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To what extent is unreflected acquiescence beneficial, to what extent detrimen-
tal to an appropriate self-understanding?

The Wannsee island Schwanenwerder, today the representative office of the
Würth Group, can look back on a short, yet meaningful history. Towards the
end of the nineteenth century it advanced from a pasture to the desirable sum-
mer retreat of Berlin’s upper-middle class families. From the very beginning a
prestigious location for the bourgeois and obvious antipode to the royal Pfau-
eninsel of the Hohenzollern rulers and its military nomenclature, it soon estab-
lished itself as the seat of Berlin civil society, its members being drawing from
business and industry, high finance, the fine arts and science. They all contribu-
ted to the creation of a very special location marked by the enlightened spirit of
bourgeois society – its behaviour and tastes influencing the lifestyle of the time.

All in all the exact opposite of the society that reigned during the 12 years of
the “thousand-year empire”: Propaganda Minister Goebbels, a parvenu and proud
of it, confiscated one of the Schwanenwerder villas. There he held court and pro-
pagated the illusion of the good, prolific German family. In the end – as we know
today and it was then rumoured – nothing but lies and deception. It was all a
façade.

And of all people, this gnome-like criminal is preventing us from defining our-
selves, with discriminating self-awareness, as new residents of Schwanenwerder?
Does the National Socialist vituperator really still have an intimidating effect on
people today? Goebbels is not the name that we connect with this very special
Berlin location, even if the sinister chapters of German history have cast dark
shadows on it. Unreflected acquiescence would be too great an honour – resis-
tance is called for!

This unique island with its Mediterranean atmosphere has been graced by
the names of other residents and visitors: Major-General Henning von Tresckow,
Pastor Dietrich Bonhöfer, Baroness de Rothschild, General Dwight D. Eisen-
hower und Lucius D. Clay, the Aspen Institute and not least conference facilities
of the Protestant Church of Berlin-Brandenburg. These are the names and insti-
tutions that we identify with; they embody the best Schwanenwerder tradition.
And it is our wish to add our name to the above list of the island’s past and pre-
sent inhabitants.

It is a particular honour for Würth Haus to be able to contribute, by shaping
the present, to a better history of the island: by promoting encounters and
exchanges between people of varying convictions, skin colour, religion or social
class. Non-partisan and international, our focus is on the common good for Ger-
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many and Europe. It’s worth striving for this belle alliance at this historical loca-
tion, and helping to restore its erstwhile importance.

The fourth German-Spanish Forum impressively exemplifies the efforts of
Würth’s representational office. For two days the Würth foundation was the host
to representatives from business and politics at Würth Haus Berlin. All the par-
ticipants were either of German or Spanish background and they all had a com-
mon interest in a European future. Not least because of this interest being sha-
red by high-ranking members of both country’s governments – both Spain’s King
Juan Carlos und Germany’s Federal President Horst Köhler are patrons of the
Forum – the first issue of present 2007 has focused primarily on this event.

Additionally, present would like to invite its readers to consider several other
European topics in this issue and to thank them for their interest. We are always
pleased to hear your reactions, so please send us your comments and rejoinders.

Manfred Kurz

Editorial
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GERMANY –
SPAIN, OLÉ!

One hundred and thirty German and Spanish Europeans accepted the invitation
extended by the Würth non-profit foundation and made their way in February to
Würth Haus in Berlin. The goal of their journey was the 2007 German-Spanish
Forum/Foro Hispano Alemán, an association of leading representatives of Euro-
pean civil society, which on the initiative of the Spanish and German governments
in November 2000, came into being during a state visit to Madrid by the German
federal president. At this year’s meeting a high-ranking circle of experts from the
sciences, politics, trade and industry addressed current, pressing issues that will
affect the shaping of Europe’s future. Nothing less than the most important questions
for the future of the European Union were on the agenda of the two-day confer-
ence, 5–6 February 2007.

The fourth German-Spanish Forum
in Würth Haus Berlin

Manfred Kurz

Photos of the German-Spanish Forum

pp. 5–19: Andi Schmid, Munich

Manfred Kurz, head of Würth Haus

Berlin, opening the fourth German-

Spanish Forum with comments

on German-Spanish relations and

the responsibility of both countries

for the European Union.
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A belle alliance in the best sense

The common ground connecting sometimes divergent opinions was the basic
conviction that especially the Germans and Spaniards are dedicated to the val-
ues of the European Union, which apart from the bare economic figures and pol-
icy guidelines continuously points to a common Western culture. This connec-
tion could not have been better highlighted than it was at the German-Spanish
dinner for the conference participants in the basilica of the recently re-opened
Bodemuseum on the Museum Island at the end of the first conference day on 5
February. A captivating concert performed by young musicians from the Deutsche
Stiftung Musikleben and the close vicinity to art works of the highest quality had
an indelible impact and made evident well beyond the first day the friendly rela-
tionship between the Germans and Spaniards.

