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Straighten up EU-Switzerland relations
“Switzerland does not need a framework agreement with the European Union”. 

by Felix W. Zulauf*

The EU has slapped 
Switzerland in the 
face by recognising 
the rules and regu-
lations of the Swiss 
stock exchange tem-
porarily for only one 
year. Primarily this 
is the case due to the 
wrong behaviour of 
the Swiss authorities 
over the past 25 years.

In spring 1992, shortly before the EEA 
vote, the Federal Council submitted 
Switzerland’s application for member-
ship to the EU. It thereby gave the EU 
hope that Switzerland would join it in the 
medium term.

With the exception of the SVP, all par-
ties in the Federal Council had Switzer-
land’s accession to the EU on their pro-
gramme. Meanwhile, the FDP and CVP 
have removed it because the people do not 
want it, but there is still a large number of 
hidden supporters in these parties.

All Swiss foreign ministers since 1992 
(Felber, Cotti, Deiss, Calmy-Rey, Burk-
halter) wanted to join the EU and held a 
staff of senior administrative officials who 
also wanted to do so.

Accordingly, Switzerland has continu-
ously stimulated the corresponding hopes 
of the EU, even when the majority of the 
people had long refused to do so. All bilat-
eral agreements were concluded from this 
perspective.

The Swiss negotiators and responsi-
ble Federal Councillors constantly took 
steps that threw sand in the eyes of the 
Swiss people in order to prepare the way 
to joining the EU and to block the way 
back.

Brussels increases pressure
With the introduction of the euro, the EU 
has abandoned its original development 
goals after the Second World War, name-
ly cooperation between sovereign states.

The single currency for economies with 
very diverse structures causes growing 
economic imbalances; they must be bal-
anced through redistribution, thereby pro-
moting centralism. The EU elite and also 
those in various capitals have the goal of 
the United States of Europe in mind.

The EU is very protectionist towards 
the outside world. It is understanda-
ble that the little white spot in the mid-
dle of Europe is a thorn in its side. As 
the vast majority of the Swiss popula-
tion is now opposed to accession, anger 
and disappointment are spreading in the 
EU. Therefore, the EU is increasing the 
pressure on Switzerland to adapt and in-
tegrate.

Switzerland buys more from the EU in 
trade than vice versa, however, the EU is 
by far Switzerland’s most important trad-
ing partner (which is not the case con-
versely), hence some local export compa-
nies are afraid of possible discrimination.

“Bonuses for me”  
instead of bonum commune

Large formerly swiss-held corporations 
are today mostly in foreign hands and 
usually managed by foreign board mem-
bers and managers. These do not really 
treasure the values of the direct demo-
cratic political order, the values, the his-
tory and the culture of the country.

They simply want to make as much 
money as possible for their company 
within the holding period of top manag-
ers (four to seven years) in order to re-

“Switzerland does not want any partition, because it has one of the 
most open economies and depends on foreign trade. Many proponents 
of closer relations with the EU have drawn horror scenarios that market 
access would no longer be possible without a framework agreement.”

Felix W. Zulauf
(picture ma)

As a sovereign country – often linked to its neighbors – Switzerland has managed to 
preserve her independence. (picture mt, Rhine Falls/SH)

* Felix W. Zulauf is the owner and president of 
Zulauf Asset Management AG (Switzerland-
based hedge fund in Zug). Before he worked as 
a global finance strategist at UBS . Zulauf start-
ed his investment career as a trader for the Swiss 
Bank Corporation, then training in research and 
portfolio management in New York, Zurich and 
in Paris. He is a long-time member of the Bar-
ron’s Roundtable Club and writes for Finanz 
und Wirtschaft on a regular basis. felixzulauf-
blog.blogspot.ch
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ceive the highest possible bonuses. They 
do not care much about the rest. Today, 
these managers have a decisive influence 
on economiesuisse’s formation of opin-
ion. On economic issues, economiesuisse 
is an important opinion maker for the cen-
tre parties.

Switzerland does not want any parti-
tion, because it has one of the most open 
economies and depends on foreign trade. 
Many proponents of closer relations with 
the EU have drawn horror scenarios that 
market access would no longer be possible 
without a framework agreement.

But neither Chinese nor US-Americans 
automatically adopt EU laws. They still 
are able to trade extensively with the EU, 
thanks to the World Trade Organisation 
(WTO), whose members include Switzer-
land as well.

Direct democracy is  
incompatible with the EU

In Switzerland’s political order, the peo-
ple are the supreme authority; Switzerland 
is the only country where the people can 
correct the government and its decisions. 
Politically, the member states of the EU 

and the EU itself are organised complete-
ly different.

The government is elected every few 
years. In the meantime, the citizen has 
nothing to say. These two systems are not 
compatible. Accession to the EU or just an 
agreement with automatic legislative ad-
justment to EU law would turn Switzer-
land’s political order upside down and dis-
solve direct democracy.

People in Switzerland are better off 
economically and in terms of freedom 
than those people in the EU states. Not 
because the Swiss are better people, but 
because of the better system that creates 
more prosperity and freedom for citizens.

Federalism and direct democracy have 
disadvantages, but all in all, the advan-
tages of subsidiarity are far outweighing. 
So, whoever dismantles the Swiss system 
also dismantles the high level of prosper-
ity.

Errors in reasoning  
of the political elites

In high politics in Switzerland another se-
rious mistake is being made, because of 

the linear thinking. The EU will have to 
overcome many hurdles on its way to cen-
tralism and probably even will fail, be-
cause the opinions of the individual states 
widely differ in some cases on issues such 
as centralism/federalism, monetary poli-
cy, social, fiscal or banking union, refu-
gees and even defence.

The resulting divides become larger 
and centrifugal forces increase. In addi-
tion, the gap between these centralists and 
their own peoples is widening.

The narrow-mindedness of the EU 
technocrats has already provoked Great 
Britain’s withdrawal because, dogmati-
cally, they have not allowed the British to 
set certain limits on the free movement of 
persons.

Hence the EU lost the second largest 
contributor and an economic output that is 
at least the same as that of the 20 smallest 
member states figured up (out of a total of 
27). Also, with the United Kingdom, the 

nation is leaving that emphasised market-
based and liberal principles the most of 
all EU states. If the EU now wants to take 
on Serbia, Macedonia, Montenegro, Ko-
sovo, Albania and Bosnia-Herzegovina, 
it will weaken further. First, these are all 
poor nations, which will be big net recipi-
ents of funds, and secondly, most of them 
belong to a different cultural area. Merely 
the discussion on their admission will lead 
to bigger internal conflicts within the EU. 

Cassis must provide remedy
Federal Councillor Ignazio Cassis should 
first of all replace all administrative offi-
cials willing to join the EU in the Min-
istry of Foreign Affairs with employees 
who regard the preservation of Switzer-
land’s independence as their primary goal. 
Berne will never be able to negotiate good 
contracts with the EU if its own represent-
atives prefer to sit on the other side of the 
table. There is the rub. Over the years the 
wrong behaviour of the political elite in 
Berne has provoked an unpleasant situa-
tion to the disadvantage of Switzerland, 
which must now be rectified by Foreign 

Minister Cassis. Therefore he must make 
it clear to Brussels that Switzerland does 
not want to join the EU, but wishes to have 
a good neighbourly relationship, with an 
access to the market without obstacles and 
as easy as possible for both sides. Swit-
zerland does not need a framework agree-
ment, but a number of topics of common 
interest could be regulated, namely with-
out a guillotine clause. It is important that 
Switzerland does not automatically have 
to adopt EU laws and that it regains sover-
eignty in terms of immigration. If the new 
foreign minister will understand this and 
thus takes actions, then there will be less 
economic and legal uncertainty and more 
clarity for Switzerland in future.  • 
Source: Finanz und Wirtschaft from 29 March 
2018
(Translation Current Concerns)
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“Federal Council hampers  
small hydro power plants development”

by Dr iur. Marianne Wüthrich 

Swiss Small Hydro, the Swiss Association 
of Small Hydropower issued a media re-
lease with this headline, one day after the 
publication of the excellent article “Har-
assment around the Electricity Agreement 
Switzerland – EU” by Dr Ernst Pauli (Cur-
rent Concerns No 8 from 18 April 2018). 
This was prompted by Swissgrid’s an-
nouncement1 in December 2017 to numer-
ous investors that their small hydropower 
projects will not anymore be funded by the 
KEV (cost covering remuneration) with-
out a compensation. Since the new Energy 
Act and the revised Energy Directives have 
gone into power on 1 January 2018, it has 
become clear that the Federal Council in-
tends to apply this regulation on those 350 
projects that were already on the waiting 
list without a transitional period.

Swiss Small Hydro’s media release 
from 11 April refers to this: “This means 
that fully planned, approved and ready-to-
build small hydropower plants fall by the 
wayside. As a result, transacted investments 
worth millions made on the basis of earli-
er assurances by the Federal Government 
will be lost. The goals formulated in the 
2050 Energy Strategy for hydroelectric ex-
pansion are at risk, as half of the new ca-
pacity should come from small hydropow-
er plants.”

How absurd can one be? The new ener-
gy strategy, which the Sovereign approved 
on 21 May 2017, rightly places the promo-
tion of renewable energies at the forefront. 
Hydropower is by far the most important 
renewable energy source in Switzerland, 
accounting for an impressive 56 per cent 
of our electricity production (Swiss Feder-
al Office of Energy from 1.1.2017). While 
every homeowner receives subsidies for 
the installation of solar cells on the roof, 
small hydroelectric power plants are not 
to receive any KEV-funding in the future. 
In the voting booklet, the Federal Coun-

cil justified this rejection of the country’s 
number one power source as follows: 
“New small hydroelectric power plants are 
no longer subsidised, as their low electric-
ity production often has a disproportionate 
impact on nature”.

This was one of the reasons why I voted 
“no”, for example. Since if we have to im-
port more foreign coal and nuclear power 
after the shutdown of nuclear power plants 
or even build gas power plants, these are 
far more serious impacts on nature than 
hydroelectric power plants, which are best 
suited to our climate and topography and 
still improve self-sufficiency. 

In this sense, the Association of Small 
Hydropower: “The implementation of the 
Energy Strategy 2050 is clearly heading in 
the wrong direction in this area. Instead of 
promoting energy production through do-
mestic renewable energies such as small-
scale hydropower, it is being hampered. The 
approved small hydropower projects could 

be implemented immediately and would 
produce over 450 million kilowatt hours 
of renewable electricity. This corresponds 
approximately to the average annual con-
sumption of 100,000 Swiss households”.
It’s the talk of the town: The more than 
600 small Swiss Power Providers, the ma-
jority of which are in the hands of the com-
munes, have long been a thorn in the flesh 
of the Federal Council, because so many 
“players” would not be compatible with re-
gard to an electricity agreement with the 
EU. Unfortunately, Ernst Pauli’s assess-
ment must be confirmed: EU involvement 
is obviously more important to the Federal 
Council and its team in the federal admin-
istration than promoting self-sufficiency 
through democratically and federally sup-
ported small power plants. •

1  National grid company, created in 2006 in view 
of the gradually planned liberalisation of the 
Swiss electricity market. 

