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Self-determination – a human right
by Erika Vögeli

The argumentation against the popular ini-
tiative “Swiss law, not foreign judges” (Self-
determination Initiative) has – once again 
before a referendum – reached an unspeaka-
ble degree of alarmist unobjectivity. The op-
ponents of the initiative are conjuring up the 
downfall of Switzerland, its “encapsulation” 
and “isolation” in economic areas, the de-
cline of legal certainty and even our moral 
decline in the area of human rights. Since 
the initiative was launched by the SVP 
(Swiss People’s Party), the ban on thinking 
“This comes from the SVP” should already 
have an effect on many people.

It is obviously no longer a question of 
facts, but of creating a mood among voters 
with arbitrarily inflated arguments. This is 
the real threat to democracy. Because de-
mocracy can function only honestly, if all 
bases of a decision are present objectively 
correct. Threats and scenarios of economic 
downfall are not part of it. Just one thought 
in advance: Switzerland already existed be-
fore 2012. As is well known, the reason for 
the initiative was a federal court decision in 

2012, which turned the previously observed 
principle of the primacy of the constitution 
upside down and which the initiative is only 
intended to bring back. We were not doing 
too badly six years ago. The economy also 
was performing quite well back then. 

International law –  
what is it all about?

The initiative demands that the Swiss fed-
eral constitution take precedence over non-
binding international law. The prohibition of 
violence, the prohibition of torture, the pro-
visions of international humanitarian law 
and procedural rights are therefore not af-
fected by the initiative. However, the major-
ity of international agreements are agree-
ments that have nothing to do with such 
fundamental agreements: These include 
agreements on diplomatic relations, tech-
nical agreements and much more. But also 
more far-reaching agreements on trade rela-
tions. They are concluded by the “Federal 
Council, the departments, groups or feder-
al offices”, like the Federal Council writes. 

Thus the Federal Council listed in its “Re-
port on the international treaties concluded 
in 2016” to the federal assembly a total of 
526 such international treaties for 2015 and 
461 treaties for 2016. In addition, 346 trea-
ty amendments are mentioned for 2015 and 
352 for the following year (cf. BBI 2017, p. 
4594f.). In addition, there are further agree-
ments that the Federal Council does not 
have to list, as they are subject to ratification 
by parliament and are therefore known to it.

Why all this should be above the fed-
eral constitution is incomprehensible. The 
fact that the federal offices and the Feder-
al Council want to seize a constitutional 
right that is contradictory to any separa-
tion of powers, over and above the legis-
lative and sovereign, contradicts any basic 
democratic understanding. 

Bogy of “isolation”
In other countries, it is a matter of course 
that their own constitution takes prec-

Accepting the self-determination initiative  
means strengthening direct democracy

by Dr phil. René Roca, Research Institute for Direct Democracy (www.fidd.ch)

The initiative “Swiss law, not foreign 
judges” (“Self-determination Initiative”) 
formulates a constitutional principle that 
makes sense to every democrat. The con-
stitution of one’s own country is the foun-
dation of the rule of law, both internally 
and externally. Acting as part of the sover-
eign, you do not conclude any internation-
al treaty that contradicts your own state 
constitution. 

The reason for the initiative is that our 
Federal Supreme Court has for some time 
now no longer been willing to fully ob-
serve this principle. 

The Swiss Federal Supreme Court  
paradigm shift

Since the European Enlightenment, the 
separation of powers has been a central 
foundation of a democratic state under 
the rule of law, alongside popular sov-
ereignty. In 2012, the Swiss Federal Su-
preme Court carried out a grave para-

digm shift by declaring that in the future 
international law would take precedence 
over Swiss national law, i.e. the Feder-
al Constitution. The Federal Supreme 
Court states: “If there is a genuine con-
flict of laws between federal and inter-
national law, Switzerland’s obligation 
under international law takes prece-
dence; this even applies to agreements 
that do not concern human rights or fun-
damental freedoms”.1 Without discussion 
and federal vote, the Federal Supreme 
Court thus disregards the principle of the 
separation of powers and places itself au-
tocratically above the people, parliament 
and government. 

Passage on “international law”  
smuggled into the  

new Federal Constitution
Former Federal Councillor Arnold Koller 
still describes the last total revision of the 
Federal Constitution of 1999 as a “mere 

tracking” to this day. However, shortly 
after the new Federal Constitution was 
adopted, distinguished lawyers predicted 
that “no stone will remain on the other” 
with regard to our political system. Arti-
cle 5 of the current Federal Constitution 
states: “The Confederation and the Can-
tons shall respect international law”. No-
where is there a qualification of exact-
ly what is meant by “international law”; 
there has never been a clarification about 
the relationship of the Federal Constitu-
tion to international law nor a debate on 
it. The clique of judges now wants to auto-
cratically tell us how Article 5 of the Con-
stitution should be interpreted. The aim 
is to subject Switzerland to internation-
al standards, some of which are ideolog-
ically determined. And all of this is just 
“tracking”…? 
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edence over international law. In most 
countries, international agreements first 
have to be converted into a national law 
and, as such, remain subordinate to the 
constitution, which always overrides leg-
islation. 

The “supplementary report of the Fed-
eral Council to its report of 5 March 2010 
on the relationship between internation-
al law and federal state law of 30 March 
2011” also states that the Federal Coun-
cil assumes the primacy of more recent 
constitutional law – i.e. amendments to 
the federal constitution, for example by a 
popular initiative – and justifies this “with 
Article 190 of the federal constitution, 
which prevents the courts from substitut-
ing their own weighing of interests for the 
consideration of the legislature”. If the de-
cisions of the legislature are already bind-
ing on the courts, this must apply all the 
more to the decisions of the constitutional 
legislature, which are democratically even 
more strongly legitimised”. (www.admin.
ch/opc/de/federal-gazette/2011/3613.pd-
fBBI p. 3658)

The lawyer Katharina Fontana, long-
time federal court rapporteur for the 
“Neue Zürcher Zeitung”, today at Welt-
woche, also points this out: In 2012, the 
federal office of justice was still quoted 
as saying: “In conflicts between a new 
constitutional provision and internation-
al law ‘in the view of the Federal Council 
the more recent constitutional provision 

prevails’, the office wrote. And he con-
tinues: ‘This means that [...] contradic-
tory obligations under international law 
must be renegotiated whenever possible 
or, if necessary, terminated. That is exact-
ly what the self-determination initiative 
demands and what for a long time was 
the dominant opinion.” (Fontana, Kath-
arina. Tutoring from the director. Welt-
woche from 26 September 2018) 

As the Federal Council itself writes 
in 2011, it is unacceptable that the basis 
of our state coexistence should be deter-
mined by a few individual judges. Judges 
are in principle bound by the law – they 
should ensure that it is observed. Legisla-
tion, especially at the constitutional level, 
is reserved for a different power. 

What the self-determination initiative 
demands was therefore customary practice 
in Switzerland until 2012. Until 2012, when 
five judges of the federal supreme court 
turned this previously valid order upside 
down with a majority of one vote – three to 
two – (see also René Roca’s article below).

The argumentation of the opponents, 
obviously relying only on scaremonger-
ing, is unobjective, because everyone 
knows what fact is: Switzerland has nei-
ther been isolated under international law 
nor economically endangered, nor has it 
been shunned because of legal uncertain-
ty. On the contrary.

On the other hand, it should go with-
out saying that international treaties can 
always be reconsidered. The world is de-
veloping, the problems are changing, the 
solutions must be adaptable accordingly. 

Human rights – Federal Constitution 
guarantees more than ECHR

Human rights are not affected by the initi-
ative, because the provisions of the ECHR 
are fully contained in the federal consti-
tution. Luzius Theiler (GPB-DA), a long-
time Green politician, writes in Europa-
Magazin, which sees itself as critical of 
the EU, ecological and social: “Inciden-
tally, it is a fact that not only all the prin-
ciples of the ECHR are also contained in 
the catalogue of fundamental rights of the 
Swiss federal constitution, but that the 
constitution goes beyond them in impor-
tant respects.” (Theiler, Luzius. Switzer-
land and international law. Europa Maga-
zin from 9 October 2017)

It is also a fact that fundamental human 
rights, such as equal participation in de-
cisions on coexistence that directly affect 
everyone, have been realized to an extent 
that is unparalleled in direct democracy in 
Switzerland. It is precisely this freedom 
that constitutes human dignity. 

This right also justifies majority deci-
sion-making. The fact that majorities can 
also be wrong is not an argument against 
it. “As an argument against majority deci-
sions, this objection only makes sense if 
one is of the opinion that there is a minor-
ity that cannot be mistaken. That is obvi-
ously nonsense. […] Majority decisions are 
quite simply the result of the human right to 
equal participation in decision-making pro-
cesses. Majority decisions take into account 
the opinion of more people than decisions 

”Accepting the self-determination …” 
continued from page 1

The Swiss Federal State  
has not only respected human rights 

and international law,  
but also promoted them

The fact that the self-determination ini-
tiative endangers human rights is absurd. 
On the contrary, the initiative restores the 
legitimate relationship between nation-
al law and international law. This discus-
sion is necessary and finally concretizes 
the aforementioned Article 5 of our Fed-
eral Constitution. 

The whole development towards a Swiss 
federal state would not have been possi-
ble without the observance and implemen-
tation of human rights, even if not every-
thing was perfect from the outset and the 
women’s right to vote was introduced far 
too late. Until the last total revision of the 
Federal Constitution in 1999, human rights 
were at best mentioned individually, but 
not in their entirety. This did not mean that 
they were not the basis of the state, they 
were “implicitly” part of the constitution. 
The constitutional lawyers knew this at the 
time, and the Federal Supreme Court in-

terpreted the constitution and laws accord-
ingly.

Without human rights, Switzerland would 
not have developed such a unique and im-
pressive model of state in the 19th centu-
ry, especially with direct democracy, that is 
unparalleled anywhere in the world. Swit-
zerland’s model is admired abroad by all 
political camps precisely because of its co-
determination rights, and the Swiss Confed-
eration regularly serves as a role model when 
a country struggles for more participation.

That the self-determination initiative 
negates international law is equally ab-
surd. Switzerland continues to make de-
cisive advances in international law, for 
which there is no need for an article in 
the Federal Constitution. It has estab-
lished international humanitarian law 
(Red Cross, ICRC) and is still a signato-
ry state and thus guardian of the Geneva 
Conventions. As a neutral state, Switzer-
land has a vested interest in ensuring that 
countries adhere to general international 
law (e.g. the UN Charter) and humanitar-
ian law, but this is repeatedly sacrificed to 
power politics. However, Switzerland is 
not involved in this.

Disregard for the will  
of the people has to stop

Direct democracy also serves to uncover 
and, if possible, remedy wrongs and short-
comings. This includes raising awareness 
of state policy principles such as the re-
quirement that national law – i.e. the con-
stitution – be above international treaties.

The events surrounding the “Mass Im-
migration Initiative” and the sellout in 
the form of “Priority for Swiss Nationals 
Light” have made it clear that the disregard 
for the will of the people is taken into con-
sideration by a part of our political elite. 
This example clearly showed that certain 
politicians now act in accordance with the 
Federal Supreme Court and give greater 
weight to international law (in this case the 
free movement of persons) than to the Fed-
eral Constitution and thus to a referendum. 

Such processes must in future be pre-
vented with the adoption of the initiative, 
as otherwise our direct democracy and the 
will of the people will be laid to rest.     • 

1 Federal Court decisions 2012, judgement 
2C_828/2011 of 12.10.2012 (www.servat.unibe.
ch/dfr/dfr_bger2012.html-)
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Politics going over everybody’s head
With its hasty approval of the UN migration pact,  

the Bundesrat is losing its grip on reality

rt. The Federal Council approved the UN 
Migration Pact. The interested reader was 
informed of this on the FDFA’s homepage 
(10 October 2018)1. It states that the in-
terdepartmental IMZ structure [interna-
tional migration cooperation] had previ-
ously been commissioned to continue the 
analysis of the domestic and foreign pol-
icy effects. This analysis had shown that 
the migration pact corresponded to Swit-
zerland’s interests in the field of migra-
tion. The treaty is not binding, but it will 
be adhered to politically. Now, domesti-
cally, there is resistance to the detached 
approach of the Federal Council.

