 
Belgrada do Bischkeka [The orange networks from 
Belgrade to Bishkek], St. Petersburg 2008
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The events in and around the Ukraine 
show once again: If conflicts on our planet 
are to be resolved peacefully and without 
war, a highly differentiated approach to 
processes and circumstances is necessary. 
In doing so, we must have the courage to 
think outside of the box. Constrictions of 
the view are to be avoided, any possible 
propaganda, from wherever it may come, 
is to be rejected. A multi-perspectival ap-
proach to better identify the true events is 
– not just here – the order of the day. With 
the contributions of Singapore’s diplomat 
Kishore Mahbubani and of various experts 
of international law, Current Concerns in 
recent numbers has tried to act in this di-
rection and to contribute to peaceful reso-
lutions of conflicts in accordance with the 
existing international law. 

The following reflections on a recent-
ly published book aim at to serving this 
concern of peaceful coexistence through 
better mutual understanding. They are 
about an author from India, on whom 
this year›s “Leipzig Book Award for Eu-
ropean Understanding” was bestowed. 
His name is Pankaj Mishra. The award-
winning work is entitled “From the Ruins 
of Empire. The Revolt Against the West 
and the Remaking of Asia”. A challenging 
book, for us “Westerners” in many ways, 
and also a deeply shameful one. What 
we proudly carry into the world as West-
ern values, has been conceived there for 
a long time now as naked interest-driv-
en policies, sometimes as pure hypocrisy, 
not even barely covering up imperialistic 
and even racist ideas, that was the basic 
view of the Leipzig prize winner, who with 
his work is in line with the tradition of the 
already mentioned Kishore Mahbubani 
and others. However, it is not his purpose 
“to replace a Euro-centric or West-cen-
tric perspective with an equally problem-
atic Asia-centric one” (Mishra, p.8). In-
stead, his concern and probably also one 
of the main reasons for the jury to award 
a non-European, is seeking to help avoid 
dangerous mistakes in the West through a 
multi-perspectival approach. It is there-
fore a high-quality peace project, an an-
tidote against the ideology of an allegedly 
inevitable clash of civilizations.

Pankaj Mishra, born in Northern India in 
1969, lives near the Himalaya and in Lon-
don. He has been a visiting professor at 
Wellesley College and at the University 
College London. He writes for the “New 

York Review of Books” and for the “New 
Yorker”. 

His most recent book opens with a big-
bang – a big-bang prima vista not for us 
“Westerners”, no, but for the Asian world: 
keyword Tshushima.

In May 1905 in that very city, a large 
part of the Russian fleet was defeated by a 
small Japanese fleet under the command of 
Admiral Togo Heihachiro. According to US 
President Theodore Roosevelt, “the great-
est phenomenon the world has ever seen” 
(quoted in Mishra, p. 9). This battle, hardly 
known to us today’s Westerners, is the start-
ing point of Pankaj Mishra’s statements. 
Thus, not only a European power had been 
defeated by a non-European country for 
the first time since the Middle Ages, in fact 
this “thunderbolt” (Lord Curzon, Viceroy of 
India) was recognized as a world-his orical 
turning point throughout all of Asia – even 
if in the 20

th
 century the West was going to 

weigh the events quite differently, i.e. place 
the emphasis on the two world wars and the 
atomic stalemate of the Cold War.

Mishra’s main concern is to provide 
us Westerners with a different view of the 
world, a vision that mercilessly debunks 
the West’s Eurocentric remainders. More 
than once even a quite well-read contem-
porary must admit to have never really 
dealt with Asian perspectives in depth. 

