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ts. Eventually, the mists that were obscur-
ing the presumed originators of the attacks 
against Switzerland are dissolving. It was the 
German SPD – now punished at the polls – 
who under the leadership of Peer Steinbrück 
defamed Switzerland and, in their martial 
rhetoric, lampooned and threatened their 
neighbor openly in order to detract the atten-
tion from their own failure not only the par-
ty’s, but also the country’s. After the disas-
trous defeat at the polls, it is now coming to 
light that the SPD conducted the attacks not 
only of their own accord but were obvious-
ly remote-controlled and carried out a com-
missioned work. How else can it be explained 
that now after the fall of Steinbrück the same 
cacophonic tunes attacking our country are 
suddenly heard from across the Atlantic 
Ocean – however even more viciously? The 
rhetoric of a Gaddafi clan, which demanded 
the bombardment of Switzerland and its di-
vision into several parts, may be taken as an 
intermezzo of a now altered former member 
of Bush’s “axis of evil”. However,  as the big 
US mainstream-press products are taking  up 
the polemics  it becomes clear  that – after the 
fall of the lackeys from the so-called German 
“Left” – it is now the master himself,  who 
seizes the scepter. 

Swiss Left against the attack of the big 
money? 

After it became crystal-clear that the SPD 
willingly followed and accomplished the 
order of those who after 1945 licensed her to 
found a party, it seems to be more than odd 
that in this situation no outcry of our Swiss 
comrades could be heard in the media. Is it 
the indignation of SPS and the Greens sup-
pressed by the US led SPD manipulations in 
the media, or is it the interpretation of the 
events that remains unclear? If so, we recom-
mend all Swiss comrades to treat themselves 
to the US media articles – the brave new In-
ternet world makes it easy. After the reading, 
the call into the world that we Swiss are not 
the UBS would be urgently necessary. There 
is something different with the Swiss people, 
a more social, direct democratic tradition and 
a humanitarian conviction. 

Billionaires and their newspapers 

The “Los Angeles Times”, taken over by the 
US billionaire Sam Zell in 2009, sneered at 
the “neutrally sounding things like the Gene-
va Convention”, on 3 October, after a lengthy 
report on Muammar Al-Gaddafi’s gaffe, and 
emphasizes that Switzerland does not belong 
to any military alliance. That might proba-

bly hit the core of the affair: Who is annoyed 
about Switzerland being a neutral country and 
not a member of NATO? And who is annoyed 
that Switzerland is the depository state of the 
Geneva Convention? Who is annoyed by the 
Geneva Convention as such? Probably only 
those groups in the background, who want to 
satisfy their greed for money and power by 
further wars – unimpaired by and detached 
from international law. 

On 25 August, the “Wall Street Journal” 
run by the majority owner Rupert Murdo-
ch sneered at Switzerland in an article enti-
tled “Does the world still need Switzerland?” 
Nevertheless, it appreciated that – owing to 
the introduction of the Swiss bank secrecy 
many Jews from Germany could save their 
fortunes from the Nazis and take it to Swit-
zerland. But then the article concludes that 
Switzerland will no more be needed as was 
the case before; and the reader asks himself, 
which high finance group is probably behind 
that argument – and as early as that. 

“A real economic war” 
In the “Financial Times” of 11 October, the 
City of London suggested five aspects by 
which Switzerland could improve its shat-
tered reputation – which even made the 
Swiss “Tagesanzeiger” of 12 October com-
ment, “The prominent British financial paper 
is giving the competitor the whip”. And after 
“Figaro”, the newspaper owned by the French 
armament group Dassault, published on 5 
October that the 1995 attacks by the “Juifs 
Americains” against Switzerland had only 
been an “amuse gueule”, thus a foretaste of 
what was following nowadays – and today 
the attacks against Switzerland were rather 
bound to economic competition than to the 
defense of noble principles. The same “Figa-
ro” concluded that Swiss hospitality was no 
longer what it had once been. 

Moreover, on 6 October the French news-
paper “Libération”, once founded by Trot-
skyites under Serge July and in 2006 taken 
over by baron Edouard de Rothschild, spoke 

of Switzerland as being humiliated in an un-
precedented way, and added that “snoop-
ing around” was quasi the second nature of 
the Swiss. Reading all these spins and dis-
information published at the same time by 
the mainstream media, people in Switzer-
land must rub their eyes in disbelief and real-
ize that the attacks probably serve a sinister 
greedy goal in what must be seen as a gen-
uine economic war, a fact that the “Figaro” 
had frankly stated. 

Support Obama against the war lobby

All the more necessary it seems that the 
Swiss people from left to right should unite 
and resist such outrageous hostility and def-
amation. We, the Swiss people, are not the 
UBS, we have already existed before this 
major bank existed, we have also nothing to 
do with criminal intrigues, and the bankers, 
who broke the laws should be punished and 
not rewarded. However, we shall listen atten-
tively when in the US-American mainstream 
media the good services of Switzerland, the 
Geneva Conventions and the standing apart 
of Switzerland in illegal wars of aggression 
are criticized. Would the war cartel like to 
have the Swiss mountain specialists for their 
wars at the Hindukush? Do they want the de-
pository of the Geneva Convention to be dis-
solved, so that the conventions have no more 
advocates – so that they can go on torturing, 
violating and trampling on international law 
of war? 

This must not be! The Swiss Left in partic-
ular– who else than her – should take on the 
mission to commit itself to peace, social jus-
tice and understanding among nations, with-
out the cabals   and schemes of big money. 
This is all the more necessary, as the US Pres-
ident and Nobel Peace Prize laureate Obama 
needs our full support to achieve his goal of a 
nuclear weapon-free world – with the support 
of all peace-loving people in the USA and the 
rest of the world. This support should above 
all come from Switzerland, which renounced 
nuclear weapons and has always advocated a 
prohibition of weapons, which kill indiscrim-
inately and which are forbidden according to 
the Geneva Conventions. It would well befit 
the Swiss population to accomplish this im-
portant task, in particular all those Swiss ori-
ented to the Left! •

“We, the Swiss People, Are Not the UBS” 
US/UK mainstream newspapers come out of the wood after the downfall of the German SPD 

UN in Geneva. “Who is annoyed about Switzerland being a neutral country and not a member of 
NATO? And who is annoyed that Switzerland is the depository state of the Geneva Convention? Who 

is annoyed by the Geneva Convention as such?” (picture mt)

ww. Since last year, the EU states – just like 
the USA - have pumped many billions into 
their domestic economies and banks to avert 
the collapse of the financial system and a se-
rious economic crisis. Both these dangers 
seem to have been averted for the moment. 
But is this achievement really sustainable? Or 
is it only a straw fire that will go out soon-
er or later, when the source of new funds to 
rescue and stimulate will run dry? – Nobody 
knows.

Yet the price for this policy is already 
known today and is increasingly troubling 
those responsible. The European Commis-
sion is ringing the alarm bell:

1. Recently, the Commission initiated the 
proceedings against nine so-called “deficit-
sinners”. Those are countries which do not 
abide by the limit of 3 percent of national 
debt fixed in the Stability and Growth Pact. 
That means: The national budget deficit of 
a state must not be higher than 3 percent of 

its gross domestic product (GDP), which 
serves to measure that country’s econom-
ic performance. Amongst the “deficit-sin-
ners” we find pivotal countries like Ger-
many, Italy, Austria, the Netherlands, and 
Belgium. They can probably expect to be 
treated with forbearance. But the report 
does arrive at the conclusion that the na-
tional debt of most EU-states is unaccept-
able. 

2. A fortnight ago yet another report came 
from Brussels. The authors warn of moun-
tains of debts rising up to the sky. The en-
deavours of the previous years to put the 
states’ finances back on their feet would 
suffer a throwback of several years. In the 
year 2007 the EU-states had shown an av-
erage deficit of 0.7 percent of their gross 
domestic product. This year this figure had 
risen steeply to 6 percent. 7 percent are ex-
pected for next year. The fact that the US-
government’s deficit has tripled this year 

and is significantly higher with its 10 per-
cent of GDP, is a cold comfort.

 
The EU-states’ pile of debt will increase by 
an average of approximately 20 percent and 
run up to 80 percent of GDP by 2010. The 
number of states who would not be allowed to 
join the European Monetary Union today is 
rising from 8 to 13.  Yet their future prospects 
differ. Their state finances, the condition of 
their economy, and the state of their social se-
curity cannot be easily compared. The Com-
mission categorizes the member states in 
three at-risk groups. Sweden, Denmark, Fin-
land, Estonia, and Bulgaria are believed to be 
at a relatively low risk. Thirteen states are in 
great danger: namely Great Britain, Ireland, 
the Netherlands, Spain, as well as most of the 
accession states like Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, 
Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, the Czech Re-
public, Greece, Cyprus as well as most mem-
ber states. The Brussels report classifies all 
the rest of the states in a middle category. •

The EU-Commission Is Ringing the Alarm Bells
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A Crisis-Proof Agriculture for the Fight  
against Hunger and Poverty 

by Reinhard Koradi, Switzerland

cc. Hunger would not have to be 
– this is not a new finding. The 
World Food Report confirms this 
statement in spite of the alarming 
findings it has to make. Not later 
than after the arousing hunger re-
volts two years ago, the shameful 
hunger problem should have dis-
appeared from the globe. Instead 
the number of hungry people has 
not shrunk but has drastically in-
creased. At the same time, the re-
port shows a way out of the crisis: 
Reinforcement of the food supply 
on a local basis, observing all at 
once the regional conditions, the 
ecological handling of the resourc-
es and among others the unrestrict-
ed access to seeds.

An essential aspect relating to 
the question of such an unrestrict-
ed access is the question of the re-
usability of the applied seed sorts: 
People must be able, independent-
ly from the industrial producers of 
seeds like Monsanto or Syngen-
ta, to cultivate its own food. Sov-
ereignty of food is a fundamen-
tal right, it must be a fundamental 
freedom of mankind.

With respect to the World Food 
Day on 17 October 2009, the FAO 
(Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations) and WFP (World Food Pro-
gram) have published their tenth World Food 
Report since the World Food Summit in 1996. 
The results of their research are alarming. 
The number of starving people rose over 100 
million to 1.02 billion and thereby reached an 
unacceptably high level. Every sixth person 
in this world suffers from hunger – with un-
healthy or even life-threatening consequenc-
es. The hunger problem cannot be located any 
longer in single regions. The poorest coun-
tries are still most strongly affected by fam-
ines, but hunger and poverty spread over the 
entire globe – however, in different marked-
ness. According to the report, 642 million 
people in Asia and the Pacific Region suffer 
from chronic hunger, in Africa south of the 
Sahara there are 265 million suffering from 
hunger. In Latin America and in the Carib-
bean UN-organizations estimate the number 
of underfed people by 53 million, in the Mid-
dle East and in North Africa by 42 million. 
Even in the industrial nations, 15 million peo-
ple are lacking sufficient food according to 
the report. 