To keep small hydro power plants alive or to build new one’s even 
without KEV – why not found a cooperative?

mw. It is by no means inevitable that 
power plant projects are abandoned just 
because the federal subsidies expected 
by investors do not flow. Even if the team 
in the federal administration pursues 
other goals, we as citizens do not have 
to give in. Our communes are responsi-
ble for providing basic supplies to their 
population and in the communal assem-
blies and parliaments, we citizens have al-
ways supported them with our taxpayers’ 
money. We won’t let ourselves be cut off 
from our own electricity generation!

Or we found a cooperative: There are 
solar cooperatives all over the country 
today, for example the Solar Genossen-
schaft Zentralschweiz (Solar Cooperative 
Central Switzerland, http://www.solarg.
ch) under the motto “Some things go 

better together”, or the Solar Energie 
Zürisee with over 100 members, which 
was founded in 1997 long before there 
was a cost covering remuneration (KEV) 
by the Federal Government (http://
www.solarenergie-zuerisee.ch). Why 
not found a hydropower plant coopera-
tive as well? Instead of staring at the KEV 
funding like a rabbit caught in the head-
lights, we could rather work together to 
make better use of our strongest source 
of electricity right where we live.

But even a communal or cooperative 
power plant cannot and does not want 
to be constantly in debt. Therefore, 
the unsatisfactory KEV provision in the 
Energy Act must be changed as quickly 
as possible to maintain and expand 
hydropower.
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Swiss agricultural policy – what next? 
In order to find answers to this question that 
are fit for the future, constitutional lawyer 
Dr Marianne Wüthrich made extensive 
contributions in her differentiated analyses 
in Current Concerns. The last ones in No 31 
from 15 December 2017, where she point-
ed out the risk of giving too much room for 
interpretation about the Federal Council’s 
counterproposal to the food security initi-
ative of the Swiss Farmers Association. I 
allow myself to complete her analyses by 
noticing that Federal Councillor Schneider-
Ammann cannot ensure any more the live-
lihood of 52,000 farming  if he – in context 
of the Agricultural Policy 2022 –  reduces 
the import duties for agricultural products. 
This for the following reasons:
1. The Swiss farmers are in majority fam-

ily businesses, they cultivate  their own 
farming land. Whether mountain area 
or valley area, farm and stable form 
their livelihood, the retirement and fu-
ture of the family is often associated 
with part-time employment.

2. They can only produce food, which 
is product of their landscape: in the 
mountain area milk and meat, because 
there only grows grass; in the valley 
area fruit, fruits, vegetables, rapeseed 
oil, milk and meat because of milder 
climate, more nutritious soil and more 
rational to cultivate agricultural land.

3. It is not everywhere that small and me-
dium-sized family businesses can be 
brought together without loss in large 
companies, and large-scale niche pro-
duction is a contradiction in terms!

4. According to Article 104 of the Fed-
eral Constitution Swiss farmers should 
ensure 50–60% of the nutritional need 
of  the Swiss population! With regard 
to animal welfare and food quality 
they fulfill the highest claims world-
wide. This is only possible with a liv-
ing price-performance ratio. 

  If this is disturbed by reduced im-
port duties on cheaply produced food 
imports, the continued existence of 

the majority of our farms is threat-
ened!

  Our touristically attractive Swiss 
landscape will degenerate, landslides 
will pile up, ski slopes (alpine pastures) 
will fumble. Public traffic and transit 
traffic are at risk when street embank-
ments and avalanche defenses are no 
longer maintained by farmers (forestry 
workers). The most attractive cultural 
land of Europe will lose its recreation-
al value for tourism and for urban and 
agglomeration population! 

5. With the help of the “Fair-Food Initia-
tive” of the “Greens” and the initiative 
“For food sovereignty” from “Uniterre” 
and the “Alliance for Food Security” 
Federal Council and Parliament should 
bring their agricultural policy back to a 
realistic course! 

Matthias Elmiger, Ebnat-Kappel

(Translation Current Concerns)

How Switzerland saved itself
Fundamental book on the history of Switzerland in the Second World War

The author, Professor Dr Jo-
seph Mächler, is concerned 
with repositioning Switzer-
land’s ideological historiogra-

phy of the Second World War by placing 
it on a realistic perspective based on cer-
tain facts.

The meticulously researched results in 
the files of the Federal Archives and the 
German Military Archives and the ex-
amination of new investigations provide 
a modern and reliable view of the con-
ditions in World War II Switzerland and 
allow a pragmatic assessment of the de-
cision-makers of that time. A look at the 
emergence and opportunities of the idea 
of the Swiss National Redoubt, the recon-
struction of the extremely difficult eco-
nomic negotiations with the Axis powers 
and the Allies, Switzerland’s handling of 
the trump card of the Alpine transversals 
and the cultivation battle show the Swiss 
Confederation’s will to survive and to 
maintain independence. Only the combi-
nation of the individual sub-areas, which 
are shown for the first time in this book in 
the necessary depth and accuracy, results 
in a realistic assessment that does justice 
to the active service generation. The work 
tries to point out and correct mistakes, to 
avoid glorifications and disparagements 
and to draw a coherent overall painting 
of the wartime. For the first time, Joseph 

Mächler’s book reveals the secret: Who 
was “Viking”, the head of the legendary 
line of the Swiss intelligence service in the 
heart of the Third Reich? 

The work is divided chronologically 
into four parts. In the first part, the author 
deals with the mobilization and deploy-
ment of the army in 1939, the positioning 
and weaknesses of the Limmat line, the 
western campaign of the German “Wehr-
macht” and the consequences for the 
Swiss army and refugee policy. He ded-
icates a separate chapter to the “Juden-
stempel”, a stamp in the passport of Jew-
ish citizens, and the case of Grüninger. In 
the second and most comprehensive part, 
the author deals with the phase of Ger-
man rule in Europe from summer 1940 
to autumn 1942, giving a comprehensive 
account of the reasons why Switzerland 
was not attacked in this phase. In doing 
so, he counters the sometimes absurd 
speculations of certain historians, who in 
all seriousness claim that the reduit was a 
“gesture of humility” towards Nazi Ger-
many. The author convincingly explains 
that there were essentially two reasons 
which prevented the “Wehrmacht” from 
attacking Switzerland after the Western 
campaign. On the one hand, it was be-
lieved that the Confederation would bow 
to the will of the Axis powers after the 
confinement, and on the other hand, it 

feared considerable difficulties with al-
lied Italy if the tunnel-rich Alpine transit 
lines, which were of vital importance for 
the supply of coal and oil, were blown up 
by the Swiss in an attack on the moun-
tain country. The army needed to protect 
against surprising access to the approxi-
mately 2,000 explosive sites. 

ISBN 978-39523667-3-8
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”How Switzerland saved itself” 
continued from page 4

In the third part, the author focuses on 
the economic negotiations and the success 
of the “Anbauschlacht” based on the “Wahl-
en Plan”, a programme to raise Swiss food 
production, and the March alarm in 1943 
with German plans of attack in the event 
that Switzerland were to open the Mittel-
land and the Reduit (National Redoubt) to 

the allies advancing from the south. The 
issue of refugees is also raised. The spectac-
ular deeds of the Swiss Friedrich Born and 
Carl Lutz in saving Hungarian Jews from 
the Holocaust are presented. 

In the fourth and final part, the author 
deals with the attack out of the Reduit, the 
increasing difficulties in foreign trade of 
1944, the National Bank’s gold purchases, 
dormant assets, the refugee question and 
the two disparate Bergier reports. 

An index and a list of sources and liter-
ature complete the 547-page book, which 
is highly recommended for reading due to 
the author’s well-kept language and basic 
research. •

Gregor Anton Roos, Colonel a D, former 
military diplomat, Herzogenbuchsee BE

(Translation Current Concerns)

A framework agreement with the EU, which  
is almost unknown to the public...

The previous history
by Dr rer. publ. Werner Wüthrich

Everyone is talking about the frame-
work agreement with the EU, which 
is almost unknown to the public. Only 
“dynamic adoption of EU legislation” 
is to be left to us in future, and a new 
“arbitration tribunal” is to be set up. 
The Federal Council has been con-
ducting negotiations with the EU since 
2014, without disclosing the contents to 
the public. They have now agreed on a 
common policy and want to conclude 
the ongoing negotiations by the end of 
the year. – A look at the previous his-
tory will elucidate what the framework 
agreement will look like. It pays off to 
turn the pages back a good quarter of 
a century.

In 1981, a new stage was launched in the 
European Community EC. In France, 
the Socialist François Mitterand was 
elected president. Jacques Delors be-
came his minister of economics and fi-
nance. After 1985, as president of the 
EC Commission, the latter initiated fur-
ther concrete steps on the way to an 
“ever closer union”. Delors is consid-
ered the originator of the magic date 
“1992”, when the Maastricht Treaty was 
concluded and the cross-border internal 
market for persons, goods, services and 
capital created. In addition, there was a 
monetary union with the euro, but not 
everyone joined in.

At the beginning of 1989, Jacques De-
lors proposed a common European Eco-
nomic Area (EEA) with common insti-
tutions to the remaining EFTA States 
Switzerland, Austria, Norway, Finland, 
Sweden and Iceland (Britain and Den-
mark had left the EFTA and joined the 
EC in 1973, and Portugal in 1986). This 
would allow them to participate to a 
large extent in the planned single market 
with the four freedoms. It was foreseen 
that in return, the EFTA countries would 
automatically have to take over large 
parts of EU law and also future chang-

es – barring agriculture and taxes. An 
EEA Council at ministerial level was to 
be the bridge between the EC and EFTA. 
An EFTA Court was set up to oversee 
compliance with the EEA Agreement 
and to transfer European Court of Jus-
tice case-law to the EEA States. Genu-
ine participation by the EEA member 
states was not intended. These arrange-
ments would have considerably weak-
ened direct democracy in Switzerland. 
The EFTA would only contribute adviso-
ry assistance with the preparation of new 
legal acts. Thus, the EEA differs funda-
mentally from the 1972 major free trade 
agreement between the EC and EFTA 
countries, which contained no political 
elements of this kind, and in which the 
contracting parties faced each other on 
an equal footing.