Or who would have mentioned the year 
1905 and Tsushima as an important start-
ing point for the decades of Asia’s process 
of renewal? Who would have been able 
to name grand Asian thinkers’ reactions 
to the Japanese victory? It was perceived 
all around, by Mustafa Kemal, Jawaharlal 
Nehru, Sun Yat-sen, W.E.B. Du Bois, Ra-
bindranath Tagore, Abdurreshid Ibrahim, 
but also by Arabic, Persian, Vietnamese and 
Indonesian nationalists: “The Whites” were 
no longer invincible, or in the words of Mo-
handas Gandhi: “[…] so far and wide have 
the roots of Japanese victory spread that we 
cannot now visualize all the fruit it will put 
forth.” (quoted in Mishra, p. 1)

The roots of the  
Bandung Conference in 1955 

Those who had orientation problems 
while reading the above list of great non-
white personalities will read the book 
by Mishra with great profit. All the oth-
ers too, and too often, far too often one 
becomes aware of one’s own projections 
on the Asian map, that means to become 
aware of a “tunnel view” clinging to West-

ern tradition, recalling the Goethe quota-
tion, when the earth spirit puts Faust in 
his place with the words, “Thou’rt like the 
spirit, thou dost comprehend, Not me!” 
(Faust, Part I, Night), 

Need an example? Japan, “opened” by 
Commodore Perry in 1853 with the infa-
mous gunboat diplomacy, proved to be 
an apt pupil of the West, militarized and 
became the imperial, genocidal power, 
stopped only by the United States, finally 
by the atomic bomb. Such is the interpre-
tation of Western history books from this 
perspective, which, with few exceptions, 
for example the German japanologist Flo-
rian Coulmas, might also justify the nu-
clear strike relatively easily. Mishra does 
not conceal the ugly and murderous gri-
mace of Japanese militarism, especially in 
the context of the Second World War, by 
any means, but he embeds it in the histori-
cal context. That after the victory of 1905 
students from numerous Asian countries, 
from Turkey, China, India, Indonesia, etc. 
flocked to Japan, where they were enthusi-
astically supported, so that they could learn 
from Japan, is one thing, which we hard-
ly noticed in the West. Another such thing 
is the fact that later, in the context of the 
Second World War, the Japanese soldiers 
were initially welcomed as liberators from 
the Dutch domination in many parts of In-
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donesia. That, with its “pan-Asianism”, the 
“Greater East Asia Congress” of 1943 in 
Tokyo, after Japan had declared the “lib-
eration of Asia” a military target, was more 
than a Japanese fantasy, is even more diffi-
cult to swallow for us Westerners. That this 
Congress in Tokyo in 1943 had even “cre-
ated the spirit that then went into the Band-
ung Conference of 1955”, as Burmese lead-
er Ba Maw said, quoted by Mishra (Mishra, 
p. 250), that thus the Non-Aligned Move-
ment had been created – as a Westerner you 
have to read that more than once: the mili-
tarist Japan, the ally of the Third Reich, as a 
spiritual co-ancestor of that loose confeder-
ation of states which wanted to go a “third 
way” between communism and capitalism, 
[i.e.] the Western colonial powers includ-
ing the USA?

Japan’s conquests  
and their long-term effects …

Though not wanting to downplay the Japa-
nese militarism and its atrocities, the newly 
crowned Leipzig laureate Mishra stressed 
several times that without Japan’s conquest 
of Asia decolonization would not have pro-
gressed so quickly: “Japan’s conquest of 
Asia had sapped British will to hold on to 
India” (Mishra, p. 252). Even Mossadegh 
in Iran, who did not survive the national-
ization of the oil industry operated by the 
British long, pointed to the Asians’ free-
dom struggle. And in the 60s the long-time 
Prime Minister of Singapore Lee Kuan 
Yew gave the following, quite well Japan-
critical summary: “My colleagues and I are 
of the generation of young men who went 
through the Second World War and the Jap-
anese Occupation and emerged determined 
that no one – neither the Japanese nor the 
British – had the right to push and kick us 
around. We were determined that we could 
govern ourselves and bring up children in a 
country where we can be proud to be self-
respecting people. When the war came to 
an end in 1945, there was never a chance 
of the old type of British colonial system 
ever being recreated. The scales had fall-
en from our eyes, and we saw for ourselves 
that the local could run the country.” (quot-
ed in Mishra, p. 251)

… a sweet fruit,  
to pick only after the capitulation

Also Mustapha Hussain, Malaysian na-
tionalist, spoke, according to Mishra, 
for so many Asians when he wrote about 
Japan: “Although the Japanese occupation 
was described as one of severe hardship 
and brutality, it left something positive, a 
sweet fruit to be plucked and enjoyed only 
after the surrender.” (quoted in Mishra, p. 
253) Imagine, Europe had given such a 
comment about the German Nazis in ret-

rospect … The imperialism and at times 
open racism of the West had led that far. 
This must always be kept in mind in such 
statements, if you do not want to encour-
age new anti-Asian resentment.

