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My dear Presidents, Prime Min-
isters, Ministers for Foreign Af-
fairs, Excellencies, Mr Secre-
tary-General, Brothers and 
Sisters all,

We, the representatives of States 
and Governments of the world, 
are meeting at the United Nations 
because we are going through a 
most singular moment in human 
history when our common future 
is at stake. We are citizens of 
different nations, and the same 
time, we are citizens of the plan-
et; we all have multiple and in-
terdependent relationships with 
each other.

Noah’s ark that saves us all

At this critical moment, we must 
all join our efforts to prevent 
the global crisis, with its myri-
ad faces, from turning into a so-
cial, environmental and human-
itarian tragedy. The challenges 
of the various crises are all in-
terconnected and oblige us all, 
as representatives of the peoples 
of the Earth, to declare our re-
sponsibility one to another, and 
that together, with great hope, 
we will seek inclusive solutions. 
What better place than this Unit-
ed Nations General Assembly 
Hall to do so. This is the hall 
of world democratic inclusiveness par excel-
lence, the Headquarters of the G-192. Obvi-
ously, each State has the option of determin-
ing its level of participation, in accordance 
with the importance it attaches to the topic of 
each meeting.

It is neither humane nor responsible to 
build a Noah’s Ark only to save the exist-
ing economic system, leaving the vast ma-
jority of humanity to their fate and to suffer 
the negative effects of a system imposed by 
an irresponsible but powerful minority. We 
must take decisions that affect us all collec-
tively to the greatest extent possible, includ-
ing the broad community of life and our com-
mon home, Mother Earth.

Overcoming the past  
and building the future

First of all, we must overcome an oppres-
sive past and forge a hopeful future. It must 
be acknowledged that the current econom-
ic and financial crisis is the end result of an 
egoistical and irresponsible way of living, 

producing, consuming and establishing re-
lationships among ourselves and with nature 
that involved systematic aggression against 
Earth and its ecosystems and a profound so-
cial imbalance, an analytical expression that 
masked a perverse global social injustice. In 
my opinion, we have reached the final fron-
tier. We seem to have reached the end of the 
road travelled thus far, and if we continue 
along this way, we could arrive at the same 
destiny which has already befallen the di-
nosaurs.

Therefore, controls and corrections of the 
existing model, while undoubtedly necessary, 
are insufficient in the medium and long term. 
Their inherent ability to address the global 
crisis has proven to be weak. Stopping at 
controls and corrections of the model would 
demonstrate a cruel lack of social sensitivi-
ty, imagination and commitment to the estab-
lishment of a just and lasting peace. Egotism 
and greed cannot be corrected. They must be 
replaced by solidarity, which obviously im-
plies radical change. If what we really want 
is a stable and lasting peace, it must be abso-
lutely clear that we must go beyond controls 
and corrections of the existing model to cre-
ate something that strives towards a new par-
adigm of social coexistence.

From this perspective, it is essential to 
seek what the Earth Charter calls “a sustain-
able way of life”. This implies a shared vi-
sion of the values and principles promoting 
a particular way of inhabiting this world that 
guarantees the well-being of present and fu-
ture generations. As great as the danger we 
all face from the convergence of these vari-
ous problems is, the opportunity for salvation 
that the global crisis is helping us or forcing 
us to discover is even greater.

We have built a globalized economy. Now 
is the time to create globalized policy and 
ethics based on the many cultural experiences 
and traditions of our peoples.

Mother Earth and global ethics

A new ethic assumes a new way of seeing. In 
other words, a different vision of the world 
also creates a different ethic, a new way for 
us to relate.

The viewpoint that comes to us from the 
so-called earth sciences, that the Earth is 
contained within a vast, complex and evolv-
ing cosmos, must be incorporated. This 
Mother Earth, the term approved by the Gen-
eral Assembly this past 22 April, is alive. 
Mother Earth regulates herself, maintain-
ing the subtle equilibrium among the phys-
ical, chemical and biological in such a way 
that life is always favoured. She produc-
es a unique community of life from which 
the community of human life –  humanity 
– emerged, as the aware and intelligent part 
of the Earth herself. This contemporary con-
cept agrees with the ancestral vision of hu-
manity and of the native peoples for whom 
the Earth always was and is venerated as 
Mother, Magna Mater, Inana, Tonantzin, as 
the Náhuatl of my country, Nicaragua, call 
it, or Pacha Mama, as the Aymaras in Boliv-
ia name it.

There is a growing awareness that we are 
all sons and daughters of Earth and that we 
belong to her. As President Evo Morales has 
reminded us many times, she can live with-
out us, but we cannot live without her. Our 
mission as human beings is to be the guard-
ians and caretakers of the vitality and integ-
rity of Mother Earth. Unfortunately, because 
of our excessive consumption and wasteful-
ness, Earth has exceeded by 40 per cent her 
capacity to replace the goods and services she 
generously offers us.

This vision of the living Earth is attested to 
by the astronauts who, from their spacecraft, 
acknowledged in wonder that Earth and hu-
manity constituted a single reality. They were 
experiencing what is known as the “overview 

effect”, the perception, that we 
are so united with the Earth that 
we ourselves are the Earth: the 
Earth that feels, thinks, loves and 
worships.

This perspective gives rise to 
respect, veneration and a sense 
of responsibility and care for our 
common home, attitudes that are 
extremely urgent in the face of 
the current general degradation 
of nature. From this new per-
spective a new ethic is born. A 
new way for us to relate with 
all those who live in our human 
abode and with the nature that 
surrounds us. Today, ethics are 
either global or they are not eth-
ics.

Axioms of an ethics of the 
common good

The first affirmation of this glo-
bal ethic consists in declaring 
and safeguarding the common 
good of the Earth and humanity. 
We will start with the assump-
tion that the community of peo-
ples is simultaneously a commu-
nity of common goods.

These cannot be appropriat-
ed privately by anyone and must 
serve the life of all in present and 
future generations and the com-
munity of other living beings.

The common good of human-
ity and the Earth is characterized by univer-
sality and freedom. That is to say, all per-
sons, peoples and the community of life 
must be universally involved. No one and 
nothing can be excluded from this global 
common good. Furthermore, by its nature, 
it is freely offered to all and therefore, can-
not be bought or sold nor be an object of 
competition. Moreover, it must be continu-
ously available to all, otherwise the common 
good would no longer be common.

What are the fundamental goods that con-
stitute the common good of humanity and 
the Earth? The first is undoubtedly the Earth 
itself. Who does the Earth belong to? The 
Earth belongs, not to the powerful who ap-
propriate its goods and services, but to all 
the ecosystems that make up the whole. It 
is a gift of the universe that arose out of our 
Milky Way from an ancestral sun which dis-
appeared long ago which was at the origin of 
our sun around which the Earth revolves as 
one of its planets. By virtue of the fact that 
it is alive and generated all living beings, it 
has dignity (dignitas terra). This dignity de-
mands respect and veneration and endows 
it with rights: the right to be cared for, pro-
tected and maintained in a condition where 
it is able to continue producing and repro-
ducing lives.

We still need to recognize that the glo-
balized means of production, in their indus-
trial voracity, have in large measure devas-
tated the Earth and thus have also damaged 
the common good of Earth and humanity. We 
must urgently seek other paths that are more 
humane and more favourable towards life: 
the paths of justice and solidarity which lead 
to peace and happiness.

Next we have the Earth’s biosphere as the 
common heritage of all life, with humani-
ty as its guardian. It belongs to the common 
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good of humanity and the Earth, as stated at 
the 1972 United Nations Conference on the 
Human Environment: “the natural resourc-
es of the earth, including the air, water, land 
flora and fauna and especially representative 
samples of natural ecosystems”.

Water, oceans and forests in particular be-
long to the common good of humanity and 
the Earth. Water is a natural resource that is 
common, essential and for which there is no 
substitute, and all have the right of access to 
it independent of the costs involved in its col-
lection, storage, purification and distribution, 
which will be borne by governments and so-
ciety. Therefore, the eagerness to privatize it 
and turn it into merchandise that can bring 
in plenty of money is of great concern to us. 
Water is life, and life is sacred and should not 
be traded. This Assembly wishes to support 
efforts to conclude an International Water 
Covenant for collective management that will 
guarantee this vital resource to all.

The same can be said of forests, especial-
ly tropical and sub-tropical forests, where 
the greatest biodiversity and humidity neces-
sary to Earth’s vitality are concentrated. The 
forests prevent climate change from making 
life on the planet impossible by capturing 
major amounts of carbon dioxide. Without 
forests there would be no life and no biodi-
versity. The oceans serve as the great reposi-
tory of life, regulate the climate and balance 
the physical and chemical base of the Earth. 
Forests and oceans pose questions of life, not 
just the environment.

The Earth’s climates belong to the com-
mon good of humanity and the Earth. Gen-
eral Assembly resolution 43/53 of 6 Decem-
ber 1988 on “Protection of global climate for 
present and future generations of mankind” 
recognizes that climates are a common con-
cern of mankind since “climate is an essential 
condition which sustains life on earth”. The 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 
best known by its English acronym IPCC, be-
lieves that “climate change affects humanity 
as a whole and should be confronted within a 
global framework of shared responsibility”.

But the greatest common good of human-
ity and the Earth is humanity as a whole. It 
has supreme intrinsic value and represents an 
end in itself. It is part of the kingdom of life, 
highly complex, capable of consciousness, 
sensitivity, intelligence, creative imagination, 
love and openness to All. In all cultures the 
clear perception exists that humanity bears an 
inviolable dignity. Those who wage war and 
build instruments of death that can eliminate 
human life from the face of the Earth and se-
verely damage the biosphere are committing 
crimes against humanity.

Therefore, my dear brothers and sisters, we 
must wait no longer. We must proceed with-
out delay to the complete abolition of nuclear 
weapons, not simply their reduction or non-
proliferation. A standard of zero tolerance 
for nuclear weapons must be established ur-
gently and decisions in this area can no long-
er be deferred. We are living at a propitious 
time for this and we must not fail to take ad-
vantage of it. Neither can the world continue 
to tolerate the obscenity of ever more astro-
nomical arms spending while offering ab-
surdly low amounts to lift half of humanity 
from inexcusable levels of poverty that, fur-
thermore, are a time bomb against all socie-
ties. Violence creates violence, and keeping 
people hungry and at sub-human levels of ex-
istence is the worst form of violence.