The World Food Report specifies three 
main causes for the aggravation of the hun-
ger crisis. 
• The food crisis and the ensuing price in-

creases on food products, particularly on 
the home markets in the less developed 
countries. 

• The financial and economic crisis, which 
started just when the food crisis had 
reached its peak, as well as the intensified 
integration of the developing countries into 
the world economy both in finances and 
the exchange of goods. 

• High unemployment and the associated 
loss of purchasing power with the poor so-
cial classes. 

The food crisis 

The riots in Mexico at the beginning of 2007 
as well as those in Haiti in 2008 illustrated 
the plight and anger of the population about 
insufficient food supplies and exorbitantly 
rising prices for staple food. They also ex-
pressed the despair of underfed people and 
relentlessly revealed the weaknesses of a mis-
led agricultural, economic, energy and com-
mercial policy. The refusals to pay prices for 
the farmers’ products that covered their costs 
and ensured their existence have forced the 
farmers in industrialized countries to fall 
back on industrial farming and overproduc-
tion. In combination with misleading incen-
tive systems in agriculture (higher income by 
productivity increase with appropriate over-
production), the consumption of resources by 

relentless exploitation and the unrestrained 
use of artificial growth stimulators as well as 
chemical pesticides, food production and sup-
ply got into serious difficulties. 

Western agrarian exports destroy bases 
of existence 

The big agrarian export nations of the West-
ern Hemisphere try to adjust the imbalance 
between production and demand by the ex-
tremely problematic inundation of developing 
countries with staple food at dumping prices 
(export subsidies). This destroys the basis of 
existence for local small farmers. Local pro-
duction of staple food as well as the opportu-
nity of supplying oneself collapse. Adding to 
this, there are crop failures due to droughts 
and inundations, an increasing number of im-
ported goods from China and India as well as 
the bio fuel boom, which led to a reduction of 
cultivated areas for food. Last but not least, 
international investment funds are among 
those who caused the food crisis by forcing 
the prices up through virtual demand. 

The prices for important staple food have 
now decreased to a certain extent on the in-
ternational markets. They remain, however, 
still on a higher level than at the beginning of 
the millennium and, together with the infla-
tionary consequences of the weak dollar and 
the high energy prices, present a heavy strain 
on the household budgets of single families. 

The financial and economic crisis 

Right in the middle of the food crisis – orig-
inating in the USA – the real estate bubble 
burst, surfeited by speculations. Very fast the 
global financial crisis followed, which made 
large and renowned banks collapse just like 
a chain of falling dominos – mainly in the 
Western World. The entire financial sys-
tem of neoliberal economic architecture lost 
grounds and had to be supported or saved re-
spectively with the help of several thousand 
millions of US dollars, euros etc. taken from 
the different treasuries. 

Solution for the banks at the expense of 
the taxpayers

The rigorous financial support by the public 
sector helped the private banks to bolster the 
crisis within their own industry to a large ex-
tent. What remains is a huge debt burden of 
the states. A burden for which the citizens ul-
timately will have to pay, whether through 
higher taxes or through the ongoing degra-
dation of the social services, of the public 
health service and the education system. Pri-
mary care (services) is massively being re-
dimensioned by the states due to the lack of 
funds. The financial crisis has called for yet 

another victim – the economy. And the crisis 
of the national economies is more profound 
and more difficult to overcome , since it is not 
about single private banks.

Destruction of the economical order and 
control system

It is about the work place of each nation and 
the domestic creation of value, about a vari-
ety of different industries, about big, medi-
um and small enterprises, about employment 
and finally about securing the livelihood of 
each individual family. A task or a challenge 
which can not be solved in a global context, 
because of the diverse frameworks and con-
ditions of the problems. In fact we are deal-
ing with locally, problem-oriented – almost 
surgical – interventions, which cannot be un-
dertaken top down or by a centralistic institu-
ition. However, in the context of the globali-
sation and economic liberalisation the nation 
states have been deprived of their economi-
cal instruments. These instruments are now 
at the headquarters (Brussels, Washington, 
New York, etc.), but they are useless because 
they are literally falling short of the tasks at 
hand. They literally break to peaces in front 
of this global tasks, since a national economy 
cannot exist on a global scale. Rather, meas-
ures that show positive effects in one state 
may exacerbate the crisis in another. The low 
dollar exchange rate may be a blessing for 
the USA (improved competitiveness on for-
eign markets, currency-related reduction of 
foreign debt, etc.) but worsens the situation 
in other countries and regions (exports to the 
USA are no longer competitive, depreciation 
of purchases on the US dollar accounts).

Integration creates vulnerabilities

Consequently, the Food Report therefore re-
fers to the fact that developing countries 
through the progressive integration into the 
global economy - both in terms of finances 
and exchange of goods - have become much 
more vulnerable to changes in the interna-
tional markets. Thus, developing countries 
suffer from the current economic crisis more 
as they did twenty years ago. They did not 
cause the crisis, but they feel the consequenc-
es very well. Loans and aid from abroad, for-
eign investment, exports and the funds from 
family members who have found work out-
side their homes, shrank remarkably.

As an example, the report highlighted the 
development of the financial inflows from 
abroad in the 17 largest Latin American econ-
omies. In 2007, 184 billion US dollars flowed 
to these countries, in 2008, the figure had 
dropped to 89 billion, and for the year 2009, 
the influx is estimated 43 billion.

Overcoming unemployment
In the report, the UN World Food 
Program (WFP) outlines a way out 
of the crisis in a case study on five 
countries - Armenia, Bangladesh, 
Ghana, Nicaragua, and Zambia . 
This study shows how the families 
were affected by the loss of cash 
remittances and by other factors of 
economic decline. But it also shows 
how the government of those coun-
tries responded to the crisis. They 
invested in local agriculture and 
infrastructure, and thus expanded 
the safety net for the affected fam-
ilies. These measures will help to 
save lives and families, but because 
of the severity of the current crisis 
much more needs to be done, the 
report says.

Jacques Diouf, Director-Gener-
al of FAO, therefore wants to make 
the agriculture failsafe to crises. 
He demands access to high quali-
ty seeds, fertilizer, and animal food 
as well as modern technologies for 
small farmers. The governments of 
developing countries also need ap-
propriate economic and policy in-
struments to stabilize their econo-
mies and to dissolve their one-sided 
dependency on the global economy. 
Investment in agriculture may not 

only help to overcome hunger, it also con-
tributes to economic stability, ensuring eco-
nomic growth and creating jobs in the less 
developed countries. The world has the eco-
nomic and technical resources to feed every-
one. What is now required are effective steps 
to fight hunger and poverty.

The World Agricultural Report oulines 
the necessary steps

The claims of the World Food Report and 
the World Agricultural Report coincide. The 
principle is to strengthen the food production 
and supply at the local level. It calls for an 
ecological agriculture that preserves the in-
creasingly scarce resources and the environ-
ment. The ability to self-sufficiency with re-
gard to the geographical, climatic, cultural 
and economic conditions is to be promoted. 
The regionally oriented peasant agriculture is 
the most effective answer to the problem of 
hunger in the world. This requires unimped-
ed access to soil, water, seeds and knowledge 
for all people and organizations involved in 
the production, processing and distribution of 
food. It is equally necessary to elicit the ac-
tual needs of the local population and to ac-
cept the knowledge of men and women about 
their local farming.

Finally, all of these findings have to flow 
into the development aid and into agricultur-
al policies - both in the industrialized coun-
tries and in emerging and developing coun-
tries. We need to protect farming methods, 
climate and resources. We need human rights 
and sustainability criteria for all agricultural 
products. The industrialization of agriculture 
(which leads to ever growing mono-culture 
plantation) and the use of genetic engineer-
ing is no solution, but part of the problem! 
Market and trade policies should be targeted 
towards helping to solve the problem of hun-
ger and poverty for all people on our planet. 
Therefore, the influence of an employment-
oriented subsistence agriculture must be 
weighed appropriately. Any future-oriented 
agriculture and food politics has to deal with 
food security, ecologic sustainability and the 
livelihoods of small-and medium-sized fam-
ily farms.

The causes of hunger and poverty are rec-
ognized, and the solutions are at hand. What 
is needed now is a bold step to an effective 
means to empower people to self-help in the 
fight against hunger and poverty. Or as FAO 
Director General Jacques Diouf puts it: „The 
World Leaders have responded forcefully 
within the financial and economic crisis and 
recently successfully mobilized billions of 
dollars. An equally strong action is now nec-
essary to combat hunger and poverty.” •

Hungry children in a food delivery station of the Catholic Church in Manila. The problem of hunger – an eyesore, made by 
men, but also to be cured by men. Especially the Western world is in the obligation to find a solution. (picture reuters) 
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Why Goldstone’s Report Matters 
by Richard Falk

Richard Falk is an American professor emeritus 
of international law and practise at Princeton 
University and distinguished visiting professor 
at the University of California at Santa Barbara. 
He is the author of more than 50 books on war, 
human rights and international law. In 2008, the 
UN Human Rights Council (UNHRC) appointed 
Richard Falk to a six-year term as a UN Special 
Rapporteur on “the situation of human rights in 
the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967.” 

(picture thk)

“So why did the Israeli government boycott 
the commission? The real answer is quite 
simple: they knew full well that the commis-
sion, any commission, would have to reach 
the conclusions it did reach.”

Uri Avnery  
(Israeli peace activist, and former Knesset member), 

“On the Goldstone Report” 19 Sept 2009

Richard Goldstone, former judge of South 
Aftica’s Constitutional Court, the first pros-
ecutor at The Hague on behalf of the Interna-
tional Criminal Court for Former Yugolavia, 
and anti-apartheid campaigner reports that he 

was most reluctant to take on the job of chair-
ing the UN fact-finding mission charged with 
investigating allegations of war crimes com-
mitted by Israel and Hamas during the three 
week Gaza War of last winter.