Where we in the West quickly pre-
sume to make a clear distinction between 
black and white also in other regions of 
the world, Mishra designs differentiating 
shades of gray. That the mood towards 
Japan capsized understandably during the 
20s and 30s in Asia, is not only shown by 
the opinion of Lee Kuan Yew, but also by 
countless quotations of leading personali-
ties. Thereby their scourging of the west-
ern, white racism towards Asians always 
remains – Mishra does not even have to 
quote the racially-colored remarks of the 
US elite about the “Yellow Peril” and the 
“Japs”, as well-known in the West, or the 
peculiar facts that the United States in 
Second World War interned the “Japanese 
Americans” and the “Italian Americans” 
but not the “German Americans” – did 
it probably have to do with the keyword 
“nordicizing the white race” …?

The beacon of Tshushima  
and the Japanese Constitution

But where did the non-Japanese Asians 
see the secret of the Japanese’s strength 
around 1905? Not in a “militaristic gene”, 
as some US psychologists assumed about 
the Germans “Wotan gene” after the war, 
no, the secret of this strength was seen in 
the Japanese Constitution. And, according 
to Mishra, “armed by its example, political 
activists across Asia helped fuel a series of 
popular constitutional revolutions against 
ossified autocracies (defeated Russia itself 
lurched into one in 1905)” (Mishra, p. 4).

Who in the West knows or has so far 
been interested in the fact that the Persians 
created a National Assembly in 1906, 
against exactly this background? That the 
Young Turks forced the Sultan to restore 
the Constitution? That in the same year, 
and against this background the Egyptians 
rose against the British? Mishra sees the 
fall of the Empire in China in 1911 also 
in this “Tsushima-context”. Even at the 
time when Japan threatened China, Mao 
Zedong also could say a Japanese poem 
about the victory by heart in 1905.

Mishra does not conceal that the vic-
tory of Tshushima led to racist revenge 
desires in many Asian countries, it also 
led to Social Darwinist ideas of a war 
of the races and the struggle for surviv-
al – against the background of shame and 
humiliation that had been suffered from 
whites, who supposedly took upon them-
selves “the burden of the white man”. In 
China, for example, they predicated mil-
lions of people on opium and had signs 
installed with the words: “for foreigners 
only” and “dogs prohibited”, which ac-
cording to Amy Chua and Jed Rubenfeld 

in their latest book could only be under-
stood as “access for Chinese and dogs not 
allowed” (Chua, Rubenfeld p. 279, foot-
note 27) quoted in our history books in-
correctly, though analogous.

Gandhi: Peoples of the East –  
awakened from their lethargy

However, Mishra says unmistakably: 
“One thing though that Tsushima was not 
immediately able to change, was the su-
periority of Western arms and Western 
economy; the latter had been forced upon 
Asia and Africa throughout most of the 
19

th
 century.” (Mishra, p. 15) Thus, under 

German leadership, the Chinese Boxers 
were brutally massacred, the US knocked 
down a rebellion in the Philippines, the 
British fought the Boers in South Africa 
with the help of Indian soldiers. In 1905 
and the years thereafter, the West did 
not yet renounce the dominion over its 
colonies. “But Japan’s victory over Rus-
sia accelerated an irreversible process of 
intellectual and partly political decoloni-
zation.” (Mishra, p. 6)