Orwellian Newspeak
For anyone who reads the treaty2 wonders 
what “interests of Switzerland” the Feder-
al Council actually meant when it speaks 
of “interests of Switzerland”. If one omits 
the diplomatic wording, almost reminiscent 
of Orwellian Newspeak, when reading the 
treaty, it becomes clear that the treaty aims 
at an unhindered right of immigration for 
all people from all countries. Not only for 
refugees or asylum seekers, but for eve-
ryone, worldwide. Migration movements 
should be actively supported by all states. 
Immigrants and those passing through 
should be cleared of obstacles and their ar-
rival should be accompanied positively by 

the media. There should be a right to settle 
wherever one wants.3 

Democratic rights are ignored
For reasons of state sovereignty, Austria, 
Australia, Poland, the USA, Hungary, the 
Czech Republic, Croatia and many other 
states have already signalled that they will 
not sign such a treaty. The treaty interferes 
too deeply with the democratic rights of the 
population in the individual countries. It is 
no longer the population that determines the 
laws of their coexistence, but the laws are 
predetermined by a “review forum on inter-
national migration and other relevant fora”.4 

continued on page 4

by minorities.” (Ruppen, Paul. Democracy 
and international legal order. Europa-Mag-
azin from 9 October 2017) With direct de-
mocracy and the primacy of the constitu-
tion above all the possible, the population 
nevertheless has the opportunity to become 
active itself and to correct any undesirable 
developments. Abolishing this corrective 
cannot serve the common good.

Bogy of legal uncertainty
Above all, it is the representatives of cer-
tain economic interests – by no means “the” 
economy, which also includes numerous 
local companies such as SMEs, etc. – who 
loudly argue with the danger of a loss of legal 
certainty in international affairs. It would 
disadvantage Swiss companies who wanted 
to plan for the long term and who would no 
longer be able to guarantee compliance with 
international treaties if the initiative were 
adopted. There was even a threat that more 
than 600 contracts would have to be rene-
gotiated. After specific questioning and re-
peated digging deeper in an interview with 
a journalist, Federal Councillor Simonetta 
Sommaruga finally referred to the moratori-
um on genetic engineering, which would be 
incompatible with the WTO rules of inter-
national free trade agreements (see “Basler-
Zeitung” from 2 October 2018). – The mora-
torium is supported by broad sections of the 
population; it has been in force since 2005 
and was only extended again in 2017 (!).

This is, after all, a clear indication of 
what it is really about. Free trade at any 
price cannot, in any case, be the motto. 
From a point of view oriented towards the 
common good, there are certainly reasons 
to restrict international trade. Incidentally, 
this would be a concern that is not SVP-

specific at all. Paul Ruppen, president of 
the Forum for Direct Democracy, who has 
already been quoted, continues: “Most op-
ponents of the initiative are less concerned 
with human rights than with being able to 
conduct their international business as un-
hindered as possible by democratic influ-
ences and to be able to shape the corre-
sponding international rules according to 
their own interests as far as possible with-
out too much democratic interference”.

These concerns not only come from the 
“left” side, but are also shared by liber-
als and business personalities such as Rolf 
Dörig, president of the Swiss Insurance As-
sociation and chairman of the boards of di-
rectors of the Adecco Group and Swiss Life. 
In 2002, for example, in the “Neue Zürch-
er Zeitung”, he expressed the same opinion 
about “many, too many business leaders”: 
“Uncontrolled globalisation, the neo-liber-
al market and competition as the only valid 
maxims were their desired objectives”. And 
in a text based on a speech at the EDA Am-
bassadors’ Conference on 2 May 2018 he 
warned in connection with a framework 
agreement: “It’s not just about the econo-
my and market access, it’s about our soci-
ety and thus about the foundations of our 
country. It is about central values such as 
freedom, independence, direct democracy 
and federalism. In these sensitive areas we 
not only have a few thin red lines, but dou-
ble red security lines. […] We all know that 
we enjoy two advantages in this nation of 
will: more personal freedom and more po-
litical participation and self-determination.” 
(cf. guest commentary in the “Neue Zürch-
er Zeitung” from 18 May 2018)

The tendency to curb the influence 
of the citizens of the states and restrict 
basic democratic rights in favour of con-
trol over the financial power of transna-
tional corporations and the financial “in-

dustry” is a development in the wrong 
direction. The economy should serve the 
people – not the profit maximization of 
a few. Nor is it intended to use financial 
power to steer votes. The fact that econo-
miesuisse is now distributing 2.2 million 
voting newspapers throughout Switzer-
land, i.e. in practically every household, 
is something it can of course do. At least, 
it is clear which interests are really in-
volved here. But ultimately it is not nec-
essary or sensible for the majority of the 
Swiss economy either.

Contrary to all objections to this initia-
tive, we actually know:  It is the realisation 
of the self-determination of our commu-
nity that comes closest to respect for fun-
damental human rights and human digni-
ty. And it is precisely for this reason that 
direct democracy has given our country a 
degree of inner peace and legal security 
that many envy. Let us take care of it. •

”Self-determination – a human …”
continued from page 2

ev. With all due understanding for 
the concerns of the economy, the de-
velopments of recent years and dec-
ades are indeed heading in a direc-
tion that is neither conducive to life 
nor compatible with the common 
good. The 2018 distribution report 
of the Swiss Federation of Trade Un-
ions lets you pause and ask yourself: 
Is that supposed to be Switzerland’s 
way? It lists, for example, how Swit-
zerland’s wealth has developed in 
recent years, and unfortunately it is 
following the global trend towards 
concentration of wealth in fewer and 
fewer hands. According to this re-
port, the richest one per cent of tax-
payers in Switzerland had more than 
41.9% of private net assets in 2014. 
Ten years earlier, the figure was still 
around 35%. Shouldn’t develope-
ment tend in the opposite direction?
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In addition, the treaty intervenes very exten-
sively in domestic policy areas that are sub-
ject to the shaping of the population in the re-
spective states (social legislation5, criminal 
law provisions on freedom of expression6, 
data protection7, etc.). Andreas Büchi, Editor-
in-Chief of the “Beobachter”, is not wrong to 
state that “waving through such a far-reach-
ing agreement without the consent of at least 
Parliament or even the people is dangerous 
ideological coercion. Fears are growing in 
many European countries, but also in Swit-
zerland, that the state will soon have too few 
resources to fulfil social agreements with its 
own people. In this situation signing a treaty 
where the implementation lacks realistic im-
plementation plans and broad-based approv-
al in the target countries is water on the mill 
of furious populist movements.”8 

“Advantages of regulated migration“
What are “Swiss interests” in such a con-
tract supposed to be? Who exactly has an 
“interest” in it? We do remember: Right 
at the beginning, the mass immigration in 
2015 was very much welcomed by a lead-
ing member of the Deutsche Bank as well 
as the Prince of Liechtenstein who is ac-
tively investing. From the point of view of 
a globalised economy, of course, this treaty 
makes sense. Young and/or trained work-
ers can easily be headhunted from abroad 
without bearing the training costs incurred. 
At the same time wages and working con-
ditions in the country of production can be 
reduced by a targeted influx of labour, and 
the state, i.e. the taxpayer, pays the result-
ing social costs of migration movements. 

Migration is not voluntary
The other side of the coin is blanked out 
from the debate: Most rarely, “migration” 
is not voluntary but caused by war, eco-

nomic hardship, or political oppression. 
Statistics show that migration itself affects 
almost one per cent of the world’s popula-
tion.9 It is not a human need. For the peo-
ple affected, it is a hard fate, as you can 
see if  you take a closer look at the causes.
– Many wars and civil wars that lead to 

migration are caused by Western states 
and have partly destroyed societies that 
had high educational and social stand-
ards (e.g. Iraq, Syria, Libya), or are 
rich in natural resources (e.g. Congo, 
Sudan), or are simply of strategic inter-
est (e.g. Afghanistan).

– The economic causes of the migration 
include the increasing land grabbing 
by foreign corporations or states with 
the help of corrupt local elites. Local 
farmers or shepherds are expelled. In 
the meantime, the area “stolen” in this 
way has grown to the size of Europe. 
Much of the land is in Africa.

– The destruction of domestic economies 
by so-called “free trade agreements” 
(globalisation). The independent de-
velopment of different branches of the 
economy is prevented through various 
treaties.

– The plundering of resources (e.g. raw 
materials or fishing grounds, for exam-
ple off the coast of Africa) without the 
local population having a share of the 
profits.

– The so-called brain drain: the cost-
ly trained young workers and university 
graduates are coaxed (e.g. doctors from 
Ukraine, Belarus, etc.). They are missing 
in the development of their own country.10

Why not tackle the causes?
These causes are covered up in the UN 
global migration pact with beautiful gen-
eral phrases. Concrete steps to combat 
the above-mentioned causes are not men-
tioned. The reader stands under the impres-
sion that it neither was the focus of the pact 

formulated by high officials from the UN 
apparatus. Instead of channeling uprooted 
people through foreign countries and cul-
tures to become cheap labourers, the caus-
es of wars could be fought or the negative 
effects of globalisation be limited so that 
people can live in peace in their own coun-
tries.

It is not surprising that the treaty is, 
inter alia, supported by the active multi-
billionaire and stock market speculator, 
George Soros. We do remember that off-
shoots of the Soros Foundation had wel-
comed the mass immigration via the Bal-
kan route in 2015 and called for a new 
immigration policy.11

In Germany, the wave of illegal mass 
immigration in 2015 led to greater social 
upheaval, uncertainty in the legal culture, 
political radicalisation and increased crim-
inal assault. 

Now, what are Switzerland’s “inter-
ests” supposed to be? How did the Fed-
eral Council repeatedly agree to interna-
tional treaties (international law!) without 
public discussion, treaties obviously con-
tradict the concerns of the population? •

1 cf. https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/de/home/
aktuell/informationen-deseda.html/content/
eda/de/meta/news/2018/10/10/72452, down-
load 10/25/2018

2 Source: www.un.org/depts/german/migration/A.
CONF.231.3.pdf?fbclid=IwAR1n1FJx5rvoOZCt0q
ehR3M-iqF42W2W23_ixmXtnojXyGbIs3xxQNk9h-
FQ, as of July 30, 2018

3 loc. cit. para. 21, 22, 23
4 loc. cit., par. 48.a-e.
5 loc. cit., para. 31a-f
6 loc. cit., para. 33a-g
7 loc. cit., para. 17, para. 19
8 cf. “Beobachter” https://www.beobachter.ch/mi-

gration/migrationspakt-nicht-voreilig-unterschrei-
ben of 10/19/2018

9 Hofbauer, Hannes. Criticism of migration. Who 
profiles and who loses. Vienna 2018, p. 18

10 cf. Hofbauer, loc. cit.
11 Beck, Friederike. The secret migration agenda. 

2016, p. 253

Draft outcome document of the Conference Intergovernmental Conference  
to Adopt the “Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration”  

on 10 and 11 December 2018 in Marrakech (Morocco) – excerpts

cc. The following excerpts from the 
draft of a “Global Compact for Safe, 
Orderly and Regular Migration” (as of 
30 July 2018) are an attempt to give a 
first impression of the content and lan-
guage of the planned UN document. 
The document tries to meet different, 
even conflicting demands. However, the 
fact that this important document has 
so far hardly been publicly discussed, 
let alone fully acknowledged, is a scan-
dal for democratic states. It will have 
an impact on the daily lives of each and 
every one of us. The document contains 
so many important details that require 

a broad debate. These excerpts too can 
only give a first impression and call for 
the whole text to be studied and dis-
cussed.