To intensify this belle alliance was the task Federal President Horst Köhler set
himself, who together with Spain’s monarch, King Juan Carlos, had invited the
participants to lunch at Schloss Bellevue on 6 February to end the conference.
Words of recognition and sympathy for the Foro Hispano Alemán were expressed
by both leaders, as exemplified in those of King Juan Carlos: “I want to express
my unreserved support and best wishes for the work of this forum.” These friend-

Würth Haus Berlin

One hundred and thirty German and Spanish

Europeans accepted the invitation extended

by the Würth non-profit foundation and made

their way in February to Würth Haus in Berlin.
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ly words were also directed to the
Würth foundation. For all the partici-
pants the encounter proved to be an
ideal case of fruitful interaction between
heads of state and civil society.

Opening of the event

The two initiators and presidents of the
German-Spanish forum, Gerd Schulte-
Hillen and Bernardo Cremades, were
responding to Germany and Spain’s
push to take the lead in the European
Union when they founded the forum.
The prerequisite for overcoming glob-
al challenges is the committed work of
two large European member countries
as the driving force in the European
integration process. From the very
beginning the friendship of two men –

men who reflect in a symbolic manner the two countries – was the impetus for
the development and the prosperity of particularly the Western European Union
(WEU), without whose energy the beginning of a visionary process would prob-
ably still lie far in the future.

The founding of the German-Spanish Forum was based on the idea that to over-
come global challenges, the co-operation of countries willing to take on a lead-
ership role within the European Union was necessary. Both Spain and Germany
played major roles as important motors in the European unification process, and
both countries have repeatedly expressed their commitment to a strong and
empowered European Union – the best prerequisites to hold up the banner and
continue the co-operation to the benefit of both nations and to the European
idea. With this idea in mind, the participants of the fourth German-Spanish Forum
were asked to participate in the discussion of four thematic areas: European inte-
gration politics, the prospects of expansion, the Lisbon strategy and energy pol-
icy in Europe. The Würth foundation and the Fundación Rafael del Pino of
Madrid were the hosts of the Forum at the Würth Haus in Berlin.

German-Spanish Forum

The two initiators and presidents of the

German-Spanish forum, Gerd Schulte-Hillen

and Bernardo Cremades
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Spain and Germany in comparison

First the removal of a dictatorship – and let’s not forget that it was young King
Juan Carlos who played a major role, clearing the way for thorough reform with
the ultimate goal of opening up towards Europe. A rigid society with strong
clerical and conservative elements began to take its first steps towards democ-
racy, freedom of speech and trade – what happened thereafter is well-known.

The opening of Spain and a turn to the then European Economic Community
with access to its markets resulted in increasing prosperity. A familiar image in
Germany – the Spanish guest workers in the Ruhr district of the 1950s – began to
disappear. No Spaniard was forced to leave his land to feed himself and his fam-
ily. At the latest in 1982, when Spain joined the European Community, the coun-
try was booming – currently 60 per cent of the European construction cranes are
located in the region surrounding Madrid. Spain has become one of the wealth-
iest countries in Europe. Its strength and modernity are clearly apparent.

In contrast Germany – by no means destitute but slowed down by numerous
duties, for example, the re-building of eastern Germany, reduction of its debt,
overdue structural reforms and a deficit in scientific research. Nevertheless, after
years of economic stagnation and as a result of the Agenda 2010 policy, some
sectors are once again booming and the image of Germany as export leader has
been strengthened. German commerce and industry as one of the greatest ben-
eficiaries of the 100 billion euro trade surplus vis-à-vis the other European mem-
ber countries is now once again functioning as a well-running cylinder in the
European growth engine.

Würth actually never lost its position at the fore; it has lost none of its vitality
and with its annual double-digit growth rates has attracted considerable atten-
tion. The direct beneficiary of this development is the Würth foundation, which
has as a result been able to increase its promotion of scientific research, and in line
with its promotional guidelines, to organize the scientific German-Spanish col-
loquium.

I. Social model for the future –
European integration policy in focus

Five young journalist students were asked to investigate the current status of
integration in Germany and Spain. Their results indicated that where individual
effort on the part of the immigrants was noticeable – for example by actively
learning the language of the host country, further education, taking on work or
active involvement in civil society, i.e., in clubs – individuals do not face hin-
drances and integration is generally successful. Work and adapting to the social
environment are thus key words in the integration process.