The former prophecies of Sun Yat-sen 
and Gandhi were partly fulfilled in the 
1950s according to Mishra: As stated by 
Sun Yat-sen, the victory of 1905 filled Asia 
with the hope, “of shaking off the yoke of 
European restriction and domination and 
regaining their own rightful position in 
Asia” (quoted in Mishra, p. 7) and as Gan-
dhi put it: “the people of the East” were 
finally “waking up from their lethargy” 
(quoted in Mishra, p. 7). In the end, ac-
cording to Mishra, Europeans and Amer-
icans would have had to recognize “that 
they had underestimated the Asian abili-
ty to assimilate modern ideas, techniques, 
and institutions - the ‘secrets’ of West-
ern power - and then to turn them against 
the west itself.” (Mishra, p. 7) The West 
“had failed to notice  the intense desire for 
equality and dignity among peoples whom 
Europe’s most influential thinkers, from 
Hegel and Marx to John Stuart Mill, had 
deemed unfit for self-rule.” (Mishra, p. 7)

Polyperspective approach  
is to help avoid errors

Today it has become obvious that for most 
people in this world – the Singaporean 
diplomat and political scientist of the Uni-
versity of Singapore, Kishore Mahbubani 
usually speaks of the 88% non-Western-
ers, “the central event of the last century 
for the majority of the wolrd’s population 
was the intellectual and political awaken-
ing of Asia and its emergence from the 
ruins of both Asian and European em-
pires.” (Mishra, p. 8) And it was not the 
two world wars and the Cold War!

To acknowledge this fact also means to 
understand the continuing transformation 

continued on page 15
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The history of the Swiss Air Force is tur-
bulent, and one can almost call it an 
irony of fate, that exactly a hundred 
years after its founding a public 
vote is pending, which will ulti-
mately decide on the continua-
tion of this important pillar of 
the army. With a special coin 
and two commemorative post-
stamps we remember the foun-
dation of the Swiss Air Force 
100 years ago and the formation 
of the Swiss aerobatic squadron 
Patrouille Suisse (Swiss Patrol) 50 
years ago. Below you’ll find a short 
historical outline of the origin, de-
velopment, and the importance of the 
Swiss Air Force.

When in summer of 1914, during the 
so called July crisis, within a very short 
time signs of war came up, Switzerland 
had to expect to be drawn into the – at that 
time – European conflict. In 1914 our coun-
try was only inadequately prepared for this 
war. At that time, as today, a great number 
of politicians were of the misleading opinion 
that “eternal peace” had broken out in Eu-
rope, as there had not been any major military 
confrontational wars on our continent since 
the German-Prussian War in 1870/71. With 
the two Balkan wars in 1912 and 1913 the 

bloody war returned to Europe, but at that 
time the Balkans were still very far away.

Federal Council decreed 
“First Swiss Air Service”

At that time the Swiss army was only 
partly prepared for a great war which 
might as well have taken place on Swiss 
soil, because of the Franco-German en-
mity. In no way did there exist a power-

ful air force at the beginning of the war. 
Although the Swiss were among the pio-

“To defend one’s own airspace  
souvereignly and independently”

Why the Gripen is a must for Switzerland
by Thomas Kaiser

Patrouille Suisse

thk. In 1964, in the middle of the Cold 
War, during the 50th jubilee year of the 
air force and on the occasion of the 
national Swiss Exhibition in Lausanne, 
it came to the foundation of the Swiss 
aerobatic squadron Patrouille Suisse. It 
was a display of Helvetic precision and 
readiness for defence and demonstrat-
ed determination towards every po-
tential attacker inwardly as well as 
outwardly. The idea to show the aero-
batic capabilities to a wide audience 
had emerged already in 1959. Two 
double patrols of British Hunter air-
craft were supposed to train for dem-
onstration purposes. They showed 
their skills at the national Swiss Exhibi-
tion, and this was the birth of the Pa-
trouille Suisse, which was viewed only 
in its own country, under strict obser-
vance of the neutrality till 1978. In the 
course of time four aircraft became 
six, and instead of the Hunter, pilots 
flew and trained on the Tiger since 
1995, which was faster and more agile.