Strategies for overcoming the crises

At this time in history, with the global crisis 
and for the sake of the common good of the 
Earth and humanity, we must take collective 
short- and medium-term action to keep soci-
ety functioning on the one hand, and to set a 
foundation for new forms of sustainable liv-
ing on the other. Five essential elements could 
give coherence to new initiatives that seek to 
construct alternatives and to guide the many 
practices that will be discussed over the next 
few days in the General Assembly.

First: the responsible and sustainable use 
of limited natural resources. This means mov-
ing beyond exploitation and strengthening a 
relationship of respect and synergy with na-
ture.

Second: putting the economy back in its 
proper place in society as a whole by aban-
doning the reductionist vision which had 
made it the main focus of human coexistence. 
The economy should respect values but not 
be a source of values; it should be seen as the 
activity that lays the foundation for the phys-
ical, cultural and spiritual life of all human 
beings on the planet, while respecting social 
and environmental norms.

Third: to spread democracy to all social 
relations and institutions. It should not only 
be applied and strengthened in the political 
arena, with a new definition of the State and 
of international organizations, but also ex-
tended to the spheres of economics, culture 
and the relationship between men and women 
so that it becomes a universal value and de-
mocracy is permanent.

Fourth: to build a minimum ethos on the 
basis of multicultural exchange and the phil-
osophical and religious traditions of peoples, 
so that they can participate in defining the 
common good of humanity and the Earth and 
in developing new values.

Fifth: to strengthen a spiritual vision of the 
world that does justice to man’s search for a 
transcendent meaning of life, of the creative 
work of human beings and of our brief ap-
pearance on this small planet. Personal, so-
cial and planetary well-being can only be 
achieved if these five essential elements are 
made real. This is made possible by an econ-
omy that makes sufficient and decent provi-
sion for the whole community, where human 
beings live in harmony with each other, with 
nature and with the Whole of which we are 
a part. These are the foundations for biocivi-
lization which gives a central role to life, the 
Earth and humanity, whose citizens are sons 
and daughters of joy rather than of need.

Four fundamental ethical principles 
All these challenges cannot be adequately ad-
dressed unless we change our minds and our 

hearts and create space for the emergence and 
development of other essential aspects of the 
human being. The exclusive and excessive use 
of instrumental analytical reasoning in mod-
ern times has made us deaf to the call of the 
Earth and insensitive to the cries of the op-
pressed who constitute the vast majority of 
humanity. In the innermost part of our human 
nature we are beings of love, solidarity, com-
passion and sharing. This is why we must en-
hance our analytical reasoning with sensitive, 
emotional and heartfelt reasoning, which is 
the source of the values mentioned.

The common good of humanity and the 
Earth is a dynamic reality that is constantly 
evolving. Four ethical principles are impor-
tant for keeping it alive and open to further 
development.

The first ethical principle is respect. Every 
being has intrinsic value and can serve the 
good of humanity if guided not by purely util-
itarian ethics, such as those which predomi-
nate in the current socioeconomic system, but 
rather by a feeling of mutual belonging, re-
sponsibility and conservation of existence.

The second is care. Care implies a non-
aggressive attitude to reality, a loving atti-
tude which repairs past harm and avoids fu-
ture harm and, at the same time, extends into 
all areas of individual and social human ac-
tivity. If there had been sufficient care, the 
current financial and economic crisis would 
not have occurred. Care is intrinsically linked 
to maintaining life, because when there is no 
care, life weakens and disappears. The orien-
tal expression of care is compassion, which is 
so needed these days when much of human-
ity and the Earth itself are being battered and 
crucified in a sea of sufferings.

In a market society which is driven more 
by competition than cooperation, there is a 
cruel lack of compassion towards all suffer-
ing beings in society and in nature.

The third principle is collective responsibil-
ity. We are all dependent on the environment 

and interdependent. Our actions can be bene-
ficial or harmful for life and for the common 
good of the Earth and humanity. The many cri-
ses now occurring are largely the result of a 
lack of responsibility in our collective projects 
and practices which has led to a global imbal-
ance in markets and in the Earth system.

The fourth principle is cooperation. If 
we do not all cooperate, we are not going to 
emerge stronger from the current crises. Co-
operation is so essential that in the past it en-
abled our anthropoid ancestors to make the 
jump from animality to humanity. When they 
had food, they did not eat individually but 
brought everything to share with everyone in 
the group in cooperation and solidarity. What 
was essential in the past is still essential in 
the present.

Lastly, there is a belief which pertains to 
the common good of humanity, a belief that 
comes from spiritual traditions and is af-
firmed by contemporary cosmologists and 
astrophysicists, that behind the whole uni-
verse, every being, every person, every event 
and even our current crisis, there is a funda-
mental energy at work, mysterious and in-
effable, which is also known as the nurtur-
ing source of all being. We are sure that this 
nameless energy will also act in this time of 
chaos to help us and empower us to over-
come selfishness and take the action needed 
so there is no catastrophe, but an opportu-
nity for creating and generating new forms 
of coexistence, innovative economic mod-
els and a higher sense of living and living 
together.

Conclusion: This is not  
a tragedy but a crises

In conclusion, I would like to place on record 
my deep conviction that the current scenar-
io is not a tragedy but a crisis. Tragedy has 
a bad outcome, with an Earth that is dam-
aged, but can continue without us. Crisis pu-
rifies us and forces us to grow and find ways 
to survive that are acceptable for the whole 
community of life, human beings and the 
Earth. The pain we now feel is not the death 
rattle of a dying man but the pain of a new 
birth. So far we have fully exploited materi-
al capital, which is finite, and now we have 
to work with spiritual capital, which is infi-
nite, because we have an infinite capacity to 
love, to live together as brothers and to pen-
etrate the mysteries of the universe and the 
human heart.

As we all have our origin in the heart of the 
great red stars where the elements that form 
us were forged, it is clear that we were born 
to shine our light and not to suffer. And we 
will shine our light again – that is my strong 
expectation – in a planetary civilization which 
is more respectful of Mother Earth, more in-
clusive of all people and with more solidarity 
with the poorest, which is more spiritual and 
full of reverence for the splendour of the uni-
verse and which is much happier.

With these words, our discussions at this 
very important Conference on the world fi-
nancial and economic crisis have begun. In 
providing a context for these issues, I wish 
to emphasize that we will have to set aside 
all selfish attitudes if we are to take advan-
tage of the opportunities that the current cri-
sis offers. Such attitudes only seek to pre-
serve a system which seems to benefit a 
minority and clearly has disastrous conse-
quences for the vast majority of the inhab-
itants of the planet. We must arm ourselves 
with solidarity and cooperation in order to 
make a qualitative leap forward to a future 
of peace and well-being.

Allow me, dear brothers and sisters, to 
conclude this reflection with the words of 
the Holy Father, Pope Benedict XVI, for this 
Conference:

“I invoke upon all of the Conference par-
ticipants, as well as those responsible for pub-
lic life and the fate of the planet, the spirit of 
wisdom and human solidarity, so that the cur-
rent crisis may become an opportunity, capa-
ble of favouring greater attention to the digni-
ty of every human being and the promotion of 
an equal distribution of decisional power and 
resources, with particular attention to the un-
fortunately ever-growing number of poor”.
Thank you very much. •

Source: www.un.org/ga/econcrisissummit

The current multidimensional crisis 
demands immediate responses as well 
as long term planning in support of 
the poorest, especially in Africa. We 
have to use our combined strengths 
and intelligence to address problems 
of injustice, poverty, vulnerability and 
exclusion. We need to make our eco-
nomic, financial and aid systems more 
transparent, inclusive and participa-
tory, notably through a firmer inte-
gration of the emerging economies. 
Improved development cooperation 
is essential. 

We are placing our trust in reformed 
international financial institutions and 
in their central role to ensure the sta-

bility of the financial and economic 
systems. Let us do the same with the 
UN, which was founded in a humanis-
tic tradition aiming at a better world 
for all. The Chief Executive Board has 
outlined nine joint initiatives, which 
address the multiple facets of the cri-
sis on the basis of the individual man-
dates and responsibilities of the UN 
organisations. We highly commend 
this approach, which commits the UN 
organisations to policy coherence and 
coordination for a quick and effective 
response to the crisis.

Source: Extract from the statement of  
Martin Dahinden, State Secretary for Develop-

ment Cooperation of Switzerland (Deza)

“We have to use our combined strengths and intelligence”
“United Nations Conference …” 
continued from page 1
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From June 24 to 30 the UN Con-
ference on the World Financial and 
Economic Crisis and its impact on 
development took place in New York. 
Miguel d’Escoto Brockmann, Pres-
ident of the General Assembly, had 
invited the 192 Member States of the 
UNO – calling them G-192 with ref-
erence to the G-8 or G-20 –, to this 
conference “at the highest level”. 
Mandated by last Decembers’ inter-
national Review Conference on Fi-
nancing for Development in Doha, 
Qatar. Owing to the pressing situ-
ation, especially in the developing 
countries, some Member States had 
requested the President of the Gener-
al Assembly to organise this confer-
ence. Within a mere seven months the 
President of the General Assembly 
succeeded in bringing together not 
only the G-192, but key representa-
tives of the civil society and the pri-
vate sector, as well as members of the 
UN system.

The Presidential expert commission 
chaired by economist and Nobel Laureate 
Joseph Stiglitz, the so-called “Stiglitz-Com-
mission” had submitted a preliminary report 
on the reforms of the international money 
and financial system as well as negotiated a 
draft with all the member states, which sub-
sequently served as the basis for the drafting 
of a conference outcome document. 

Equal rights for everyone  
in developing solutions 

With the conference a process was initiated, 
a dialogue, in which not only the G-20 coun-
tries participated but the entire international 
community. Each country had equal oppor-
tunities in being heard. Exemplary the Presi-
dent of the General Assembly attended to the 
representatives of each country and listenend 
to them; there was no hurry. Because of the 
flood of contributions the conference was 
even extended by another two days.