“Our vision  
and guiding principles

[…] Migration has been part of the 
human experience throughout history, 
and we recognize that it is a source of 
prosperity, innovation and sustainable 
development in our globalized world, 
and that these positive impacts can be 
optimized by improving migration gov-
ernance. […]

Common understanding
[…] We learned that migration is a de-
fining feature of our globalized world, 
connecting societies within and across 
all regions, making us all countries of 
origin, transit and destination. […] We 
[…] must provide all our citizens with 
access to objective, evidence-based, 
clear information about the benefits 
and challenges of migration, with a 
view to dispelling misleading narratives 
that generate negative perceptions of 
migrants. 

”Politics going over everybody’s …” 
continued from page 3

continued on page 5
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”Draft outcome document of …” 
continued from page 4

Shared responsibilities
[…] This Global Compact aims to miti-
gate the adverse drivers and structural 
factors that hinder people from building 
and maintaining sustainable livelihoods 
in their countries of origin, and so com-
pel them to seek a future elsewhere. It 
intends to reduce the risks and vulnera-
bilities migrants face at different stag-
es of migration by respecting, protect-
ing and fulfilling their human rights and 
providing them with care and assistance. 
[…] It strives to create conducive condi-
tions that enable all migrants to enrich 
our societies through their human, eco-
nomic and social capacities, and thus fa-
cilitate their contributions to sustainable 
development at the local, national, re-
gional and global levels. 

Unity of purpose
[…] Our success rests on the mutual 
trust, determination and solidarity of 
States to fulfil the objectives and com-
mitments contained in this Global Com-
pact. We unite, in a spirit of win-win co-
operation, to address the challenges and 
opportunities of migration in all its di-
mensions through shared responsibility 
and innovative solutions. It is with this 
sense of common purpose that we take 
this historic step, fully aware that the 
Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and 
Regular Migration is a milestone, but 
not the end to our efforts. […]

We agree that this Global Compact is 
based on a set of cross-cutting and in-
terdependent guiding principles: 

[…] The Global Compact is a non-le-
gally binding cooperative framework 
that recognizes that no State can ad-
dress migration on its own because of 
the inherently transnational nature 
of the phenomenon. […]. The Global 
Compact reaffirms the sovereign right 
of States to determine their national 
migration policy and their prerogative 
to govern migration within their juris-
diction, in conformity with internation-
al law. Within their sovereign jurisdic-
tion, States may distinguish between 
regular and irregular migration status, 
including as they determine their legis-
lative and policy measures for the im-
plementation of the Global Compact, 
taking into account different nation-
al realities, policies, priorities and re-
quirements for entry, residence and 
work, in accordance with internation-
al law; […]

The Global Compact aims to lever-
age the potential of migration for the 
achievement of all Sustainable Develop-
ment Goals, as well as the impact this 
achievement will have on migration in 
the future; […]

By implementing the Global Com-
pact, we ensure effective respect for and 
protection and fulfilment of the human 

rights of all migrants, regardless of their 
migration status, across all stages of the 
migration cycle. We also reaffirm the 
commitment to eliminate all forms of dis-
crimination, including racism, xenopho-
bia and intolerance, against migrants and 
their families; […]

Objectives for safe, orderly  
and regular migration

– […] Minimize the adverse drivers and 
structural factors that compel people 
to leave their country of origin […]

– Ensure that all migrants have proof 
of legal identity and adequate docu-
mentation […]

– Facilitate fair and ethical recruitment 
and safeguard conditions that ensure 
decent work 

– Address and reduce vulnerabilities in 
migration […]

– Strengthen certainty and predictabil-
ity in migration procedures for appro-
priate screening, assessment and re-
ferral […]

– Enhance consular protection, assis-
tance and cooperation throughout 
the migration cycle

– Provide access to basic services for mi-
grants

– Empower migrants and societies to 
realize full inclusion and social cohe-
sion 

– Eliminate all forms of discrimination 
and promote evidence-based public 
discourse to shape perceptions of mi-
gration […]

[…]
We commit to eliminate all forms of dis-
crimination, condemn and counter ex-
pressions, acts and manifestations of 
racism, racial discrimination, violence, 
xenophobia and related intolerance 
against all migrants in conformity with 
international human rights law. We fur-
ther commit to promote an open and ev-
idence-based public discourse on migra-
tion and migrants in partnership with all 
parts of society, that generates a more 
realistic, humane and constructive per-
ception in this regard. We also commit 
to protect freedom of expression in ac-
cordance with international law, rec-
ognizing that an open and free debate 
contributes to a comprehensive under-
standing of all aspects of migration. 

To realise this commitment, we will 
draw from the following actions: 
a)  Enact, implement or maintain legis-

lation that penalizes hate crimes and 
aggravated hate crimes targeting mi-
grants, and train law enforcement 
and other public officials to identify, 
prevent and respond to such crimes 
and other acts of violence that target 
migrants, as well as to provide medi-
cal, legal and psychosocial assistance 
for victims;

b) Empower migrants and communi-
ties to denounce any acts of incite-
ment to violence directed towards 
migrants by informing them of avail-
able mechanisms for redress, and 

ensure that those who actively par-
ticipate in the commission of a hate 
crime targeting migrants are held 
accountable, in accordance with na-
tional legislation, while upholding 
international human rights law, in 
particular the right to freedom of ex-
pression;

c) Promote independent, objective and 
quality reporting of media outlets, in-
cluding Internet-based information, 
including by sensitizing and educat-
ing media professionals on migra-
tion-related issues and terminology, 
investing in ethical reporting stand-
ards and advertising, and stopping 
allocation of public funding or ma-
terial support to media outlets that 
systematically promote intolerance, 
xenophobia, racism and other forms 
of discrimination towards migrants, 
in full respect for the freedom of the 
media;

[…]
e)  Provide migrants, especially mi-

grant women, with access to nation-
al and regional complaint and redress 
mechanisms with a view to promot-
ing accountability and addressing 
governmental actions related to dis-
criminatory acts and manifestations 
carried out against migrants and their 
families;

f) Promote awareness-raising cam-
paigns targeted at communities of or-
igin, transit and destination in order 
to inform public perceptions regard-
ing the positive contributions of safe, 
orderly and regular migration, based 
on evidence and facts, and to end rac-
ism, xenophobia and stigmatization 
against all migrants;

g) Engage migrants, political, religious 
and community leaders, as well as edu-
cators and service providers, to detect 
and prevent incidences of intolerance, 
racism, xenophobia and other forms of 
discrimination against migrants and di-
asporas, and support activities in local 
communities to promote mutual re-
spect, including in the context of elec-
toral campaigns. […]

Follow-up and review
We encourage all Member States to 
develop, as soon as practicable, ambi-
tious national responses for the imple-
mentation of the Global Compact, and 
to conduct regular and inclusive re-
views of progress at the national level, 
such as through the voluntary elabora-
tion and use of a national implementa-
tion plan. Such reviews should draw on 
contributions from all relevant stake-
holders, as well as parliaments and 
local authorities, and serve to effec-
tively inform the participation of Mem-
ber States in the International Migra-
tion Review Forum and other relevant 
forums. […]”

Source:  
https://undocs.org/A/CONF.231/3  

as of 30 July 2018
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The UN Global Compact for Migration shows the  
urgency of the Self-determination Initiative

mw. The UN Global Compact for Migra-
tion is rather inconvenient for opponents 
of the Self-determination Initiative, be-
cause here the Federal Council wants to 
sign an international treaty without con-
sulting parliament. The justification that it 
is actually not an agreement, but a “non-
binding” document, misses the point. Ex-
perience has shown that the Federal Coun-
cil, with its administrative staff and the 
“help” of various NGOs, will rapidly start 
to implement the document, non-binding 
or not.

A few weeks before the vote on the 
Self-determination Initiative, the respon-
sible parliamentary commissions are get-
ting nervous. The process around the UN 
Compact makes the urgency of the Self-
determination Initiative very clear. De-
spite all attempts of appeasement by Fed-
eral Councillor Cassis, the Compact can 
have far-reaching consequences with-
out the parliament having anything to say 
about it, much less the people.

The aim is to “facilitate labour mobility”

The UN Global Compact for Migration is 
a 32-page document. Without being able to 
go into more details here: Its aim is to facil-
itate the “labour mobility” by calling on the 
states [which obviously means, above all, 
the European states] to conclude interna-
tional and bilateral cooperation agreements 
in which the right of residence, work per-
mits, family reunification, access to social 
insurance and much more are to be regulat-
ed. Switzerland, for example, has already 
regulated all these areas in detail in its law. 
However, the Compact wants to persuade 
the states to extend the rights of immi-
grants in their national legislation in many 
respects. This would include interventions 
in media freedom [“sensitising” journal-
ists with regards to the use of “migration 
terms” and the like] or an active promo-
tion of “safe migration” in countries of ori-
gin and transit.

Resistance in the National Council: 
Federal Council should not approve 

the Compact
On 2 November, the Political Institutions 
Committee of the National Council (PIC-
N) decided by 15 votes to 9 to discourage 
the Federal Council from signing the UN 
Global Compact for Migration. This was 
on the grounds that Switzerland should 
“not commit itself internationally to ob-
jectives which might be contrary to na-
tional law”. (Press release PIC-N from 
2.11.2018) The legally non-binding na-
ture of the document is undisputed in the 
Committee, said PIC President Kurt Fluri 

(FDP). “But the majority is convinced that 
the Compact is politically binding and that 
the included demands will be taken up by 
politicians and organisations”. (“Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung” from 3.11.2018)

Meanwhile, FDP foreign policy expert 
Hans-Peter Portmann called for a popular 
referendum on the signing of the UN Glob-
al Compact for Migration in coordination 
with the FDP party leadership. Portmann’s 
initiative has been discussed and rejected in 
the Foreign Affairs Committee of the Na-
tional Council (FAC-N) on 5/6 November 
(Press release FAC-N from 6 November).

* * *

The fact that resistance against the UN 
Compact is coming up among parliamen-
tarians, proves the need for the Self-deter-
mination Initiative. The Initiative would 
like to correct exactly such questionable 
procedures, as the Federal Council had in-
tended with its signature single-handedly. 
It does not ask for anything revolutionary, 
but merely wants to bring back the direct-
democratic rights of the electorate, which 
have always been written in the constitu-
tion. A “yes” to the Self-determination Ini-
tiative obliges the national councillors and 
councillors of states to protect the demo-
cratic rights in the future as well as they 
currently do in an exemplary manner – a 
few weeks before the voting date.  •

Austria says no to UN Global Compact for Migration 
As one more state, Austria has an-
nounced that it will not sign the UN 
Global Compact for Migration. From the 
speech of the Austrian Federal Chancel-
lor to the Council of Ministers:

“After a detailed examination, the 
Federal Government has considerable 
reservations in terms of content and 
objectives of the UN Global Compact 
for Migration. According to the Austri-
an Federal Government, state action in 
the field of migration has to be based on 
national laws or international treaties to 
which Parliament has previously given 
its constitutional consent. Against this 
backdrop, it is explicitly stated that Aus-
tria regards the UN Global Compact for 
Migration as not binding under interna-
tional law. In particular, the Federal Gov-
ernment is of the opinion that this com-
pact does not confirm or create a human 
right to migrate, whether through cus-
tomary international law, soft law or in-
ternational jurisdiction. In the future, 
Austria will consistently declare to a suit-
able group of addressees that it regards 
the compact as non-binding under in-

ternational law, and that Austria’s state 
practice is also to be designed according-
ly and that also in the future Austria will 
not participate financially in the imple-
mentation of this compact.