Specially minted coin of Swissmint. (p
icture

 th
k)
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of the world, and to do so according to the 
ideas and objectives of the once subaltern 
peoples, and not according to the image of 
the West! In his texts (see his homepage: 
www.mahbubani.net) Kishore Mahbuba-
ni usually talks of a “major historical ab-
erration”, an aberration of history when he 
speaks of the last 200 years, the period of 
Western hegemony and: the development, 
the reawakening of Asia, particularly China 
and India, which starting from the year 1 
and lasting to the year 1820, had been the 
two largest economies. This rise of Asia 
and the decline of the West were irreversi-
ble – and it would be better the West seized 
the proffered hand of Asia to cooperate, for 
the benefit of a peaceful coexistence of all 
people on this planet, and not just for the 
benefit of the 12 per cent Westerners.

In his book, Mishra presents the most 
important thinkers and players during the 
long-term renewal process in Asia. He con-
cedes Western readers to be confused with 
respect to the diverse perspectives taken by 
Asians. However, he does not mean “to re-
place a Euro-centric or West-centric per-

spective with an equally problematic 
Asia-centric one” (Mishra, p. 8). Rather, 
a poly-perspective approach is to help pre-
vent dangerous mistakes in the West.

Al-Afghani, Liang Qichao –  
central thinkers of the 20th century

Who knows them, the main protagonist 
in Mishra’s book that have not even been 
mentioned so far? Jamal al-Din al-Af-
ghani, living from 1838 to 1897, Muslim, 
political admonisher and sharp-tongued 
journalist. And Liang Qichao, Chi-
na’s intellectual centre of the early 20th 
century, who lived from 1873 to 1929. 
Mishra considers both personalities to be 
the central pivots in the development of 
nationalist and mass movements aiming 
at liberation. 

Other personalities presented by 
Mishra are Ho Chi Minh, Sun Yat-sen, 
Rabindranath Tagore, Ali Shariati, Sayy-
id Qutb, Mohandas also known as Mahat-
ma Gandhi.

Mishra deliberately chose personalities, 
less well-known in the West, to draw atten-
tion to the continuity: This way the ideas of 
Liang Qichao were central not only to Mao 
Zedong, but also to his successors in China, 

al-Afghani, however, paved the way for Atat-
urk, Nasser and Ayatollah Khomeini and is 
today intensively discussed in the Islam-
ic world. The ideas of the above mentioned 
personalities may not please us, so Mishra, 
but the knowledge of them gives us a better 
understanding of today’s world. A concern 
that a European obliged to the Enlighten-
ment should be able to welcome. And he has 
more than earned a book price in Leipzig.

The central ideas of al-Afghani and 
Liang Qichao and others will be present-
ed in subsequent articles because of their 
significance for the understanding of to-
day’s world. 	 •
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neers of flight – it is especially worth re-
calling Oskar Bider in this context (cf. 
Current Concerns, no. 15 of 21.4.2013) – , 
but the military benefits were not yet un-
derstood at that time. However, on 31 July 
1914, the situation changed with the gen-
eral mobilization of the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, so to say over night. Major Theo-
dor Real, pilot and instructor in the Cav-
alry, had to quickly set up an air force by 
order of the Federal Council. Already on 
3 August, after the German Declaration 
of war against France, the Federal Coun-
cil decreed the “First Swiss Air Service”. 
Major Real set up the first Swiss Air Force 
with eight aircraft and ten pilots. At that 
time, the majority of the planes were pri-
vately owned and the number of available 
machines was extremely humble. Initial-
ly during the first world war the air force 
played a minor role and did not exert a de-
cisive influencing in this war, although 
the importance of the military air combat, 
aerial reconnaissance and assistance in at-
tack increased over time. The air force be-
came a major force in the course of time, 
besides the Army and Navy.