The Hauser report

Two years before the 1990 EEA vote in 
Switzerland, the Federal Council com-
missioned the St. Gallen economist Pro-
fessor Heinz Hauser, head of the Foreign 
Economic Institute of the University of St. 
Gallen, to analyse the macroeconomic ef-
fects of the three European alternatives 
EEA, EC Accession and “going it alone”. 
The report was published in 1992, but 
did not reach the conclusions the Feder-
al Council had wished for (Hauser 1992). 
While almost all economists at Swiss uni-
versities advocated the EEA or accession, 
Hauser expressed a differentiated opinion. 
He came to the conclusion that the free 
trade agreement of 1972 and Switzerland’s 

Federal Councillor Ernst Brugger was Federal Councillor from 1969 to 1978 and 
head of the Department of Economi Affairs. (Source and picture: Diplomatic Docu-

ments of Switzerland 1848–1975, http://dodis.ch/36209)
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”A framework agreement with the EU …” 
continued from page 5

numerous supplementary treaties already 
ensured good market access, and that no 
far-reaching discrimination was to be ex-
pected. In addition, Swiss companies were 
already well represented in EC countries. 
The additional economic integration gain 
of EEA or even the EC accession would 
be low, and an active national solo-effort 
economically justifiable. Hauser under-
stood this national solo-effort to mean the 
continuation of the bilateral policy under 
the Free Trade Agreement, and not to 
imply economic isolation.

According to Hauser, the EEA would 
mean that Switzerland would have to initi-
ate significant liberalisation steps in some 
areas. This he would welcome. Howev-
er, Switzerland might also voluntarily and 
autonomously initiate these steps in the 
aftermath of a “nay” to the EEA, (Lipp 
2012, p. 104).

EEA vote of 1992
The EEA became an actual acid test in 
Switzerland. Three camps soon formed 

in politics, in the administration and also 
in the population. Some saw accession 
to the EEA as a middle course between 
EU accession and current policies based 
on the 1972 Free Trade Agreement. The 
negotiator Franz Blankart advocated this 
middle course. The head of the Depart-
ment of Economics Jean Pascal Delamu-
raz and Federal Councillor Pierre Felber 
(FDFA) took a completely different posi-
tion. For them, the EEA was an opportu-
nity for a complete “opening” of Switzer-
land to “Europe” and a mere transitional 
solution, i.e. a stepping stone for a future 
EU accession. The third camp, which in-
cluded National Councillor and SPP Pres-
ident Christoph Blocher as well as many 
others from all parties, rejected both the 
EEA and EU accession, and continued to 
advocate the preservation of sovereignty 
and cooperation with EU countries on an 
equal footing in the EFTA framework.

The “accession faction” in the Feder-
al Council had been strengthened when 
Austria submitted an application for mem-
bership in 1989. Switzerland lost an im-
portant ally in the EFTA. At a historic 
meeting in the summer of 1992, the Fed-
eral Council was faced with the decision 
whether Switzerland should apply for 

membership, too. These events are well 
documented today. The vote was initially 
undecided – three to three, because Fed-

eral Councillor Adolf Ogi (SVP) was un-
decided and played off his potential to tip 
the scales. Finally, he opted for the ap-
plication, in opposition to the position 
of his party. In a memorable appearance 
in the news, Ogi described the EEA as a 
“training camp” for EU accession. Shortly 
thereafter, the Federal Council deposited 
the application for membership in Brus-
sels. This, however, aroused many voters 
who had seen the EEA as a mere further 
development of the Free Trade Agreement 
of 1972 and as an alternative to full mem-
bership.

Rarely had the feelings of the popula-
tion been as heated as they were at that 
time. The economy was also divided. The 
Swiss Chamber of Commerce did recom-
mend its members to vote “yes” but it also 

exercised restraint in the referendum cam-
paign. Parliament had – for the first time 
in its history – approved a loan for “pub-
lic enlightenment”, i.e. propaganda, for an 
aye to the EEA. Almost all media support-
ed the aye campaign. The Federal Coun-
cil itself got heavily involved in the voting 
campaign. But the opponents also made 
great efforts, because they saw sovereign-
ty, independence and direct democracy 
in danger. National Councillor Christoph 
Blocher said: “The EEA is not a free trade 
agreement as we are made to believe; it is 
a treaty through which we cede very es-
sential parts of our sovereignty. Every-
thing else is whitewash. We would adopt 
foreign law to a large extent. We would 
also accept future law which is still un-
known today.” (cf. Lipp 2012, p. 108)

On 6 December 1992, the people re-
jected the EEA Treaty with only 50.3 per  
cent of the vote. But what was required 
was a majority of both the people and the 
cantons. With the cantons, the rejection 
was clear. In 18 of the cantons or demi-
cantons, the voters had voted “nay” and 
only in 8 they had they said “aye”. Federal 
Councillor Delamuraz described the result 
as a “black day” in the history of Swit-
zerland. Today the overwhelming major-

Vote booth and posters of the opponents to the EEA accession, November 1992. 
(picture keystone)

“‘Switzerland should not pick cherries’ was – and still is – the stand-
ard argument. You practically never hear that Switzerland also has 
valuable “cherries” for the EU, such as the North-South connection 
for trucks and electricity and free immigration. In addition, Switzer-
land imports much more from the EU than it exports there, and it is 
a reliable economic partner.”

“The EU is currently building up its military forces aimed at Russia 
and involving its neutral member states Sweden, Finland and Austria 
more closely. This is another reason why Switzerland should keep its 
political distance. In Swiss polls, 90 per cent of the Swiss people reg-
ularly vote for adhering to neutrality.”
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ity of the population is probably of a dif-
ferent opinion. 

“We must to be better  
so that we won’t have to join”

After the EEA-Nay, Parliament and the 
Federal Council decided to initiate com-
prehensive liberalisation measures “vol-
untarily and autonomously”, just as Hau-
ser had advised. These steps had already 
been planned before the vote and had 
been undertaken under the name “Eu-
rolex”. Now the motto of state secretary 
and EEA negotiator Franz Blankart ap-
plied: “We must be better so that we won’t 
have to join.”

The programme was now called 
Swisslex and was intended to “revitalise” 
the Swiss economy, which stagnated in 
the 1990s – as did the economy of other 
countries – , and in general to strength-
en Switzerland as a business location in 
global competition. This procedure was 
closely related to the programme for a 
“market-based renewal”, which the Fed-
eral Council had already adopted in the 
1980s. It was a comprehensive package of 
22 measures. The core element was the re-
vision and tightening of the antitrust law. 
Parallel to developments in the EU, parts 
of the public service – such as the Post Of-
fice and Telephony (PTT) – would be lib-
eralised and privatised in the second half 
of the 1990s. Market-driven reforms were 
also to be implemented in the health, ed-
ucation and electricity sectors. In autumn 
1993, just over a year after the EEA nay, 
Brussels signaled its willingness to engage 
in bilateral negotiations. This shows that 
the EU was definitely interested. For ex-
ample, at that time the EU countries’ 40-
ton trucks were still barred from crossing 
Switzerland.

Accession as a strategic goal –  
a strange negotiation strategy

At almost the same time, on 29 Novem-
ber 1993, the Federal Council’s Report on 
Foreign Policy was published, in which its 
future strategy was outlined (Lipp 2012, 
p. 138). It stated that despite the EEA re-
jection, it remained committed to the goal 
of EU accession. That this was a strate-
gic goal that could not be achieved direct-
ly. But this had consequences for the ne-
gotiating delegation. Franz Blankart, who 
had negotiated the EEA and continued to 
support it after its rejection in the negative 
people’s vote, was replaced as a negotia-
tor by Jakob Kellenberger, who support-
ed accession. 

The negotiating delegation from Brus-
sels was now in the comfortable position 
of negotiating with people who wished for 
future accession. People wishing to join 

do not represent dissenting positions; they 
are ready to accept the acquis communau-
taire in whole or in part, and they are also 
willing to subordinate themselves and to 
adapt their own legal system. It was the 
beginning of a Swiss foreign policy that 
was no longer geared primarily to bene-
fit its own people, but became more and 
more concentrated on Brussels. It is not 
surprising that the “Jean Monnet for Eu-
rope” Foundation honoured all active par-
ticipants in this scenario, i.e. the Federal 
Councillors Delamuraz and Felber, as well 
as Kellenberger, for their “Policy for Eu-
rope”. Jakob Kellenberger was even ap-
pointed Vice President of the Foundation.

This was unlike the years when Hans 
Schaffner, Paul Jolles, Albert Weitnauer, 
and others, prepared and negotiated the 
1972 EFTA Free Trade Agreement with 
the EC. This was adopted by the people 
with over 70 per cent of the votes as well 
as in all cantons. It was thereafter repeat-
edly expanded and refined in over one 
hundred additional contracts, so that in 
1992, in his report to the Federal Coun-
cil, Professor Hauser was well able to es-
tablish that the additional economic in-
tegration gain of the EEA would be low 
(Lipp 2004, p. 104). This great, general-
ly accepted free trade agreement of 1972 
is the basis of Switzerland’s economic re-
lations with the EU countries. It is con-

spicuous that it is barely mentioned in 
today’s debates on the framework agree-
ment. Is a smoke screen wanted here to 
mask the fact that economic integration 
is largely given today and that the real 
goal pursued above all others is to inte-
grate Switzerland politically? As early as 
in its Europe Interim Report of 1995, the 
Federal Council emphasised that bilateral 
treaties are aimed at facilitating our “full 
and comprehensive participation in the 
European integration process” (cf. Lipp 
2012, p.139).

Today it is said that Switzerland needs 
a framework agreement to secure access 
to the single market. But will the EU re-
ally question something that has for dec-
ades worked well for both sides? – That 
is absurd. In addition, the EU benefits 
from a comfortable and cheap north-
south connection for trucks and electrici-
ty, which it cannot do without and which 
is not given as a matter of course.

Without consulting the people
Now it often came to pass that in their 
media appearances, the Federal Council-
lors described the EU position to the peo-
ple in as positive a way as possible (since 
they were willing to adopt it), and did not 
contrast it with a point of view of their 
own. “Switzerland should not pick cher-
ries” was – and still is – the standard ar-
gument. You practically never hear that 
Switzerland also has valuable “cherries” 
for the EU, such as the North-South con-
nection for trucks and electricity and free 
immigration. In addition, Switzerland im-
ports much more from the EU than it ex-
ports there, and it is a reliable econom-
ic partner.