Spain’s minister of labour and social

affairs, Jesús Caldera Sánchez-Capitán:

“Between 1880 and 1970 almost six

million Spaniards – 30 per cent of the

entire population – left the country.

As a result we have ample experience

as emigrants. I think that Spain’s experi-

ence in reverse is a good example of

successful Spanish integration policy”.



1/2007 present 9

German-Spanish Forum

In his speech Spain’s minister of labour and social affairs, Jesús Caldera Sánchez-
Capitán, emphasized the prerequisites for accelerating the speed of integration
into society and explained the special migration problems in Spain with respect
to the increased immigration pressure from the Mahgreb. In most cases work
permits cannot be issued, not least because of the fear of endangering indige-
nous jobs through wage dumping. Minister Caldera thus appealed to the repre-
sentatives of the European Union who were present to view this problem as
European and not a purely Spanish challenge to be overcome. Not everything
can be taken care of by the government, local authorities or other governmental
institutions. Here civil society is called on to take action.

Experts and public figures from Spain and

Germany concentrating on Europe’s future

at the conference.
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The connection between migration and integration

The link between migration and integration was stressed by German Home Sec-
retary Wolfgang Schäuble. Above all Germany – the European country with the
highest number of immigrants from a historical perspective – has, apart from
the immigration wave at the end of and as a result of World War II, compre-
hensive experience with the integration of foreign citizens, beginning with the
deliberate recruitment of the so-called “guest workers” from Italy, Spain, Portu-
gal and Greece in the 1950s and 1960s – and later from Turkey.

Immigrants from Turkey often avoid integration because they continue to lead an
independent life in Germany – with their own neighbourhoods, own newspa-
pers and media, clubs and associations. Insufficient knowledge of German is a
further obstacle that limits appreciation and understanding for the host country.
Integration deficits of this sort extend into the next generation, currently into
the third. Eliminating the social isolation of citizens with Turkish background
and integrating them into civil society becomes more difficult from one genera-
tion to the next.

But integration is always a two-way street: willingness on the part of the guests
to be integrated and willingness on the part of the host country to integrate the
guests are the prerequisites. This means we have to try – and that is integration’s
core message – to improve opportunities in general, not only for education and
work, but also opportunities to participate in democratic processes.

II. Expansion prospects
for the European Union

European citizens’ reluctance to include the most recent and largest wave of
accession in the European Union – no less than twelve new member states –
was clearly recognizable when in a referendum both France and the Netherlands
rejected the EU’s proposed constitution. The framework for future expansion is
thus clearly drawn – it will be limited by the deepening of Europe, the integration
of its citizens and by the natural dynamics of expansion.

This is not really a task that can be easily and quickly solved. The expansion
process can only succeed if the democratization process in the former Warsaw
Pact countries continues to develop. And this cannot be ordered from above but
must happen – assuming there is a strengthening of democratic-parliamentary
structures – locally and then be accepted and implemented by the citizens. The
speed and success of accession negotiations with Macedonia and Croatia as cur-
rent member candidates will be the gauge for the domestic progress of these
countries. Furthermore Europe’s self-awareness – current debates confirm this

German Home Secretary

Wolfgang Schäuble:

“In Germany 20 per cent of the popula-

tion has a migration background. Integra-

tion is linked, of course, in many diverse

ways with migration. In the third genera-

tion in particular we see considerable

integration problems.”
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– requires the clarification of the nature of the European Union itself with a view
to gaining acceptance among its citizens.

Professor Werner Weidenfeld, director of the Center for Applied Policy Research
(CAP) at the University of Munich and moderator of the panel on the expan-
sion prospects for the European Union, began this part of the conference with
some comments towards a definition of Europe. In the sixth century BC this
term first emerged to designate the region of Greek civilization that was sur-
rounded by the land belonging to the “barbarians”. Thus the original view of
Europe was less a geographic classification than a connection with a location as

a political-cultural space. In the third
century AD Europe was seen as the
region where Latin was used as the
liturgical language. And to this day
studying atlases provides no real
answers to the question of borders.
Especially to the east there are no nat-
ural borders, and we have been dealing
with this phenomenon for centuries,
even up to the present political debate
about the efforts on the part of the
Ukraine or Georgia to join the Euro-
pean Union.

Europe’s success story

Reinhard Silberberg, state secretary of
the Foreign Ministry in Berlin, when
asked for his overall view of Europe
insisted that the 50-year history of the

European Union since the initial signing of the Treaty of Rome in 1957 was a
success story. Fifty years of peace together with economic and social prosperi-
ty provide reason enough to be optimistic, despite the grumbling about the plu-
rality of voices in the current European debate, about future European prospects
and visionary developments.