There must not be any dilution of 
legal and illegal migration, as is to be 
feared through this compact. The sover-
eignty of Austria must be preserved at 
all times. […]

The Austrian Federal Government con-
siders the adoption of the UN Global Com-
pact for Migration to be unsuitable for 
dealing with migration issues. Austria will 
therefore not join the UN Global Compact 
for Migration and abstain in the UN Gen-
eral Assembly to clarify the concerns.”

Quoted from: Austrian Federal-Chancel-
lery, 31 October 2018, Karin Kneissl [Fed-
eral Minister for Europe, Integration and 
Foreign Affairs]: Speech to the Council of 

Ministers https://www.bundeskanzleramt.
gv.at/documents/131008/1068065/33_11_

mrv_Votumserklaerung.pdf/2998648a-
b042-4863-b0ee-7a473ff28977
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In the interest of all states:  
work for peace in Syria – now!

by Karl Müller

More than seven years into the war in 
Syria the Presidents of Turkey, France 
and Russia and the German Chancel-
lor have agreed on fundamental points 
for a peace process in Syria. Many com-
mentaries in Western media have main-
ly searched for flies in the ointment. It is 
true that critical points are to be consid-
ered in further steps. Still, the wording of 
the common declaration of 27 October 
2018 at the end of the meeting in Istan-
bul, to which they had been invited by the 
Turkish President, is a ray of hope. Noth-
ing would be more important for the peo-
ple in Syria, the refugees and displaced 
persons and all who are affected by this 
war, directly or indirectly, than concrete 
steps following this ray of hope.

It would be a blessing if there really was 
movement in world politics and one of the 
focal points of this world politics – the 
events in Syria stand in many respects for 
the developments in the entire region of 
North Africa as well as the Near and Mid-
dle East – could come more to rest.

Motion in global politics?
There are signs for movement:
• Just one year ago it would have been 

unthinkable that political represent-
atives of countries who have been on 
different sides in Syria have met and 
agreed on fundamental points for a 
peace process.

• It does not have to be a bad thing that 
the governments of USA and the Unit-
ed Kingdom which are among the main 
actors in the Syrian theatre did not par-
ticipate in Istanbul. Maybe the French 
President and the German Chancel-
lor acted in close consultation with the 
US and British governments. And if 
the French President and the German 
Chancellor had acted independently, 
this would be an important political 
step worth pointing out.

• The attempts of the Russian Presi-
dent to find an understanding with the 
Turkish President have demonstrated 
that the Russian politics are more in-
terested in living democracy and sub-
stantial progress in substance than in 
adherence to yesterday’s statements. 
The enlargement to include France 
and Germany was agreed upon in 
summer and could be along the same 
line.

• There are further Russian signals show-
ing a willingness to come to an under-
standing with the large EU powers and 
also with EU itself, in order to defuse 
the current conflicts. An important hint 
within this Russian political line, albeit 
hardly noticed in public, may have been 
a talk of the Russian politician Veron-
ika Krasheninnikova at the German-
Russian Forum of 18 October 2018 in 
Berlin1. She clearly denounced a poli-
cy of destabilising the EU by means of 
political forces she called “right-wing 
extremist”, they might also be called 
“EU critics”, using the standard argu-
mentation patterns of the EU. The in-
ternet page of the German-Russian 
Forum reports: “In her talk she em-
phasised that Russia was a multi-ethni-
cal state with various religions – there 
are Muslims, Orthodox Christians and 
Buddhists in Russia. For such a state 
supporting right-wing extremists would 
bring about enormous risks. ‘We have a 
responsibility for our country, but also 
for Europe’, she said. ‘A strong and sol-
idary Europe is very important for us’, 
Krasheninnikova underlined, pointing 
to the important role played by Germa-
ny and France in the past.”

Syria and the migration issue
It is obvious that a peace process in Syria 
does not affect Syria alone and not just its 
immediate neighbour states but “global 
security and stability”, as the declaration 
states – not only from a military stand-
point.

The Istanbul declaration also touches the 
issue of refugees and displaced persons. In 
his new book “Kritik der Migration” [Crit-
icism of migration. Beneficiaries and los-
ers], the Austrian publicist Hannes Hofbau-
er chose a fitting title for the question of 
the causes of Muslim migration: “The driv-
ing force: war”. Indeed: The wars of NATO 
states and their allies against (alleged) dic-
tators and terrorists and the massive stir-
ring of unrest in this region have brought 
an enormous death toll and vast destruc-
tions for North Africa and the Middle East. 
Here we should also repeat the words of 
the former parliamentary undersecretary 
and foreign affairs politician of the CDU, 
Willy Wimmer, cited by Hannes Hofbauer: 
“Between Afghanistan and Mali, the world 
is reduced to rubble under NATO’s thumb. 
Millions of people are being bombed out of 

their civilisation. A future is no longer pos-
sible for these countries, nor is one’s own 
life. […] War and unrest between Bangla-
desh and Nigeria, and economic considera-
tions, too, create refugees.”

“Blowback” for imperialist politics
In the book “Blowback: The Costs and 
Consequences of American Empire” 
by the US author Chalmers Johnson we 
could read, 18 years ago, that the impe-
rialist US politics has to expect “blow-
backs”, as Johnson calls it, and that the 
US will have to pay for their imperialist 
politics. This is what the European states 
experience now. They have supported im-
perialism and war politics against Africa 
and the Middle East almost unreservedly 
and actively; war was also the continua-
tion of imperialist politics by other means. 
Is a rethinking beginning here and is the 
course about to change?

Example Germany
To name an example, a wrong policy has 
destabilised politics and society in Germa-
ny. The country of the “economic mira-
cle”, which can rightly be called imperial-
istic, is torn; freedom, democracy and the 
state of law are seriously endangered; the 
public debate has become hysterical and 
the spectre of a “danger from the right” 
is anaesthetising the freedom, producing 
a mental conformity. This will lead to es-
calations. The large shifts in votes during 
the last years are just the tip of the iceberg. 
Angela Merkel’s announcement that she 
will stand down as candidate for chair-
man of her party, the CDU, and also not 
stand for chancellor again, is a very late 
but logical consequence of wrong politi-
cal decisions for which Angela Merkel is 
responsible. So now the German govern-
ing parties must all the more be obliged to 
their word after they announced that they 
want to concentrate on the factual work. 

But they have got to get it right. The 
agreement for a common declaration to-
wards a peace process in Syria, with 
France, Turkey and Russia, is a step for-
ward. If the current German government 
would really contribute to peace in Syria, 
it would also be a way to atone for wrong 
political decisions in the past years. •

1  cf. http://www.deutsch-russisches-forum.de/
forum-im-dialog-am-18-oktober-2018-in-ber-
lin/905768
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Joint Statement by the Presidents of the Republic of Turkey,  
the French Republic, the Russian Federation and  

the Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany
President of the Republic of Turkey 
H.E. Recep Tayyip Erdogan, President 
of the French Republic H.E. Emmanuel 
Macron, President of the Russian Fed-
eration H.E. Vladimir Putin, and Chan-
cellor of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many H.E. Angela Merkel gathered 
in Istanbul on 27 October 2018 for a 
Quadrilateral Summit on Syria.

The Presidents and the Chancellor,
•	 reviewed the recent developments 

regarding the conflict in Syria and 
expressed their shared concern on 
the risks and threats emanating 
from the conflict for regional as 
well as global security and stability;

•	 reaffirmed their strong commit-
ment to the sovereignty, independ-
ence, unity and territorial integrity 
of the Syrian Arab Republic, and to 
the purposes and principles of the 
Charter of the United Nations;

•	 underlined their firm conviction 
that there could be no military so-
lution to the ongoing conflict and 
that the conflict could be resolved 
only through a negotiated politi-
cal process in line with UN Secu-
rity Council Resolution 2254, and 
emphasized, in this regard, the im-
portance of increased coordina-
tion among all international initi-
atives which aim at contributing to 
a credible and sustainable solution 
to the Syrian conflict;

•	 reaffirmed their determination 
to fight against terrorism in Syria 
in order to ultimately eliminate 
DAESH/ISIL, Al-Nusra Front and all 
other individuals, groups, under-
takings, and entities associated 
with Al Qaeda or DAESH/ISIL, and 
other terrorist groups, as designat-
ed by the UN Security Council;

•	 expressed their determination to 
reject separatist agendas aimed at 
undermining the sovereignty and 
territorial integrity of Syria as well 
as the national security of neigh-
boring countries;

•	 welcomed the Memorandum on 
Stabilisation of the Situation in the 
Idlib De-escalation Area, signed by 
the Republic of Turkey and the Rus-
sian Federation in Sochi on 17 Sep-
tember 2018;

•	 commended the progress in terms 
of withdrawal of heavy weapons as 
well as radical groups from the de-
militarized zone established pursu-
ant to the Memorandum;

•	 stressed the importance of a last-
ing ceasefire, while underlining the 
necessity to continue fight against 
terrorism, through the full imple-
mentation of the effective meas-
ures as foreseen in the Memoran-
dum and of the compliance of all 
relevant parties with its provisions;

•	 reaffirmed their strongest opposi-
tion to the use of chemical weap-
ons by any party in Syria and called 
for strict compliance by all parties 
with the Convention on the Pro-
hibition of the Development, Pro-
duction, Stockpiling and Use of 
Chemical Weapons and on their 
Destruction;

•	 expressed their support for an in-
clusive, Syrian-led and Syrian-
owned political process that is fa-
cilitated by the United Nations and 
called for active participation in it 
of the Syrian parties;

•	 called for establishing and early 
convening, considering the circum-
stances, by the end of the year of 
the Constitutional Committee in 
Geneva that would achieve the 
constitutional reform, paving the 
way for free and fair elections 
under the UN supervision and in 
compliance with the highest inter-
national standards of transparency 
and accountability, with all Syrians, 
including members of the diaspora, 
eligible to participate;

•	 emphasized the importance of im-
plementing confidence-building 
measures to contribute to the vi-
ability of the political process and 
a lasting ceasefire, and expressed 
their support for the release of de-
tainees/abductees and handover of 
the bodies as well as the identifica-
tion of the missing persons, as un-
dertaken by the respective Working 
Group with the participation of the 
UN and ICRC experts;

•	 underscored the need to en-
sure humanitarian organizations’ 
rapid, safe and unhindered access 

throughout Syria and immediate 
humanitarian assistance to reach 
all people in need in order to al-
leviate the suffering of the Syrian 
people, and, in this regard, called 
upon the international community, 
particularly the UN and its humani-
tarian agencies to increase their as-
sistance to Syria;

•	 reaffirmed their solidarity with the 
host countries, in particular Turkey, 
Lebanon and Jordan, and recalled 
that they remain committed to the 
safe and voluntary return of refu-
gees to Syria on conditions consist-
ent with the international law;

•	 highlighted the need to create con-
ditions throughout the country for 
the safe and voluntary return of 
refugees and internally displaced 
persons to their original places of 
residence in Syria, underlined that 
the returnees need security from 
armed conflict, political persecu-
tion or arbitrary arrests as well as 
humanitarian infrastructure, in-
cluding water, electricity, health 
and social services, and empha-
sized the necessity of coordination 
among all relevant parties, includ-
ing the Office of the UN High Com-
missioner for Refugees (UNHCR) 
and other specialized international 
agencies;

•	 expressed their commitment to 
working together in order to cre-
ate conditions for peace and sta-
bility in Syria, encourage a political 
solution and strengthen interna-
tional consensus in that regard.