Change in political culture –  
farewell to the concordance

The people and above all the vast major-
ity of the cantons had rejected the EEA in 
1992. The Federal Council and large parts 
of Parliament (the “classe politique”) con-
tinued to stick to their goal of accession – 
supported by almost all the media. A large 
majority of the people remained skepti-
cal. In 1997, it did reject the popular initi-
ative “Negotiations concerning EU mem-
bership: Let the people decide!” In 2002, 
however, 81 per cent of the voters said a 
very clear “no” to a referendum calling for 
accession negotiations.

These political tensions inevitably had 
to have repercussions on elections. The 
composition of parliaments in the larger 
municipalities, the cantons and the federal 
government changed. The three big parties 
SP (Social Democrats), FDP (Free Demo-
crats) and CVP (Christian People’s Party), 
all of which had included EU membership 
in their programmes, lost great numbers of 
voters in the following years. The Swiss 
People’s Party (SVP), which had strong-
ly supported the 1992 People’s Nay and 
continued to support the Nay to accession, 
grew into a big party with about 30 per 
cent of the votes. The elite of the CVP had 
turned their backs on their down-to-earth, 
value-preserving constituencies most 
strongly, so that the party structure, which 
had been stable for many years, changed, 
most notably in the predominantly Cath-
olic cantons. The number of CVP voters 

“This great, generally accepted free trade agreement of 1972 is the 
basis of Switzerland’s economic relations with the EU countries. It 
is conspicuous that it is barely mentioned in today’s debates on the 
framework agreement. Is a smoke screen wanted here to mask the 
fact that economic integration is largely given today and that the real 
goal pursued above all others is to integrate Switzerland politically?” 

continued on page 8
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in Switzerland has since fallen through-
out Switzerland from around 25 to under 
15 per cent. The FDP has also changed. 
It has indeed removed accession from its 
programme, but political integration and 
accession are still an issue. The former 
FDP slogan “Solidarity where it is neces-
sary and self-reliance where it is possible” 
is history.

The SP (which still has the EU acces-
sion in its party programme today) was a 
major party in the post-war period, and 
had about 30 per cent of the votes. Their 
voter turnout has dropped below twenty 
percent today. They have acquired a taste 
for the EU’s neoliberal, i.e. transnation-
al and unified internal market and want to 
supplement it with accompanying meas-
ures. They have also warmed to the huge 
and expensive bureaucracy of 75,000 civil 
servants administering the member states 
in a “social-democratic” way, i.e. top 
down, close to the state, and internation-
alistically.

There are points of contact in the con-
cept of the EU that explain the coopera-
tion of SP and FDP since 1992 and today. 
Despite losses in the elections, the politi-
cal influence of the three parties SP, CVP 
and FDP has remained dominant, because 
their elites repeatedly unite to form a so-
called “Europe” alliance on important is-
sues, which makes it more difficult or even 
impossible to keep up the proven concord-
ance. This is the case again in the debate 
on the framework agreement.

This disastrous development reached 
its rock bottom when SVP Federal Coun-
cillor Christoph Blocher was deselected 
in 2007 – despite his successful depart-
mental leadership. The political tensions 
persist even today, even though the CVP 
and the FDP have removed EU accession 
from their programmes, and the Federal 
Council is no longer officially pursuing 
its objective of accession and has recent-
ly withdrawn its request for accession, ac-
cording to a Parliament decision. It is be-
coming more and more apparent that this 
is not about a single agreement or about 
the so-called “market access” – since that 
has been in existence for a long time al-
ready. It is about a change in political cul-
ture. The reason is that the basic concept 
of the EU is not compatible with the prov-
en interaction between the Federal Coun-
cil, Parliament and the people in direct de-
mocracy.

Bilateral agreements
After years of being subjected to a con-
stant stream of claims that there is no al-
ternative to the “Bilaterals”, the peo-
ple finally agreed to the “Bilaterals I”, a 
package of seven EU-Swiss bilateral trea-

ties, on 21 May 2000. The focus was on 
the free movement of persons and the ad-
mission of 40-ton trucks from EU coun-
tries. The free movement of persons had 
been inseparably linked with the other six 
agreements, so that it is still impossible to 
terminate it alone. In the meantime, most 
of the fears of the then opponents have 
been confirmed. They did not believe 
in the promises of the “Bundesrat”, that 
immigration would increase only slight-
ly – to a maximum of around 8,000 peo-
ple per year – and that trucks would later 
be transported by rail across the country. 
In 2004, the Bilateral Treaties II followed 
with the Schengen/Dublin Agreement. 
As immigration increased by hundreds 
of thousands, in 2014 the sovereign ap-
proved a popular initiative which wanted 
to again allow for management and con-
trol of immigration. The new constitution-
al article was, however, not implemented 
– on the grounds that it violates the agree-
ment on the free movement of persons. So 
not only the parliamentary majority, but 
also the federal court, rates the Bilaterals 
or their political content higher than our 
own constitution – which is actually an 
unprecedented process. This “reorienta-
tion” is not accepted by the people. Signa-
tures are being collected for a new popu-
lar initiative wanting to directly terminate 
the agreement on freedom of movement. 
The “Self-Determination Initiative” has 
already been submitted and will come to 
the vote. This is about emphasising to an 
even greater extent the fact that the Feder-
al Constitution (apart from compelling in-
ternational law) takes priority over inter-
national law – this was taken for granted 
until recently.

Framework agreement –  
a bleak scenario

For its part, for four years the EU has been 
insisting on a framework agreement which 
intends to incorporate Switzerland even 
more closely institutionally and thus polit-
ically, similar to what was already envis-
aged in the EEA. For example, the frame-
work agreement includes the integration 
of Switzerland into the liberalised EU in-
ternal electricity market. This agreement, 
too, would have major consequences, as 
there are still more than 600 independent 
small and medium-sized electricity com-
panies in Switzerland, most of which be-
long to the municipalities and cantons, 
and which provide the population with re-
liable electricity, within the meaning of 
public service. For them, there is definite-
ly no place in the liberalised EU electric-
ity market, because that is where bound-
less competition and globally active large 
corporations make the decisions. In addi-
tion, there is a risk that large-scale power 
plants built by previous generations in a 
joint effort, such as Grande Dixence in 

the canton of Valais, will be sold abroad. 
The EU’s market rules also require water 
rights concessions to be awarded across 
borders – which is completely at odds 
with the experience realm of the genera-
tions that built those many reservoirs and 
power plants, and which is also complete-
ly contrary to the idea of public service in 
Switzerland. – Like the framework agree-
ment, so also the electricity agreement, 
which apparently has already been nego-
tiated, would result in massive changes – 
not only in our political culture.

There are other reasons for restraint: 
Overall, the scenario is rather bleak. The 
EU is currently building up its military 
forces aimed at Russia and involving its 
neutral member states Sweden, Finland 
and Austria more closely. This is anoth-
er reason why Switzerland should keep its 
political distance. In Swiss polls, 90 per 
cent of the Swiss people regularly vote for 
adhering to neutrality.

The EEA of 1992 was the reason for an 
increasing tension among the Swiss popu-
lation and for the increasing misfiring of the 
well-proven interplay between the Federal 
Council, Parliament and the people, which 
is beginning to only work to a limited ex-
tent. One of the central causes for this is the 
dispute over the value and preservation of 
the country’s direct democracy and its inde-
pendence, which are inevitably linked. Be-
fore 1992 there had been only a few exam-
ples in Swiss politics where the will of the 
people was so little respected – as has been 
the case from then on until today. This is 
propably the reason why significantly more 
popular initiatives have been adopted in re-
cent years than before 1992.

European Union – rapprochement 
only under pressure?

Finally, let us look back at the previous 
history: In their political and forward-
looking analyses in the run-up to the Free 
Trade Agreement of 1972, Federal Coun-
cillor Hans Schaffner and his co-workers 
had come to the conclusion that Brussels 
had to “outsmart” the populations of its 
member states to accept the new steps to-
wards a political union constantly forced 
on them, and that such a “process of out-
smarting was extraordinarily difficult” 
(dodis.ch/30358). – This is exactly what 
we are experiencing today in Brussels 
(where it is about a fiscal and debt union 
and also about military rearmament) as 
well as in Switzerland, which is to be po-
litically more involved.

Walter Hallstein, the first president 
of the EEC Commission, spoke of the 
“power of the factual”, which would lead 
to an ever closer union. Jean Monnet also 
saw this in a similar way when he wrote: 
“Man accepts change only under the pres-

”A framework agreement with the EU …” 
continued from page 7
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sure of necessity.” Economic crises would 
serve as levers and allow for or force fur-
ther political integration steps. In the EU 
these are the difficulties in the financial 
and monetary area. For Switzerland, this 
“economic crisis” is looming in the area 
of electricity supply, which is not secure 
for the longer term.

Federal Councillor Hans Schaffner and 
his coworkers were justifiably unconvinced 
of the value of this undemocratic policy in 
the run-up to the Free Trade Agreement of 
1972, since Switzerland has no way of cir-
cumventing referendums, and the outcome 
of these must be respected.  •
Sources: Hauser, Heinz; Bradke, Sven. EWR-Ver-

trag, EG-Beitritt, Alleingang. Wirtschaftliche Kon-

sequenz für die Schweiz. Gutachten zu Handen des 

Bundesrates. (EEA Agreement, EC accession, solo 

action. Economic consequence for Switzerland. Ex-
pert reports for the attention of the Federal Coun-
cil.) Zurich 1992
Lipp, Silvan. Standort Schweiz im Umbruch, Etap-

pen der Wirtschaftspolitik im Zeichen der Wettbe-

werbsfähigkeit. (Switzerland in transition, stages of 
economic policy in terms of competitiveness.) Zu-
rich 2012
Linder, Wolf. Handbuch der eidgenössischen 

Volksabstimmungen 1848–2007. (Manual of feder-
al referendums 1848–2007.) Berne 2010

“To facilitate the emergence  
of a community of common destiny”

Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation (SCO)  
take position to sensitive issues of world politics

In the press release on the SCO Council 
of Foreign Ministers meeting it says:

On 24 April 2018, Beijing hosted a meet-
ing of the Council of Ministers of Foreign 
Affairs of the Shanghai Cooperation Or-
ganisation (SCO) attended by Foreign 
Minister of India Sushma Swaraj, For-
eign Minister of the Republic of Kazakh-
stan Kairat Abdrakhmanov, State Coun-
cillor and Foreign Minister of the People’s 
Republic of China Wang Yi, Foreign Min-
ister of the Kyrgyz Republic Erlan Abdyl-
dayev, Foreign Minister of the Islamic Re-
public of Pakistan Khawaja Muhammad 
Asif, Foreign Minister of the Russian Fed-
eration Sergey Lavrov, Foreign Minister 
of the Republic of Tajikistan Sirodjidin 
Aslov, Foreign Minister of the Republic 
of Uzbekistan Abdulaziz Kamilov, as well 
as SCO Secretary-General Rashid Alimov 
and Director of the SCO Regional Anti-
Terrorist Structure Yevgeny Sysoyev. […]

The ministers noted that the world is 
rapidly developing and undergoing un-
precedented change with the emergence of 
a multipolar world order, an increasingly 
globalised world economy, and enhanced 
connectivity and interdependence between 
states.