He pointed out that the historically unique project “European Union” is viewed
all over the world with respect and recognition. Governments outside of Europe
have applauded its great success. The expectations of the newly industrializing
countries in Asia, for example, are focused on a sustainable consolidation with-
in Europe. Twenty-seven national states – some of which are not even as large as
a German province – could hardly compete on an individual basis in the increas-
ing globalized economy. This fact alone is a determining factor in choosing the
direction future expansion policy must take, which, although requiring consid-

Professor Werner Weidenfeld, director

of the Center for Applied Policy Research

(CAP) at the University of Munich

and Íñigo Méndez de Vigo Y Montojo,

Germany expert and member of the

European Parliament.
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erable vitality, does not have to follow in the footsteps of Alexander the Great,
who, as we all know, was not held back by the borders in Egypt, Persia or India.

In the end the conclusion is clear: the expansion policy has been a huge success
and in the future its advantages must be communicated to European citizens
more clearly than has been done in the past. As State Secretary Silberberg com-
mented in his final statement the advantages are indeed observable, even at an
early stage before formal membership to the EU: “Our Turkish contacts, especially
those in private industry have confirmed again and again how important the
negotiating process is for Turkey to ensure that the necessary economic and
political reforms are undertaken within the country. It is clear, however, that they
themselves are uncertain how this process will end.”

That Europe is a success can be seen in the development of Spain, which entered
the European Community together with Portugal in 1982. This Mediterranean
country, previously hindered in its social development by a dictatorial state, was
basically agricultural and limited primarily to the domestic Spanish market, and
yet it was able to leave the cliché of backwardness and poverty behind. Today
Spain is one of the motors for growth and progress that has become indispensable
for the European Union, also in terms of its democratic structures – a model for
all other countries to imitate.

Elmar Brok, German member of the European Parliament, warned that inner
reforms – the prerequisites for legitimation and the resulting ability to act – are
necessary as the political basis for an expansion of the Union. According to Brok,
“the alternative is constitution or what Verhofstadt fears. The liberal Belgian min-
ister president, [Guy] Verhofstadt, has said that if the constitution fails there will
only be a small political union of countries that have, for example, introduced
the euro. I don’t want a little European gem like that.” And he’s right because
a European Union without a founding and core nation like France is unthink-
able. It would be best if the election for European Parliament in 2009 was com-
bined with a resubmission of the constitutional referendum.

III. Is Europe overstretched?
The Lisbon process

The Lisbon strategy, initiated in 2000, anticipated the term of José Manuel Bar-
roso, former Portuguese minister president, who became president of the Euro-
pean Commission in 2004. Why was it conceived? Because the world-wide sit-
uation demanded a convincing answer on the part of the Europeans to the inten-
sified competition due to globalization and the IT revolution.

Elmar Brok, German member

of the European Parliament:

“A connection must be made between

European expansion policy and the

European Constitution. In any case I

don’t want a political mini-Europe.”
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The political goal – to develop the European Union within 10 years into the
most innovative region with the strongest growth rates – was closely connected
with the new spirit in Lisbon. Deregulation, more focus on science and research,
liberalization of the markets and reduction of bureaucracy are the keys to this
development. They are the cornerstones of the conditions that must necessari-
ly be created because, in fact, they are not being formulated by Europe but dic-
tated by the newly industrializing nations with their huge potential. Countries
that want to keep up have to accelerate and do everything in their power to
increase their competitiveness.

This means our foremost focus must be
on the economy. Only strong growth
and the resulting consequences for the
general economy and its participants
will make it possible to achieve our
goal. Although often repeated and lip
service given to it, the effort required to
survive in our highly competitive and
dynamic world economy is not really
being expended. Europe has to become
fit for the challenge to face the rising
dynamic countries in Asia and, of
course, to compete with the US. This
is the only way that the dominance of
both continents can be met.

Overall European response to the challenges of globalization

The above conviction was presented by Dr Josef Ackermann, chairman of the
board of Deutsche Bank AG, who made his own observations on the European
economy in the last few years and the demands placed on politics for the 10 years
of the Lisbon agenda. A further widening of the growth gap – the world econo-
my grew by 5 per cent in 2006, while that of the European Union only achieved
half of this growth rate – can only be stopped by radical, even unpopular, struc-
tural reforms of the labour market, by fiscal policy, and by considerable efforts to
stimulate innovation and reduce bureaucracy. Experts estimate that the gross
domestic product (GDP) would increase in the EU by 1.5 per cent if the govern-
ment-induced costs of companies could be reduced by 25 per cent by the year
2012.