The Presidents of the French Republic 
and the Russian Federation, and the 
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of 
Germany expressed their sincere grat-
itude to the President of the Repub-
lic of Turkey H.E.Recep Tayyip Erdoğan 
for hosting the Quadrilateral Summit 
in Istanbul.
 Istanbul, 27 October 2018

Source: http://www.elysee.fr/
communiques-de-presse/arti-

cle/joint-statement-by-the-presi-
dents-of-the-republic-of-turkey-the-
french-republic-the-russian-federa-
tion-and-the-chancellor-of-the-fed-

eral-republic-of-germany/
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continued on page 10

The Silk Road and Israel
by Thierry Meyssan

Beijing continues unceasingly to devel-
op its “Silk Road” project. China’s Vice-
President, Wang Qishan, has undertak-
en a tour of the Near East which took 
him to Israel for four days. According to 
the agreements which have already been 
signed, within two years China will con-
trol the major part of Israel’s agro-food 
industry, its high technology and its inter-
national exchanges. A free trade agree-
ment should follow, and the geopolitics 
of the whole region will be turned upside 
down.

The visit of Chinese Vice-President Wang 
Qishan to Israel, Palestine, Egypt and the 
United Arab Emirates is aimed at devel-
oping the “New Silk Road”.

In the autumn of 2013, China made 
public its project for the creation of mari-
time and especially terrestrial communica-
tion routes across the world. It unblocked 
colossal sums of money and began to re-
alise its plan at a rapid rate. The main axes 
will cross either Asia or Russia towards 
Western Europe. But it is also planning 
routes across Africa and Latin America.

The obstacles to the New Silk Road
The project is going to meet two obstacles, 
one of them economic, the other strategic.

From the Chinese point of view, this 
project is aimed at exporting its prod-
ucts according to the model of the an-
cient “Silk Road” which, from the 2nd to 
the 15th century, linked China to Europe 
via the Ferghana Valley, Iran and Syria. 
At the time, this concerned transporting 
products from town to town, so that at 
each stage they were exchanged for other 
goods according to the needs of the local 
merchants. However, today, on the contra-
ry, China hopes to sell directly to Europe 
and the world. But their products are no 
longer exotic wares (silks, spices, etc.) but 
identical to those of the Europeans, and 
often of superior quality. The commer-
cial route has been transformed into a su-
per-highway. While Marco Polo was daz-
zled by the silks from the Far East without 
their equivalent in Italy, Angela Merkel 
is terrified at the idea of seeing her au-
tomobile industry destroyed by her Chi-
nese competitors. The developed countries 
are therefore going to have to do business 
with Beijing, and at the same time, pro-
tect their industries from economic shock.

By massively exporting its production, 
China will take over the commercial place 
that the United Kingdom – at first alone, 
then with the United States – has occupied 
since the industrial revolution. It was spe-
cifically to maintain this supremacy that 
Churchill and Roosevelt signed the Atlan-

tic Charter and the United States engaged 
in the Second World War. It is therefore 
probable that the Anglo-Saxons will not 
hesitate to employ military force in order 
to hinder the Chinese project1, just as they 
did in 1941 when faced with the German 
and Japanese projects.

Already in 2013, the Pentagon pub-
lished the Wright plan, which programmed 
the creation of a new state straddling Iraq 
and Syria in order to cut the Silk Road be-
tween Baghdad and Damascus. This mis-
sion was carried out by Daesh – China 
therefore modified the layout of its route. 
Beijing finally decided to build the route 
through Egypt, and invested in the dou-
bling of the Suez Canal and the creation of 
a vast industrial zone 120 kilometres from 
Cairo2. Similarly, the Pentagon organised 
a “colour revolution” in Ukraine in order 
to cut the European route, and stirred up 
trouble in Nicaragua in order to prevent 
the construction of a new canal linking the 
Pacific and Atlantic Oceans.

Despite the unprecedented importance 
of Chinese investment in the New Silk 
Road, we have to remember that in the 
15th century, China launched a formidable 
navy in order to secure its markets. Ad-
miral Zheng He, “the eunuch with three 
gems”, fought the pirates of Sri Lanka, 
built pagodas in Ethiopia and made the 
pilgrimage to Mecca. Notwithstanding, on 
his return, for reasons of interior politics, 
the Emperor abandoned the Silk Road and 
burned his ships. China then withdrew 
into itself. So we should not imagine that, 
from the Chinese point of view, the cur-
rent project is a pre-ordained success.

In the recent past, China invested in the 
Middle East with the sole idea of ensur-
ing its supply of oil. It built refineries in 
Iraq which were inconveniently destroyed 
either by Daesh or by the Western Forc-
es who were pretending to combat the Is-
lamists. Beijing also became the main 
buyer of Saudi Arabia’s “black gold”. It 
also constructed in the Kingdom the gi-
gantic oil complex of Yasref-Yanbu for 10 
billion dollars.

Israel and the New Silk Road
The links between Israel and China date 
from the mandate of Israeli Prime Minis-
ter Ehud Olmert, whose parents had fled 
the Nazis in order to settle in Shanghai. 
Benjamin Netanyahu’s predecessor had 
tried to establish strong relations with 
Beijing, but his efforts were nullified by 
his support for one of the Somali pirate 
groups tasked by Washington with dis-
turbing Russian and Chinese maritime 
traffic at the exit of the Red Sea3. A scan-
dal was avoided by inches. China was au-

thorised to establish a naval base in Dji-
bouti, and Ehud Olmert was excluded 
from political life.

China has been negotiating a free-
trade treaty with Israel since 2016. In this 
context, the Shanghai International Port 
Group has bought the concession for the 
exploitation of the ports of Haifa and Ash-
dod, so that by 2021, China will control 
90 % of Israeli commercial exchanges. 
Bright Food has already acquired 56 % 
of the Tnuva kibbutzim cooperative, and 
could increase its participation, so that 
China would control most of the Israe-
li agricultural market. The founder of the 
on-line store “Ali Baba”, Jack Ma, who 
came to Tel-Aviv as part of the official 
Chinese delegation, did not hide his inten-
tion to buy up a number of Israeli start-
ups in order to recuperate their high tech-
nology.

Armament is the only important sector 
of the Israeli economy still preserved from 
the Chinese appetite. In September, with 
the aid of the US Hudson Institute, profes-
sor Shaul Horev organised a conference at 
Haifa university in order to alert the Pen-
tagon’s general staff to the consequences 
of Chinese investment. In particular, the 
speakers emphasised that these contracts 
exposed the country to the risk of inten-
sive spying, making it difficult to exploit 
the port for its nuclear missile-launching 
submarines, as well as its links with the 
US 6th Fleet.

The ex-director of Mossad, Ephraïm 
Halevy, known for his proximity to the 
United States, pointed out that the Na-
tional Security Council had never delib-
erated on these investments, but that the 
decision had been made solely for reasons 
of commercial opportunity. This raises 
the question of whether or not Washing-
ton had authorised the rapprochement be-
tween Tel-Aviv and Beijing.

We should make no mistake about the 
reasons which allowed China to implant 
a military base in Djibouti, and it seems 
unlikely that Beijing concluded a secret 
agreement with Washington for the layout 
of this new Silk Road. Certainly, the Unit-
ed States will not be too worried about an 
economic collapse of the European Union. 
However, in the long term, China and Rus-
sia are obliged to maintain good relations 
in order to protect themselves from the 
Western powers. History has shown that 
the latter have done, and continue to do 
everything possible to dismantle these 
major powers. Consequently, if a China-
US alliance would be in favour of Beijing 
in the short and medium term, it would 
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The NATO Wall
by Yvan Blot, France*

The Berlin Wall is a sad memory. For a 
“wall” to emerge, the following conditions 
must be there at least on one side of the 
wall:
1. A “hard” ideology determined by oli-

garchs in the belief of being scientif-
ic or of absolutistic logic (human rights 
= a new dogmatic religion). This is in-
compatible with freedom. They empha-
sise on so-called values of which Hei-
degger says that they are an insult to 
being. In the name of values they attack 
the being of nations.

2. A willingness to attack dissenters with 
sanctions and to disregard democrat-

ic positions. This is incompatible with 
democratic sovereignty.

3. A military and police instrument to 
apply these dictatorial principles.

NATO fulfils these three criteria. Origi-
nally NATO was based on an anti-com-
munist treaty, today it is about defending 
“Western values” corresponding to a hard 
fossilised ideology.

Thus, in a great historical paradox, a 
new type of USSR has emerged, however 
based on the ideological dictatorship of a 
market economy dominated by oligarchs.

The European Union is the political-
economic version of this oligarchic sys-
tem, denying the interests of the peoples 
and wants to suppress their voice.

The EU Commission is a kind of su-
preme bureaucratic Soviet, without any 
popular control being similar to the Met-
ternich Holy Alliance of 1815: anything 
but democratic (but overthrown by the rev-
olutions of 1830 and 1848).

The EU Parliament elected by the oli-
garchic parties is an uncompromising ide-
ological Soviet.

The result is the creation of a “wall” 
from Estonia to the Black Sea, between 
the NATO countries on one side and Rus-
sia and Belarus on the other. Ukraine is 
balancing between the two because they 
do not dare to admit it to NATO for fear of 
Russian defensive reactions. The Russians 
and Belorussians are carrying out military 
manoeuvres against a virtual attacker from 
the West: Zapad manoeuvre 2017.

On the other hand, the West sends 
troops mainly to the Baltic countries, to 
Poland and Romania. 

If you travel along this fault line, you 
will find that it takes hours to cross this 
border, and you drive along barbed wire 

fences like in the good old days. This new 
“Iron Curtain”, or better “Barbed Wire 
Curtain”, is being extended on both sides.

NATO claims to be defensive but uses 
aggressive ideological rhetoric and anti-
Russian propaganda. It wants to create the 
same situation in Russia and Belarus as in 
the Ukraine. Ukraine is ruined. The Gross 
National Product per head is equal to one 
third of Russia’s GNP! We must therefore 
stop believing that Russia is a continua-
tion of the USSR. Who has the greatest 
ideological similarity with the USSR (plus 
the economic prosperity) is Western Eu-
rope. 

In the US, Ms Clinton is the best repre-
sentative of this new totalitarianism wide-
spread among the ruling elites in their 
fight against Trump.

Russia has recently carried out huge 
military manoeuvres together with China 
(Vostok-2018). Should we really work to-
wards a Russian-Chinese bloc of 1.6 bil-
lion people against Western Europe (0.4) 
and the USA (0.3)? In the long run this is 
stupid.

Just as the satellite countries of the 
past stagnated, Europe is gradually losing 
weight against the three blocs USA/Rus-
sia/China.

We must therefore oppose the deadly 
ideology justifying this new Berlin Wall 
and admit true freedom of movement with 
Western Europe. That is why in particular 
the anti-Russian sanctions must be aban-
doned. This would provide vital growth 
percentages for our common European 
future! •
Source: www.bvoltaire.fr/le-mur-de-lotan/?mc_
cid=71d3a91e80&mc_eid=4edb9980d5 pub-
lished on 26.10.2018

(Translation Current Concerns)

lead thereafter to the successive elimina-
tion of Russia and China itself.

The Chinese-Israeli agreements suggest 
that, as Lenin said, “the capitalists will sell 
us the rope we shall use to hang them”.

1 “The Geopolitics of American Global Decline”, 
by Alfred McCoy, Tom Dispatch (USA), Vol-
taire Network, 22 June 2015.

2 “China deploys in the Near East”, by Thierry Mey-
ssan, Translation Pete Kimberley, Voltaire Net-
work, 25 January 2016.

3 “21st century Pirates, Privateers and Filibusters”, by 
Thierry Meyssan, Translation Anoosha Boralessa, 
?dnako (Russia), Voltaire Network, 25 June 2010.