Parallel to the statements of the individual 
countries in the General Assembly, four round 
table discussions took place with the overall 
theme “examining and overcoming the deep-
ening world financial and economic crisis and 
its impact on development”. In this frame the 
individual representatives of  the countries 
were able to take part in discussions on e.g. 
“the role of the United Nations and its Mem-
ber States in the ongoing international dis-
cussions on reforming and strengthening the 
international financial and economic system 
and architecture” (round table 1). Or on the 
theme “coordinated and collaborative actions 
and measures to mitigate the impact of the cri-
sis on development” (round table 2). The third 
round table dealt with “present and future im-
pacts of the crisis on inter alia, employment, 
trade, investment and development of goals 
and the millenium development goals”.

The theme of the fourth round table was 
“contributions of the United Nations develop-
ment system in response to the crisis”.

The beginning of a dialogue

The President of the General Assembly and 
Joseph Stiglitz contended strongly for peoples 
to be treated as equal and sovereign partners 
in rejection of powerful financial blocs or the 
domination of individual industrialised na-
tions. 

In the run up to the conference nothing 
was left out to belittle this conference, that 
was not wanted. In the background there 
were fierce battles, the members of the G-20 
would have preferred to do without it. But 
the President of the General Assembly was 
not impressed by this. Nor was he impressed 
by reproaches that there were not any heads 
of state present but one. His retribution: “It is 
not important who is coming but on what we 
will come to agree on in the end, what will 
be initiated.”

The majority of the representatives and es-
pecially the members of the developing coun-
tries that  spoke in the General Assembly ex-
pressed their gratefulness for this conference 
to the President.

The conference is a very promising begin-
ning of an urgently necessary dialogue on 
equal terms in the world. It became evident 
that the current economies were based on ex-
ploitation, competition, egoism and greed, 
established predominantly by the Western 
countries and have had their days.

An economy is needed that is guided by 
ethical principles, in solidarity, coopera-
tion, coherence, justice and transparency, an 
economy, centred on the individual human 
being.

How much longer does the Western world 
want to continue to demonstrate  

arrogance and ignorance?

Unfortunately not all the representatives 
want to do without it. A representative from 
Sveden, which took over the EU presidential 
leadership on July 1, attracted attention in the 
conference with his incredible sharpness in 
his statement in one of the round table dis-
cussions. The Svedish representative arro-
gantly determined positions: EU and G-20 
should have the say, the UN should be limit-
ed to look after the developing countries. Ste-
fano Manservisi, General Director of the Eu-
ropean Commission on Development, openly 
claimed EU leadership the in the global re-
action to the crisis: “Europe has shown, is 
showing and will be showing, that it will take 
the lead.”

The conflicts between the EU, the indus-
trialised countries of the G-20 with IMF and 
World Bank and WTO on the one side and 
the UN with the G-77 (the alliance of initial-
ly 77, today over 130 countries) together with 
delegates form the civil society on the other 
side, were perceptible in the conference. IMF 
and the World Bank made attempts however 
to ensure, that they will put into effect the re-
quested reforms, in order to pronounce their 
willingness to cooperate. 

Nonetheless: many developing countries, 
as well as the representatives of  the civil so-
ciety expressed their critisism towards IMF, 
the World Bank and WTO. Particularly the 
representatives from African countries have 
had their experiences with these institutions 
and critisised their inequality and horrend 
financial misuses: From allocated moneys 
often, if at all, only some 20 % reach their 
place of destination. The remaining 80 % dis-
appear somewhere.

Latin America: Cooperation and  
cohesion versus competition

Most impressing were the voices of the Latin 
American countries. They are to be explic-
itly mentioned here. They stress: We cannot 
serve the poorest countries with a competi-
tion economy. What is needed all the more is 
solidarity, is cooperation and cohesion.

Those, who have caused the crisis can not 
take part in the solving of the crisis, says the 
President of the Republic of Ecuador, econo-
mist Rafael Correa in his well noted speech 
before the General Assembly. Some time ago, 
during his presidency, his country has reject-
ed to repay depts based on criminal machina-

tions, which has meanwhile been accepted by 
almost all countries.

The President of Ecuador said: “We all 
know it: The crisis originated in the finan-
cial markets of the US, but it is not just a cri-
sis any more and has contaminated the whole 
world. And it has become obvious that the 
South, who does not carry any responsibility 
for this crisis, has to bear the brunt. For years 
the United States maintained huge trade and 
fiscal deficits – with the connivance of the In-
ternational Monetary Fund. Any other coun-
try would have been forced to devalue their 
currency and to ‘correct’ its imbalances. In 
this case, however, double standards, which 
are prevailing amongst the leadership of the 
IMF, led them to choose complicity, which 
resulted in unhinging capitalism. And now 
the G-20 are about to recapitalise it just like 
that without any reshuffle within the board.”

The criticism is justified. At the G-20 sum-
mit they agreed to strengthen the IMF and 
the World Bank and to assign them with the 
central role of finding a solution for the fi-
nancial crisis in the developing and emerg-
ing countries.

In his speech after the press conference the 
President of Ecuador held his position: When 
asked about the oil fields in his country he 
said that the worst lay behind them. The oil 
fields had been returned from foreign own-
ership to the state’s ownership. “The oil be-
longs to the country”, he stated, and he was 
appalled when he said: “Sometimes we were 
even not allowed to set foot on our own oil 
fields.” Meanwhile oil prices have improved 
in his country. Trade and contracts are only 
possible with friendly states and only on an 
equal footing. He said: “We don’t ask for 
charity but equality.”

At the “High Level Panel” with the topic 
“Peoples Rights not Corporate Profits”, 
which was organised by representatives 
of the civil society, the President of Ecua-
dor denounced “Washington’s Consensus” 
as undemocratic: “Four to five institutions 
representing power determine and call this 
‘consensus’? What kind of consensus is that 
about which the others are not even ques-
tioned? This is the arrogance of the hegem-
ony of power.”

For this he received standing ovations by 
all people present. It is unacceptable that 
today capital has more rights than the peo-
ple; people, man must come first. 

The main reason for the poor countries’ 
instability has been the freedom of capital 
movement. According to Correa the neo-lib-
eral paradigm with its individualism has col-
lapsed. When you look at history, it was not 
the countries with a free and open market that 
developed but the countries in which the state 
protected its economy. 

Cuba’s representative criticised that there 
had not been any discussion about a real re-
form of the global financial system at the 
G-20 meeting. He demanded an intensive 
dialogue with all members of the world com-
munity. The international financial system 
was anti-democratic and urgently needed re-

forming. A solution of the crisis will 
only be possible if the interests of all 
countries are taken into account. He 
as well talked about a paradigm in 
which men took centre stage.

The representatives of Venezuela 
acceded to this criticism: Neo-liberal 
forces are the cause of the crisis. The 
effects are devastating: unemploy-
ment, capital drain, loss of self re-
spect and trust in the future. The poor-
est and most vulnerable suffer most. 
The IMF sets absolutely immoral 
conditions. The IMF and World Bank 
should be told to close their doors and 
leave it to others to erect a new finan-
cial architecture. The dollar ought to 
be abolished.

Venezuela has broken loose from 
the neo-liberal grasp and is free today. 
Regional and sub-regional affiliations 
with Nicaragua, Saint Vincent and 
the Grenadines, Barbados and Ecua-
dor in ALBA stand for the welfare of 
the participating peoples. They coop-
erate in equality, solidarity, comple-
mentary and fraternity with all people 

in the world. Hence there is freedom based 
on social justice.

The representatives of Guyana drew the 
attention to the missing equal treatment of 
small countries: Very often smaller countries 
are seen as negligible, as their failure would 
be affordable.

The representatives of Nicaragua called 
to mind that the crisis had started only a 
few blocks away from the UN, on Wall 
Street. 

Moreover, the conference demanded a so-
lution for the enormous debts which are suf-
focating developing countries. The World 
Bank estimates that 40 countries are moving 
towards a debt crisis.

A first step

The task to work out a consensus paper which 
involved all countries was not easily solved. 
But it was accomplished. The consensus 
paper reminds the industrial countries of their 
agreements at the G-20 summit to stimulate 
the world economy with one billion dollars. 
It further demands that a bigger share of it 
should go to the developing countries. It also 
stresses the necessity to deal with the prob-
lem of debts and capital drain. International 
financial institutions needed urgent overhaul, 
and the UN should have more impact in fu-
ture negotiations.

Most of all the process had to be contin-
ued: The General Assembly was asked to cre-
ate an open-ended working group which fol-
lowed up on all issues raised.

The President of the General Assembly 
called the final document “the first step in a 
long process of putting the world on a new 
path towards solidarity, stability and sustain-
ability.” 

Furthermore he said: “I have been encour-
aged that so many of you talked about the ne-
cessity to revitalize the moral component of 
Global Governance – our duty and shared re-
sponsibility to integrate moral considerations 
into our economical, financial, political  and 
social decision making procedures. Many de-
cision makers of our tough and financial and 
business world do not always take this ade-
quately into account.”

Man comes first

At this conference Miquel d’Escoto Brock-
mann, many Latin American countries, the G-
77 countries and the Holy See emphasised the 
necessity that men have to be placed into the 
centre: man comes first and then economy.

Pope Benedict XVI. had asked the states to 
participate in this conference and to search 
for solutions for the financial crisis togeth-
er. The statements of the Holy See during the 
conference were beneficial. The Holy See 
representative raised the question: What is 
the human person? He said: Man comes first, 
then all theories. He stressed the significance 
of ethics; and that any economy was nothing 
without ethics. And he asked: How could we 
change the logic of economical thinking ac-
cordingly? •

Voices of G-192 Must Be Heard
by Dr Eva-Maria Föllmer-Müller

Human beings and peoples will discover and accept each other as brothers and sisters, as a family and as a single spe-
cies capable of love, solidarity, compassion, non-violence, justice, fraternity, peace and spirituality. (photo keystone)



Page 4       No 14   August 2009Current Concerns

Excellencies, United Nations Colleagues, 
Representatives of Civil Society, Brothers 
and Sisters all,

We have come to the middle of the third day 
of this historic United Nations Conference 
on the World Financial and Economic Crisis 
and Its Impact on Development. I congratu-
late you all for successfully initiating the glo-
bal conversation on the economic crisis that 
continues to unfold around us and for begin-
ning an indepth, unprecedented review of the 
international financial and economic archi-
tecture.

The world has had the opportunity to hear 
the voices of the G-192. All the Members of 
the General Assembly have had and contin-
ue to have the chance to express their points 
of view. Today our efforts have culminated 
in the adoption by consensus of an outcome 
document that represents the first step in a 
long process of putting the world on a new 
path towards solidarity, stability and sustain-
ability.