Gerd Schule-Hillen talking with Dr Josef

Ackermann, chairman of the board of

Deutsche Bank AG: “In Frankfurt we have

begun to co-operate with universities and

the few banks involved in this complex area.

This is of great importance, not so much

for private customers but for those involved

in complex, international trade. Here we

have missed our chance to catch up with the

Americans simply because we cannot make

sufficient offers to the universities.”
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Certainly the demands of Dr Acker-
mann can be agreed with in general.
Whether they can be quantified and
calculated in a linear fashion seems
questionable, however. In the end the
unknown factor is a quantity that will
be supplied to the equation by the
growing environmental and social stan-
dards of the newly industrializing coun-
tries in about ten years. It is quite cer-
tain that rapid economic growth can-
not be maintained in the long run
without increased demands on the part
of those who have achieved the same
advances. It will not be possible to
maintain production rates similar to
those in the first world with social con-
ditions of the third world in the newly
industrializing countries of Asia. There,
too, society will become more demo-

cratic and a new generation of workers will follow that will demand their fair
share of the gross national product. No society is blessed with enduring pros-
perity that has been generated by a handful of oligarchic billionaires and a mul-
titude of paupers.

This relativizing view of future growth potential in different regions of the world
is meant to prevent exaggerated and belligerent demands from arising here in
Germany but also to prevent an overall negative attitude from becoming ram-
pant.

IV. A common energy policy for Europe –
opportunities and challenges

In his speech at the third German-Spanish Forum German Federal President Köh-
ler had already stated: “It seems to me that Europe’s difficulty is not so much
stating but implementing its agreed goals.” This point still holds true and includes
the admonition to decisive and united action.

On the second day, 6 February, the discussion focused on the central challenge
for the European Union in the coming twenty or thirty years: a common energy
policy. The ability of the EU to act will be exemplified by this policy. But it is
exactly in energy issues that gaps in understanding are the largest – the strug-

Professor Reinhold Würth and Jürgen Hogrefe.

Both stand for businesses from Baden-

Württemberg whose importance go well

beyond its borders – the Würth Group and

Energie Baden-Württemberg AG.
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gle between the Spanish energy
provider Endesa, S. A., in Madrid and
E.ON AG in Düssseldorf demonstrates
how strong national interests can work
against a common energy policy.

While a solution is desperately being
sought for both company locations, the
question about future energy supplies
is already being answered in a pragmat-
ic and efficient manner by our eastern
EU neighbour, Russia: as the supplier
for gas and oil with a new, although not
uncontroversial, distribution route via a
1,200 kilometer long Baltic Sea pipeline
to be built by the joint-venture compa-
ny Nord Stream AG from Russian
Wyborg near St Petersburg to Greif-
swald in Germany. The chairman of the
advisory board, ex-Federal Chancellor

Gerhard Schröder, attracted a large audience at the fourth German-Spanish Forum,
where he informed the participants about western Europe’s strategic goals and
energy supply security with Russian natural gas.

Continued dependency
on fossil energy forms

Despite enormous efforts, Europe’s dependence on fossil energy forms cannot
be prevented in the midterm, since they amount to 70 per cent of the entire ener-
gy used in the European economies.

“The question then is who can reliably cover these needs in the long term? The
possible candidates for oil and gas include the countries in the Near and Middle
East, Africa and also Russia. Those who wish to discuss reliability, dependency
and interdependencies in energy supplies in a rational manner cannot only look
at Russia but must also take other countries and their stability into considera-
tion. With this background in mind I have always placed considerable impor-
tance on the European-Russian energy partnership.”

Schröder continued by emphasizing that Russia has been the most stable supply
region for decades, pointing especially to the fact that when we start thinking
about alternatives as a result of the alleged insecure relationship to Russia, we
always turn to Iran: “While discussing insecurities in the supply relationship
between Europe and Russia, we think of Iran in terms of availability but at the

Dr Theo Sommer and ex-Federal Chancel-

lor Gerhard Schröder, who continues

to support the closure of nuclear power

plants planned for the long-term.

Not least because we are also com-

pletely dependent on uranium imports, a

resource that, as we all know, is limited.
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same time, for obvious reasons, we are invoking sanctions in the World Securi-
ty Council against the same country. There is something wrong with this dis-
cussion.”

Alternative strategies?