(Translation Pete Kimberley)
Source: http://www.voltairenet.org/article203672.
html from 30 October 2018

”The Silk Road and Israel” 
continued from page 9

* Yvan Blot was born in 1948 and died on 10 Oc-
tober 2018. He was a senior French civil servant, 
committed politician and author on historical, 
philosophical and political issues. He was also 
president of the association “Agir pour la dé-
mocratie directe”.
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75 years ago

Push for a direct democratic reform of the economy
The People’s Initiative of the Social Democratic Party of Switzerland SPS of 1943 

and further submittals
by Dr rer. publ. Werner Wüthrich 

These weeks mark the hundredth anni-
versary of the general strike of November 
1918. These years at the end of the First 
World War were difficult. The food sup-
ply of the population was poor and badly 
organised – also in Switzerland. In many 
countries there were unrest, strikes and 
also revolutionary coup attempts, as in 
Munich, Berlin or Budapest. The world 
was in turmoil. In Switzerland, the gener-
al strike of November 1918 was the most 
prominent event. Quite different was the 
situation at the end of the Second World 
War – 75 years ago: The Swiss civilian 
population was much better cared about. 
The “Plan Wahlen” and early rationing 
ensured the supply of food, and above all: 
as early as 1943, the authorities and par-
ties began to contemplate about the time 
after the war. 

In 1943, the SP presented its new party pro-
gram “Die Neue Schweiz (The New Swit-
zerland)” (SP Switzerland, 1988, p. 55). 
This included an undated 16-page infor-
mation brochure entitled “Reorganisa-
tion of the economy – Switzerland’s vital 
challenge”. The program is embedded 
in the direct democracy and impressive-
ly shows how the SP contributed and inte-
grated itself into political life. In the same 
year, the SP submitted the popular initia-
tive “Economic reform and labour rights” 
with 150,000 signatures. Even some spir-
it of optimism came up, although the war 
was by no means over yet. The popular in-
itiative was shaped by the experiences of 
the great economic depression in the 1930s. 
The SP assumed that after the war – just as 
after the First World War – there would be 
worldwide upheavals and a new economic 
order would be established. Its economic 

program of 1943 sets out how it envisioned 
the future order for Switzerland. 

“After the Second World War, the world 
will look different from what it was before. 
[…] From this war and from the hardship 
of this time must emerge what previous-
ly seemed unattainable: the working peo-
ple’s community, which will build the state 
and economy of a new Switzerland on a 
socialist basis. […] The Swiss people are 
called upon to choose between an economy 
for the whole of the people or an economy 
for the benefit of the individuals who until 
now had occupied their command posts: 
– the lords of the banks, the monopolies, 
the large industry and the wholesale trade. 
The decision determines whether Switzer-
land takes the path that leads to the benefi-
cial permanent employment of those capa-
ble of work and ultimately to the prosperity 
of all, or whether it should continue to be at 
the mercy of the crises inseparably linked 
to the capitalist economic system.” 

As cornerstones for the reorganisation 
of the economy, the SP mentions:

1. Planned order  
on a democratic basis

The SP is presenting itself to the voters with 
the message: If you vote for us, we will es-
tablish a just economic order: “Yes, the SPS 
is not shy of addressing the voters with the 
request: Give us power! Because that is the 
indispensable prerequisite for us to be able 
to put into practice what we have identified 
as our goal in our ‘New Switzerland’ pro-
gram. […] ‘The need for a planned order of 
the economy is recognised throughout the 
world today. […] The fact is – as evi dence, 
practical experience and logical reasoning 
unanimously confirm – that the controlled 
economy, as we know and experience it to 
date, is more economical and productive 
than the unregulated one’.” 

The SP also refers to the wider world: 
“This revolution, which in its womb con-
tains the idea of democracy through the 
unleashing and communitarisation of eco-
nomic forces, cannot be stopped in the 
long run. Switzerland, too, cannot escape 
the dictates of history. Our country can-
not so vereignly determine the course of 
this world revolution; but it can set a shin-
ing example if it satisfies the requirements 
of peaceful law and social justice within 
its borders to the best of its ability. Only 
in this way can Switzerland prove its rai-
son d’être.”2
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2. Communitarisation  
of key industries

Above all, banks and insurance companies 
should be communitarised: “Loans are the 
foundation of the modern economy. […] If 
a country’s credit supply is ruled accord-
ing to a central plan based on economic 
considerations, the free power of dispos-
al of the ‘custodians of the capital states’ 
must be abolished; the big banks must ac-
tually become public service institutions. 
They are therefore to be transferred into 
public ownership. […] The same applies 
in principle to private insurance compa-
nies, which have enormous capital power 
and have a real monopoly in close rela-
tionship with the banks. […] Only the 
transfer of the hitherto freely ‘money-cre-
ating’ private banks into the public service 
creates the conditions for controlling the 
amount of money in circulation and regu-
lating it according to the state of the econ-
omy and its development. The stability of 
the purchasing power of money, the level 
of the interest rate and the external value 
of the currency all depend on this ratio”. 

This text is reminiscent of the sovereign-
money initiative on which we voted on 10 
June 2018. It also addressed the “money-cre-
ating private banks”. But it wanted to pre-
vent private money creation through positive 
money, which would only be issued by the 
National Bank – also some kind of commu-
nitarisation. 
Production is also to be planned. The SP 
1943 wants to socialise several large com-
panies. SME’s, on the other hand, should 
increasingly form cooperatives. “The mo-
nopoly industries must be subject to the 
public sector. They must be run as a pub-
lic service, just like the banks.” Incentives 
should be created for SME’s: “It should 
be sufficient to promote the formation 
of cooperatives, to make them attractive 
through cheap loans, placing orders, etc.”.

The SP explains why it is necessary to 
steer the economy by the state. “This is 
because an economically organised and 
planned community can naturally react 
much faster and more drastically to exter-
nal influences than a country in which the 
various economic interests cross or oppose 
each other. […] Any attempt to maintain 
the basic principle of the ‘free economy’ 
and to only alleviate its ‘social downsides’ 
is doomed to failure. No doctoring around 
with occasional interventions can help.”

3. Cooperatives as the most  
appropriate form of organisation 

for Switzerland
“In the slogan ‘For man’ the idea of free-
dom and democracy is inalienably in-
cluded. The exact distinction between 
personal-individual freedom and social 

obligation will result in detail from prac-
tice. […] The bottom up structure, which 
is based above all on the cooperative sys-
tem, appears to be the most expedient or-
ganisational form of the future planned 
economy and will be the best guarantee 
against abuse, dictatorship of officials 
and distortion of objectives. Switzerland, 
which bears the beautiful name of a Con-
federation, is in a favourable position in 
this respect.” 

This positioning is miles away from 
the requirements of a Marxist reconstruc-
tion of the state or even of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, as they still occa-
sionally appear in the writings of the SP 
after the First World War – also in con-
nection with the General Strike. The au-
thors of 1943 show that they are complete-
ly familiar with the cooperative model of 
Switzerland. 

4. More and fairer progression  
in the tax system 

“The economically damaging inequal-
ity of income relations, which provokes 
the sense of justice and endangers so-
cial peace, can be considerably reduced 
by progressively taxing high incomes and 
wealth, as well as by expanding inherit-
ance tax even under the current econom-
ic system.” 

The cornerstone  
of a fairer world

“The liberation from material need, as in-
dispensable this is for the future of the 
world, is not even the last and highest pur-
pose and sense of the liberal-democratic 
planned economy. What is more impor-
tant is that it creates the preconditions and 
lays the foundation for a world in which 
law and justice prevail, not arbitrariness. 
[…] out of this will […] the program ‘The 
New Switzerland’ was born, which is 
based on the conditions of today’s world 
and strives for a fundamental reorganisa-
tion of political, economic and therefore 
also social conditions.

Popular initiatives are always also a 
piece of the history of political parties. 
Already in 1894 the SP had submitted a 
popular initiative “Right to Work” (which 
was rejected). The Social Democrats 
were at that time still a weak party, with 
Jakob Vogelsanger from Zurich as its only 
representative in the National Council. 
They had collected 53,000 signatures for 
their popular initiative and thus only just 
reached the required quorum of 50,000. 
The initiative was the first popular initia-
tive after this popular right was introduced 
in 1892. It contained numerous socio-po-
litical demands - but no concept for a new 
economic order (Kölz 2004, Quellenbuch, 
[sourcebook], p. 194).

In 1943 – sixty years later – the situa-
tion is quite different. The number of SP 

members is impressive. It had grown into 
a large party with a voter share of about 
30 per cent, which collected many times 
the required signatures for its popular in-
itiatives. Ernst Nobs was the first Social 
Democrat to be elected to the Federal 
Council in 1943 – an event long overdue.

People’s Initiative “Economic Reform 
and labour rights”

In 1943, the SP Switzerland collected 
more than 150,000 signatures for this 
popular initiative in the middle of the war 
– three times more than required at the 
time. The most important text from the 
newly planned Article 31 paragraph 1 of 
the then Federal Constitution were (Kölz 
2004, Quellenbuch [sourcebook], p. 319): 
1 “The economy is a matter for all the 

people.
2. Capital shall service work, general ad-

vancement and the welfare of the peo-
ple. 

3.  The Confederation shall be empowered 
to order the measures necessary for this 
purpose in the structure and organisa-
tion of the national economy. 

4. The existence of citizens and their fa-
milies shall be safeguarded.

5. The right to work and its fair remunera-
tion must be guaranteed. […]”

Cantons and economic organisations 
should be involved in the implementation 
and planning of economic processes. In 
the text of the popular initiative it is im-
mediately apparent that freedom of trade 
and industry should be replaced in its pre-
sent form as a central principle of the lib-
eral economic order. 

But the Social Democrats were not 
alone in their intention to reform the eco-
nomy. Their most important opponent was 
the parliament. The National Council and 
the Council of States had already revised 
and supplemented the economic articles 
in the Federal Constitution before the war. 
Their proposal for reform was ready for 
a popular vote in 1943, so that the Social 
Democrats’ popular initiative was a coun-
ter-proposal. 

Parliament’s reform proposal
The liberal core of the economic consti-
tution in Article 31 of the Federal Consti-
tution of 1874, consisting of freedom of 
trade and industry, both as an indivi dual 
fundamental right and as a guiding prin-
ciple for the design of the economic order, 
was not touched by the majority of the 
representatives of the people – in contrast 
to the SP. (Kölz 2004, Quellenbuch, [sour-
cebook], p. 160) In this concept, econom-
ic freedom is linked to direct democracy. 
A deviation from the principle of freedom 
is possible – but only with a referendum. 
This means that the people themselves de-

”Push for a direct democratic …” 
continued from page 11
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termine the cornerstones of the econom-
ic order and also largely set the course for 
economic policy themselves. Exactly that 
should happen again. 

The parliamentary reform bill, which 
was also marked by the economic crisis 
of the 1930s, gave the Confederation ad-
ditional powers in a number of important 
areas in order to deviate from econom-
ic freedom in the interests of the whole 
– namely
(a) “to maintain important economic sec-

tors or professions whose livelihoods 
are threatened […]; 

(b) to maintain a healthy farming com-
munity and efficient agriculture and to 
consolidate rural property;

c) for the protection of economically 
threatened parts of the country; 

d) against economically or socially harm-
ful effects of cartels and similar organ-
isations; 

e) on precautionary measures for times of 
war.”

The Confederation was given further pow-
ers to combat unemployment, promote in-
company training and also to better reg-
ulate the employment relationship (Kölz 
2004, Quellenbuch, [sourcebook], pp. 319-
321). This parliamentary draft was coun-
tered in 1943 by the Social Democrats’ 
draft reform proposal. However, it did not 
remain with these two proposals. 