The United Nations General Assembly, the 
G-192, has now been established as the cen-
tral forum for the discussion of world finan-
cial and economic issues, and this in itself is 
a major achievement. In addition, the Gener-
al Assembly has been asked to follow up on 
these issues through an ad hoc open-ended 
working group.

The issues to be followed up range from 
crisis mitigation − including global stimu-
lus measures, special drawing rights (SDRs) 
and reserve currencies − to topics such as the 
restructuring of the financial and economic 
system and architecture, including reform of 
the international financial institutions and the 
role of the United Nations; external debt; in-
ternational trade; investment; taxation; devel-
opment assistance; South-South cooperation; 
new forms of financing; corruption and illic-
it financial flows; and regulation and moni-
toring.

At the same time, it has been recognized 
that the financial and economic crisis must 
not delay the necessary global response to 
climate change and environmental degrada-
tion through initiatives for building a «green 
economy».  

The G-192 has proved itself capable of 
reaching consensus on the convening and 
modalities of this Conference and on a sub-
stantive outcome document that addresses is-
sues of great importance to humanity. 

It has also been able to chart a course for 
carrying the process forward on the basis of 
the lines of action set out in the Conference 
outcome document. 

We have had three days of very success-
ful work and, now that the outcome docu-
ment has been formally adopted, it is only 
fitting that we salute each other’s efforts and, 
in particular, that we congratulate the two fa-
cilitators, Ambassador Frank Majoor of the 
Kingdom of the Netherlands and Ambassa-
dor Camilo Gonsalves of Saint Vincent and 
the Grenadines. Of course, we also express 
our warmest thanks to the President’s Com-
mission of Experts, which was so ably coor-
dinated by Professor Joseph Stiglitz. 

We are happy but not content, or rather, 
not completely satisfied. Other crises loom 
on the horizon, such as the clean water, glo-
bal warming, food, energy and humanitari-
an crises affecting millions of our brothers 
and sisters, especially children suffering from 
hunger and thirst.  

We must all join forces to confront these 
crises. The proposals we have adopted today 
point in this direction. But much remains to 
be done. 

We are heartened by the expressions of po-
litical will to shoulder our shared responsi-
bility to cooperate, but we will not be con-
tent so long as these pressing issues remain 
unresolved. 

My role as President of this General As-
sembly, which brings together representatives 
of all the world’s peoples, is to invite you to 
look beyond today’s economic concerns and 

to hold out hope for the common future of the 
Earth and of humanity. 

We may well ask, what next? Not neces-
sarily in terms of the economy, but in terms 
of humanity. Where are we headed? At this 
point it is unlikely that anyone, however 
wise, can answer this question with certain-
ty. But even without having the answers, we 
can all seek and build together the consensus 
that will lead us towards a more hopeful fu-
ture for us all and for Mother Earth. 

This reminds me of the vision of the great 
French scientist, archaeologist and mystic 
Pierre Teilhard de Chardin. In China, where 
he carried out his research on “Homo pekin-
ensis”, he had something like a vision.

Looking at the advances in technology, 
trade and communications that were shorten-
ing distances and laying the foundations for 
what he liked to call planetization, rather than 
globalization, Teilhard de Chardin was al-
ready saying, in the 1930s, that we were wit-
nessing the emergence of a new era for the 
Earth and for humanity.

What was about to appear, de Chardin told 
us, was the noosphere, after the emergence 
in the evolutionary process of the anthropo-
sphere, the biosphere, the hydrosphere, the 
atmosphere and the lithosphere. Now comes 
the new sphere, the sphere of synchronized 
minds and hearts: the noosphere. 

As we know, the Greek word noos refers 
to the union of the spirit, the intellect and the 
heart.

Where are we headed? I venture to believe 
and hope that we are all headed towards the 

slow but unstoppable emergence of the noo-
sphere. Human beings and peoples will dis-
cover and accept each other as brothers and 
sisters, as a family and as a single species ca-
pable of love, solidarity, compassion, non-vi-
olence, justice, fraternity, peace and spiritu-
ality.

Is this a utopia? It is undoubtedly a uto-
pia, but a necessary one. It guides us in our 
search. A utopia is, by definition, unattaina-
ble. But it is like the stars: They are unreach-
able, but what would the night sky be without 
stars? It would be nothing but darkness and 
we would be disoriented and lost. A utopia 
likewise lends direction and purpose to our 
lives and struggles.

The noosphere, then, is the next step for 
humanity. Allow me a small digression: if, 
in the time of the dinosaurs, which inhabit-
ed the Earth for more than 100 million years 
and disappeared some 65 million years ago, 
a hypothetical observer had wondered what 
the next evolutionary step would be, he prob-
ably would have thought: more of the same. 
In other words, even bigger and more vora-
cious dinosaurs.

But that answer would have been wrong. 
That hypothetical observer never would have 
imagined that a small mammal no bigger than 
a rabbit, living in treetops, feeding on flowers 
and shoots and trembling at the possibility of 
being devoured by a dinosaur, would eventu-
ally become our ancestor.

From that creature, millions of years later, 
emerged something completely new, with 
qualities totally different from those of the di-

nosaurs, including a conscience, intelligence 
and love: the first human beings, from whom 
we who are gathered here are descended.

And so it was not more of the same. It was 
a break, a new step.

I firmly believe that today we are once 
again on the threshold of a new step in the 
evolutionary process: a step towards a human 
family that is united with itself, with nature 
and with Mother Earth.

I am tempted to echo the words: “I have 
a dream!” It is, indeed, a dream. A glorious, 
beautiful, happy dream.

The main focus of this new step will be life 
in all its forms, humanity with all its peoples 
and ethnic groups, the Earth as a mother with 
all its vitality and an economy that creates the 
material conditions for making all this pos-
sible. We will need the material capital we 
have built up, but the focus will be on human 
and spiritual capital, whose most wholesome 
fruits are fraternity or brotherhood, coopera-
tion, solidarity, love, economic and ecologi-
cal justice, compassion and the capacity to 
coexist happily with all our differences, in 
the same shared home, the great and gener-
ous Mother Earth.

They say that Jesus, Buddha, Francis of 
Assisi, Rumi, Tolstoy, Gandhi, Dorothy Day, 
Martin Luther King and many other great 
prophets and teachers of the past and present, 
of which every country and culture has an ex-
emplar, were ahead of their time in taking 
this new step.

They are all our most formative teachers, 
our lodestars, who fan the flame of hope that 
assures us that we still have a future, a bless-
ed future for all of us.

As our dear brother Joseph Stiglitz aptly 
put it: “The legacy of this economic and fi-
nancial crisis will be a worldwide battle of 
ideas.”

I firmly believe that new ideas, new visions 
and new dreams will galvanize our spirits and 
our hearts. The old gods are dying out, and 
new ones are emerging with the vigour of 
newborn infants. My reflections are meant to 
bring energy and enthusiasm to this battle of 
ideas and visions.

If we humans are to take a qualitative leap 
forward, we must give up our quest to be-
come the lords and masters of creation, for-
getting that we are not owners but only care-
takers, which, after all, is no small thing.

Only when we accept the fact that we are 
caretakers and not owners and that we will 
one day be held to account for our steward-
ship will the grandeur of our humanity shine 
forth.
Thank you. •
Source: www.un.org/ga/econcrisissummit

The First Step in a Long Process of Putting the World on a New 
Path towards Solidarity, Stability and Sustainability 

Adress by Miguel D’Escoto Brockmann, President of the General Assembly, upon adoption of the outcome document  
of the United Nations Conference on the World Financial and Economic Crisis and Its Impact on Development

Mr President,

The Holy See welcomes this opportuni-
ty to comment on the recommendations 
now emerging from the discussions that 
have been taking place on the impact of 
the global financial and economic crisis 
on developing countries. In doing so, we 
applaud again the initiative taken by the 
UN over the past months to include its 
entire membership in the discussions. 

We must not forget that it is poor peo-
ple both in developed and in developing 
countries who suffer most and who are 
least able to defend themselves against 
the impact of this crisis. Loss of jobs in 
the former and lack of access to employ-
ment, food, basic healthcare and edu-
cation facilities in the latter are a daily 
daunting reality. At the conclusion of 
the Development Committee meetings 
in late April, the World Bank estimated 
that an additional 55–90 million people 
will now be trapped in extreme poverty 
in 2009, especially women and children; 
meanwhile, the number of chronically 
hungry people is expected to climb to 
over 1 billion individuals this year. More-
over, prospects for overcoming extreme 
poverty by 2015 by way of the eight glo-
bally agreed Millennium Development 
Goals have also receded. 

Consequently, for the Holy See, there 
is, first and foremost, a compelling moral 
obligation to address these worsening 
social and economic disparities which 
undermine the basic dignity of so many 
of the world’s inhabitants. At the same 
time Church institutions all over the 
world have seized the momentum to fo-
ment new structures of solidarity and to 
call for and encourage the redirection 
of the national and global financial and 
economic systems towards the principles 
of justice, solidarity and subsidiarity. 

[...]
As the UN community assumes this collec-
tive responsibility to support the poorest 

developing countries at this time of fi-
nancial crisis, we believe it is appropriate 
to recall the reflections of Pope Benedict 
XVI at the beginning of this year in cel-
ebrating World Day of Peace. He placed 
special emphasis on the essential need 
for a ‘strong sense of global solidarity’ 
between rich and poor countries to ad-
dress effectively the fight against pov-
erty. His appeal was essentially a moral 
one, based on the common good for all 
human beings.

In the field of international commerce 
and finance there are processes at work 
which permit a positive integration of 
economics leading to an overall improve-
ment in conditions. At the same time, 
however, there are processes at work in 
the opposite direction that marginalize 
peoples and can lead to wars and con-
flicts. Despite the enormous growth in 
trade since the Second World War, there 
remain many low income countries still 
marginalized in terms of trade. In such 
countries, many of which are in Africa, 
there is a fundamental issue of global 
equity at stake. In the area of finance, 
too, the recent crisis demonstrates how 
financial activity can be self-centered 
and short-term in perspective, lacking 
any long-term consideration of the com-
mon good. 

In closing, we reiterate our plea that 
the poorest countries be given priority 
at this time of crisis and that an ethical 
approach be adopted (I) in economics 
by those active in international markets; 
(II) in politics by those in public office; 
and (III) to allow for inclusive participa-
tion by all members of civil society. Only 
if such an approach is adopted can true 
global solidarity be achieved. 