Goldstone explains that his reluctance was 
due to the issue being “deeply charged and 
politically loaded,” and was overcome be-
cause he and his fellow commissioners were 
“professionals committed to an objective, 
fact-based investigation,” adding that “above 
all, I accepted because I believe deeply in 
the rule of law and the laws of war,” as well 
as the duty to protect civilians to the extent 
possible in combat zones. The four-person 
fact-finding mission was composed of wide-
ly respected and highly qualified individuals, 
including the distinguished international law 
scholar, Christine Chinkin, a professor at the 
London School of Economics. Undoubtedly 
adding complexity to Goldstone’s decision 
is the fact that he is Jewish, with deep emo-
tional and family ties to Israel and Zionism, 
bonds solidified by his long association with 
several organizations active in Israel.

Despite the impeccable credentials of the 
commission members, and the worldwide 
reputation of Richard Goldstone as a person 
of integrity and political balance, Israel re-
fused cooperation from the outset. It did not 
even allow the UN undertaking to enter Israel 
or the Palestinian Territories, forcing reliance 
on the Egyptian government to facilitate entry 
at Rafah to Gaza. As Uri Avnery observes, 
however much Israel may attack the commis-
sion report as one-sided and unfair, the only 

plausible explanation of its refusal to cooper-
ate with fact-finding and taking the opportu-
nity to tell its side of the story was that it had 
nothing to tell that could hope to overcome 
the overwhelming evidence of the Israeli fail-
ure to carry out its attacks on Gaza last win-
ter in accordance with the international law 
of war. No credible international commission 
could reach any set of conclusions other than 
those reached by the Goldstone Report on the 
central allegations.   

In substantive respects the Goldstone Re-
port adds nothing new. Its main contribution 
is to confirm widely reported and analyzed 
Israeli military practices during the Gaza 
War. There had been several reliable reports 
already issued, condemning Israel’s tactics as 
violations of the laws of war and international 
humanitarian law, including by Amnesty In-
ternational, Human Rights Watch, and a vari-
ety of respected Israeli human rights groups. 
Journalists and senior United Nations civil 
servants had reached similar conclusions.

Perhaps, most damning of all the mate-
rial available before the Goldstone Report 
was the publication of a document entitled 
“Breaking the Silence,” containing commen-
taries by thirty members of the Israel Defense 
Forces who had taken part in Operation Cast 
Lead (the Israeli official name for the Gaza 
War).  These soldiers spoke movingly about 
the loose rules of engagement issued by their 
commanders that explains why so little care 
was taken to avoid civilian casualties. The 
sense emerges from what these IDF soldiers 
who were in no sense critical of Israel or even 
of the Gaza War as such, that Israeli policy 
emerged out of a combination of efforts ‘to 
teach the people of Gaza a lesson for their 
support of Hamas’ and to keep IDF casual-
ties as close to zero as possible even if meant 
massive death and destruction for innocent 
Palestinians.

Given this background of a prior interna-
tional consensus on the unlawfulness of Op-
eration Cast Lead, we must first wonder why 
this massive report of 575 pages has been 
greeted with such alarm by Israel and given so 
much attention in the world media. It added 
little to what was previously known. Argua-
bly, it was more sensitive to Israel’s conten-
tions that Hamas was guilty of war crimes by 
firing rockets into its territory than earlier re-
ports had been. And in many ways the Gold-
stone Report endorses the misleading main 
line of the Israeli narrative by assuming that 
Israel was acting in self-defense against a ter-
rorist adversary. The report focuses its criti-
cism on Israel’s excessive and indiscriminate 
uses of force. It does this by examining the 
evidence surrounding a series of incidents in-
volving attacks on civilians and non-military 
targets. The report also does draw attention 
to the unlawful blockade that has restricted 
the flow of food, fuel, and medical supplies 
to subsistence levels in Gaza before, during, 
and since Operation Cast Lead. Such a block-
ade is a flagrant instance of collective punish-
ment, explicitly prohibited by Article 33 of 
the Fourth Geneva Convention setting forth 
the legal duties of an occupying power.

All along Israel had rejected international 
criticism of its conduct of military operations 
in the Gaza War, claiming that the IDF was 
the most moral fighting force on the face of 
the earth. The IDF conducted some nominal 
investigations of alleged unlawful behavior 
that consistently vindicated the military tac-
tics relied upon and steadfastly promised to 
protect any Israeli military officer or political 
leader internationally accused of war crimes. 
In view of this extensive background of con-
firmed allegation and angry Israeli rejection, 
why has the Goldstone Report been treated in 
Tel Aviv as a bombshell that is deeply threat-
ening to Israel’s stature as a sovereign state?

Israel’s president, Shimon Peres, calling 
the report “a mockery of history” that “fails 
to distinguish the aggressor and a state ex-
ercising the right of self-defense,” insisting 
that it “legitimizes terrorist activity, the pur-
suit of murder and death.” More commonly 
Israel’s zealous defenders condemned the re-
port as one-sided, biased, reaching foregone 
conclusions, and emanating from the sup-

posedly bastion of anti-Israeli attitudes at 
the UN’s Human Rights Council. This line 
of response to any criticism of Israel’s be-
havior in occupied Palestine, especially if it 
comes from the UN or human rights NGOs 
is to cry “foul play!” and avoid any real look 
at the substance of the charges. It is an ex-
ample of what I call ‘the politics of deflec-
tion,’ attempting to shift the attention of an 
audience away from the message to the mes-
senger. The more damning the criticism, the 
more ferocious the response. From this per-
spective, the Goldstone Report obviously hit 
the bullseye!

Considered more carefully, there are some 
good reasons for Israel’s panicked reaction to 
this damning report. First, it does come with 
the backing of an eminent international per-
sonality who cannot credibly be accused of 
anti-Israel bias, making it harder to deflect at-
tention from the findings no matter how loud 
the screaming of ‘foul play.’ Any fair read-
ing of the report would show that it was bal-
anced, was eminently mindful of Israel’s ar-
guments relating to security, and indeed gave 
Israel the benefit of the doubt on some key 
issues.

Secondly, the unsurprising findings are 
coupled with strong recommendations that 
do go well beyond previous reports. Two are 
likely causing the Israeli leadership great 
worry: the report recommends strongly that 
if Israel and Hamas do not themselves with-
in six months engage in an investigation and 
followup action meeting international stand-
ards of objectivity with respect to these vio-
lations of the law of war, then the Security 
Council should be brought into the picture, 
being encouraged to consider referring the 
whole issue of Israeli and Hamas accounta-
bility to the prosecutor of the International 
Criminal Court in The Hague. Even if Isra-
el is spared this indignity by the diplomat-
ic muscle of the United States, and possibly 
some European governments, the negative 
public relations implications of a failure to 
abide by this report could be severe.

Thirdly, whatever happens in the UN Sys-
tem, and at the Human Rights Council in Ge-
neva, the weight of the report will be felt by 
world public opinion. Ever since the Gaza 
War the solidity of Jewish support for Isra-
el has been fraying at the edges, and this will 
likely now fray much further. More globally, 
a very robust boycott and divestment move-
ment was gaining momentum ever since the 
Gaza War, and the Goldstone Report can only 
lend added support to such initiatives. There 
is a growing sense around the world that the 
only chance for the Palestinians to achieve 
some kind of just peace depends on the out-
come over the symbols of legitimacy, what I 
have called the Legitimacy War. Increasingly, 
the Palestinians have been winning this sec-
ond non-military war. Such a war fought on 
a global political battlefield is what eventu-
ally and unexpectedly undermined the apart-
heid regime in South Africa, and has become 
much more threatening to the Israeli sense 
of security than has armed Palestinian resist-
ance.

A fourth reason for Israeli worry stemming 
from the report, is the green light given to 
national courts throughout the world to en-
force international criminal law against Is-
raelis suspects should they travel abroad and 
be detained for prosecution or extradition in 
some third country. Such individuals could 
be charged with war crimes arising from their 
involvement in the Gaza War. The report in 
this way encourages somewhat controversial 
reliance on what is known among lawyers as 
‘universal jurisdiction,’ that is, the authority 
of courts in any country to detain for extra-
dition or to prosecute individuals for viola-
tions of international criminal law regardless 
of where the alleged offenses took place.

Reaction in the Israeli media reveals that 
Israeli citizens are already anxious about 
being apprehended during foreign travel. 
As one law commentator put it in the Israeli 
press, “From now on, not only soldiers should 
be careful when they travel abroad, but also 

continued on page 4

thk. On 3 April, 2009, some three months 
after the end of Israel’s devastating war  in 
the Gaza Strip, the president of the Human 
Rights Council, ambassador Uhomoibhi from 
Nigeria, set-up a fact-finding-mission follow-
ing the adoption of resolution S-9/1 by the 
United Nations Human Rights Council on 12 
January 2009. Its task was to investigate into 
„all violations of international human rights 
law and international humanitarian law that 
might have been committed at any time in the 
context of the military operations that were 
conducted in Gaza during the period from 27 
December 2008 and 18 January 2009, wheth-
er before, during or after.”

To head the commission he appointed Jus-
tice Richard Goldstone, former member of 
the South African Constitutional Court and 
former Chief Prosecutor of the Internation-
al Criminal Court for Former Yugoslavia and 
Rwanda. He was assisted by three experts: 
Professor Christine Chinkin, professor of Po-
litical Science and International Law at the 
London School of Economics, who was a 
member of the High Level fact-finding-mis-
sion to the massacres in Beit Hanoun; Hina 
Jilani, Advocate of the Supreme Court of Pa-
kistan and former Special Representative of 
the Secretary General on Human Rights De-
fenders, as well as Colonel Desmond Travers, 
former officer in the Irish Armed Forces and 
member of the Board of Directors of the In-
stitute for International Criminal Investiga-
tions (IICI). On 29 September, the fact-find-
ing-mission submitted their report in Geneva 
to the Human Rights Council. It had already 
been published two weeks earlier and had im-
mediately evoked harsh reactions particularly 
from the Israeli part. 

The report consists of more than 500 pages 
on which the fact-finding mission meticulous-
ly tried to draw a picture of the situation: with 
almost 200 interviews with eye witnesses or 
persons affected, as well as several hours of 
film material, 1200 photographs, 300 reports 
and more than 10 000 pages of documents, 
personal reports and sent-in texts. They had 
interviewed people locally and relied on eye-
witnesses, thus avoiding having to depend on 
second or third hand information. 

Richard Goldstone, made it quite clear that 
to him as former judge, the keeping and im-

plementing of rights had the highest priori-
ty. He submitted the most important results 
of the investigation and pointed out that this 
must bear consequences for both warring par-
ties, unless this whole work should be ren-
dered “futile”. 