Although there isn’t a real alternative to relying on the supply of Russian fossil
energy forms due to the facts mentioned before, we should not lose sight of the
potential for developing renewable energies. Some results have already been
achieved: In the last six years Germany has been able to double its share of renew-
able energy forms to about 10.8 per cent of our entire energy needs. Neverthe-
less this respectable achievement will not be able to overcome our dependency
in the next twenty years on oil and natural gas.

Increasing importance will be given to renewable energy – such as wind and
water, geothermy, various forms of solar energy and particularly bioenergy, which
is made from biomass – but there is no possibility yet of covering our needs with
renewable energy. The only answer then is vigorous investment in research and
development, for example in hydrogen energy, which, however, still relies on
electricity for its generation, and that with a very poor efficiency of 50 per cent.
What this means is that it is still in the phase of basic research and far removed
from practical usability and even farther from economic application. All other
scenarios are entirely unrealistic.

Of course these facts are well known in both Düsseldorf and Madrid. Before this
backdrop it makes sense that in terms of a common European energy strategy,
market power has to be bundled in order to survive global competition, espe-
cially in view of the strong demand for raw materials and energy markets trig-
gered by the newly industrializing countries. Dr Wulf Bernotat, chairman of the
board of E.ON AG, travelled to Berlin to the German-Spanish Forum in Würth
Haus to highlight the European view of a fusion with Spanish Endesa – entire-
ly in accordance with the European commissioner for Industry, Finance and Cur-
rency, the Spaniard Joaquín Almunia. Only a few weeks later, however, after the
appearance of this issue, the winds had changed. The fusion was stopped by
political intervention in Spain.

Dr Wulf Bernotat, chairman of the board

of E.ON AG, knows what it means to

bundle European energy interests when

the merger of two companies is involved.

European goals and national interests

are often in conflict.
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European co-operation instead
of national action

Former Federal Chancellor Gerhard Schröder chose admonishing words for this
action: “As far as Germany and Spain are concerned, together with the Euro-
pean Commission, it is felt that there can be no self-prescribed and nationally-
oriented release from an agreed commitment to a common European strategy.
In any case when a common energy strategy is being considered, the govern-
ment in Spain should not intervene to block a feasible and planned common
strategy for the fusion of two companies. In my opinion that is not the expres-
sion of a common strategy but a blatant case of the exact opposite. I say this in
particular and with all due respect for my friends in the Spanish Socialist party.”

When the future is on the agenda, clever

minds are required. Bernardo Cremades and

Gerd Schulte-Hillen, the presidents of the

German-Spanish Forum (centre), provide

the necessary impetus and at the same time

offer good company.
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Controversial points of view came to the fore, were supported with arguments
and passionately discussed. Particularly the Spanish emphasized the importance
of national independence. The E.ON representatives pointed to the necessity of
large, internationally active companies. Investments in the area of energy supply
range, of course, in the billions, a situation that clearly overtaxes small companies

More Information on the fourth

German-Spanish Forum

Documentation of the forum in
German and Spanish will be
made available to you by the end
of June 2007. It will include all
the speeches as well as the most
important contributions to the
plenary discussions.

Please order your copy from
Gemeinnützige Stiftung Würth
Postfach
D-74650 Künzelsau

or from
Würth Haus Berlin
Inselstraße 16
D-14129 Berlin

Our website offers, of course,
quickest access:
www.wuerth-haus-berlin.de

Beyond national borders and differing

opinions, our common European culture

provides a binding element we can rely

on. Cultural policy is always an integral

part of integration policy.
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even if ownership unbundling were possible. In view of the current legal situa-
tion this appears to be unlikely. In any case it would be advisable to break up the
network and energy companies. In the long term a legal blockade will arise that
would entangle both the internationally active energy suppliers and the deregu-
lation authorities. And this cannot be in the interest of European energy con-
sumers. On the other hand, the interest of European electricity customers is not
strengthened by a lack of competition on the electricity market – it is much too
easy to end up at the mercy of the electricity suppliers.

The energy issue in Europe will no doubt continue to occupy us in the coming
years, but the truly difficult debate is still to come. It will not be limited to Spain
and Germany but will involve all EU member states, a situation that demands
strong European leadership in the Council or Commission. Germany and Spain
as two of the most important, economically viable countries in the Union will
play a major role. The fifth German-Spanish Forum – planned to take place in
Madrid – will, no doubt, have to deal with this inevitability.

The Würth foundation will continue to make its contribution to this matter, and
as usual present will keep you informed.