Establishment of  
anoperational air defense force

In the 1930s the initially secret, but later 
increasingly open rearmament of Ger-
many led to establishing a deployable air 
defense in Switzerland in addition to the 
strengthening and expansion of the air 
force. In 1936, the Federal Council de-
clared the Flieger- und Fliegerabwehr-
truppen (FF TRP) (aviation and air de-
fense forces) as an independent branch 
commanded by a major general.

When the Legion Condor of German 
Air Force bombed the Spanish town Guer-
nica in April 1937, the threat out of the 
air and the devastating effect of the weap-
ons became increasingly obvious. The air 
force developed to be an integral part of 

the military strategy and was further ex-
panded during the Second World War. 
The Swiss army massively increased its 
aircraft portfolio as well: Maintaining the 
neutrality and the defense of state sover-
eignty are only possible if the army has 
the means to enforce them.

Defense of  
sovereignty and neutrality

The defense of the airspace played and 
today still plays a decisive role in the war 
strategy. During the war month February 
1945, 491 air space violations by the allies 
and Axis Powers were counted in Switzer-
land. In addition to these airspace viola-
tions, which were repelled only by means 
of a deployable air defense and air force 
greater damage could be prevented; how-
ever, the country had to expect an invasion 
of foreign troops all the time. During the 
Second World War the Swiss Air Force 
was involved in defending the sovereign-
ty and neutrality in aerial combat with the 
German air force as well as with the al-
lied forces and had as well to suffer some 
downings, besides its successes.

With the onset of the Cold War, it was 
perfectly natural for Switzerland to defend 
its airspace souvereignly and indepen-
dently. For this, it needed a powerful and 
well-equipped up-to-date air force, which 
deserved its name. Even though each pro-
curement of aircraft was connected with 
severe discussions in the country, one 
could always – unlike today – fully pro-
tect one’s own airspace. All political opin-
ions from left to right agreed to the right to 
preserve one’s sovereignty and neutrality.

The Air Forces’  
prevailing role in war

If we analyze the modern warfare of 
the Americans and their allies today, 25 
years after the end of the Cold War, we 
realize that the air forces have become a 
decisive factor. Already in the Viet Nam 
war, the US Air Force dropped three 
times more bombs compared to the en-

tire Second World War. In the last 20–25 
years the wars of Israel and NATO were 
carried out mainly by air forces. NATO 
flew over 20,000 aerial sorties in the 
Libya 2011 war alone. It is naive and 
far from any reality to argue that our 
country does not require an air defense, 
since the great wars were over. A glance 
at the Ukraine changes one’s mind, it 
shows that a country can get under influ-
ence from outside in the shortest time, 
in particular from the European Union 
and United States and has to face a sit-
uation in which war is constantly in the 
air. A year ago, the majority of people 
would have said that in Europe a war is 
not possible, but the attention was fo-
cused mainly on the Middle East. Who 
will predict what will happen in the next 
5 years?

The centuries-old history of our air 
force shows that in the best case our pol-
icy was too gullible and too little realistic 
and our country had to make the greatest 
effort to be adequately prepared in case 
of an attack. But we must not forget, that 
due to happy coincidences as well, our 
country got away more or less unscathed 
in all European wars and world wars. 
However, this should certainly not be re-
garded as the rule. Prevention is better 
than complaining. Therefore the Swiss 
army needs a new military aircraft ur-
gently. 	 •

Literature:
www.admin.ch
Marc Bühlmann, Fritz Sager, Adrian Vetter: Ver-
teidigungspolitik in der direkten Demokratie (de-
fence policy in a direct democracy). Zurich/Chur 
2006; ISBN 3-7253-0820-9
Group Giardino; Mut zur Kursänderung (Courage 
to Change Course). Baden 2013; ISBN 9-783033-
019164
Ernst Frei: Erlebter Aktivdienst 1939–1945 (Ex-
perienced in military service 1939–1945) Schaff-
hausen 2000; ISBN 3-907160-54-1
Hansruedi Christen, Jürg Schneider: Flieger
abwehr (Air defence) – Défense contre avions. 
Basel 1996; ISBN 3-9521104

”‘To defend one’s own airspace – …’” 
continued from page 15