In the succeeding debate Israel reject-
ed the report as being “one-sided”, “not 
balanced”, and “politically motivated”, it 
would endanger the “peace process in the 
Middle East” and it would be inacceptable. 
The ambassador used harsh words, spoke 
of “terrorism” and even spoke of the “Irani-
an influence” on Hamas. The Israeli ambas-
sador was backed-up by the delegate from 
the USA who has, since Obama’s election 
for American president, taken seat again in 
the Council. He also accused the report of 
being anti-Israel. Sveden, currently heading 
the EU presidency, supported the position of 
the USA, thus presenting the guideline for 
all the other EU states. 

The Arabian and most of all the Latin 
American, as well as the Asian states had a 
positive attitude towards the report and kept 
on stressing that the report must be followed 
by deeds in order for the human rights and 
humanitarian law not to become a farce. 

The majority of the Council was in sup-
port of the report and acknowledged the work 
of the fact-finding-mission, especially the 
meticulous collecting of all available facts. 
There was the impression that the report was 
accepted by the majority of the Council and 
that mechanisms could come into force that 
would have prepared the grounds for taking 
charges against war crimes to the Internation-
al Criminal Court.

On 2 October the preliminary out for the 
Goldstone report was a fact. The Council ad-
journed the final voting to March 2010.

According to a radio DRS (Swiss radio 
station) report of 2 October, Obama has inter-
vened directly with Mahmud Abbas, to with-
draw the motion of voting and to postpone it 
until the March session.

Thus something was decided on behind 
the scenes and far off the UN that has lit-
tle to do with respect and the strengthening 
of human rights, as was promised by the US 
President and announced by his ambassador 
in Geneva. •

International Law and Human Rights 
Must Never Be Given up
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53% of the population. One might also notice 
that the report accords considerable attention 
to Gilad Shalit, the one IDF prisoner held by 
Hamas in Gaza, recommending his release 
on humanitarian grounds, while making no 
comparable suggestion to Israel although it is 
holding thousands of Palestinians under con-
ditions of harsh detention.

In the end, the Goldstone Report is unlike-
ly to break the inter-governmental refusal to 
challenge the Israeli blockade of Gaza or to 
induce the United Nations to challenge Israeli 
impunity in any meaningful way. Depending 
on backroom diplomacy, the United States 

may or may not be able to avoid playing a 
public role of shielding Israel from account-
ability for its behavior during the Gaza War 
or its continuing refusal to abide by interna-
tional humanitarian law by lifting the block-
ade that continues to impinge daily upon the 
health of the entire population of Gaza.

Despite these limitations, the report is an 
historic contribution to the Palestinian strug-
gle for justice, an impeccable documenta-
tion of a crucial chapter in their victimiza-
tion under occupation. Its impact will be felt 
most impressively on the growing civil soci-
ety movement throughout the world to im-

pose cultural, sporting, and academic boy-
cotts, as well as to discourage investment, 
trade, and tourism with Israel. It may yet be 
the case that as in the anti-apartheid strug-
gle the shift in the relation of forces in the 
Palestinian favor will occur not through di-
plomacy or as a result of armed resistance, 
but on the symbolic battlefield of legitimacy 
that has become global in scope, what might 
be described as the new political relevance of 
moral and legal globalization.   •

Source: www.transnational.org/Area_MiddleE-
ast/2009/Falk_GoldstoneReport.html

“Why Goldstone’s Report Matters …” 
continued from page 3

Global mechanism of protection 
The Human Rights Committee established 
under the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights and operating a sys-
tem of individual petitions under the Op-
tional Protocol to the Covenant (in force 23 
March 1976),stands guardian over the rights 
and freedoms of the individual world-wide. 
By December 2008, the Covenant has been 
ratified or acceded to by 163 States, 111 of 
whom were at that time bound by the Op-
tional Protocol. The core jurisprudence of 
the Committee 

This handbook guides the reader from the 
establishment and early days of the Commit-
tee through the creation of new precedents 
in hundreds of individual cases, including 
the landmark Views in Quinteros, Lubicon, 
Zwaan-de Vries and Simunek, and on to 
ground-breaking decisions of 2008. It high-
lights the dynamic evolution of the Commit-
tee’s case law, both in procedural and sub-
stantive matters, makes the intricacies of 
admissibility criteria understandable and 
elucidates the innovative ways of interpret-
ing the Covenant so as to give greater prac-
tical meaning to the protection of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms. Whereas 
the Covenant is black letter law, the Com-
mittee’s case law is living law – it puts a face 
to the victim, identifies concrete remedies, il-
lustrates many success stories – but also the 
problems of implementation. 

Index and Appendices 

The book is equipped with an index and nu-
merous appendices, including the current 
status of cases, statistics on all Committee 
decisions by country, a list of cases cited in 
the book and a list of all members of the 
Human Rights Committee since 1977. 

The authors 
The authors of this Handbook are the former 
Chief and Deputy-Chief of the Communica-
tions Branch, later Petition Unit, of the Unit-
ed Nations Human Rights Office in Geneva, 
once known as the UN Centre for Human 
Rights and today as the Office of the High 
Commissioner for Human Rights. 

As “insiders”, the authors had the priv-
ilege of being the responsible UN civil 
servants when the first individual com-
plaints were processed; it was their task to 
screen, analyze and register all individu-
al and group complaints addressed to the 
United Nations and its various bodies, and 
to channel them into the appropriate pro-
cedures, including the famous 1503 Pro-
cedure and the individual complaint pro-
cedures of the Human Rights Committee, 
Committee against Torture and Committee 
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimina-
tion. 

They served the three Committees by 
formulating the rules of procedure, the fact 
sheets, the draft decisions on admissibili-
ty and merits destined to be examined by 
working groups and adopted by the plenary 
sessions of these bodies, and they accom-
panied the Committees through the estab-
lishment of “follow-up”pro- cedures and 
country visits. 

Foreword by Andreas Mavrommatis, first 
Chairman of the Human Rights Committee 
from its establishment in 1977 until 1987: 

“... I warmly congratulate Möller and de 
Zayas for their effort to put together this 
book and I offer them my gratitude and 
that of all who served on the Committee 
for their sterling service in the develop-
ment of its jurisprudence. The Human 
Rights Committee has laid down founda-

tion building blocks of lasting importance 
and potential: 

• The Committee led the way from the 
outset in the development of a jurispru-
dence that upheld the primacy of human 
rights in grave civil unrest and situations 
of national emergency, already since the 
days of the Latin American military jun-
tas. 

• The Committee has insisted on the 
principles of justice, redress, and compen-
sation for violations of human rights, and 
has rejected impunity for the violators. 

The contributions of the Human Rights 
Committee in these and other areas are 
well brought out in this volume, which is 
user-friendly for practitioners and makes 
fascinating reading for an alert civil so-
ciety.” 
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ministers and legal advisers.” It is well to re-
call that Article 1 of the Geneva Conventions 
calls on states throughout the world “to re-
spect and ensure respect” for internation-
al humanitarian law “in all circumstances.” 
Remembering the efforts in 1998 of several 
European courts to prosecute Augusto Pino-
chet for crimes committed while he was head 
of state in Chile, is a reminder that national 
courts can be used to prosecute political and 
military leaders for crimes committed else-
where than in the territory of the prosecut-
ing state.

Of course, Israel will fight back. It has al-
ready launched a media and diplomatic blitz 
designed to portray the report as so one-sided 
as to be unworthy of serious attention. The 
United States Government has already dis-
appointingly appeared to endorse this view, 
and repudiate the central recommendation in 
the Goldstone Report that the Security Coun-
cil be assigned the task of implementing its 
findings. The American Ambassador to the 
UN, Susan Rice, evidently told a closed ses-
sion of the Security Council on September 
16, just a day after the report was issued, that 
“[w]e have serious concerns about many rec-
ommendations in the report.” Elaborating on 
this, Ambassador Rice indicated that the UN 
Human Rights Council, which has no imple-
menting authority, is the only proper venue 
for any action to be taken on the basis of the 
report.  The initial struggle will likely be 
whether to follow the recommendation of the 
report to have the Security Council refer the 
issues of accountability to the International 
Criminal Court, which could be blocked by a 
veto from the United States or other perma-
nent members.

There are reasons to applaud the forth-
rightness and comprehensiveness of the re-
port, its care, and scrupulous willingness to 
conclude that both Israel and Hamas seem re-
sponsible for behavior that appears to consti-
tute war crimes, if not crimes against human-
ity. Although Israel has succeeded in having 
the issue of one-sidedness focus on fairness 
to Israel, there are also some reasons to in-
sist that the report falls short of Palestinian 
hopes.

For one thing, the report takes for granted, 
the dubious proposition that Israel was enti-
tled to act against Gaza in self-defense, there-
by excluding inquiry into whether crimes 
against the peace in the form of aggression 
had taken place by the launching of the at-
tack. In this respect, the report takes no no-
tice of the temporary ceasefire that had cut 
the rocket fire directed at Israel practically 
to zero in the months preceding the attacks, 
nor of Hamas’ repeated efforts to extend the 
ceasefire indefinitely provided Israel lifted its 
unlawful blockade of Gaza. 

Further it was Israel that had seemed to 
provoke the breakdown of the ceasefire when 
it launched a lethal attack on Hamas militants 
in Gaza on November 4, 2008. Israel disre-
garded this seemingly available diplomat-
ic alternative to war to achieve security on 
its borders. Recourse to war, even if the facts 
justify self-defense, is according to interna-
tional law, a last resort. By ignoring Israel’s 
initiation of a one-sided war the Goldstone 
Report accepts the dubious central premise 
of Operation Cast Lead, and avoids making a 
finding of aggression.

Also, disappointing was the failure of the 
report to comment upon the Israeli denial of 
a refugee option to the civilian population 
trapped in the tiny, crowded combat zone 
that constitutes the Gaza Strip. Israel closed 
all crossings during the period of the Gaza 
War, allowing only Gaza residents with for-
eign passports to leave. It is rare in modern 
warfare that civilians are not given the op-
tion to become refugees. Although there is no 
specific provision of the laws of war requir-
ing a state at war to allow civilians to leave 
the combat zone, it seems like an elementa-
ry humanitarian requirement, and should at 
least have been mentioned either as part of 
customary international law or as a gap in the 
law that should be filled.

The importance of this issue is reinforced 
by many accounts of the widespread post-
traumatic stress experienced by the civilians 
in Gaza, especially children that comprise 
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Varying a bon mot, one could say: The Swiss 
are from Venus, the rest of the Europeans are 
from Mars. Venus, the planet of love. And 
this takes me to the story of the Swiss jurist 
who said, oh yes, we also have conflicts in 
Switzerland. And then she spoke of the last 
big conflict, the Sonderbundskrieg, eighteen-
hundred-something, with one hundred losses. 
Well, says one from the rest of Europe, like 
me, what a wonderful world is this Switzer-
land! One would like to move to this planet.