Thank you, Mr President.

Source: Extract from the statement by the 
delegate of the Holy See, Archbishop  

Celestino Migliore (www.holyseemission.
org/2009_interventions.html)
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Some weeks after the 30 June judgement of 
the German Federal Constitutional Court on 
the Treaty of Lisbon a glance at the reactions 
so far shows that there are quite divers inter-
pretations. There are proponents and oppo-
nents to the treaty who feel themselves con-
firmed by the judgement. And there are also 
proponents and opponents of the Treaty who 
criticize the judgement.

This can not only be explained by the po-
litical quarrels in which each side is looking 
for suitable arguments. The judgement itself 
is providing sufficient connecting factors.

The following article is not aiming at pre-
senting a detailed constitutional and nation-
al-political examination of the judgement, 
even if some on the readers might welcome 
such an analysis. What we have to take note 
of however are the head-notes of the judge-
ment (see box), which are of particular qual-
ity since they are legally binding.

Article 23 Grundgesetz sets clear  
standards for an EU participation

Article 23 Grundgesetz (see box) which the 
Court is always referring to was amended to 
the Grundgesetz in 1992 and has been inter-
preted by the commentators as being a “Ger-
man determination of a state objective of a 
unified Europe” (Commentary of the Bun-
deszentrale für politische Bildung on the 
German Grundgesetz of 2003). There is no 
reference, however, to the fact that article 23.1 
sentence 1 of the Grundgesetz subordinates 
the obligation to integrate under the provi-
sion that the developing European Union “is 
committed to democratic, social, and federal 
principles, to the rule of law”. These are con-
ditions which the European Union does not 
meet with the Treaty of Lisbon, as the judge-
ment of the German Federal Constitutional 
Court of 30 June 2009 explicitly states. Ar-
ticle 23 Grundgesetz does not oblige Germa-
ny to integrate into the European Union as it 
is today.

No EU membership at any price 

It is thus neither in accordance with the word-
ing nor with the general context of the Grund-
gesetz, if article 23 is understood as an obli-
gation to join the European Union – as some 
commentators virtually do. In particular, the 
previous article 20 cannot be ignored when 
interpreting article 23. Article 20 regulates 
the foundations of the national order of Ger-
many, the obligation of the German State to 
be a democracy, a federal state, a constitu-
tional and welfare state, the obligation to sep-
arate powers and the right to resistance. 

Article 23 was amended to the Grundge-
setz – unnoticed by the public and therefore 
not discussed – in order to create the consti-
tutional conditions so that Germany could 
hand over increasingly extended competenc-
es to the European Union. This was done on 
demand of the then party oligarchy. Howev-
er, this does not change the fact that the Ger-
man membership in the EU must also com-
ply with the standards laid down in article 23 

and particularly with the standards formulat-
ed in article 20. 

The Federal Constitutional Court did not 
examine the current circumstances of life 

within the European Union 

The judgment of the Federal Constitutional 
Court, however, does not – just like the pre-
ceding ones – examine the current conditions 

within the European Union. In the Court’s 
grounds for the judgment, the headnotes that 
are mainly in accordance with constitutional 
law are not followed by an appropriate sub-
sumption of the concrete circumstances of 
life in the EU. Instead, what follows are to a 
large extent evasive formulations written in 
woolly language, thereby often arguing in a 
quibbling manner. It does not ask for the po-

litical reality of the European Union today. 
Nor does it ask, whether the really existing 
EU meets the prerequisites of the articles 20 
and 23 of the Grundgesetz, let alone the out-
standing article 1 of the Grundgesetz (see 
box). Article 1 obliges the German state to re-

km. The following headnotes to the 
judgement of the German Federal Consti-
tutional Court on the Treaty of Lisbon are 
legally binding and therefore of special 
importance. They also show, however, 
that the Court is deceiving the pub-
lic. In its judgement, the Court correctly 
explained the principles of constitutional 
law. But those who are familiar with the 
EU’s reality, would draw the conclusion 
from these very principles that the Trea-
ty of Lisbon is unconstitutional – howev-
er the Court failed to do so.

Headnote 1 states that Germany’s 
membership in an association of sover-
eign national states (Staatenverbund) EU, 
exercising public authority, is compatible 
with the German Basic Law (Grundges-
etz). At the same time it is affirmed that 
the member states remain sovereign and 
that the decisions of the citizens of these 
states alone can democratically legitimise 
the EU’s acting. But do they really? What 
would be the answer if we asked them 
about their influence on the EU’s polit-
ical acting? Moreover any subsumption 
(i.e. subordination of the facts of a case 
under a legal norm) of the really existing 
EU under the “democratic, social and fed-
eral principles and the principles of the 
rule of law” is missing (article 23.1 sen-
tence 1).

Headnote 2 states that both Bundestag 
and Bundesrat always have to take an ac-
tive part whenever the EU is given more 
competences, even if this does not mean 
an amendment to the Treaty. Nothing, 
however, is said about the lawfulness of 
the EU’s comprehensive present compe-
tences, although, in view of the compre-
hensive regulatory content of the Euro-
pean legal rules, the principle of limited 
conferral is nowhere observed.

Headnote 3 states that the EU member 
states must be given a guarantee to pre-
serve sufficient scope to shape their po-
litical, cultural, economic and social living 
conditions. – Consequently following the 
wording of the Court’s judgement would 
mean for Germany to opt out of the EU. 

Headnote 4 states that the German 
Constitutional Court is willing to con-
trol – and will be in the future – that the 
EU does not transcend its competenc-
es. However, the German constitution-

al Court has never before affirmed such 
a transgression although there has been 
sufficient cause to do so; and again it 
does not specify any clear standards. 

1  With its article 23, the Basic Law grants 
powers to participate and develop a 
European Union which is designed as 
an association of sovereign national 
states (Staatenverbund). The concept 
of Verbund covers a close long-term 
association of states which remain sov-
ereign, an association which exercises 
public authority on the basis of a trea-
ty, whose fundamental order, how-
ever, is subject to the disposal of the 
Member States alone and in which the 
peoples of their Member States, i.e. 
the citizens of the states, remain the 
subjects of democratic legitimisation.

2  a) To the extent that the Member 
States elaborate the law laid down in 
the Treaties in such a way that, with 
the principle of conferral fundamental-
ly continuing to apply, an amendment 
of the law laid down in the Treaties can 
be brought about without a ratifica-
tion procedure, a special responsibility 
is incumbent on the legislative bodies, 
apart from the Federal Government, as 
regards participation; in Germany, par-
ticipation must, on the national level, 
comply with the requirements under 
article 23.1 of the Basic Law (responsi-
bility for integration) and can, if neces-
sary, be asserted in proceedings before 
the Federal Constitutional Court.

 b) A law within the meaning of arti-
cle 23.1 sentence 2 of the Basic Law is 
not required to the extent that special 
bridging clauses are restricted to areas 
which are already sufficiently deter-
mined by the Treaty of Lisbon. Also in 
these cases, however, it is incumbent 
on the Bundestag and – to the extent 
that the legislative competences of the 
Länder are affected, on the Bundesrat 
– to comply with its responsibility for 
integration in another suitable man-
ner.

3  European unification on the basis of 
a union of sovereign states under the 
Treaties may not be realised in such a 
way that the Member States do not 
retain sufficient room for the political 

formation of the economic, cultural 
and social circumstances of life. This 
applies in particular to areas which 
shape the citizens’ circumstances of 
life, in particular the private space of 
their own responsibility and of polit-
ical and social security, which is pro-
tected by the fundamental rights, and 
to political decisions that particularly 
depend on previous understanding as 
regards culture, history and language 
and which unfold in discourses in the 
space of a political public that is or-
ganised by party politics and Parlia-
ment.

4  The Federal Constitutional Court re-
views whether legal instruments of the 
European institutions and bodies, ad-
hering to the principle of subsidiarity 
under Community and Union law (ar-
ticle 5.2 ECT; article 5.1 sentence 2 and 
5.3 of the Treaty on European Union 
in the version of the Treaty of Lisbon 
<TEU Lisbon>), keep within the bound-
aries of the sovereign powers accord-
ed to them by way of conferred power 
(see BVerfGE 58, 1 <30-31>; 75, 223 
<235, 242>; 89, 155 <188>: see the lat-
ter concerning legal instruments trans-
gressing the limits). Furthermore, the 
Federal Constitutional Court reviews 
whether the inviolable core content of 
the constitutional identity of the Basic 
Law pursuant to article 23.1 sentence 3 
in conjunction with article 79.3 of the 
Basic Law is respected (see BVerfGE 
113, 273 <296>). 

 The exercise of this competence of re-
view, which is rooted in constitutional 
law, follows the principle of the Basic 
Law’s openness towards European 
Law (Europarechtsfreundlichkeit), and 
it therefore also does not contradict 
the principle of loyal cooperation (ar-
ticle 4.3 TEU Lisbon); with progressing 
integration, the fundamental political 
and constitutional structures of sov-
ereign Member States, which are rec-
ognised by article 4.2 sentence 1 TEU 
Lisbon, cannot be safeguarded in any 
other way. In this respect, the guar-
antee of national constitutional iden-
tity under constitutional and the one 
under Union law go hand in hand in 
the European legal area.

Headnotes to the judgement on the Lisbon Treaty 

The Judgement of the German Constitutional Court  
on the Treaty of Lisbon

by Karl Müller

1) With a view to establishing a united 
Europe, the Federal Republic of Ger-
many shall participate in the develop-
ment of the European Union that is 
committed to democratic, social and 
federal principles, to the rule of law, 
and to the principle of subsidiarity, and 
that guarantees a level of protection of 
basic rights essentially comparable to 
that afforded by this Basic Law. To this 
end the Federation may transfer sover-
eign powers by a law with the consent 
of the Bundesrat. The establishment of 
the European Union, as well as chang-
es in its treaty foundations and compa-
rable regulations that amend or sup-
plement this Basic Law, or make such 
amendments or supplements possible, 
shall be subject to paragraphs (2) and 
(3) of Article 79. 

2) The Bundestag and, through the Bun-
desrat, the Länder shall participate 
in matters concerning the European 
Union. The Federal Government shall 
keep the Bundestag and the Bundesrat 
informed, comprehensively and at the 
earliest possible time. 