At the same time, the world is still fac-
ing the risks of instability, uncertainty, po-
litical tension, regional crises and conflicts. 
The destructive attempts to use unilater-
al restrictive measures for exerting politi-
cal and economic pressure on sovereign 
states continue. In this connection, the for-
eign ministers stressed the need to follow 
multilateral approaches for resolving the 
issues the world is facing, and respond to 
various threats and challenges by improv-
ing global governance based on a collective 
approach. This in turn would facilitate the 
emergence of a new form of internation-
al relations based on mutual trust, justice, 
equality, mutually beneficial cooperation, 

as well as the emergence of a community 
of common destiny.

The ministers emphasised the acceler-
ating transformation of the nature and ge-
ography of unconventional challenges in 
the world, and the need for the internation-
al community to come up with collective 
approaches to countering the threats posed 
by terrorism, extremism, drug trafficking, 
communicable diseases, climate change, 
etc. […]

The ministers stressed the growing need 
for the global community to stand up for 
the aims and principles enshrined in the UN 
Charter as well as other generally accept-
ed international norms, and confirmed their 
commitment to step up coordination efforts 
within the UN with the view to strengthen-
ing its central role in global governance and 
delivering on the goals of achieving univer-
sal peace, shared development and interna-
tional cooperation, including in efforts to 
counter terrorism, separatism and extrem-
ism. […]

The ministers noted the efforts by the 
government and people of the Islamic Re-
public of Afghanistan to achieve nation-
al reconciliation and build a peaceful, sta-
ble, united and prosperous state, free from 
terrorism, extremism or drug trafficking. 
They called on the international commu-
nity to step up cooperation, with the UN 
playing its central coordinating role, in 
order to promote a political settlement in 
Afghanistan and facilitate sustainable eco-
nomic development and the well-being of 
the people of Afghanistan.

The ministers welcomed the outcome of 
the Tashkent Conference on Afghanistan 
“Peace process, security cooperation and 
regional connectivity” (27 March 2018) as 
a positive contribution to the peace process 
and recovery efforts in Afghanistan. […]

The ministers confirmed their shared be-
lief that an inclusive political process led by 
the Syrians themselves in the only way to 
settle the crisis in Syria. The foreign min-

SCO (picture keystone)
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isters are committed to the inviolability of 
Syria’s sovereignty, independence and ter-
ritorial integrity. They also noted the impor-
tance of the Astana and Geneva processes, 
as well as the outcome of the Syrian Na-
tional Dialogue Congress (30 January 2018, 
Sochi) and their major contribution to ad-
vancing the political settlement in Syria.

The ministers expressed grave con-
cerns about the missile strikes launched by 
three permanent members of the UN Se-
curity Council on Syrian territory on 14 
April 2018. They believe that actions dis-
cussed at UN Security Council meeting No. 
8233 on 14 April 2018 make the suffering 
of the Syrian people only worse. In this re-
gard, the ministers stressed the importance 
of showing restraint in order to avoid fur-

ther escalation and called for strengthen-
ing the key role of the UN and its Security 
Council as the main body tasked under the 
UN Charter with maintaining international 
peace, stability and security.

The ministers spoke in favour of consist-
ency in implementing the Joint Comprehen-
sive Plan of Action on the Iranian nuclear 
programme and stressed the importance of 
strict compliance by the parties with their 
obligations in order to ensure its full and ef-
fective implementation, as well as to pro-
mote peace and stability in the region.

The ministers emphasised the need to 
find a political settlement to the crisis in 
Ukraine based on rapid and full imple-
mentation of the Minsk Agreements of 12 
February 2015. […] •
Source: Press release on the SCO Council of For-
eign Ministers meeting from 24 April 2018, http://
eng.sectsco.org/news/20180424/413326.html

The NATO states need to change their business model
by Karl Müller

km. Wikipedia states: “The Shanghai 
Cooperation Organization (SCO) is an 
international organization based in Bei-
jing, China. It was founded in 2001 and 
emerged from the Shanghai Five found-
ed in 1996. It includes the People’s Re-
public of China, Russia, Uzbekistan, Ka-
zakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, India 
and Pakistan. [Observer status is granted 
to Mongolia, Iran, Afghanistan and Bela-
rus.] The SCO deals with the cooperation 
in terms of security policy of the member 
states, as well as economic and trade is-
sues and stability in the region. Current-
ly, the SCO represents about 40% of the 
world’s population, making it the largest 
regional organization in the world”.

Regular meetings take place between 
government representatives of the member 
states, the states with observer status and 
representatives of other interested states 
and associations of states to make impor-
tant decisions, such as during the meeting 
of the SCO states foreign ministers on 24 
April 2018 (see text p. 9). It is noteworthy 
that this meeting of the “world’s largest re-
gional organization” and the decisions of 
these states, whose population is “40% of 
the world’s population”, are not an issue 
in our media. For example, if the search 
words “SCO” (which is the common ab-
breviation used also in German-speaking 
countries) and “foreign minister” are en-
tered in Google News, hardly any Ger-
man-speaking media results are obtained. 
The only exceptions are German-language 
websites from China or Russia.

It is a shame, that our media does not 
fulfil their obligation to report.

However, there is information news-
worthy to report: The “world’s largest re-

gional organization” is committed to a 
multipolar world, condemns all destruc-
tive unilateral actions – especially sanc-
tions – calls multilateral steps to solve the 
problems of the world, is committed to the 
United Nations Charter and international 
law and the role of the Security Council 
for peace, stability and security.

The SCO is working to find solutions to 
the serious problems in Afghanistan.

It demands that the Syrian people alone 
have to decide on the future of Syria, that 
the country should be guaranteed sover-
eignty, independence and territorial integ-
rity, and supports all serious peace efforts 
for the country, initiated by the UN or by 
Russia, Iran or Turkey. The US, British 
and French attack on Syria in mid-April, 
which is a violation of international law, is 
viewed with great concern.

The nuclear agreement with Iran is sup-
ported, and all signatory states are invit-
ed to fully comply with the treaty agree-
ments.

Also, for the Ukraine a political solu-
tion based on the full implementation of 
the February 2015 Minsk Agreement is 
demanded.

There are reasons why our media do 
not report all this. It is assumed that those 
responsible know very well that many of 
today’s world problems could be solved, if 
also the states of the West, especially the 
NATO states, could adopt decisions such 
as those of the SCO foreign ministers. But 
that does not fit into the “business model” 
of the NATO states at the moment. Their 
business model relies on conflict and con-
frontation. The profiteers are few.

The terrible consequences of such a 
policy are not taken into account. Also ig-

nored is the fact that the NATO states are 
becoming more and more isolated in the 
world. What the SCO foreign ministers 
have decided is very likely what most for-
eign ministers of the world would decide. 
The NATO states which call themselves the 
“world community” are actually standing 
alone in the world. That others still con-
form to NATO nonetheless, has little to do 
with ideals and convictions. A black mark 
against a world that once formulated the 
UN Charter based on natural law as well as 
universal human rights.

On 1 May 2018, the rt deutsch web-
site published excerpts from an interview 
with the Russian political advisor Ser-
gey Karaganov (https://deutsch.rt.com/
international/69231-kreml-berater-kara-
ganow-im-rt-gespraech-kein-westsystem-
in-10-jahren). It is worthwhile to read the 
whole text. Here only very short quotes are 
reproduced. Karaganov said: “What we are 
seeing now is the desperate reaction of a 
West losing its historic positions. [...] You 
have to know that the ship will not sink, of 
course. It has several leaks and it needs to 
correct its course strongly. That’s one thing. 
In addition, there are now even more ships 
around it, and they will no longer drive in 
the wake of this huge ship.”

And when asked about the role of his 
country, which is a member of the SCO, 
he said: “We rely on sovereignty, on the 
free and independent choice of each coun-
try and each people in favour of their own 
path. And we will defend that. We stopped 
the export of democracy, which in most 
cases led to tragedies. Look at the Middle 
East, Ukraine, which has become the poor-
est country in Europe and will continue to 
collapse for a very long time. One can cite 
many examples. We stand for the rule of 
international law, although there have been 
cases when we hurt it a bit, but we stand 
to it. [...] Furthermore, we rely on common 
human values, namely on the family, on the 
trust in God, which only someone can ful-
fil, if he serves the family, the society, the 
state, God. These are the values that 90 per 
cent of the world’s population share. And 
against this background, the denial of eve-
rything I’ve just told you looks weaker and 
weaker. That’s why the West loses [...] and 
loses all the way.”

This is what a Russian said. But would 
it nonetheless make sense to think about it?

And sensible to appeal to the govern-
ments of the NATO states: It is high time to 
correct the previous business model! The 
majority in the world will no longer bow 
to pressure, blackmail and violence. Right-
ly so. If the West does not change course, 
the alternative will be a worldwide catas-
trophe. There will be no winners.  •

”’To facilitate the emergence of a …’” 
continued from page 9
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Military strike against Syria must  
be brought to the International Criminal Court

by attorney Dr iur. Eva Maria Barki*

United States mil-
itary strike in alli-
ance with France 
and the United 
Kingdom shows 
with a la r m ing 
bluntness that the 
United States, the 
only superpower 
left since the col-
lapse of the Sovi-
et Union, continue 

its power politics consistently and unhin-
dered claiming to assert its interests in 
violation of the obligation to respect the 
sovereignty of a state and the prohibition 
of threat and use of violence as specified 
in Article 2 of the UN Charter.

In line with the 1999 amendment to 
the NATO doctrine – presuming to oper-
ate militarily for conflict prevention and 
prophylactic danger prevention also out-
side NATO territory and also without UN 
mandate – military interventions against 
sovereign states are declared politically 
legitimate (R2P – Responsibility to Pro-
tect). Yugoslavia was the precedent, fol-
lowed by Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya and 
now Syria.

As former NATO commander-in-chief 
Wesley Clark announced in 2003, already 
since the war against Iraq, Syria was 
planned as the target of an American war 
effort. President George W. Bush in 2003: 
“ In Iraq it is not just about Iraq. It’s part 
of a pattern.” Washington foreign poli-
cy expert James Steinberg explained that 
Syria worried the US because it could dis-
rupt the post-war order.