Party capital Berlin

I cannot report from Switzerland now, but I 
will report from the empire. Maybe not di-
rectly from the heart of the beast, as Che 
Guevara said, but rather from the rectum of 
the empire, Berlin, the party capital of Eu-
rope, as our mayor put it, who likes to adver-
tise the city with the slogan “poor but sexy”. 
This Berlin is indeed one of the big labora-
tories of the new world order where they are 
about to produce what one might be tempted 
to call the “new man”. What we can watch 
developing in Berlin full-size is the collapse 
of a society and the loss of humanity in so-
ciety.

In contrast to this, Switzerland is a func-
tioning society with mutual respect and feel-
ings where people meet at eye level. But Ber-
lin is a quagmire for humanity. There are also 
historic reasons for this development. As a 
city, Berlin has grown much too fast. Other 
capitals in Europe took centuries to grow. 
Berlin has been thrown into the imperialist 
era since the time of Bismarck and then be-
came the capital of the Nazi horror in a very 
short time. And all this, of course, created a 
certain mentality, long before the new world 
order. Maybe you know this joke, still from 
the old times: A Berliner is in Vienna. He is 
looking for the Prater Ferris wheel and he 
asks a local man harshly, without greeting: 
“Tell me, where is the Prater?” And the Vien-
nese answers: “Come on, can’t you be a bit 
more polite?” Snaps the Berliner: “I’d rath-
er get lost!”

So this has been Berlin mentality for a 
long time. The most friendly people in Ber-
lin are the Turks, maybe not all of them, but 
at least if you visit Turkish shops. But the 
standard Berliners, they simply denigrate it 
all; their tongue is a machine-gun. And this 
rough mentality which has been there before 
gets now sucked up into the crowd psycho-
logical maelstrom of the new world order. 
This maelstrom is hyper-individualism. Party 
capital of the continent. People do no longer 
work in Berlin. There is no industry left. Ber-
lin’s main income is the party industry. That 
is, via Easy Jet and similar companies, the 
hedonistic youth of Spain or maybe Greece 
flies to Berlin for a night or a weekend, par-
ties through the clubs and leaves a track of 
destruction in town. This is one of the main 
sources of income for Berlin.

The ideology which forms the city is just 
the fetish of the unbound individual. In con-
trast to this, any form of collectivity or hu-
manity is exposed to contempt. Take the fam-
ily: Family is considered an institution of 
coercion, family is out, family is the nucleus 
of fascism. Then the associations: the shoot-
ing associations breed the killing frenzy. 
Men meeting regularly over a beer are fascist 
groups. The church and religion: very bad, 
just think of the witch burnings, inquisition 
and all that. And nation or people? There we 
have the equation: Nation, nationalism, fas-
cism, they are all the same, any Berlin col-
lege student can recite this in a breath.

All these forms of collectivity are dispar-
aged or put under the general suspicion of 
fascism. In front of this dark screen we have 
the shining individual which has to realize 
its full potential in every form. The perspec-
tive of this development is an individual as an 
atom, surrounded by the total market. Isolat-
ed, because all forms of community and so-
cial coherence will have been destroyed. And 
the only remaining partner of the isolated in-
dividual will be the computer, the internet. 
This is where you get entertainment, this is 
where you get sex, this is where you get in-

formation. And on the other side of the screen 
there is Big Brother giving you all you need.

Huxleys “Brave New World”

It was seventy or eighty years ago, I think, 
that Aldous Huxley described this devel-
opment very well in his book “Brave New 
World”. And I have used it, and ranged it in, in 
my book “Nationalstaat und Globalisierung” 
(The Nation State and Globalization). There I 
wrote about Huxley’s “Brave New World”: 

“The new order brought peace. Abolish-
ment of parliamentarianism and democracy, 
introduction of genetic breeding of humans, 
impulse standardization through sleep hyp-
nosis, luxury and affluence for the alphas and 
betas in charge, full employment and content-
edness for the hard-working deltas and epsi-
lons, free sex, movies with real feelings and 
comforting soma-ecstasy for all. Those who 
grow old die the gentle death of euthanasia. 

In Huxley’s words: “The world is in equi-
librium now. People are happy. They get what 
they want and they desire nothing they can-
not get. They are well. They are secure, al-
ways healthy, have no fear of death. Passion 
and age are unknown to these happy people. 
They are no longer attached to mothers and fa-
thers, have neither wife nor child nor lover for 
which they might have strong feelings. Their 
very standardization is so that they can hardly 
behave other than they should behave.” 

So much from “Brave New World” in the 
prophecy of Aldous Huxley. How did we get 
to this point then, this “Brave New World”? 
The world had been shaken by a huge eco-
nomic crisis, by terror attacks through an-
thrax and a Nine-Years’ War afterwards. 
Huxley writes: “The Nine-Years’ War, the 
great economic collapse, there was only a 
choice between world supervision and de-
struction. Liberalism was killed by anthrax.” 
In Huxley’s utopia this world supervision, the 
world government, is the preliminary stage 
to this general standardization of man. And 
this world supervision or world government 
requires the previous destruction of the na-
tion states and the republics, of course. This 
is a very important point when talking about 
destruction of humanity and other forms of 
community or social life: For the protagonists 
of the new world order, the main target is the 
nation state, because the nation state pro-
vides an institutional framework for the small 
forms of humanity. The nation state protects 
the family and fosters marriage and family. 
The nation state looks to an education of the 
people, provides for children from all class-
es to be educated together, at least for a few 
years, secures that the language is cherished, 
that a certain form of sexuality is cultivated. 
Thus, the nation state fosters a development 
where human beings are not alone, but where 
we can develop in mutual exchange – and this 
is how human abilities and human emotions 
can grow. 

But this nation state is in danger all around 
the world, especially since September 11, 
2001 when a terror attack like in Huxley’s 
book shook the world – not with anthrax but 
by other terrorist means. And now we have 
the economic crisis and we have this discus-
sion if we shouldn’t abolish all these little re-
publics with all their nationalisms and ata-
visms and replace them by a supervision of 
the large [states] through “good governance”, 
instead of [the democratic control by] us cit-
izens. 

Fugger, Death and Devil

Motor of this development is the internation-
al financial capital. When I am discussing 
with people today and when I say that the re-
sult of the development of the EU might be a 
“Forth Reich” and when people shake their 
heads in disbelief and say: “You don’t real-
ly mean that there will be something like the 
‘Third Reich’ again, do you?”, I reply: “When 
I speak of a ‘Fourth Reich’, I am not thinking 
of the ‘Third Reich’, but of the first one, the 
medieval German Reich. 

What we currently see is a regression into 
the Middle Ages. The original German Reich, 
the so-called “Holy Roman Empire”, was not 

a centralized power, brought into line like the 
Nazis’ state where the SS was in charge from 
the Atlantic Ocean to the Urals. Thus it was 
like in the “Third Reich”. In contrast to this, 
the First Reich, the “Holy Roman Empire” 
was a completely amorphous entity reaching 
from the Baltic Sea to Sicily, at least in its 
best times, but it was in no way unified, even 
lacking a capital. You cannot even call it an 
Empire of “German Nation” because actual-
ly it was a multiethnic state, torn between the 
various ethnic groups speaking different lan-
guages, various dynasties, with permanently 
fluctuating power structures and frontlines in-
side.

The First Reich did not work so bad in the 
beginning. There was some progress in the 
10th, 11th, 12th, maybe also in the 13th century, 
and some even speak of the golden Middle 
Ages. But this structure entered into a crisis 
about the 15th and 16th century with the rising 
of the financial capital. This is where every-
thing got out of control.

The financial capital in the “Holy Roman 
Empire” was centered around the Fugger 
trust: the Fuggers, originally from Augsburg, 
originally textile manufacturers, textile mer-
chants, textile producers, succeeded in rising 
to a financial trust by virtue of the merchant 
superpower Venice and their good relations 
with the Vatican. The first step was the colo-
nization of Tyrol, the occupation of Tyrolean 
natural resources, precious metals and then 
they were off to Hungary. And these natural 
resources are used by the Fuggers to erect a 
minting monopoly and to deal in monetary 
policy and use this base to finance the Ger-
man emperors. The emperors of the time, 
especially Maximilian I. and Karl V., came 
to power exclusively through the billions of 
support from the house of Fugger. The Fug-
gers bought the emperors. And then we have 
the expansion of the German Empire, ruled 
by Habsburg at the time, towards Spain. And 
marriage policy created the axis Habsburg-
Spain. And the need for more credits or to 
pay back loans to the Fuggers forced the em-
peror to go to the other continent, to South 
America. This is the moment when the Ger-
man Kaiser says: “The sun will never set on 
my empire”. Consequence of this is one of 
the worst chapters of humanity, the looting 
of Latin America. We are being told that the 
Spanish are responsible for this blood-drink-
ing. But behind them there are the Fuggers. 
The Spanish had to raise the money for the 
Habsburg Emperors, so that they could pay 
off the Fuggers. That is, the driving force of 
this expansion is the seize of power by fi-
nancial capital in the Roman Empire of the 
time.

Pirates and Confederates

Finally, even the Reformation and the wars 
connected with it can be seen as a conse-
quence of this development. What really was 
Luther’s impulse that caused the Reforma-
tion? There have been reformers before who 
were less successful. But what increased the 
number of Luther’s followers hugely was the 
outrage of the people with regard to the prac-
tice of indulgence: A monk, Tetzel, sent by 
the pope to preach in towns and to sell in-
dulgences allowing people to buy forgiveness 
from sins, even from those not yet committed, 
by giving money to the pope. But who organ-
ized this? It was the investment bank Fugger. 
It was an ingenious business idea of the Fug-
gers. And this business idea threw the whole 
Reich into turmoil. And it contributed to the 
wars connected with the Reformation.

To come back to the exploitation of Latin 
America: the slaughtering of the Incas and 
Aztecs: The captured gold was brought to 
Spain. Then a new rival enters the game: the 
rising sea power England starts raiding the 
Spanish corvettes full of gold. Today we see 
movies like “Pirates of the Caribbean” with 
Johnny Depp and we think these were adven-
ture stories with wild folks. These pirates, 
however, were no small criminals but instru-
ments of the English strive for global power. 
Sir Francis Drake, her majesty’s pirate, raid-
ed Spanish ships in royal mission, without the 

parliament’s knowledge. The gold meant for 
the Fuggers thus ended up in London. In this 
process, the Spanish empire and the Fugger 
empire collapsed and the rise of the new glo-
bal power England, later Great Britain, be-
gins. The first thing this power uses its money 
for, its capital, its raided gold, is an exten-
sion of the scope of business: More ships are 
equipped and business is given a new basis, 
less primitive than with the Spanish, by enter-
ing the slave trade. Slaves in great numbers 
are bought in Africa, deported onto ships and 
sold in the colonies – for the benefit of Eng-
land and with huge profits.