3) Before participating in legislative acts 
of the European Union, the Feder-
al Government shall provide the Bun-
destag with an opportunity to state its 
position. The Federal Government shall 
take the position of the Bundestag into 
account during the negotiations. De-
tails shall be regulated by a law. 

4) The Bundesrat shall participate in the 
decision-making process of the Federa-
tion insofar as it would have been com-
petent to do so in a comparable do-
mestic matter, or insofar as the subject 

falls within the domestic competence 
of the Länder. 

5) Insofar as, in an area within the exclu-
sive competence of the Federation, in-
terests of the Länder are affected, and 
in other matters, insofar as the Federa-
tion has legislative power, the Federal 
Government shall take the position of 
the Bundesrat into account. To the ex-
tent that the legislative powers of the 
Länder, the structure of Land authori-
ties, or Land administrative procedures 
are primarily affected, the position of 
the Bundesrat shall be given the great-
est possible respect in determining the 
Federation’s position consistent with 
the responsibility of the Federation for 
the nation as a whole. In matters that 
may result in increased expenditures or 
reduced revenues for the Federation, 

the consent of the Federal Government 
shall be required. 

6) When legislative powers exclusive 
to the Länder concerning matters of 
school education, culture or broadcast-
ing are primarily affected, the exercise 
of the rights belonging to the Feder-
al Republic of Germany as a member 
state of the European Union shall be 
delegated by the Federation to a rep-
resentative of the Länder designated 
by the Bundesrat. These rights shall be 
exercised with the participation of, and 
in coordination with, the Federal Gov-
ernment; their exercise shall be consist-
ent with the responsibility of the Fed-
eration for the nation as a whole. 

7) Details regarding paragraphs 4) to 6) of 
this Article shall be regulated by a law 
requiring the consent of the Bundesrat.

Article 23

continued on page 6
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spect and protect human dignity and human 
rights. 

Therefore one must not be surprised, that 
a few days after the pronouncement of the 
judgment the Court’s presiding judge, An-
dreas Vosskuhle, complied with warmon-
ger Joseph Fischer and the likes, stating that 
the door to a European federal state was fur-
ther open (Neue Juristische Wochenschrift 
NJW of 7 July). In his time as German Min-
ister of Foreign Affairs Fischer had called for 
such a European federal state, a demand that 
the Court also emphasized this in its judg-
ment. In a contribution for the weekly paper 
Die Zeit of 9 July, Fischer then campaigned 
against the Court saying that the judgment 
was “turned backward and out of touch with 
reality” – because it did not yet correspond 
completely with Fischer’s line. 

The judgment shows that it is always im-
portant to try everything in order to enforce 
the law, but that in Germany law is a tough 
act to follow when it comes to the jurisdiction 
of the highest court. We must therefore thor-
oughly think about how the people can come 
into their own and in particular: which politi-
cal culture is needed.

No consequences following from the 
“structural democratic deficit” in the EU

The judgment of the Constitutional Court is 
of no great help here. It is true that the judg-
ment states that the European Union does 
not become more democratic by the Trea-
ty of Lisbon (“structural democratic defi-
cit”), although the wording of the Treaty 
pretends that it does – i.e. the Treaty itself 
is a deception. This statement in the judg-
ment, however, is not followed by any con-
vincing consequences. On the one hand, the 
Federal Constitutional Court claims, “The 
citizens’ right to determine, in equality and 
freedom, public authority with regard to per-
sons and subject-matters through elections 
and other votes is the fundamental element 
of the principle of democracy. The right to 
free and equal participation in public author-
ity is anchored in human dignity (article 1.1 
of the Basic Law)”. The Court does not fol-
low, however, its own statement, that the re-
ally existing European Union does not meet 
these structural preconditions but violates 
basic components of the democratic prin-
ciple: it does not draw the only legally cor-
rect conclusion that it is just because of arti-
cle 23 Grundgesetz that the Federal Republic 
of Germany must not integrate into an EU of 
that sort. This follows from the constitution 
and therefore from law. 

The Court equals the really existing EU 
with the goal of “maintenance of peace and 
the “overcoming of the destructive antago-
nism between the European states” irrespec-
tive of the structural democratic deficit and 
irrespective of the great powers’ participation 
in wars – even in Europe! According to the 
Court Germany is not allowed to freely de-
cide on its EU membership; for, irrespective 
of this EU’s undemocratic quality, for it is al-
legedly not left to the political discretion of 
its constitutional bodies “whether or not they 
participate in European integration”. 

The really existing political power  
of the EU is not considered

In view of the “acquis communautaire” of the 
EU (legal acts of the EU in 31 volumes and 
85,000 pages), which already comprehensive-
ly regulates the circumstances of life of the 
people within the EU, and in view of the new 
and extended competences of the EU, as for 
example in trade policy (exclusive responsi-
bility of the EU for all negotiations with 
WTO, GATS and TRIPS), in the field of jus-
tice and defence policy it is grotesque if the 
Court speaks of the “necessity” that Germa-
ny has to “retain sufficient room for the polit-
ical formation of the economic, cultural and 
social circumstances of life”.

The Court even goes as far as claiming that 
it was a negligible fact if 80 per cent of the 
German legislation were determined by the 
EU, as long as there was a “sufficient room” 
for the German legislation. It does not con-
sider how closely related the several areas of 
policy are: for example that no national so-
cial policy is possible if the community is de-

prived of the possibility to shape its own eco-
nomic order – something the Treaty of Lisbon 
would both reinforce and deepen.

The Court repeatedly stresses that there 
was no “competence to extend competences” 
of the EU, that means there was no compe-
tence independent of the national parliaments’ 
decisions to appropriate itself new compe-
tences. Instead there were merely limited 
“conferrals”. This life-lie (Prof K. A. Schacht-
schneider, expert on constitutional law) is an 
attempt to deceive the public about the fact 
that these “conferrals” have already been 
very wide and open and have been widely in-
terpreted by the European Court of Justice. In 
this respect, the Treaty of Lisbon goes even 
further than all treaties so far.

Germany needs a new political culture 

Indeed: Germany increasingly suffers from a 
lack of political culture. What countermeas-
ures can be taken? It cannot be done with-
out the help of civil society. If the civil so-
ciety in its social framework succeeds in 
speaking openly, freely, equally and broad-
ly about all the topics concerning Germany, 
and if “sovereignty” is also realised where it 
is possible today in thinking, feeling and act-
ing, the Civil Society will have a great im-
pact. It would, in fact mean to lay the founda-

tion stone for direct democracy in Germany. 
It would also mean what the Federal Consti-
tutional Court said but what is left without 
any consequence later on: “The citizens’ right 
to determine, in equality and freedom, pub-
lic authority with regard to persons and sub-
ject-matters through elections and other votes 
is the fundamental element of the principle of 
democracy. The right to free and equal par-
ticipation in public authority is anchored in 
human dignity” 

First of all: Express reservations  
to the Lisbon Treaty

Meanwhile everyone must be aware of the fact 
that the Lisbon Treaty, in case it comes into 
effect – despite the right to withdraw from 
the European Union, expressly laid down in 
the Treaty – will not so easily be annulled. 
The air of freedom will become much thin-
ner then. Thus, we also have to consider, what 
can actually be done in the coming weeks, so 
that the basic conditions for the civil socie-
ty working on the improvement of the politi-
cal culture will be better than the conditions 
under an unchecked Treaty of Lisbon. Here 
the judgment of the Federal Constitutional 
Court may well be included, for example, by 
taking seriously the borders of the Europe-
an Union, described by the Court at least, as 

well as the regulations for Germany’s democ-
racy and sovereignty, and by properly elabo-
rating the reservations against the treaty both 
on the constitutional level and with regard to 
international law.

The German Bundestag will discuss and 
decide on a new Collateral Law Act to the 
Lisbon Treaty at the end of August and the 
beginning of September. Here properly word-
ed reservations could be well inserted. Ger-
many would not be the only country that ex-
presses reservations in relation to the treaty. 
Great Britain and Poland expressed such res-
ervations, too. This proceeding is quite com-
mon according to international law. This way 
the members of the German Bundestag could 
show that they do no longer wish to be a mere 
executive body of the government with regard 
to the decisions of the European Union, In-
stead they could begin to take democracy and 
sovereignty seriously again. Thus, they would 
become true representatives of the people.  •

Article 1

1) Human dignity shall be inviolable. 
To respect and protect it shall be the 
duty of all state authority. 

2) The German people therefore ac-
knowledge inviolable and inalien-
able human rights as the basis of 
every community, of peace and of 
justice in the world. 

3) The following basic rights shall bind 
the legislature, the executive and 
the judiciary as directly applicable 
law.

Article 20

1) The Federal Republic of Germany is a 
democratic and social federal state. 

2) All state authority is derived from 
the people. It shall be exercised by 
the people through elections and 
other votes and through specific leg-
islative, executive and judicial bod-
ies. 

3) The legislature shall be bound by 
the constitutional order, the execu-
tive and the judiciary by law and jus-
tice. 

4) All Germans shall have the right to 
resist any person seeking to abolish 
this constitutional order, if no other 
remedy is available.

Pedestrians in the city centre of Kiel. The German people deserve something better than the really existing EU, the Treaty of Lisbon and a Federal Con-
stitutional Council that may speak of the citizens’ rights but does not really protect those rights. In Germany, too, a new task is on the agenda: to com-
monly establish a new political culture in which all the topics of everyday life can be discussed openly, freely, equally and to a large extent. Where this 

is possible, everyone can already practice and live democracy and sovereignty today. (photo caro)
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In February 2009 H. W. Gabriel and Dr 
D. Schalch presented data from an investi-
gation of soil samples from Serbia, and re-
ported some remarkable shifts in isotopic 
concentrations of potassium.1 In compari-
son to natural potassium an enhanced frac-
tion – up to 100fold – of radioactive potassi-
um-40 was found. The element of potassium 
occurs in nature as a mixture of three iso-
topes, K-39 (93.94 %), K-40 (0.117 %) and 
K-41(6.3 %). One would expect radioactive 
potassium-40, which is a beta and gamma 
ray emitter with a very long half life, to ac-
count for only 0.117 % of natural potassium. 
The soil samples were analysed by means 
of gamma spectroscopy and chemotechni-
cal methods, results were shown to be relia-
ble and reproducible. An outstandingly high 
proportion of potassium-40, up to 100fold 
that of normal, was measured. Taking into 
consideration, that natural variation in iso-
topic proportions due to different geologi-
cal influences is quite narrow (around 1 ‰), 
than the question arises, where these high 
amounts of potassium 40 come from. It is 
not part of the radioactive series of either 
uranium or thorium. This excludes uranium 
to be the source of potassium 40. In fact K-
40 can only be produced by nuclear transfor-
mation of another element. For instance, fir-
ing neutrons at non-radioactive calcium 40 
will produce radioactive potassium-40 par-
ticles. The finding of enhanced concentra-
tions of additional radioactive isotopes such 
as carbon-14 and beryllium-10 can only be 
explaned by a nuclear reaction, which pro-
duced these particles on the spot. In other 
words, weapons must have been used, which 
lead to such nuclear reactions (tactical atom-
ic weapons).  