This is therefore the real reason for 
the military strike: Sykes-Picot (note: di-
vision of the Middle East in the wake of 
the First World War analogous to Germa-
ny and the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy) 
should be revived, now under the lead-
ership of the United States. Its influence 
endangered by Russia is to be restored. 
The Americans seem to have forgotten 

that the war aim of granting the right of 
self-determination as stated by former 
president Wilson had been missed and 
is still missed yet by most governments, 
despite having been anchored in two UN 
human rights covenants since then.

The military attack was obviously a 
test, Gorbachev called it “preparatory 
training”. The US explicitly reserved the 
right to further military operations and 
threatened President Assad with further 
military strikes, especially since, accord-
ing to the French government, the chem-
ical weapons arsenal “was just for the 
most part destroyed”. Apparently they 
wanted to test the response of the inter-
national community. Only Switzerland’s 
foreign minister, Ignazio Cassis, who two 
months ago spoke out against the notion 
of might is right in international relations 
before the UN, criticised the US in an in-
terview in the “Neue Zürcher Zeitung”, 
pointing out that wars have already been 
waged on false claims, such as it was 
in Iraq. The equally neutral Austria re-
frained from criticism. The weapon of a 
small country is international law. This 
weapon, which was still successfully 
used by Felix Ermacora** and had given 
Austria great reputation in the world, was 
relinquished carelessly.

However, the real scandal is that Euro-
pean Union “backed its allies” and wel-
comed the military action as a complete 
success. The German Chancellor called 
the military strike “necessary and bal-
anced”. While Hungary is accused of 
lack of democracy due to false facts and 
information; while Hungary is even rep-
rimanded for complying with Europe-
an standards; while the Catalan people’s 
right to self-determination is ignored by 
the EU tolerating the illegal and brutal 
policy of  Spain; while the lawfully ex-
ercised right to self-determination of 
the people of the Crimea is not respect-

ed and the Russian Federation is illegal-
ly sanctioned due to false charges of an-
nexation; the now repeated policy of the 
United States is not only not condemned 
but even approved and praised regardless 
the fact that this policy corresponds to the 
crime of aggression illegal under interna-
tional law!

Both, the support of the terrorist mi-
litias in Syria, aimed at overthrow-
ing the legitimate government, and the 
now second military strike against Syria 
constitute a crime of aggression falling 
under the jurisdiction of the Internation-
al Criminal Court. In international law, 
there are only two rules that constitute 
compelling law (jus cogens): the ban on 
the use of force and the right of the peo-
ple to self-determination. Both rules are 
ignored and violated by the European 
Union. This means the complete annul-
ment of international law, the end of in-
ternational legal certainty and thus a se-
rious threat to the entire world peace!  •

**  Felix Ermacora was a professor for internation-
al law and a human rights expert from Austria. 
He was member of Parliament for the Austrian 
People’s Party from 1971 to 1990 and member 
of the European Commission of Human Rights 
and the United Nations Human Rights Commit-
tee 1959-1980 and 1984-1987. 

Source: Wegwarte. Folge 2, May 2018, Mitteilun-
gen der Initiative Heimat & Umwelt, ihu@a1.net

(Translation Current Concerns)

Dr Eva Maria Barki 
(picture ma)

Only Switzerland’s foreign minister, Ignazio Cassis, who two months 
ago spoke out against the notion of might is right in international re-
lations before the UN, criticised the US in an interview in the “Neue 
Zürcher Zeitung”, pointing out that wars have already been waged on 
false claims, such as it was in Iraq.

*  Dr iur. Eva Maria Barki was born in 1943 in Ni-
kitsch (Austria). She is of Hungarian-Italian-
Croatian descent. After studying law in Vienna 
she became an attorney and runs her own law 
firm in Vienna. She is an international expert on 
human rights, ethnic and minority rights.

Article 2.4 of the UN-Charter

[…]
4. All Members shall refrain in their 
international relations from the threat 
or use of force against the territorial 
integrity or political independence of 
any state, or in any other manner in-
consistent with the Purposes of the 
United Nations.
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“Prisoners of Geography: Ten Maps That Tell You  
Everything You Need to Know About Global Politics”

by Wolfgang van Biezen

George Friedman from Strat-
for Institute, speaking at the 
Chicago Council on Foreign 
Relations in early 20151, em-

phasised that the US will continue to wage 
war and that for almost exactly one hun-
dred years US foreign policy has put on 
top of its agenda the doctrine that Germa-
ny and Russia must not come together. If 
so, this corresponds to the centuries-old, 
traditional British war and foreign poli-
cy for Europe, known as the “balance of 
power”, and also to the current Nato shift 
with international Rapid Forces to the 
eastern Russian border.

NATO’s transformation from a de-
fense alliance into an instrument of at-
tacks under the leadership of the USA, 
wars in the Middle East, now confusing 
alliance commitments in the Syrian con-
flict, armed secession in Eastern Ukraine 
and, as it seems, a German Defense Min-
ister determined to do everything, are fatal 
reminders of the situation before the First 
World War. Then it only needed the Ser-
bian sparks to blow Europe up. The fuses 
are laid. According to George Friedman, 
Germany has not yet decided to take over 
the leading role in Europe imposed on it 
by its allies. We remember: Scharping’s 
lie provided the pretext for the war in Ko-
sovo, illegal under international law. The 
enormous suffering caused by the Deplet-
ed Uranium in the ammunition used by the 
Allies cannot be openly discussed up to 
this day.

It is becoming more difficult to over-
look the signs of a new war and Europe’s 
citizens are increasingly concerned that a 
new engagement is in preparation. If you 
can’t close your eyes, if you want to un-
derstand the recent history of Europe, if 
you recognise the parallels to the First and 
Second World War in the movements of 
present days, we recommend Tim Mar-
shall’s book “Prisoners of Geography: Ten 
Maps That Tell You Everything You Need 
to Know About Global Politics”. 

The emphasis in this book is on Geo 
and means, in short: “Geopolitics looks 
at the ways in which international affairs 
can be understood through geographical 
factors”. From ten selected regions of the 
world the British author Tim Marshall al-
ways develops out of history the view into 
the present. And that consistently under 
geographic-topographical conditions.

The very first chapter makes it clear 
why Stalin had little intention of extend-

ing the former Soviet Union to the Atlan-
tic after the Second World War, as gener-
ations of students and military strategists 
were told in their teachings.

Attacks on Russia and the securing of 
supply from the west were always carried 
out through the Northern European low-
lands. Other ways are blocked through the 
mountains. 

Napoleon chose this route, as did the 
German armies in the two world wars. 
Poland and Ukraine are once again de-
ployment zones, becoming eminently im-
portant to the Western military, but it is 
currently posing a huge threat to Russia. 
We also learn why the control and closure 
of the “GIUK gap”2 of the Russian Navy 
once again blocks the way to the oceans.
If then one can read in the daily news that 
all financial transactions from Europe to 
the US and back are handled via subma-
rine transatlantic cables that run parallel 
to the “GIUK gap” and that the Russians 
with their submarines are possible to cut 
these cable connections, the reader recog-
nises that under certain circumstances a 
war event is being prepared here.

The Chinese Silk Road Project, hard-
ly recognised by the US, can be seen as 
the answer to the urging question of the 
world community. Eurasia grows together 
through this infrastructure program (One 
Belt One Road – OBOR). Train transpor-
tation from Peking to Duisburg several 
times a week is already underway. Rus-
sia supports this project. China wants a co-
operation, not only on the Eurasian conti-
nent, but in all areas and in all functions. 
Through Gwadar, China makes accessible 
the Indian Ocean and connects Pakistan 
and Iran to the Eurasian Project. Impor-
tant other chapters enlighten the present 
geopolitics of the USA, Western Europe, 
the Near-East, India and Pakistan, Korea 
and Japan as well as Latin America.

With the chapter about the Arctic, Mar-
shall closes this exciting work. At this 
point, the so-called “climate change” is 

working for Russia. Nowhere else are the 
US and Russia as close to each other as at 
this point. The melting ice opens possibil-
ities of new passages between the Atlan-
tic and the Pacific. Here as well, is Russia 
in its own off-shore waters and goes rela-
tively unnoticed and undisturbed with its 
nose ahead. After having read this book, 
one understands better the crises on this 
globe, demanding articles in the news be-
come regarded as less fragmentary and a 
better overview is possible. The change 
from the single World Power USA to a 
multipolar world is already accomplished. 
Why this is so is explained in this decid-
edly readable and fascinating book. •
1  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=vin_Ap-

foFgw Uploaded on 01.04.2018
2  GIUK = The line between Greenland, Island and 

the United Kingdom, entrance way from the Arc-
tic Sea to the Atlantic Ocean. At wartime closed by 
the USA and NATO respectively.  
Ref. www.nzz.ch; International from 13 February 
2018, p. 7

“After having read this book, one understands better the crises on 
this globe, demanding articles in the news become regarded as less 
fragmentary and a better overview is possible. The change from the 
single World Power USA to a multipolar world is already accom-
plished. Why this is so is explained in this decidedly readable and 
fascinating book.”

ISBN 978-17-839-6243-3
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Basics of a personal common good and peace ethics 
On Rudolf Weiler’s standard work “Internationale Ethik”

by Joachim Hoefele, Urs Knoblauch, Elisabeth Nussbaumer*

Current global political ten-
sions make it clear that a uni-
versal ethical basis is nec-
essary for a life of freedom, 

justice, and peace. Ethics cannot be arbi-
trary and must not be abused. The ethics 
based on natural law which are presented 
here are grounded on the personal social 
nature of man. The universal validity of the 
freedom and dignity of each person and 
the reverence for life are closely connect-
ed to this. Morality and ethics must once 
again be given central orientation and va-
lidity in the coexistence of the world com-
munity. The crucial core concern of nat-
ural law ethics, universal human rights, 
and the UN Charter is the preservation of 
peace and justice for all people. 

The valuable standard work “Internation-
al Ethics” (IE) by Professor Rudolf Weiler, 
published in 1986/1989 (Duncker & Hum-
blot, Berlin), focuses on the common good 
and peace ethics which are founded on 
natural law. Some basic ideas on that point 
will be presented here. The eminent Cath-
olic social ethicist Weiler was appointed to 
the chair of Social Ethics at the Universi-
ty of Vienna Faculty of Catholic Theology 
at the request of Johannes Messner. To this 
also belonged an interdisciplinary peace 
institute founded by him, because he saw 
the possibility of developing sustainable so-
lutions to questions of freedom, justice and 
peace only in interdisciplinary cooperation. 