And in this time when we have the contrast 
between Habsburg plus the Spanish plus the 
Vatican, the Catholic powers and the new ris-
ing power of England on the other side, we 
have the worst wars in Europe, the wars on 
Religion. The Thirty Years’ War in Germany 
which killed one third of the population; the 
wars in England, Anglican kings against the 
Catholic Scots and Irish; all the campaigns in 
France. All these were religious wars only on 
the surface. In the background we see the ri-
valing forces of financial capital.

In these bloody times, when the golden 
middle ages became the black middle ages, 
Switzerland fights for its independence and 
founds a democratic republic. This is a his-
torical landmark. And what we see at the 
moment is an attempt to roll this back. A re-
gression to the middle ages subjecting the 
whole continent again to the power of the fi-
nancial capital. What was special at the time 
was that the German Empire was disintegrat-
ing as a whole, because it was not only Swit-
zerland which seceded, but also the Neth-
erlands were becoming independent from 
Spanish-Habsburg rule. But the latter be-
came independent only to dive into imperial-
ism themselves. Only Switzerland succeeded 
in shaking off feudalism without becoming 
imperialistic. This development is so unique 
that it should be acknowledged much more.

The Monster Banks

Result of all this history – Fugger, Karl V., 
Latin America’s gold, Sir Francis Drake – is: 
The gold of the Incas and Aztecs is in London 
and the Bank of England is based on this fun-
dament. This is the prototype of a very dan-
gerous type of bank which still exists today: 
a national bank owned by private persons, 
but functioning as a state bank which lends 
money to the state. That means that the state 
always has to approach this Bank of England, 
this private bank, to borrow money and that 
it is always a debtor of these private persons 
owning the bank with the nice name Bank of 
England.

Exactly in this style – nominally a national 
bank, de facto a private bank – the US Fed-
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ts. De a poco se aclara la niebla que cubría a 
los supuestos mandantes de los ataques con-
tra Suiza, y que se dejaban reconocer sólo 
vagamente. El SPD bajo Steinbrück, ahora 
castigado por el pueblo, con retórica marcial, 
difamaba, se burlaba, y amenazaba a Suiza, 
para distraer de la propia quiebra, no sólo de 
la del partido, sino también del país; ahora, 
después de su derrota catastrófica en las elec-
ciones, se pone claramente de manifiesto que 
el SPD no sólo atacaba por iniciativa propia, 
sino por encargo desde fuera. ¿Sino, cómo se 
aclara que después de la caída de Steinbrück, 
de pronto los mismos tonos cacofónicos, pero 
aún con más veneno, suenan contra nuestro 
país al otro lado del Atlántico? Si la retóri-
ca del clan Gaddafi, que exigía la división 
de Suiza y su bombardeo, fuese considerada 
aún como proveniente de un antiguo miem-
bro del «eje del mal» de Bush que cambió de 
rumbo, la prensa de la corriente dominante de 
EE.UU. retoma la polémica y pone en claro, 
que después de la caída de los lacayos de la 
llamada izquierda alemana, ahora toma la ba-
tuta el Señor y maestro personalmente.

¿La izquierda suiza  
contra el ataque del gran dinero?

Ahora que está bien claro que el SPD, al reci-
bir la licencia para fundar el partido después 
de 1945, con presteza siguió y llevó a cabo su 
misión, resulta extraño que en ese momento 
el grito de indignación de nuestros compatri-
otas suizos no se dejó oír con claridad en los 
medios: ¿Es que los medios callaron sobre el 
distanciamiento del SPS suizo y de los verdes 
con respecto al SPD maquinado por EE.UU., 
o todavía no se había pensado al respecto? 
A todos nuestros compatriotas suizos se les 
recomienda que lean los artículos de los me-
dios norteamericanos, en el mundo nuevo 
del internet esto resulta muy fácil. Después 
de la lectura sería necesario hacer un llama-
do al mundo: nosotros los suizos no somos el 
UBS. Existen otras cosas como convicciones 
humanitarias, tradición social y de democra-
cia directa.

Multimillonarios y sus diarios

Por ejemplo, «Los Angeles Times» propie-
dad del multimillonario norteamericano Sam 
Zell desde 2007, en la edición del 3 de octu-
bre se burla, en una larguísima versión, de 
los deslices de un Muammar al-Gaddafi, 
sobre los «tonos aparentemente neutrales de 
las Convenciones de Ginebra» y subraya que 
Suiza no pertenece a ninguna alianza militar. 
Y aquí llegaríamos al centro de la cuestión:

¿A quién le molesta que Suiza sea neutral 
y no sea miembro de la OTAN?¿Y que Suiza 
sea el estado depositario de las Conven-
ciones de Ginebra? ¿A quién le molestan, de 
por sí, las Convenciones de Ginebra? Lógi-
camente, a los grupos que quieren satisfacer 
su codicia de dinero y poder a través de nue-
vas guerras – sin ser molestados, y al mar-
gen del derecho de guerra del derecho inter-
nacional.

Mientras que el «Wall Street Journal», dir-
igido por el accionario principal Rupert Mur-
doch, en su edición del 25 de agosto, bajo el 
título «¿Necesita el mundo todavía a Suiza?», 
por lo menos reconoce que gracias al secreto 
bancario en Suiza, muchos judíos alemanes 
pudieron poner a salvo su dinero de los nazis; 
pero después llega a la conclusión, de que 
Suiza no es tan necesaria como entonces. 
Uno se pregunta, qué grupo de las altas fi-
nanzas es el que se manifiesta aquí.

Una guerra económica  
con todas las de la ley

Ya en las divulgaciones de la City of London 
en el «Financial Times» del 11 de octubre, en 
las que se le da cinco consejos a Suiza sobre 
cómo mejorar su dañada reputación – lo que 
fue comentado por el «Tages Anzeiger» del 
12 de octubre: «el diario financiero británi-
co más importante le quiere jugar una mala 
pasada a la competencia»; o en el comen-
tario del «Figaro» del 5 de octubre – el di-
ario perteneciente al consorcio armamentis-
ta Dassault: que los ataques a Suiza en 1995, 
por parte de los «Juifs americains», sólo eran 

un «amuse gueule», una prueba anticipada 
de los ataques actuales a Suiza, los cuales 
tienen que ver con la competencia económi-
ca y no con la defensa de altos principios; o 
en las conclusiones del mismo «Figaro», que 
la hospitalidad suiza no es la misma de antes; 
o cuando en «Libération» del 6 de octubre – 
fundado por trotzquistas bajo Serge July y 
adquirido en 2006 por el Baron Edouard de 
Rothschild – se habla de la humillación de 
Suiza, que nunca había alcanzado un grado 
tal, y asesta otro golpe sosteniendo que el 
«espiar» es casi la segunda naturaleza de los 
suizos. Cuando se leen todos estas fabrica-
ciones desinformantes, casi al mismo tiempo, 
en los mainstreams mediales, en Suiza hay 
que restregarse los ojos y constatar simple-
mente, que los ataques, tal como lo describe 
el «Figaro» abiertamente, son más bien parte 
de una guerra económica con todas las de la 
ley, impulsada por una finalidad tenebrosa de 
codicia de dinero.

Apoyar a Obama contra el loby de guerra

Con más razón es necesario que los suizos 
estén unidos, los de izquierda con los de 
derecha, y que se defiendan contra tales ani-
mosidades y difamaciones. Nosotros, los sui-
zos, no somos el UBS. Existimos ya antes 
que ese banco, no tenemos nada que ver con 
maquinaciones criminales, y los banqueros 
que han infrigido contra las leyes, deben ser 
castigados y no premiados. Pero que en los 
medios mainstream estadounidenses se cri-
tiquen los buenos servicios de Suiza, las Con-
venciones de Ginebra y el mantenerse fuera 
de guerras que violan el derecho internacion-
al, da que pensar. ¿El cartel de guerras hubi-
era querido tener a especialistas montañeses 
suizos para sus guerras en Hindukusch? ¿O 
el estado depositario de las Convenciones de 
Ginebra debería disolverse, para que las con-
venciones no tengan ningún intercesor más – 
para que se pueda seguir torturando, violan-
do y pisoteando el derecho internacional de 
guerra?

No puede ser, y sobre todo la izquierda 
suiza es llamada a abogar por la paz, justi-
cia social y reconciliación entre los pueblos, 
sin la intriga del gran dinero. Sobre todo, 
que el presidente norteamericano y premio 
Nobel de la paz Obama, necesita todo el 
apoyo para acercarse a su meta de un mundo 
libre de armas atómicas; el apoyo de fuerzas 
amantes de la paz en EE.UU. y en el resto 
del mundo, y sobre todo de Suiza, que ha 
desistido de poseer armas atómicas, y que 

siempre ha intercedido para que las armas 
que matan sin diferenciar, sean prohibidas 
por las Convenciones de Ginebra. Este es un 

deber que le corresponde a todo el pueblo 
suizo, sobre todo a los que se orientan hacia 
la izquierda. •

Nosotros los suizos no somos el UBS
La prensa de la corriente dominante de EE.UU. y G.B.  

se pone al descubierto después de la caída del Partido Socialdemócrata alemán

ONU en Ginebra. «¿A quién le molesta, que Suiza sea neutral y no pertenezca a la OTAN? ¿Y que Suiza sea el estado depositario de las Convenciones 
de Ginebra? ¿A quién le molestan las Convenciones de Ginebras de por sí?» (foto mt)

Un pro memoria para la UE:  
Los estados son los  

«señores de los Tratados»
por Karl Müller

«¿Sobre qué quiere hacer votar a la gente?» 
Esto respondió el entonces ministro alemán 
del exterior, Joseph Fischer, el 28 de febre-
ro de 2004, en un reportaje del «Berliner Zei-
tung». La pregunta fue, que tenía él en con-
tra de un referendo alemán sobre el planeado 
contrato de la UE en aquel momento. Fischer 
ni siquiera consideró necesario fundamentar 
objetivamente su punto de vista.

El método de Fischer se ha impuesto may-
oritariamente dentro de la UE. Sin tener 
reparos frente a los estados democráticos, los 
jefes de estado y de gobierno de los 27 país-
es miembros, después de su fracaso en los 
referendos de Francia y Holanda, retocar-
on un poco el acuerdo, le dieron entonces el 
nombre de Tratado de Lisboa y negaron a sus 
pueblos el derecho a votar. Sólo en Irlanda no 
fue posible.