We have to face the question, which dan-
gers for the human organism result from en-
hanced intake of radioactive potassium-40. 
At first we would like to illustrate the signif-
icance of potassium from the medical point 
of view. 

Function and significance of potassium in 
the human body 

Talking about potassium now, we refer to the 
naturally occuring potassium the way we in-
gest it with our meals on a daily basis. In na-
ture potassium is found exclusively as a cat-
ion (positively charged ion). It is the most 
important cation within all human and an-
imal organisms and it is indispensable for 
normal cellular function. A diet especial-
ly rich in potassium would consist of meat, 
fruits such as apricots, kiwi, cherries, black 
currants and especially bananas, vegetables 
such as potatos, cauliflower, cabbage, spin-
ach or celery. Mushrooms and nuts also have 
a high potassium content. A healthy human 
body will easily balance out any increased 
potassium intake. That means, eating a lot 
of bananas or other potassium sources will 
not increase the intracellular potassium con-
centration.  Things look different if we in-
gest or inhale potassium which is altered by 
unnaturally enhanced potassium-40 concen-
trations1. In war areas this can happen by 
food contamination, but also by inhalation 
of contaminated dust. It is a fact of chem-
istry, that isotopes are chemically undistin-
guishable. Biochemistry of human, animal 
or plant metabolism cannot distinguish po-
tassium-39 from either potassium-40 or po-
tassium-41. The organism deals with all iso-
topes the same way and has no mechanism 
to separate radioactive potassium-40 parti-
cles from normal metabolic pathways.  

Potassium – most important 
 factor of internal radiation

The amount of potassium present in the body 
is located in 98% within the cells and only in 
2% outside the cells. “The level of the inner 
exposure to radiation in a human being is up 
to now predominantly determined by potas-
sium 40. It is about 0,2 mSv/a. The increase 

of the concentration of potassium 40 by the 
factor 100 leads to a very critical level of con-
tamination (20 mSv/a !!).”1 One would pre-
dict that radiocative potassium-40, which 
was found to be elevated 100fold in the an-
alysed soil samples, after entering the food 
chain would be transported into living cells 
and damage important functions of cell or-
ganellas such as the cell nucleus or mitochon-
dria by its radiation, which especially the nu-
cleus is very vulnerable to.  

Mitochondria – the power  
plants of the cell

In order to understand the importance of mi-
tochondria, we have to do a little excourse 
about their way of functioning: Mitochondria 
are egg shaped organellas, which are next to 
the nucleus the second largest structures in 
the cell with a length of about 300–800 nm 
and some 100 nm of thickness. They are en-
coated by a double membrane. They are lo-
cated in proximity to the nucleus. Mitochon-
dria have their own DNA (desoxyribonucleic 
acid, which carries the genetic information) 
and they are therefore capable of transscrib-
ing their own proteins. Cellular “breathing” 
takes place in the mitochondria, and their 
main task is the production of ATP (adeno-
sine triphosphate), the most important ener-
gy source of all metabolic activities . That’s 
why mitochondria are often referred to as the 
“power plants” of the cell.

Damaging of intrinsic  
cell repair mechanisms

Energy from ATP is necessary, among other 
things, to produce water soluble glutathione 
(GSH), which is as so-called antioxidans. 
GSH is the first line repair system for most 

cellular structures, if they were damaged by 
free radicals. Free radicals are chemically 
highly aggressive compounds, and ionising 
radiation exerts its biological consequenc-
es mainly by the formation of free radi-
cals. In addition to that GSH offers protec-
tion against chemical mutagens, which are 
dangerous for the cell by their potential to 
change the genetic information. Normal-
ly this antioxidative function of GSH is re-
garded as a protective mechanism against 
the development of cancer, because it neu-
tralises free radicals. But without sufficient 
amounts of ATP there is a lack of GSH and 
the repair mechanisms fail.2 Potassium-40, 
which was ingested with the food and trans-
ported into the cell will not only damage the 
cell nucleus but also ATP production in the 
mitochondria and therefore the cellular re-
pair mechanisms! 

Impaired excretion of heavy metals

Another important task of GSH is its contri-
bution to the clearance of toxic heavy metal 
ions from the cell. Heavy metals bind to GSH 
and are transported out of all body cells to 
the bile ducts of the liver and finally excreted 
via the gall bladder into the bowel system.2 
So it is understandable why any damage to 
the mitochondria by radiating substances 
such as potassium-40 has so deleterious con-
sequences. 

Life threatening shifts of electrolyte 

ATP from the “cellular power plants” is ne-
cessary for another indispensable function 
of human life. Body and cell fluids are ba-
sically electrolyte solutions due to the ions 
they contain. The presence of certain ions 
around biological membranes leads to the 

formation of electric potentials which are 
essential for life function. Mainly the rela-
tion between sodium and potassium ions is 
of utmost importance. Inside the cell there 
is more potassium and outside more sodium. 
Sodium-potassium balance is maintained by 
the sodium potassium pump. This is an en-
zyme system with a huge energy demand, 
utilizing 30% to 70% of all ATP produced 
in the body. The outstanding role of ATP 
was described above in the function of the 
mitochondria. Without sufficient ATP sup-
plies the sodium potassium pump cannot 
function properly and membrane permea-
bility will break down. At the end these dis-
turbances lead to life threatening electrolyte 
shifts between intra and extra cellular fluids 
and finally changes of the cell volume. 

From these explanations the outstand-
ing importance of potassium for the mainte-
nance of central life functions of the organ-
ism becomes clear. And in the same way the 
life threatening and life destroying potential 
of radioactive potassium-40 becomes clear, 
too, this terrible byproduct of an absolutely 
inhumane weapon employed in an absolute-
ly inhumane war. •

1 Dipl. Ing. H. W. Gabriel, Dr. D. Schalch, Measure-
ment of Radioactivity of Soil Samples from Serbia, 
Part 2. Current Concerns No 9/10, May 2009

2 Rosalie Bertell, Occupational Hazards of War. De-
pleted Uranium: All the Questions About DU and 
Gulf War Syndrome Are not yet Answered, Interna-
tional Journal of Health Services, Vol. 36 (2006), 
Nr. 3, Pages 503-520, www.iicph.org/occupation-
al-hazards-of-war-du

Function and Significance of Potassium for the Human Body – 
Possible Consequences of Enhanced Intake of Radioactive  

Potassium-40
by Dr. med. Andreas Bau, Dr. sc. nat. Hans Könitzer

It is a well-known and cruel fact 
that wars are frequently utilized to 
test new weapons. Although there 
is massive secrecy in this domain, 
public debates are undesired and 
sometimes suppressed by all availa-
ble means, everybody can imagine 
that the countless scientists and en-
gineers who serve the weapons in-
dustry do not draw their salaries 
simply for remakes of old weapons. 
Meanwhile it can no longer be con-
cealed that in Iraq, in Somalia, in Ser-
bia and Kosovo, in Afghanistan, Leb-
anon and Gaza – everywhere the US 
and its allies waged wars or supplied 
them with weapons – they did not 
only leave behind immediate death 
and destruction. From all these coun-
tries there were and are alarming re-
ports about unknown injuries and 
clinical syndromes or unprecedented 
increases in cancers, reporting of ge-
netic damages and congenital mal-
formations in newborns.

In the regions of former Yugosla-
via it was evident that certain diseas-
es occurred quite soon after weapons 
had been used. Another particularity 
is represented by the massive accu-
mulation of multiple tumours. Peo-
ple do not only develop one single 
form of cancer, but two or three.

In the meantime some research 
has been made and insights have 
been gained – as for example about 
the so-called Depleted Uranium. Ura-
nium dust in the form of the tiniest 
nano-particles is set free and can 

break through biological barriers 
such as the blood-brain barrier or the 
placental barrier and then enter the 
cell. This has serious radiotoxic and 
chemotoxic consequences.

The analysis of soil samples from 
Serbia has now revealed addition-
al results. Not only Uranium and its 
decay products have been found but 
other radioactive elements and sub-
stances as well. These results raise 
serious questions. The detected iso-
topic proportion for Potassium, for 
instance, cannot be found in nature; 
it has no relation to the decay parti-
cles of Uranium but is known as a re-
sult of nuclear weapons tests. What 
does this mean? What kind of weap-
ons has been used here? After the 
bombing of the national TV station 
in the centre of Belgrade two bod-
ies of the 16 killed TV employees 
were untraceable. They were liter-
ally «vaporised», as is reported in 
the film «Yugoslavia: the avoidable 
war».* The effects of heat must have 
been immense – so massive, that it 
can only be explained by the use of 
radioactive weapons – a nuclear ex-
plosion in small format. Has a new 
generation of nuclear weapons been 
tested here?

In view of the health problems in 
the afflicted countries – which have 
also been observed with US/Nato sol-
diers who returned home – it is an 
obligation under international law 
for those countries that made use 
of these weapons to get the effects 

clear. Mankind has the right to know 
what she is facing here and what this 
means for her natural resources. And 
soon. Otherwise all talking about 
law, human rights and democracy, 
but also about ecology and the pro-
tection of our natural environment 
degenerates into a farce. 

It is a matter of obvious war crimes 
that are revealed. Those who help to 
cover them become complicit in the 
crime. This is one of the conclusions 
the international community had 
drawn from the World War II and 
which it laid down in the regulations 
of international law. Every member 
of government and each people’s 
representative of the war alliance are 
taken up on their promises.