After his teacher’s death he became 
the co-founder of the Johannes-Messner-
Gesellschaft (Johannes Messner Society) 
and was responsible for Messner’s work in 
his estate. The project of an “International 
Ethic” was necessary in the 1960s, because 
during these years ideological conflicts and 
increasing social pluralism and relativism 
were strongly promoted. To date, the topic 
of an “International Ethic” has lost nothing 
of its validity. In this context, it is particu-
larly valuable that the author represents a 
natural law position of ethics.

Overview of the basic ethical  
problems in international relations

In his comprehensive overview of the fun-
damental ethical problems of internation-
al relations, Rudolf Weiler starts out from 
a personal view of man and the social na-
ture of human beings and introduces the 
basis for a scientifically sound internation-
al ethic. He builds on scientific-anthropo-
logical and psychological foundations con-

cerning the nature of man. This creates the 
basis that can give a secure orientation in 
times of increasing arbitrariness, ethical 
relativism, and nihilism. 

Weiler stresses the fact that an exclu-
sive emphasis on the empirical – quanti-
tative – social sciences for the founding 
of an international ethic leads to a “sci-
entistic narrowing” (“szientistische Veren-
gung”) (IE, p. 21), if this ethic is not based 
on the personal image of man, on the ori-
entation towards human nature, on moral-
ethical foundations and on a realistic anal-
ysis of the political situation.

According to Weiler, international ethics 
are to be understood as “the science of the 
moral order of interpersonal relations that 
transcends nations,” and notably “belong to 
the international community. [...] It is a spe-
cial field of social ethics, related to the in-
ternational dimension of social behaviour 
of man starting with the individual, via the 
social group, and on to all humankind, and 
refers to the economic as well as the politi-
cal moral orders.” (IE, p. 20) 

From antiquity to the modern  
declarations of human rights 

In this context, Rudolf Weiler, like Jo-
hannes Messner, points out the development 
of international ethics from Greek antiqui-
ty to the Christian philosophy of Thomas 
Aquinas, the International Law School of 
Salamanca in Spain and to the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and of (gen-
eral) international law. The Jesuit Francisco 
Suàrez (1548-1617) was one of the many co-
founders of the Spanish school of interna-
tional law of late scholasticism. “According 
to Spanish international law, the communi-
ty of states is a universal community root-
ed in natural law, into which the individual 
states are integrated. Just as the individu-
al is by nature a social being, so states also 
have a social nature and like humans, they 
require a legal system governing their mu-
tual relations. This is essentially already in-
herent in natural law and is shaped and or-
ganised life by international agreement and 
contract law with a view to expediency and 
according to the way in which interperson-
al develops.” (IE, p. 6)

The representatives of the Spanish 
school of international law strove to “de-
velop arbitration tribunals and prevent 
wars between states. The war to spread 
religion was expressly rejected” (IE, 
p. 7). In this sense, Suarez “for the first 
time explicitly speaks of the bonum com-
mune generis humani.” (IE, p. 84) Secur-
ing peace as the “bonum commune” of hu-
manity is understood as a task in which 

every single person in his ethical basic ori-
entation should participate.

Rule of law for all states
With this development towards the “rule 
of law in the sense of supreme laws for all 
states, whether Christian or non-Christian” 
(IE, p. 35), “written law arose, and in this 
sense founded ‘una res publica’ of human-
ity” (IE, p. 35).

“The universal community of the 
human race constitutes, through the unity 
of the nations organised in states, a single 
political entity, which in turn is not simply 
a product of the will of man, but is ‘found-
ed in a reality according to the nature of 
man.’” (IE, pp. 35) This paved the way for 
international law, for human rights and a 
natural law ethics for the entire human 
and national family. Hugo Grotius (1583–
1645), Samuel Pufendorf (1632–1694) 
and other pioneers, as well as numerous 
papal doctrinal writings (encyclicals) con-
tributed significantly to this development. 

Based on natural law, on the human 
image of mankind, and on the social na-
ture of man, as on the insights won by the 
human sciences which connect all these, the 
founding of the United Nations Organisa-
tion, the UN Charter of 1945, the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights of 1948, and 
other valuable international documents and 
treaties, paved the way to a universal ethics 
in the sense of the bonum commune.  The 
UN Declaration of Human Rights states in 
its preamble: “Whereas recognition of the 
inherent dignity and of the equal and inal-
ienable rights of all members of the human 
family is the foundation of freedom, jus-
tice and peace in the world [...] the general 
assembly proclaims this universal declara-
tion of human rights as a common stand-
ard of achievement for all peoples and all 
nations [...]”. According to Weiler, the dec-
laration of human rights was able to “set-
tle warlike conflicts” and “defuse others in 
time” (IE, p. 223). 

Man as individual and social  
being in the centre of peace ethics

Man as the “unity of body and soul as well 
as the individual and social being” (IE, p. 
67) is the pivotal figute in ethics and in the 
question of peace. “The social purpose of 
man is therefore an insight into the same 
nature of all human beings and at the same 
time the task of making this insight effec-
tive in a system of human relations, so that 
no human being is actually excluded from 
human dignity.” (IE, pp. 68) The realisa-
tion of the common good of humanity is 
closely connected to this purpose.

continued on page 14

* Professor Dr Hoefele, FH Winterthur; Urs Kno-
blauch, cultural publicist; Dr phil Elisabeth 
Nussbaumer, psychologist and teacher, Switzer-
land.
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During its development, humanity has 
increasingly recognised the dignity and 
equal rights which are due to every human 
being. “A volatile dynamic of the legal con-
sciousness of humanity” has arisen in “the 
development of knowledge of the general 
human dignity and the associated human 
rights […].“ This forces pure arbitrariness 
of political nature before the tribunal of this 
same humanity. Man has at least developed 
the awareness for judging political power 
when it becomes a totalitarian force.” (IE, 
p. 28) 

The longing for peace belongs  
to the social essence of man

“Peace is a term reserved for the composi-
tion of human social life [...]” (IE, p. 67). 
Therefore, “the threat to peace has its roots 
in the fallibility of man” (IE, p. 7). Never-
theless, the longing for peace (as a basic 
human disposition) belongs to the social 
essence of man. “In essence the expecta-
tion of peace is a testimony to man’s mor-
al-creative hope of making peace possible 
(contrary to existing conditions).” (IE, p. 
67) The longing for peace finds its expres-
sion in the international order and is at the 
same time an objective of human aspira-
tion. “The question of peace and of what 
will lead to peace is thus inseparable from 
man. But if peace is recognised as a uni-
versal human value, then it is also an in-
tegral part and an essential feature of the 
fully human educational ideal.” (IE, p. 67) 

Education and training in  
the spirit of human sympathy

Education and training must therefore pro-
mote the spirit of humanity, justice and 
peace. In the field of education, no commu-
nity should abandon what humankind has 
been acquiring for centuries, for the lack 
of education, especially the lack of eth-
ics, conscience, and civic consciousness, 
will have serious consequences. Education 
must cause the legal equality of citizens, 
which should be guaranteed by the consti-
tution of a liberal state, to become equali-
ty respectively equivalence in interperson-
al relationships in their daily lives, in order 
for them to be able to perform their duties 
as citizens.

Essential tasks of the elementary school 
are therefore, just to name a few: the de-
velopment and promotion of elementary 
skills or virtues such as
– meaningful reading, writing, arith-

metic, comprehension of contexts and 
complex problems, objectivity, scientif-
ic and historical thinking,

– willingness to perform, perseverance, 
a courageous and honest lifestyle, the 
willingness to take responsibility for 
oneself and others, to develop non-vio-

lently democratic solutions and live ac-
cordingly, as well as

– a conscience, sense of justice, empathy, 
inner connectedness with people, with 
one’s homeland, culture, nation and 
history.

State and the community of  
states in the context of natural law

“The starting point and basic value of in-
ternational ethics is the common essen-
tial nature of man and of all human be-
ings. Man, as a social being, also forms 
the state as the supreme social foundation, 
which in turn is integrated into a universal 
community of states.” (IE, p. 94)

The ethics of natural law forms the basis 
of mutual solidarity: “Therefore, we shall 
not only define the ethos of this our human-
ity today, but also examine it and explain 
its reasons, as it is the key to awakening 
and promoting the moral forces of mankind 
for worldwide peace. As we understand it, 
man’s conscience, as a gift of reason, is fun-
damentally oriented towards the good and 
thus to the treasure of peace.” (IE, pp. X)

With all this, personal dignity, equal in-
terpersonal cooperation, and the force of 
law, hold as the basis of national and in-
ternational life. 

“Just as, by virtue of their essentially 
identical nature, individuals are awarded a 
minimum of equal rights despite individu-
al inequalities in community-building, so 
also a community of states is only possi-
ble if all states have the same minimum of 
rights, despite their inequality in territory, 
population, natural resources, political and 
economic organisational forms and social 
systems.” (IE, p. 94)

Legal system, international  
law and bonum commune

The “moral order of peaceful coexistence 
of the peoples” also demands “an effective 
international legal order in statute inter-
national law, to which the concrete main 
task of juridification belongs, for the main-
tenance of world peace and global public 
common good, according to the principles 
of international ethics.” (IE, p. X) 

Weiler emphasises the crucial impor-
tance of the bonum commune, “of a world-
wide common good thus derived from 
natural law and [...] including any further 
development of international law accord-
ing to the requirements of natural law. Also 
the modern development of international 
organisations and worldwide associations 
[...]” (IE, p. 36), is committed to the basics 
of international ethics and international law. 

The natural social connectedness as 
well as “the equivalence of all mem-
bers of the human family”, which “ex-
cludes no one for reasons of class or 
caste spirit, racism or nationalism”, is 
way and aim of international ethics. 
(IE, p. 61) 

Today this notably includes justice, in 
the sense of human rights, for all people 
living on earth. In common with “the tra-
ditions of thought at national level, the nat-
ural behaviour of sympathising with others 
and sharing with other cultures and peo-
ples are important”. (IE, p. 60) Internation-
al ethics is therefore essentially “the search 
for social connection instead of destruc-
tion.” (IE, p. 60) 

Military protection of  
populations and nations

However, given the current world situation, 
military protection of populations and na-
tions is necessary. The author says: “It is 
only a sort of military education that also 
takes into consideration the normative jus-
tification of military intervention that can 
be seen as part of peace education. It is also 
to be referred back to the ethics of peace.” 
(IE, p. 72) Weiler emphasises that “peace 
education” will “not be able to merely ad-
vocate absolute pacifism, but it will clear 
the way for a conscientious decision in the 
choice between the different kinds of peace 
service, with or without arms. It will also 
give priority to peaceful over any military 
conflict resolution”. (IE, p. 72) Thus, Weil-
er justified the fundamental right of the 
states to self-defence, if they are attacked. 
The principle of proportionality must how-
ever be respected.