Después de cinco años y medio, en oc-
tubre de 2009, se hace evidente cómo, por 
medio de una acción concentrada, se quiere 
obligar al presidente electo de un país miem-
bro, quien tiene dudas sobre el planeado Trat-
ado de Lisboa, a cambiar de opinión. Dudas 
que, por otro lado, comparten millones de eu-
ropeos.

En la campaña contra Václav Klaus partic-
iparon también los medios mainstream. Por 
ejemplo, el «Frankfurter Rundschau» alemán. 
En un artículo del 16 de octubre, el presidente 
electo es presentado como un hombre a quien 
le gusta estar «solo en contra del mundo»; 
un hombre en el «rol de un excéntrico» que 
también en su propio país «entre tanto sería 
bastante discutido». Sus ideas sobre libertad 
serían «desenfrenadas», tiene una »tendencia 
misionera», muchos checos «se burlan de él» 
y sólo deja tras de sí «platos rotos» … En los 
otros medios es similar.

También políticos de la UE participan en 
la campaña. El «Sunday Times» británico in-
formó el 11 de octubre, que un parlamen-
tario alemán de la UE, el político del SPD 
Jo Leinen, exige un «proceso de suspensión 

del cargo» contra el presidente checo. El len-
guaje es revelador: diplomáticos alemanes y 
franceses piensan que «el obstáculo Klaus 
debe sacarse de por medio». 

Y el más alto funcionario del momento en 
la UE, el presidente de la comisión, Barroso, 
también opina que podría amenazar al pres-
idente electo de un país, y decidir lo que es 
«inconcebible», «absurdo» o incluso «sur-
real». Así calificó Barroso a las considera-
ciones de acceder a las propuestas del pres-
idente checo, para realizar cambios en el 
Tratado de Lisboa. También deberá ignorarse 
lo que el Tribunal Constitucional alemán es-
tipuló claramente:que los estados miembros 
son los «deciditorios de los acuerdos» y no 
los comisarios en Bruselas. Y debe record-
arse también lo que estipula el artículo 63 de 
la constitución checa: «El presidente negocia 
acuerdos entre los estados y los ratifica.» O 
no. Y en este caso el acuerdo no entra en vi-
gencia.

¿Por qué la UE no se toma el tiempo 
para un debate democrático? ¿Por qué tanto 
apuro? ¿ Los de arriba en la UE le temen a los 
referendos como el diablo al agua bendita? 
El posible próximo jefe de gobierno británi-
co – según las últimas encuestas – ha pro-
metido a los votantes que, en caso de ganar 
las elecciones, va a hacer votar a los británi-
cos sobre el Tratado. El actual primer min-
istro ha negado ese derecho a la población, 
porque sabe que el Tratado no tendría may-
oría en su país.

Si Europa quiere recuperarse, la cuestión 
sobre la democracia debe estar en el orden 
del día. Elites incapaces de ser democráti-
cas, no son una perspectiva para una Europa 
que quiere aportar algo para la comunidad 
humana, la paz, y la justicia en el mundo. 
Las personas a las que se respeta y protege 
su dignidad, deben poder decidir por sí mis-
mas, cómo quieren vivir y configurar su des-
tino. Sólo así es posible un desarrollo dura-
dero. •
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At the end of the Second World War, 
in view of all the victims and the de-
struction, the founding of the United 
Nations and establishing its Charter 
was a grand attempt to avoid a new 
disaster for mankind and to build 
a more peaceful and fairer future 
world. The structuring of the inter-
national relations should no longer 
be left to the arbitrariness of some 
individual states. Instead an interna-
tional legal order was to be installed, 
which all states should consent to 
and which all the states of the world 
should adhere to in their relations. 

But only a short time after the end 
of the war and the establishment of 
the United Nations, the world was 
again divided into hostile power 
blocs. And the development of inter-
national relations was again marked 
by power politics and striving for su-
periority already in the first decades 
after the war. 

As early as that, it became clear 
that an international policy, which 
primarily meant winding each other 
up by exerting power and counter-
vailing power, could not safeguard 
stability and did not at all serve the 
aim of a sustainable peace. Instead, 
the situation in the world was be-
coming extremely fragile, and only 
accidentally and by a hairbreadth 
humanity escaped destruction. 

Therefore, since the beginning of the six-
ties, there have been serious attempts to re-
duce the confrontations and aggravations 
between the power blocs and to create con-
fidence, co-operation and disarmament in 
order to finish with the confrontations, con-
flicts and arms races. 

However, not all parties involved were 
honest, and these circles also wanted to inten-
sify the cold war at the beginning of the 80’s, 
and to put a new arms race into action.

Many people saw the danger of a world-de-
stroying war once again. It was above all one 
power, the USA, which now aspired to pre-
vail in the cold war: this time not by the direct 
use of weapons, but by means of an econom-
ic and financial war. And indeed: The eastern 
military alliance, the Warsaw Pact, and the 
eastern economic bloc, the Council for Mutu-
al Economic Assistance (COMECON), came 
increasingly under pressure and finally dis-

solved. Only the USA as a big power bloc, to-
gether with the USA led NATO and the world 
financial and international economic system, 
determined by the USA, remained. 

As the Eastern Bloc dissolved, at first 
many people were hoping for a safe peace 
and a peace dividend of which all human be-
ings could benefit. They hoped in vain; be-
cause the US politics, the USA being the only 
remaining world power, pursued the plan not 
to abide by the law, but to enhance its alleged 
advantage. Globalisation meant Americanisa-
tion of the world – by all available means and 
without regard to the victims of this politics. 

At the beginning of the 90’s, the US Gov-
ernment called this the “New World Order” 
and inaugurated the “New Age” with wars: 
against Iraq, against Somalia, against Yugo-
slavia. In the 90’s, the US American think 
tanks worked on a “Project for a New Amer-
ican Century” and wanted to implement this 

plan by means of an unprecedented power 
policy and military supremacy.

Most visible indications of these intentions 
were the wars against Afghanistan and once 
more against Iraq, instrumentalizing the Eu-
ropean NATO states, gaining control of the 
European Union, taking the European “left” 
into their services and NATO and the Euro-
pean Union “extending to the East”. 

However today, nearly 20 years after the 
dissolution of the Eastern Bloc, the US-
American plan has failed nevertheless.

For an ever-growing part of mankind, the 
disastrous consequences of the US American 
“projects” have become visible. The USA 
having bitten off more than they could chew, 
lost their reputation in the world, and coun-
ter-acting forces have been built up and con-
tinue to increase. 

They range from the unexpectedly strong 
resistance in the countries struck by war over 

cross-national unions such as ALBA 
in Latin America up to the Shanghai 
Cooperation Organization SCO in 
Asia or – continent-spanning organ-
izations like the BRIC (Brazil, Rus-
sia, India, China). 

Of course, there are still very 
dangerous forces, which want to 
turn back the wheel of history and 
are also ready to risk a lot. But seen 
from a historical perspective these 
are nothing but retarded gamblers 
who must be closely watched, taken 
seriously and contained neverthe-
less, because they might try to set the 
world on fire, whose politics, howev-
er, are completely without any pros-
pect and future.

The coming years will be years of 
great uncertainties and search for 
new orientation. 

Perhaps also the new US Govern-
ment will be in on it, as well. The 
fact that the American president re-
ceived this year’s Nobel Peace Prize 
could be a proof of that. Is there a 
chance to induce Barack Obama – 
compelled by the growing misery in 
his own country – to reject his coun-
try’s former power politics and to 
open the doors for a world peace pol-
icy? Or is he merely using new de-
ceptive manoeuvres trying to make 
the USA the only world power once 
again? 

Meanwhile, we cannot just wait these 
questions to be answered, but right now hu-
manity has to think about, formulate and dis-
cuss new perspectives. 

Presently the idea of a world government is 
again discussed frankly. But is such a concept 
convincing? Can respect for human rights 
prevail under a world government? Who is to 
legitimize such a world government? Which 
fields of politics are to be regulated by such a 
government? Is there not the danger that we 
will again stumble into a new epoch of a cen-
tral administration policy – now even of the 
whole world? Does mankind want such a Le-
viathan? 

Another perspective is to lay the head-
stones for peace and justice by installing a 
“world order of law”. The idea is not new, 
it has existed since the Enlightenment. But 
hardly anyone has discussed it thoroughly 
in the last years. In particular the states, in 
which the Enlightenment had its origin, the 
states of Europe, have betrayed the project 
of a valid world-wide legal order: By infil-
trating the “Western” sciences, arts and cul-
ture, the ideology of the arbitrariness of val-
ues and that means the “law of the jungle”, 
the despotism of the powerful, found its way 
into our societies. 

Acknowledgement of the law came to be 
mere lip service. Those, who honestly held 
on to the law and were committed to it, par-
ticularly with respect to the inter-state rela-
tionships, were qualified as outdated and dis-
missed as naive. 

The consequences are to be seen today: A 
world in great disorder; there is no peace, no 
justice, no humanity. 

However, the task is not so very difficult, 
since a new international legal order needn’t 
even be created. Its essential foundations 
have long since been laid by the many inter-
national treaties, that is by international law 
which the world community may further de-
velop. 

What is needed in the first place is the con-
viction that the world does not have any other 
perspective if it is to survive, and that human 
dignity requires the orientation towards law 
and a life according to what is right. The en-
lightened concept of the “contrat social” orig-
inated in the idea that man has to adhere to 
law, which he has recognized as such, and 
which he – together with others – has en-
acted, in order to safeguard freedom, prop-
erty and life. The same applies to the world 
of states. To acknowledge the freely achieved 
agreements of the peoples would be a “world 
order under the rule of law”. •

eral Reserve Bank was founded on the eve of 
the World War I. And to this data these two, 
the Bank of England and the Fed are the insti-
tutions that have taken possession of a whole 
monetary system which gives them the power 
to create and to lend money without public 
control.

I could speak about the development of fi-
nancial capital forever. But this is why peo-
ple are writing books.2 Hence I will only tell 
you the end of the story. We see the end of 
the story after September 11, 2001, when the 
US Federal Reserve proceeded to inflate the 
money supply in a gigantic way. Between 
September 11, 2001 and 2005 it has emit-
ted more additional dollars than in the pre-
vious 200 years of American economic his-
tory. Only until 2005 – then the publication 
of the development of the money supply was 
stopped by the Bush administration. 