Further popular initiatives followed
In the same year – 1943 – two popular in-
itiatives with a similar thrust were added 
– a little later a third: 1. “Right to work” 
of the “Landesring der Unabhängigen”, 
2. “For the protection of land and work 
by preventing speculation” of the Jung-
bauern und the Bauernheimatbewegung 
(Young Farmers and Peasant Homeland 
Movement) and 3. the “Kaufkraft-Initia-
tive” (Purchasing Power Initiative) of the 
Freiwirtschaftsbewegung (Free Econom-
ic Movement). These three initiatives will 
also be briefly presented (Linder 2010, p. 
208, 223, 228): 

“Right to work” (Landesring): The most 
influential personality of the Landesring 
der Unabhängigen (Alliance for Inde-
pendence) was National Councillor Gott-
lieb Duttweiler. Everyone knows Migros, 
which today operates a nationwide net-
work of shops and service companies 
and is the largest employer in Switzer-
land. Duttweiler had founded Migros be-
fore the war as a public limited company. 
In 1941, he transformed it into a coop-
erative by giving loyal customers with a 
customer card a share certificate in the 
cooperative worth of CHF 30. Gottlieb 
Duttweiler pursued a similar goal, which 

he wanted to achieve in a different way 
than the Social Democrats. He too felt 
that reducing unemployment must be the 
top priority in the communes, the can-
tons and the Confederation. This could 
be achieved, but not with more regula-
tions and “more state”, but with fewer 
laws and more economic freedom. Par-
liament‘s draft for the new economic ar-
ticles would also contain far too many 
commandments and prohibitions. The 
“old” economic liberalism should not be 
corrected with a multitude of new state 
rules, but combined with a greater ethical 
attitude and social responsibility. “Social 
capital” was his political battle cry and 
also program for his own company. One 
per cent of the turnover should be used 
for social and cultural projects. (This is 
still the case today.) Migros was to be-
come one of the greatest reconstruction 
projects in the economic history of Swit-
zerland. Duttweiler’s message was clear: 
citizens should take the social aspects of 
economic freedom into their own hands. 

“Protection of land and labour by pre-
venting speculation” (Bauernheimatbe-
wegung): “Only those who work it them-
selves and cultivate it themselves as the 
basis for their existence should be allowed 
to purchase land that can be used for agri-
cultural purposes”.

“Kaufkraft-Initiative“ (To secure pur-
chasing power and full employment) 
“Freiwirtschaftsbewegung” (Free Eco-
nomic Movement), Liberal Socialist Party 
LSP): The Free Economic Movement 
was based on the ideas of Silvio Gesell. 
The Liberal Socialist Party (LSP), which 
emerged from the movement and had one 
representative each in the National Coun-
cil and the Council of States after the war, 
launched the initiative. It wanted to bring 
about economic reform through a mone-
tary reform. The Sovereign Money Initia-
tive, on which we voted on 10 June 2018, 
is in this tradition. The WIR cooperative 
was founded in 1934 as part of the free 
economic movement). It still exists today 
and has around 60,000 SMEs as members 
and its own, self-created cooperative cur-
rency – the WIR Franc.

Democratic delimitation after the war
After the war the parliament made some 
minor clarifications to its draft challenged 
by the three popular initiatives. Then the 
vote was taken: 

The people decided as follows: 
– August 1946: Voters and all cantons 

rejected the popular initiative of the 
Landesring “Right to Work”. They re-
ceived about 20 per cent of the votes.

– May 1947: Voters and all cantons also 
rejected the Social Democrats’ popu-
lar initiative “Economic reform and la-

bour rights“. They received about 30 
per cent of the votes. 

– July 1947: The electorate adopted Par-
liament‘s draft for a new econom-
ic constitution with 53 per cent of the 
votes and a clear majority of the can-
tons. 

– October 1950: The voters clearly re-
jected the popular initiative of the 
“Bauernheimatbewegung” (peasant 
homeland movement), after the parlia-
ment had already reformed the peasant 
land law in the spirit of the initiators in 
the run-up to the vote and had intro-
duced measures for spatial planning. 

– April 1951: The voters rejected the Free 
Economic Movement’s “Kaufkraft-In-
itiative” (purchasing power initiative) 
for a new monetary and economic 
order, after they had already rejected a 
draft constitution passed almost unan-
imously by parliament in May 1949. 
This draft would have given the Na-
tional Bank the opportunity to print al-
most any amount of money – similar to 
what it does today. 

– Also in April 1951, all the cantons 
and the people with more than 70 per 
cent consented to a constitutional arti-
cle demanding: “The banknotes issued 
must be covered by gold and short-term 
claims”. 

Thus the course for the post-war decades 
was largely set in the area of economic 
and monetary order, whereby the focus 
was not on a single referendum, but on the 
fruitful interaction between the authori-
ties and the people over a longer period of 
time. Although the four popular initiatives 
were rejected, they all had an influence on 
politics and legislation.

Image of Swiss democracy
In the post-war years Switzerland‘s liber-
al economic order was on trial. Econom-
ic freedom as an individual fundamental 
right and also as a principle or guideline 
for the design of the economic order con-
tinued to be valid in the Federal Consti-
tution – and is still valid today. Howev-
er, then right of freedom is linked to the 
popular rights of the referendum and the 
popular initiative – through which the 
people themselves largely determine the 
cornerstones of the regulatory framework 
and also the course of economic policy. 
Moreover, the 1947 reform gave the Con-
federation additional opportunities to de-
viate from the economic freedom that 
it also used – for example in agricultur-
al policy. In the history of the state there 
have been a total of about 100 econom-
ic votes on many topics such as corporate 
taxes, taxes in general, debt brake, eco-
nomic and industrial policy, banking se-
crecy, cartels, education policy, agricul-
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ture, etc. If one correctly includes on the 
economic constitution also the social and 
environmental policy votes, such as social 
insurance, protection of the family, envi-
ronmental, water and animal protection, 
price monitoring, protection of tenants, 
minimum or maximum wages, co-deter-
mination, more holidays, shorter weekly 
working hours, etc., there are well over 
200 of them. Switzerland would certainly 
not be what it is without the direct partici-
pation of the people at cantonal and com-
munal level. Today it is the only country 
that recognises economic freedom as a 
right to freedom – combined with direct 
democracy. (Kölz 2004, p. 870)

EU policy in Switzerland
From 1874 until today direct democracy 
is of high importance: an economic poli-
cy change in recent times was the very ob-
vious yes of the people and the cantons in 
favor of  the free trade agreement with the 
European Community EC in 1972 – with-
out political integration – and the clear no 
of the people and above all the cantons 
with regard to EEA in 1992 – with politi-
cal integration.

The people’s message was clear: adhe-
rence to the liberal economic concept 

based on direct democracy as the basis of 
a sovereign Switzerland. Politicians who 
want to join the EU or integrate Switzer-
land politically into EU unfortunately do 
not seem to understand this.

The conclusion is clear: No matter how 
good functioning an economic order or an 
economic and social policy guided by ex-
perts and experienced politicians may be, 
it can only be truly successful if it is sup-
ported by the people. The state of Swit-
zerland provides the evidence. It would be 
reckless to deviate from it. (If this term 
had not been so hackneyed, one could call 
this “third way” and deservedly so.)

Today, political instability can be ob-
served in many countries with represent-
ative democracy due to representatives’ 
policy far too little anchored in the people 
– even if regular elections and occasional 
referendums take place. If the people were 
consulted, many senseless wars with endless 
streams of refugees would not be possible.

For the moment
Today a framework agreement with the 
EU is in discussion. It would automatically 
adopt EU law. A strange project, because 
a main pillar of the economic constitution 
– the political rights of the people – which 
will soon be 150 years old would be bro-
ken off. The Federal Council claims that 
people could still vote. However, it conti-

nues that voting no would lead to retalia-
tory or punitive measures by Brussels – an 
undeserving idea for a sovereign country. 
The answer can only be no.

The Swiss people have lost influence in 
politics in recent decades. Federal Coun-
cil and parliament either do not implement 
referendums or only do so half-heartedly. 
So-called “international law” (meaning 
not the mandatory one) and EU law should 
prevail over the constitution, i.e. prevail 
over the people – this is what a Federal 
Supreme Court’s department wants. The 
self-determination initiative, on which we 
will vote on in November, will halt this 
trend. The answer can only be a yes.  •

1 The numerous popular initiatives mentioned in 
the text are listed in the source book by: Kölz, 
Alfred. Neuere Schweizerische Verfassungsge-
schichte – ihre Grundlinien in Bund und Kan-
tonen seit 1848 – mit Quellenbuch. Berne 2004. 
For recent times see also admin.ch/Volksinitia-
tiven

2 For further details and additional information on 
the individual votes: Linder, Wolf; Bolliger, Chris-
tian; Rielle, Yvan. Handbuch der eidgenössischen 
Volksabstimmungen 1848 – 2007. Berne 2010

Sources:

Sozialdemokratische Partei der Schweiz (Hsg.). 
Rote Revue, Sozialistische Monatsschrift, April 
1943 
Sozialdemokratische Partei der Schweiz (Ed.). 100 
Jahre Sozialdemokratische Partei der Schweiz, 
Zurich 1988
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A stage victory for pedagogical reason
Study by the University of Bonn shows the success of structured spelling didactics 

by Gisela Liebe

In the German-speaking world, an entire 
generation no longer has sufficient com-
mand of spelling. Even students at uni-
versities of teacher education have to take 
postgraduate courses. For decades, this de-
ficiency has been lamented by teaching is-
titutions and universities, but not much has 
been done about it. The main cause of this 
dramatic decline in the last 30 years is well 
known: the method “reading by writing”, 
also called “writing by ear”, which goes 
back to the Swiss Jürgen Reichen and has 
found its way into schools in Germany and 
Switzerland since the 1980s. The children 
are to quickly write freely and a lot already 
in the first class with the help of a chart of 
initial sounds. For a long time, writing mis-
takes are not corrected on the grounds that 
this would demotivate the children and hin-
der their creativity. The method was criti-
cised from the start by many experts, but is 
still propagated in teacher education. 

Now we have before us a scientifical-
ly founded large-scale study, which must 
have consequences. Its results were for 
the first time presented orally in Septem-
ber 2018 and have received a broad media 
response.

From 2013 to 2017, a team of re-
searchers led by Professor Dr Una Röhr-
Sendlmeier from the Department of 
Developmental Psychology and Educa-
tional Psychology at the University of 
Bonn systematically examined the spell-
ing performance of over 3,000 children 
of primary school age, both in a longi-
tudinal survey and in a cross-section-
al study. Three different didactic meth-
ods were compared. The participating 
schools were selected at random. 
In the teaching method “reading by writ-
ing”, the children were to write as freely 
as possible; the child’s individual learn-
ing path had priority over classroom in-
struction. Writing errors were not correct-
ed for a long time. Reading was also to be 
learned through this writing.

The second teaching method used was 
the “writing workshop” (after Norbert 
Sommer-Stumpenhorst). Here, too, the pu-
pils did not experience a fixed sequence of 
individual learning steps, but were to work 
independently and in individual order and 
speed on the materials provided. 

With the “systematic primer approach”, 
individual letters and words were intro-
duced step by step. In primer textbooks, 
spelling is taught in a structured way, 
going from the simple to the complex. The 
teacher guides the pupils and is in this fol-
lowing the textbook and workbook. Errors 
are corrected right from the start. 

The first graders from a total of 18 
classes were individually tested for their 
phonological awareness and letter knowl-
edge shortly after their enrolment. From 
the end of first grade until the end of the 
third school year, the spelling skills were 
recorded a further five times, i.e. every 
six months, with the age-appropriate ver-
sion of the standardised dictation “Ham-
burger-Schreib-Probe”. In this way, the 
development of the spelling abilities of 
284 children was recorded in full over a 
period of three years. In addition, a cross-
sectional study of a further 2,800 first to 
fourthgraders in 142 classes was carried 
out in order to validate the longitudinal 
study.

In addition, the intrinsic motivation of 
the children to read and write was sur-
veyed at a certain point in time with a 
questionnaire, following the dictation 
tests. Since the methods “reading by writ-
ing” and “spelling workshop” attribute to 
themselves an increased motivation of the 
children to learn the language, this factor 
also came under investigation.