Patrons expressing their thanks: Two heads of

governments receiving Reinhold and Carmen

Würth, the founders of the Würth foundation.
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In the article “Antidumping tariffs: a Pan-
dora’s box?” (present 2/2006, page 14)
it is noticeable that the author, Andreas
Kammholz, tries to explain complex facts
with simple recipes. In-depth knowledge
of the facts is left by the wayside. And of
course it’s much easier to “argue” on the
basis of half-truths and a limited awareness
– especially if we just simply “look away”.
But the problems of world trade are not as
simple as Mr Kammholz wants us to
believe.

What is it all about?

According to Kammholz antidumping is
“administered competition” and European
businesses label unwanted competition as
“unfair”.

But in fact we are all for free trade. Compe-
tition through trade forces us to adapt; it
encourages innovation, leading to the
creation of new markets, working places
and prosperity. If anyone really believes the
bureaucrats in Brussels have not under-
stood all this, then he should read the
Commission’s Lisbon Strategy, which was
written by the very same bureaucrats. In
this respect there is some ignorance on the
side of the author when he maintains that
with its antidumping tariffs the Commis-
sion is acting as if it were protecting little
corner shops against the necessary compet-
itive pressure of big supermarkets.

Rules and values

Does free trade need rules? Kammholz’s
argumentation appears to be based on the
idea that the powers of a free, unregulated

Fritz-Harald Wenig

Our demands for free imports to the European domestic market in present 2/2006
(Think Europe: “Protective barriers against troublesome competitors” and “Antidumping
tariffs: a Pandora’s box?”) brought strong criticism from Fritz-Harald Wenig, director of
Trade Defense Instrument Directorate at the European Commission’s General Trade
Directorate. present will nevertheless, continue to hold to its position in favour of free
competition and also for the dismantling of hidden subsidies. It is, however, not in our
interest to withhold the arguments against this position from our readers. The author of
the following contribution emphasised that the statement below is his personal opinion
and does not reflect the official policy of the European Commission.

Looking away is not the answer
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market lead to better results than if the
state were to interfere. This is, however,
clearly dogmatic nonsense. In the same
way that governments are reduced to
despotism without regulating laws and
judicial control (history has shown us
enough examples, unfortunately), so too
trade degenerates into a Mafioso-run
underworld if certain values and rules are
not observed.

At the national level no one would question
this: laws against unfair competition,
against cartels and against the exploitation
of market power exist in Germany and
likewise for the EU. Not without reason
has the German presidency of the EU
included in its programme the following
sentence: “The German presidency is
determined to fight unfair competitive
behaviour as well as unfair trading practices
such as dumping, illegal subsidies, violation
of intellectual property rights and forced
technology transfers.” And Pascal Lamy,
director of the World Trade Organisation,
recently said in Brussels that it was
“Europe’s task to tame globalisation”.

When businesses keep their production
costs low by destroying the environment
(according to the report of 27 January 2007
in the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung,
400,000 people die in China from the
direct consequences of air pollution and
700 million Chinese drink polluted water)
or by exploiting child labour as “working
slaves” and setting minimum working
hours at 60 hours per week (to name just
a few examples), then we should consider
whether these practices can be seen as
“fair competition”. Mr Kammholz calls
this “unwanted competition” for European
businesses. For me this is an elementary
violation of Creation and human dignity.

Competition is painful

Nevertheless there is little that we can do to
fight these practices because there are no
internationally agreed standards. In any

case we cannot use antidumping instru-
ments to deal with these problems. Only
when the same entrepreneur receives gov-
ernmental support, for example, in the form
of “tax holidays”, interest-free credit,
export subsidies, import restrictions, etc.,
only then can the trade protection instru-
ment – seen as despicable in the article –
be implemented. And the reason why is
that the costs and the export prices of the
products are also being dramatically low-
ered in the process of receiving governmen-
tal subsidies, giving him an unfair competi-
tive advantage.

It protects businesses in the EU that do not
receive such “unfair” advantages and pre-
vents companies from breaking into other
open markets from a protected market. I
ask myself where the author got the idea
that the Commission sees low prices as
“unfair”. Prices are not unfair when they are
low; they are only unfair when they are the
product of unfair competitive behaviour or
of governmental intervention (for example
higher protective tariffs) undertaken with
the intent of keeping domestic prices high
and reducing imports.

Investigating the question as to why dump-
ing companies can afford low prices is
painful, however. Merchants perfer to
ignore this issue. It’s understandable, per-
haps, because they are the benefactors of
successful dumping and subsidy attacks.
The victims are the companies that have to
survive in our civil society with its rules for
competition, environment, health and safety
standards at work, etc. That German
companies are able to do this is evident in
the success of German exports. If they were
left without protection against unfair trade
practices, they would go bankrupt or would
relocate and take the jobs, knowledge
technology, tax revenue and everything else
that is part of our social economic system
with them.