According to unofficial estimates, debts by 
private households, companies, private banks 
and the state – that is the total debt of all eco-
nomic branches – grew from US$ 50 trillions 
to 60 trillions. So we have a total US debt of 
US$ 60 trillions of which 10 trillions were 
added during the last 15 months. US$ 60 tril-
lions are 60,000 billions. These debts were 
paid by paper money or electronic money 
without any real counterpart, created by these 
private bank monsters. Actually, this money 
augmentation is so inflationary that it is sur-

prising that this money, the dollar, is still ac-
cepted for payment anywhere.

It seems crazy, but it has a plausible rea-
son: The US government can, other than the 
government of any other debtor state, prom-
ise the dollar investors to use military force 
against anyone at any time at any place to 
press him to accept the worthless paper snip-

pets printed with “Dollar” as payment for 
goods. Their credit ratings on the internation-
al capital market increased when they man-
aged to get a country like Iraq, which proba-
bly owns the second larges oil reserves in the 
world, under their control. The more unstable 
the situation in Iraq, the more nervous the re-
action of the dollar creditors.

A US sinking deeper and deeper in debt 
with the paper money hoax becoming more 
and more obvious will cause them to even 
more desperately compensate their econom-
ic problems by military successes. And the 
more we will see a tendency to break up 
the still existing and intact nation states like 
Switzerland to suck out the last resources 
and to throw them into the debt cycle closing 
gaps. That is, the more deficient this cycle be-
comes, the more we will have to fear a ten-
dency for war and a regression into the Mid-
dle Ages. •

1 Speech held at the conference “Mut zur Ethik” on 
the topic “Sovereignty of the people or imperialism 
– what is true democracy?”, 4 to 6 September 2009 
in Feldkirch/Austria

2 The speech has been inspired by the speaker’s lat-
est books: 

 J. Elsässer (editor), “Gegen Finanzdiktatur. Die 
Volksinitiative – Grundsätze, Konzepte, Ziele” 
(Kai Homilius, July 2009), 

 J. Elsässer, “Nationalstaat und Globalisierung” 
(Manuscriptum, April 2009)
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The United Nations in Geneva, here: the Human Rights Council. What is needed in the first place is the conviction that 
the world does not have any other perspective if it is to survive, and that human dignity requires the orientation towards 
law and a life according to what is right. To acknowledge the freely achieved agreements of the peoples would be a “world 

order under the rule of law”. (picture thk)
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First Aid in Our Schools
by Gery Meier and Eugen Kiener, Switzerland

First aid in practice can 
fascinate children and ad-
olescents, as many a “Sa-
mariterverein” (Samari-
tan Society) knows from 
experience. Now the “Sch-
weizerischer Samariter-

bund” (SSB, Swiss League of Samaritan 
Societies) proclaimed its motto for the year 
2009, “First Aid in Our Schools”. 

With its motto “First Aid in Our Schools”, 
the SSB wants to help schools to fi ll gaps in 
their security concepts. At the same time, the 
SSB wants to make children and adolescents 
familiar with the concept of fi rst aid. And fi -
nally, it wants to support Samaritan societies 
in their quest for new members. In their re-
cruitment of young talent, Samaritan socie-
ties incur increasing competition from other 
recreation offerers. Less and less adolescents 
let themselves be bound to or motivated by a 
Samaritan society or a group of Help-Samar-
itan Youth.

Forms of cooperation with schools

But fi rst aid is a topic at the disposal of Sa-
maritan societies, which may fascinate stu-
dents and must interest schools. This might 
form the basis for cooperation with schools. 
Everyone could profi t: children and teenag-
ers, schools and teachers, the maintenance 
team and, last but not least, the Samaritan 

societies. Some societies have realised this 
and have kept in touch with schools for years. 
Possible forms of cooperation of Samaritan 
societies with schools are:
• Invitations to classes to join in a practice 

lesson of the Help-Samaritan Youth or of 
a Samaritan society (trial lessons).

• Presentation of Samaritan work in school 
project weeks, as part of the holiday activ-
ity pass, on sports afternoons, etc.

• Teaching fi rst aid in class.
• Getting teachers enthused by including 

fi rst aid lessons in their self-improvement 
training (and then) including fi rst aid les-
sons in the curriculum.

• Improving security in schools by training 
teenagers as school Samaritans or school 
paramedics.

• Offering to check over sick rooms or school 
pharmacies on a regular basis.

Samaritan Society wins kudos

From a Samaritan viewpoint, the following 
arguments speak in favour of cooperation 
with schools:
• The Samaritan society can demonstrate its 

expertise in the fi eld of fi rst aid. It obtains 

kudos with the general public, with par-
ents, teachers, and authorities.

• The idea of helping your fellow men (and 
women) is passed on to the next genera-
tion.

• Students and teachers can become enthu-
siastic about playing an active part in the 
Help-Samaritan Youth or in a Samaritan 
society.

• The Samaritan societies help get adoles-
cents off the street; they may help with the 
integration of boys and girls.

Also the school will profi t

Chances from the schools’ viewpoint are:
• Useful addition to school and recreation 

offers.
• Teachers and students acquire practical 

knowledge, also for their everyday life.
• Its commitment to fi rst aid gains the school 

security and respect. •
source: ready for red cross – the youth magazine 2/09
www.redcross.ch/info/publications/publikation-de.ph
p?bereich=youth&kat=5&id=431

(Translation Current Concerns)

The youngsters of the Help-Samaritan Youth from Muolen SG enjoy their work 

“First Aid in Our Schools” is the Swiss 
Samaritan League’s motto for the year 
2009. It will be the motto not only for 
the Samaritan collection and the “im-
pulse days”. Also the action weeks in the 
months from March to May will be fo-
cussed on cooperation with schools. 

On the one hand, “First Aid in Our 
Schools” aims at promoting long-term 
cooperation of Samaritan societies and 
schools. For this purpose, the general 
secretariat is compiling documents which 
will enable societies to approach schools 
and initiate cooperation. The timeframe 
from March to May is ideal for contact-
ing head teachers and school boards and 
to suggest and recommend projects for 
the following year. 

On the other hand, the Swiss Samar-
itan League’s general secretariat will 
compile material for those Samaritan so-
cieties already cooperating with schools. 
Proposals for fi rst aid events in schools 
that would be effective as good public-
ity, model invitations to editorial teams, 
and examples of newspaper reports are 
scheduled. Samaritan societies that will 
begin cooperation with schools in the 
coming years can also profi t from these 
resources. 

The material on the subject of “First 
Aid in Our Schools” will be presented on 
the Swiss Samaritan League’s “impulse 
days” in the coming springtime as well 
as in their communication media.

(Translation Current Concerns)

Action Weeks with Medium-Term Goals
Envisaging the school year of 2009/2010

First aid is a topic which appeals to children and 
teenagers. Pictures: © Patrick Lüthy

Holidays – For Once at School
by Céline Staub, Switzerland

Youth Red Cross

Take a group of motivated youths, many chil-
dren with enough time, together with a pinch 
of ideas the result will be an exciting and un-
usual holiday program. In Zurich, the Youth 
Red Cross launched the activity “Spoko”, 
short for “sport and cooking”. 

It is holiday time. If one enters the school 
area Feld in the heart of Zurich, it appears to 
be deserted, apart from the sprouting plants 
everywhere. But suddenly one can hear voic-
es through open class room windows. A little 
later, arriving at the class room, the atmos-
phere is equally enjoyable as the ambience 
outside, where the shaft of sunlight tickles 
and the air is fi lled with the scent of spring.

“No, not everyone should take a chick-
en and a bag of apples! One bag of apples 
and one chicken per group”, calls a woman 
volunteer laughing to the nearly overexcited 
children. Soon the happy babble of voices is 
fading along the school benches in direction 
of the kitchenettes. Nobody is in a hurry. It 
seems, as if the children as well as the volun-
teers enjoy the hours, during which they can 
cook and play together. 

Spoko takes place during four days of va-
cation. Originally thought for children of sin-
gle parents, children and youths with migrant 
background between the ages of 10 and 14 

were invited due to lack of participants. The 
result is a multicultural group of about 20 
girls and boys with most different cooking 
knowledge. Here improvisation is demanded. 
Although German is not spoken well by eve-

rybody, they understand each other. During 
the mornings, cooking was on the program. 
The children whipped up meals like spaghetti 
with different sauces, curry rice, fried shred-
ded potato (Rösti) or pizza. To this a crisp 

salad was made. No highly complex menus 
here. But that wasn’t the purpose. Rather the 
children are here to cook meals themselves, 
which they like to taste. And to learn, that 
after cooking follows the washing-up. But 
to the participants, one did not have to instil 
such things. They were also very happy to 
clean up afterwards. 

About zucchinis, pears and oregano: 
sense of taste and smell are demanded

Cooking is always being interrupted by the-
ory teaching. For example, volunteers bring 
crates fi lled with different vegetables, which 
are to be touched. Excitedly a girl bursts 
out: “It’s purple, but I don’t know what it is 
called.” A boy beside her knows the fat veg-
etable indeed very well, but only its Kurd-
ish name comes into his mind. So the guess-
ing continues, until someone fi nds out, it’s an 
aubergine. 

With the spices it is not easier. Mostly the 
noses detect the smells, but to allocate a Ger-
man name, is anything but easy, particularly 
if one is blindfolded. 

Active afternoons

To balance the day, the afternoons are entire-
ly dedicated to sports. Besides well-known 
sports such as soccer or basketball, less-
known sports such as capoeira, football or 
baseball are played. The same applies as in 
the mornings. The children have starry-eyes, 
wherever you look. And it is encouraged ex-
actly like the motto: “Give it a try!” •

Source: ready for red cross – the youth magazine 2/09
www.redcross.ch/info/publications/publikation-de.p
hp?bereich=youth&kat=5&id=431

(Translation Current Concerns) 

Caution is advised: with full concentration 
Robel handles the sharp knife, to get to the juicy 
contents of the delicious pineapple. Pictures: 

© Céline Staub, JRK ZH

Baking apple tart is fun: devotedly Amal (left) 
and Filsan cover the dough with the carefully 

sliced apples. 

The project started with a 4 day holiday 
week in the Spring vacation 2009. The 
aim is, that children and youths between 
the age of 10 and 14 acquire the knowl-
edge about a healthy nourishment and 
exercise. During the morning it is cook-

ing, in the afternoon, the participants 
try various sports. The theory is being 
playfully taught by the JRC volunteers 
of Canton Zurich. Most important is the 
joy of working together and having fun 
in the group. 

“Spoko”: a New Activity of the Youth Red Cross (JRC), Canton Zurich