The accompanying article explains 
the effects of radioactive Potassi-
um-40 on the organism. Inter alia, 
it shows how cell repair mechanisms 
– important defence mechanisms of 
the human body against the occur-
rence of cancer cells – are being de-
stroyed. And it provides us with an 
insight into the damages that the de-
velopment and spreading of those 
substances does to life on earth.

Erika Vögeli

* ”Yugoslavia: the avoidable war”, USA/
D 1999/2001, Direction: George Bogdanich 
and Martin Lettmayer. English version at 
video.google.com/videoplay?docid=586018
6121153047571 –(part 1) and video.google.
com/videoplay?docid=63710603039016743
97 (part 2).

What kind of weapons has been used here?
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thk. On 2 July the city of Geneva witnessed 
the highlight of the commemoration ceremo-
nies for the laying of the foundation stone 
of the International Committee of the Red 
Cross (ICRC) 150 years ago. 250 young peo-
ple, who had walked the way from Solferino 
in upper Italy to Geneva for the past three 
days, read out a declaration to the world in 
representation of 50 million young voluntary 
helpers of the ICRC and the Red Crescent. 
In their declaration, they described ways to-
wards a more humane world. 

The terrible battle of Solferino on 24 June 
1859 (see Current Concerns No 12 of July 
2009) was the starting point for the humani-
tarian work of the Swiss Henry Dunant. The 
spirit of fraternity and humanity, which is 
the irrefutable foundation of the Red Cross 
movement, is based on the idea of the equal-
ity of all the people. 

The founder of the Red Cross, Henry 
Dunant, with his attitude of “tutti fratel-
li” (we are all brothers and sisters) and 
his spontaneous work on the battleground 
of Solferino, determined the commitment 
of the ICRC, which has not been changed 
since then and is resident in the Swiss tra-
dition of neutrality and the refusal of impe-
rial power politics . 

The fact that today’s youth of the nation-
al Red Cross societies and the national Red 
Crescent societies draws the world’s atten-
tion on the importance of humanitarian work 
shows that the young people took up the spir-
it of that time and want to spread it. Thus, the 
young people speak of “today’s Solferinos”, 
which need our human commitment and our 
dedication. Our world desperately needs to 
remember its humanitarian foundations. 

The number of wars as well as the viola-
tions of human rights, famines and discrim-
inations of people has not been reduced; all 
the more our commitment for a better world 
is required. The young people’s commitment 
gives us hope, and it shows that common val-
ues still count. May the spirit of these young 
people be contagious for all of us so that we 
can help to establish a more humane world.

Youth Declaration of the Red Cross and 
Red Crescent

We the youth of the Red Cross and Red Cres-
cent Movement, united on the battlefi elds of 
Solferino, reaffi rm the vision of 31 year-old 
Henry Dunant. His vision of humanity has 
changed the world and united us under com-
mon emblems of hope. 150 years later, his 
fl eeting idea has evolved into a global human-
itarian movement of 100 million Red Cross 
and Red Crescent volunteers. 

We the youth of 150 countries, represent-
ing the 50 million youth volunteers of the 
Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement, have 
gathered to defi ne our vision of humanity and 
to address the Solferinos of today. Poverty, 
confl ict, violence, migration, disease, dis-
crimination and climate change are some of 

the challenges that still cause 
suffering for hundreds of mil-
lions of people across the 
world. Our generation faces 
unprecedented change. 

As Henry Dunant mobilized 
the people of Solferino to al-
leviate suffering, and then ap-
pealed to world to provide hu-
manitarian access, we have 
mobilized ourselves and now 
appeal to the leaders of the 
world to: 
• Recognize youth as agents 

of change;
• Encourage the unique abil-

ities and skills that young 
people alone can bring to 
the table, such as intercul-
tural communication and 
innovative use of technolo-
gy;

• Include youth in decision-
making and planning proc-
esses at all levels;

• Push for youth to have a stronger role in 
program development and implementation 
to empower their communities; and 

• increase focus on formal and non-formal 
peer education as a primary method of pre-
vention.

We speak with one voice and call on the in-
ternational community to work with us to do 
more, do better, and reach further.

In a world full of challenges, we the youth of 
the Red Cross and Red Crescent Movement 
commit ourselves to:
1. Inner change and the development of skills 

to promote harmony and positive attitudes 
within communities;

2. Live our seven Fundamental Principles as 
agents of behavioral change in our com-
munities;

3. Renounce violence, promote non-discrim-
ination and respect for diversity, and a cul-
ture of peace in the world;

4. Stand up for non-discrimination in our per-
sonal lives; and

5. Live up to our roots in international human-
itarian law, by acting and standing up to re-
duce suffering in armed confl ict, and active-
ly disseminating information about the rules 
of armed confl ict, even in times of peace.

We call on our National Societies to:
1. Enable youth to take a leadership role in 

positively changing behaviors and attitudes 
in our communities, using peer and non-
formal education methods such as the Fed-
eration’s “Youth as Agents of Behavioral 
Change” initiative;

2. Include the “most-vulnerable” groups in 
decision-making processes; and

3. Declare that discrimination of any kind is 
unacceptable in our Movement, including 
discrimination based on gender and sexual 
orientation.

We call on the governments of the world and 
on the international community to:
1. Promote knowledge and respect for diver-

sity and non-discrimination;
2. Ensure that education is applied in order to 

prevent violence and abuse affecting chil-
dren and young people;

3. Respect international humanitarian law in 
armed confl ict and during peace, and en-
sure all cases of violation are properly in-
vestigated;

4. Include international humanitarian law in 
formal education curricula;

5. Improve the control of weapons with a spe-
cial focus on small fi rearms; and

6. Seriously address the issue of children in-
volved in armed confl ict, including their 
reintegration into society in post-confl ict 
areas.

We the youth of the Red Cross and Red Cres-
cent Movement commit ourselves to:

1. Do our part in building stronger socie-
ties by using the invaluable knowledge, re-
sources, energy, capabilities and networks 
of young people to carry the Movement 
through the 21st century;

2. Cultivate a more diverse base of youth vol-
unteers, and address local needs of vulner-
able people;

3. Honest, transparent self-assessment and 
regular review of policies and guidelines 
at all levels, to strengthen global youth par-
ticipation in the Movement;

4. Embrace equal leadership opportunities for 
young women and young men, and share 
success stories;

5. Establish and strengthen regional networks 
to empower local and international youth 
structures; and

6. Further utilize social media and emerging 
technologies to advocate, share ideas, and 
communicate effi ciently.

We call on our National Societies to:
1. Empower, enable, educate and elevate 

young people by sharing responsibility, 
power and decision-making in a genuine 
partnership;

2. Involve young people in decision-mak-
ing processes at regional and international 
statutory meetings;

3. Work together as a Federation to address 
the urgent need for fi nancial and human 
resources to support youth development at 
the regional and national levels;

4. Provide resources and opportunities to 
develop, retain and transition volunteers 
throughout their lives; and

5. Commit to achieve gender equality, espe-
cially in leadership.

We call on the governments of the world and 
on the international community to:
1. Commit to greater accessibility of edu-

cation and leadership opportunities for 
women; and

2. Empower, enable, educate and elevate 
young people by sharing responsibility, 
power and decision-making in a genuine 
partnership.

We the youth of the Red Cross and Red Cres-
cent Movement commit ourselves to:
1. Ramp up prevention efforts for sexual-

ly-transmitted infections, including HIV, 
through peer education and, for example, 
condom distribution programs and other 
suitable approaches;

2. Promote the “right to know” about sub-
stance-related harm, by increasing peer 
education and community participation;

3. Act to eliminate stigma and discrimina-
tion associated with tuberculosis, HIV, and 
drug use;

4. Promote voluntary non-remunerated blood 
donation to save lives, promote healthy 
lifestyles, and instill humanitarian values, 
through programs such as Club 25; and

5. Address road safety as a humanitarian 
challenge, by encouraging young people 
to act responsibly.

We call on our National Societies to:
1. Address tuberculosis treatment, HIV pre-

vention and challenge stigma; and
2. Support voluntary non-remunerated blood 

donation, targeting young donors.

We call on the governments of the world and 
on the international community to:
1. Address drug and alcohol abuse as a human-

itarian challenge, not a criminal one; and
2. Include fi rst aid and road safety in national 

education curricula, and allocate appropri-
ate fi nancial and logistical resources.

We the youth of the Red Cross and Red Cres-
cent Movement commit ourselves to:
1. Involve ourselves in disaster preparedness, 

response and recovery, including innovative 
solutions such as psychosocial support;

2. Live up to our commitments on climate 
change, and make little moves every day, 
using youth peer education to change com-
munities;

3. Advocate strongly on climate change adap-
tation, including the protection of climate 
migrants;

4. “Safe food for safe life”, by advocating on 
food security; and

5. Advocate for access to clean and safe water, 
and contribute to sustainable solutions.

We call on our National Societies to:
1. Follow through on existing commitments 

on climate change.

We call on the governments of the world and 
on the international community to reduce 
vulnerability to disaster by:
1. Creating active and dynamic partnerships 

at all levels, to address climate change mit-
igation and adaptation;

2. Preparing for and responding to the emerging 
humanitarian effects of climate change, such 
as the protection of climate migrants; and

3. Renewing your commitment to fi nding sus-
tainable water security for all.

This is our vision

We intend to mark the 100th anniversary of 
the Federation in 2019 with the successful 
achievement of these objectives. We are ready 
to assume our responsibilities, but we cannot 
do so alone. We need national societies and 
governments to help us address the “Solferi-
nos of today”.

We urge the Red Cross and Red Crescent 
Movement, national governments and the in-
ternational community to do more, do better, 
and reach further. •
Participants of Youth on the move 3rd Red Cross and 
Red Crescent World Youth Meetin, Solferino, Italy, 
June 2009
Source: 170700-Youth_declaration-EN-4PAGES-
LR.pdf

International Youth Call On Strengthening 
International Humanitarian Law

Youth Declaration of the Red Cross and Red Crescent

In a world full of challenges, we the youth of the Red 
Cross and Red Crescent Movement commit ourselves to re-
nounce violence, promote non-discrimination and re-
spect for diversity, and a culture of peace in the world. 

(picture ICRC/M. Kokic)

“We call on the governments of the world and on 
the international community to […] include inter-
national humanitarian law in formal  education 

curricula.”