The research team checked whether the 
teachers adhered to the chosen didactics. 
The differences in teaching practice be-
tween the various teachers were not the 
subject of this study, as only the impact 
of the conceptual design of the lessons 
on student performance was to be inves-
tigated. The study was conducted without 
thirdparty funding so as to rule out any ob-
ligations towards third parties.

At the same time as and together with 
the first investigation of the children’s 
prior knowledge shortly after enrolment, 
the proximity to education of the parents’ 
home was also recorded, as parents close 
to education generally introduce their chil-
dren to educational contents even before 
enrolment. This factor was statistically 
controlled in the longitudinal study be-
cause it affects spelling performance up 
into the third year of school. The “reading-
by-writing” children unintentionally hap-
pened to be superior to the other groups 
in their previous knowledge shortly after 
enrolment, as well as in their socio-eco-
nomic status.

The results of the longitudinal and 
the cross-sectional studies are clear: The 
primer approach is clearly superior to the 
other two methods. At each class level, 
the systematically instructed children 
performed better than those in the other 
groups. It is also interesting to note that 
the performance differences within the 
primer group were significantly small-
er than for the other groups. This also ap-

plied to children with a non-German fam-
ily language. There were especially many 
children with very poor spelling skills in 
the spelling workshop group.

At the end of the fourth school year, the 
“reading-by-writing” children made 55% 
more mistakes than the “primer” children. 
Even worse were the “spelling workshop” 
children: They made even 105% more 
mistakes. Looking at the performance dis-
tribution of the entire sample of fourth-
graders with a total of 947 children, 42.1% 
of the primer children scored so well that 
they were among the 25% of the best over-
all. Only 10.3% of them belonged to the 
25% weakest spellers, i.e. after 3 years, al-
most 90% of the primer children mastered 
spelling to some extent.

26.1% of the reading-by-writing chil-
dren were in the top quarter overall and 
20% in the lowest group, with 53.9% in 
the middle, similar to the 47.6% for the 
primer children. Of the children who had 
learnt with the spelling workshop meth-
od, 34.4% belonged to the poorest group, 
while only 17% ended up with the best.

It is also interesting to note that both 
intrinsic reading motivation and intrinsic 
writing motivation were the same in all 
three groups. This means that the often 
heard argument that children are demoti-
vated by early correction of spelling mis-
takes is clearly refuted by the results of 
the study.

As a conclusion of the study, the use of 
a structured approach from simple to com-
plex with the immediate correction of mis-
spellings is recommended, as it is applied 
in the didactics of the primer.

The complete study is not yet available 
in written form.

***
It will in the future be impossible to ig-
nore the results of this scientifically based 
study of the University of Bonn: Children 
learn to write better if they are guided 
step by step by the teacher, have system-
atically structured school material and 
if their mistakes are corrected; and they 
also enjoy. These are elementary peda-
gogical insights that are by no means new 
and which also make sense to every non-
teacher. 
The fact that the method of writing by ear 
is still, despite better knowledge, taught 
to students at teacher training colleg-
es today, even if perhaps no longer in its 
pure and unadulterated form, can proba-
bly only be explained by very strong ide-

continued on page 16
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ological, political or financial interests, 
which have so far stood in the way of a 
return to reason. Who will ever know how 
many thousands of “apparent dyslexics” 
have been produced by the use of these 
false didactics, some of whom will suf-
fer from this inability of theirs through-
out their lives?

In the German federal states of Ham-
burg and Baden-Württemberg, the “writ-
ing by ear” method is already prohibited, 
and from summer 2019 only the primer 
method is allowed to be used in Branden-

burg’s schools. In Switzerland, too, in-
dividual cantons such as Nidwalden are 
slowly beginning to abandon the Reichen 
method, albeit still very timidly (mis-
takes are only to be corrected from sec-
ond grade onwards). 

The spelling study, however, is only a 
one stage victory over many unsuitable 
school reforms. Spelling is only one of 
many subjects, and it is relatively easy to 
evaluate. For the didactics of mathemat-
ics, a similar study is overdue. Many chil-
dren are unable to grasp arithmetic due 
to unstructured “self-organised” learn-
ing. Where then should the much longed-
for computer scientists come from? •

”A stage victory for …” 
continued from page 15

Ulrike – a story about the work of Friedrich Fröbel
by Rita Brügger

In an interesting bookshop in Weimar, I 
discovered a book that was published in 
1957 in Knabe’s Jugendbücherei (youth 
bookshop) and recently re-issued by the 
same publisher. The youth book deserves 
our attention and is worth reading not only 
for young readers.

On the basis of the life story of the girl 
Ulrike the life work of Friedrich Fröbel 
(1782–1852) is presented in an impressive 
way. Friedrich Fröbel, a pupil of Pestaloz-
zi, was the founder of the kindergarten. 
His pedagogy encompassed the holistic 
approach to educate pre-school children. 
Fröbel emphasised the importance of chil-
drens’ play, which was considered revo-
lutionary in his time. Previously, children 
had mostly been treated as small adults, 
and small children were merely kept, if 
necessary, in depositories without ade-
quate support.

The little booklet begins with an epi-
sode from the year 1813, when Napoleon 
ruled, Europe was shaken by war and later 
in the Battle of Leipzig countless people 
lost their lives. Fröbel was on the move as 
a soldier with the Lützow Freikorps and 
meet a horde of ragged children begging. 
A gaunt boy ran off with some bread he 
managed to grab without giving any of it 
away. During the commotion, a little boy 
fell unnoticed into water while his sister 
Magdalena tried to pull him out and al-
most drowned herself. Fortunately the 
children were rescued by Michael, Frö-
bel’s comrade, with Fröbel’s help.

After this experience, Fröbel reflected 
on his own childhood, his professional de-
velopment in becoming an educator and 
his time in Switzerland with Johann Hein-
rich Pestalozzi. With his comrades he dis-
cussed at length what should be done to 
enable children to have a better, carefree 
life and how to prevent such neglect they 
had just encountered. It became Fröbel’s 
goal to do everything in his power to bet-

ter the children’s lot after the end of the 
war. 

His comrade Michael, later married 
Magdalena, the girl he had rescued dur-
ing the war. They had four children, lived 
in a gloomy basement flat and they both 
were forced to work out of town to make 
ends meet. While their children helped 
along according to their means to secure 
a sparse livelihood, no one had the time 
to look after the youngest girl, Ulrike. At 
first she spent the days with a neighbour, 
who looked after numerous children with-
out much skill and who Ulrike was scared 
of. Later, the girl was allowed to go to the 
“depository”, where she was more com-
fortable, but where the children are drilled 
militarily.

Friedrich Fröbel did not remain inac-
tive after the war. He wrote articles and 
in 1837 founded an “Institution to foster 
the need for activities in early childhood 
and youth”. He, for whom nature was im-
minent to his heart throughout his life, re-
alised: “As I wandered through the blos-
soming spring one day, it came like a 
revelation to me: garden ... paradise! Yes, 
the paradise brought back to the children 
shall be called kindergarten! And the chil-
dren there shall feel light hearted and they 
shall thrive and grow.” Fröbel also trained 
young girls to become kindergarten teach-
ers and gave lectures about his pedagogy 
in the nearby health resort.

Ulrike grew up and got a job as a nanny 
with “well-to-do” people. She loved the 
two children in her care, but she couldn’t 
cope. The parents blamed the nanny for 
all their offspring’s mischief thereby in-
creasing the children’s lack of respect for 
Ulrike. With this family she travelled to a 
seaside resort to continue her work there.

In the hotel Ulrike became friendly 
with the footman Wilhelm, who told her 
about Fröbel. By chance, Ulrike made ac-
quaintance with this man, about whom it 

was said that he was one to play along 
with children in the garden. Some just 
laughed about him but others admired the 
pedagogue, like Baroness Marenholtz, 
who also helped Ulrike along. Thus her 
greatest wish became true: she was al-
lowed to train as a kindergarten teacher 
with Friedrich Fröbel.

Ulrike learnt as much as possible, 
she was visibly successful with the chil-
dren and made friends with other young 
women. She greatly appreciated her teach-
er and his young wife. Ulrike couldn’t 
contribute any money to their wedding, 
which she deplored very much. To her 
distress, she was critisised by one of her 
classmates and hereupon withdrew. Frie-
drich Fröbel and his wife managed to rec-
oncile the two young kindergarten stu-
dents with much empathy und aptness by 
assigning them a shared task. 

It is precisely in this way that Ulrike, in 
her profession as a kindergarten teacher, 
dedicated herself to the children entrusted 
to her. She strengthened the bonds among 
the little ones, she won them over for one 
another, even if their behaviour left a lot 
to be desired.

While the young girls learnt in their 
education to have a heart for the children 
and to teach them things conducive to 
their lives in a playful way, Fröbel was 
increasingly faced with hostility towards 
his pedagogy and his kindergartens were 
even banned in Prussia. He was accused 
of spreading socialist ideas and educat-
ing children to become atheists. As a re-
sult, Fröbel worked even harder. He did 
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everything in his power to prove in his 
writings that his opponents were wrong, 
and his wife Luise comforted him: “Prus-
sia is not Germany. They want to de-
stroy your work, but they will not suc-
ceed. Your name will still be mentioned 
when no one will speak of the Prussian 
bureaucrats anymore. Friedrich Fröbel 
was happy about this act of faith from his 
wife. And he was just as happy about the 
visit of Ulrike’s father Michael, his for-
mer comrade. At that time, however, he 
was already ailing, and his strength was 

dwindling more and more. In June 1852 
Friedrich Fröbel died.

As it turned out, the name Fröbel is still 
known today as the founder of our kinder-
gartens. And the beautiful word “kinder-
garten”, which he coined and which has 
symbolic meaning, still exists all over the 
world, even in English speaking coun-
tries. The importance of kindergarten and 
playful learning have survived for decades 
now and have contributed much to the de-
velopment of small children.

Unfortunately, in recent times, there 
have been increasing efforts to abolish the 
kindergarten as an independent level of 
education and to “integrate” it more and 

more into school. As a result kindergartens 
will become increasingly intellectual with 
contents formerly designated to school 
grades and do not benefit the children. 

Reading this little booklet opens one’s 
heart, because it shows us, with the example 
of Ulrike, the importance of the relationship 
with the educators, delighting in children, 
playful learning and developing a sense of 
community, all that accounts for our suc-
cessful kindergarten and at the same time it 
introduces Friedrich Fröbel, as the founder 
and “father” of these marvellous ideas. •

* The author has been working as a kindergarten 
teacher for many years.

”Ulrike – a story about …” 
continued from page 16

Germany

Donations for Kantha Bopha 
Thank you very much for the two very in-
formative reports about Dr Beat Richner 
and his life‘s work in Current Concerns 
from 3 ctober and 16 October 2018. We, 
too, are convinced that his commitment 
and his model for successful and humane 
health care cannot be reported often 
enough. For all Current Concerns read-
ers in Germany we would like to point 
out that since 2001 the Kantha Bopha e. 
V. in Erlangen has been a non-profit as-
sociation. (IBAN DE84 7635 0000 0000 
0030 45, BIC BYLADEM1ERH) The associ-
ation supports the Kantha Bopha Foun-
dation, Dr Beat Richner, by transferring 

all donations to Switzerland without de-
ductions. All donors will receive a dona-
tion receipt.

Another major concern of the asso-
ciation is to make Kantha Bopha better 
known. We try to reach a broad public 
through lectures, action stands, the sale 
of commodity contributions at flea mar-
kets and working groups with pupils. 
We have a website for those interested. 
(www.kantha-bopha.de)

Elizabeth Erhard and Judith Latour  
for the association  

Kantha Bopha e.V., Erlangen