Peace ethics should promote peace
“Peace ethics as the core of international 
ethics can help to identify developments, 
to promote peace, to strengthen the moral 
mental faculties. It can tie back develop-
ments to basic moral insights and at the 
same time critically accompany the con-
ceptions for a solidary humanity in peace, 
freedom and justice.” Our time “also poses 
a special challenge for ethics concerned 
with international issues.” (IE, p. 225) •

”Basics of a personal common good …” 
continued from page 13

Internationale Ethik. Eine Einführung.  
1. Band: Die sittliche Ordnung der Völk-

ergemeinschaft. Duncker & Humblot 1986 
Band 1: ISBN 3-428-06133-0  
Band 2: ISBN 3-428-06134-9
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German citizens absolutely do not want a war 
They want improved relations with Russia 

mk. Despite all propaganda the majori-
ty of Germans do not want a war.1 And 
the majority of Germans – namely 58%2 

– want an improvement in relations with 
Russia, and this despite almost hourly 
propaganda against the nation.

The German love of peace is a thorn in 
the side of the Federal Academy for Se-
curity Policy (BAKS). In a working paper 
they demand that “the German culture 
of military restraint, which a majority of 
Germans consider to be correct, should 
converge to the French culture of auton-
omous military capacity for action [...]”3. 
This means that the Germans should be 
educated to the effect that they say yes 
to war.

With this paper, the BAKS, besides re-
porting directly to the Federal Security 
Council and thus to Chancellor Merkel, 
joins Macron’s demands for a “Europe-
an intervention initiative”, which should 
lead to the establishment of a “joint inter-
vention power”.4

This message is now being instilled 
on all channels and in all broadcast for-
mats. Comments in the Maischberger 
talk show, which was mainly about Rus-
sia and the Skripal affair, should be men-
tioned here as an example for many oth-
ers. Anthony Glees, a British intelligence 
expert, got upset in this panel discus-
sion about the Germans’ will for peace, 
as being a “romantic-idealist-pacifist 
dream” and “enthusiastic idealism”. He 
literally says: “For me it is unintelligi-

ble to hear German voices say we want 
peace.”5 

The Russia expert Gabriele Krone-
Schmalz could only speechless shake 
her head at that. In this program she ex-
plained that with the extinction of the 
generation that still knew the war, con-
sciousness of how fragile peace is gets 
lost. 

For the citizens who want peace, how-
ever, there is something encouraging 
about the whole discussion: It is obvious 
that throughout Europe or even through-
out Nato one is permanently irritated by 
the Germans’ desire for peace. Indeed, it 
may not be not so easy to enforce war 
against the will of such a big people. 
Therefore, attempts are being made to re-
verse the Germans’ attitude to war. Con-
versely, this also means that those who 
want peace must remain steadfast. With-
out their consent, no government can 
wage war in the long run. Their No to 
war just functions as a brake. If the No 
will unmistakably crescendo, it can pre-
vent wars and thus immense human suf-
fering.

The word war must not even  
be taken into consideration today

Exemplarily a viewer’s commentary on 
the Maischberger television program of 
28 March 2018 is quoted here: 

“It’s irresponsible to keep stirring up 
fear! It becomes extremely threatening if 
the media attacks against Putin are accom-

panied by the relocation of NATO weap-
on systems to the Baltic-Russian border 
and to Poland. ‘Those at the top’, what do 
they actually imagine what war between 
Russia and NATO is about? The word 
‘war’ must not even be taken into consid-
eration today! Have the Germans forgot-
ten what they did to the Russian people 
with the 1941 raid? Therefore, only one 
motto can and must apply today: striving 
for an irrefutable basis of trust with Rus-
sia and implementing maximum cooper-
ation in all areas for the common benefit 
of both sides, Russia and Europe! How-
ever, it is doubtful that foreign minister-
newcomer Heiko Maas, who right from 
the start joined the phalanx of Russia’s 
opponents, has the slightest willingness to 
cooperate constructively. The generation 
of the ‘small-step-takers’ is missing: Willy 
Brandt – Egon Bahr!” •
1  75% of those questioned are against sending 

more soldiers to Afghanistan. 57 % are general-
ly against missions abroad. Cf. survey commis-
sioned by “RedaktionsNetzwerk Deutschland” 
(RND) of 30.8.2017

2  Kantar-Emnid survey for the Focus, quoted 
from Contra Magazin of 28.10.2017

3  Bundesakademie für Sicherheitspolitik (Federal 
Academy for Security Policy.) Arbeitspapier Si-
cherheitspolitik No. 8/2018 (Working Paper on 
Security Policy) 

4  ibid.
5  Anthony Glees in the Maischberger program of 

21.3.2018

(Translation of all quotes: Current Concerns)

It needs information about the “Great Game of the Powers”
Being concerned alone is not enough

by Dieter Sprock

Humanity has learned little from the two 
major humanitarian catastrophes of the 
last century. The bitter experiences of the 
First and Second World Wars could not 
prevent the war as a “continuation of poli-
cy by other means”. Meanwhile, the num-
ber of people who have since become vic-
tims of war is supposed to even exceed 
that of the two world wars.

After the First World War, Germany 
was the sole guarantor of the war imposed 
by the victorious powers and the Treaty 
of Versailles already laid the ground for 
the Second World War. The treaty did not 
allow Germany to recover economically 
and provide the population with materi-
ally secure living conditions, undoubted-
ly one reason for the rise of Hitler. After 
the Second World War, the world was 
stunned by the extent of destruction and 
human suffering, also in the concentration 

camps. Until today, the images of horror 
still cause consternation, shame and out-
rage in every human being.

But history teaches us that dismay 
alone is not enough to prevent war and 
genocide. More and more frequently, the 
deeply human capacity for empathy and 
consequent dismay is abused to get people 
into new wars and new genocide.

The methods of manipulation have 
been substantially “refined” compared 
to the crude propaganda of a Goebbels. 
Today, the warlords no longer call for 
“total war” but for “humanitarian inter-

ventions”. They “advertise” with heart-
breaking real or even fake images “for war 
and death”, whose power the citizen can 
hardly withstand.

The peoples did not 
want and do not want war

War history is known to be written by the 
victors. That is why, for a long time and 
despite countless publications, the back-
ground of the two world wars remained 
secretive at least for the general pub-

“More and more frequently, the deeply human capacity for empathy 
and consequent dismay is abused to get people into new wars and 
new genocide.”

continued on page 16
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lic. Not so in the book “Die deutschen 
Katastrophen. 1914 bis 1918 und 1933 bis 
1945 im Grossen Spiel der Mächte“ (The 
German Catastrophes – 1914 to 1918 and 
1933 to 1945 in the Great Game of the 
Powers) by Andreas von Bülow.

The author was born in 1937 into the 
already five-year-old Nazi dictatorship. 
Writing his book, published in 2015, he 
wanted to clarify the history of the two 
World Wars in order to “preempt such 
catastrophes for the future”. He writes, 
“who wants to learn from history,” must 
try to see through “the jungle of lies of 
war propaganda”.

Andreas von Bülow assumes that the 
peoples did not want and do not want war. 
If, nonetheless, recruits “rushed to arms” 
during the First World War, it was because 
of their “belief in national defense against 
an external attack”, which was invoked by 
all heads of state. He continues, “The true, 
humane attitude of the peoples was ex-
pressed during Christmas 1914 in the First 
World War in the spontaneous ceasefire of 
the soldiers on both sides, the singing of 
Christmas carols over the trench warfare 
and occasionally in a common football 
game” (p. 379). Without massive propa-
ganda and the “constantly negative press 
coverage, the masses on both sides of the 
canal would not have been motivated to go 
to war” (page 95).

His time as Member of the German 
“Bundestag” and thereafter did get him 
into dialogue with the population “many 
a thousand times,” and he wonders how 
“such a capable, honest, well-behaved 
people of not only poets and thinkers, 
but diligent craftsmen, workers, entrepre-
neurs, peasants, trade unionists and sol-
diers” could be driven into such abysses. 
The question of  the Why has accompa-
nied him throughout his life.

The “Great Game of the Powers”
For the trained lawyer with 25 years of 
experience in the German “Bundestag”, 

inter alia in the Parliamentary Control 
Commission of the secret services and 
Parliamentary State Secretary at the Fed-
eral Minister of Defense as well as Fed-
eral Minister for Research and Technol-
ogy under Helmut Schmidt, both world 
wars “may only be regarded as the redis-
tribution of power” (p. 379) in the world-
wide struggle. He writes, “international 
tensions lead only to war if and when the 
long-term calculations of the great pow-
ers acting in the background consider the 
time to have come.” As a rule, number one 
plays the decisive role in this (p. 27). 

Hitler had come to power with finan-
cial support from home and abroad, with 
the burning of the “Reichstag”, the Ena-
bling Act (of 1933), murder and concen-
tration camps. His goals and the terror of 
the regime were known worldwide. Yet, 
for a long time the West did not intervene 
because it wanted Hitler to take action 
against Russia. Andreas von Bülow con-
tinues, “for three years, Russia and Ger-
many fought and weakened each other in 
the interest of the geopolitically refined 
game.” (p. 383)

In both, the First and Second World 
War England and the US pursued their 
own goals. Great Britain followed a 400-
year tradition in always opposing the 
strongest power on the European conti-
nent, thereby engaging the secondary and 
tertiarary powers in the battle (p. 378). 
The United States became the dominant 
power economically, financially, and mil-
itarily, in the course of both wars replacing 
Great Britain as number 1 (p. 384).

The “Great Game of the Powers” fol-
lows its own rules. The highest com-
mandment is to prevent under any 
circumstances the development of a com-
petitive structure. Whom you cannot beat 
militarily you team up with or at least 
harm him economically. 

In 1941, American President Truman 
summed up the cynical philosophy of the 
“Big Game” formulating: “If we see that 
Germany is winning we ought to help 
Russia and if Russia is winning we ought 
to help Germany, and that way let them 

kill as many as possible […].” (p. 384). To 
make this happen English and American 
large banks financed both sides. Human 
lives do not count in this “big game”.

An important contribution  
to the historical reappraisal

In his book, Andreas von Bülow traces the 
genesis of the two world wars in a detailed 
and easy to understand manner. He thus 
renders an important contribution to the 
reappraisal of this dark chapter of human 
history. While reading, there are questions 
about the background and goals of today’s 
wars, which are threatening to turn into a 
global conflagration again.

At present, a “Bogeyman Russia” is 
being rebuilt by all means. But those who 
have read the book will no longer allow 
themselves to be harnessed to the secret 
war aims of the powerful because of the 
infamous propaganda aimed at personal 
dismay. He knows that he can only lose 
in the “Great Game of Powers”.  •

*All quotes translated by Current Concerns
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