Or does Mr Kammholz think that we
should adjust our standards to those of the
Chinese? For him, obeying the rules of

For and Against

Fritz-Harald Wenig, director of Trade

Defense Instrument Directorate at the

European Commission’s General Trade

Directorate, presents his personal

viewpoint on the EU’s trade protection

instrument.



competition and respecting values is an
“administrative guarantee of profitability” in
the form of a “social policy for businesses”.

“Honourable” businessmen
are called for

Unfortunately we do not have international
laws regulating competition. Unfortunately
only the antidumping regulations have
established some international rules of
competition. The environment and social
standards are national issues. Thus it is left
to the responsibility of individual, far-
sighted businessmen not to participate in
dumping practices and in the infringement
of intellectual property and to avoid buying
subsidised products or fakes.

And it is up to the “responsible consumer”

to recognise that purchasing dumping
goods not only supports scandalous work-
ing conditions in export countries but at
the same time forces companies founded on
the principles of fair competition, environ-
mental protection, workers’ rights and
social redistribution out of the country –
and thus ultimately jeopardises his own old-
age pension.

I hope Mr Kammholz has a good retire-
ment insurance that is not dependent on
tax revenue from European commerce and
industry. I also hope that in future he will
not have to earn his livelihood in dumping
countries. Or does he plan to spend his
retirement living off his German pension in
the stinking air of a booming, newly indus-
trialising country?
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For and Against

Manfred Kurz
Clarification

When using a sledgehammer to crack a nut
the goal is often lost sight of. Andreas
Kammholz, head of the legal department,
Federation of German Wholesale and
Foreign Trade, is not endangering Creation
by his demand that antidumping tariffs for
stainless steel and steel screws be elimi-
nated.

To reiterate: our demand refers to the
industrial production of screws and these
are produced – no matter where in the
world – by machines and not by human

hand. The share wages have in the costs are
minimal; not one job would be endangered
if the European Union were to eliminate the
anticompetitive import tariffs.

The reverse of this exemplary story has,
however, serious consequences: If the
European Union seals off its markets, China
will do the same thing in return. This will
endanger our export chances and our jobs.
Sorry, but that’s what it’s all about.
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Brussels Tip

If you work in Brussels, you know the
problem: after a day in the office there is
shopping to do but you usually end up in
front of closed doors. Shops in the Belgian
capital close early. Here you can only dream
about the “long” opening hours of German
big cities. The only thing to do in a situa-
tion like this is to make your way to one of
the so-called “night shops”, which can be
found in every neighborhood. They offer
everything that’s necessary but at double
the customary price. This phenomenon
seems incredible considering that Brussels
was once one of the most important trad-
ing centres in Europe.

Ancient trading tradition

The good geographical location of the city
near the main European trade routes con-
necting England and Flanders with the
Rhine Valley resulted in Brussels becoming
one of the most important trading centres
along this route. For many travelling mer-
chants it was the perfect spot for a leisurely
break in their long journey. And the inhabi-
tants, industrious and creative as they were,
knew how to use this to their advantage.
Not only offering board and lodging, they
soon began to offer more and more self-
made goods.

The growing popularity of Brussels and the
increased demand for local goods led to the
expansion of the small city markets. Espe-
cially the production of what was then
considered luxury goods – cloth, lace and
Gobelins – grew continuously so that they
were soon being exported all over Europe.
This development brought prosperity to
the city and its citizens and made Brussels
one of the largest and most successful
economic capitals of western Europe.

In the old town, around the market, the
Grand-Place, many street names refer to the
ancient, long-lost market and trading
tradition: Rue du Marché aux Herbes (herb-
market street), Rue du Marché au Charbon
(cabbage-market street), Rue du Marché

Richard Arnold, head of the permanent

representation of Baden-Würtemberg at

the EU, knows Brussels inside out.

Photo: Privat

Just Meat and Potatoes?

Shopping in Brussels

Photos (3): Langemann, Munich
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aux Poulets (chicken-market street), Rue du
Marché aux Fromages (cheese-market
street), Place du Nouveau Marché aux
Grains (new-grain-market square) and
many more.

Lively market bustle continues

Is there really nothing left of the ancient
market tradition? At first glance it seems so
but a closer look reveals that today Brussels
is still a paradise for market-goers.

The most-well know and largest market of
the city, the colourful, international Marché
du Midi takes place every Sunday morning
(6 a.m. –1 p.m.) on the square around the
train station Gare du Midi (métro station).
Up to 450 stands offer the visitors a wide
variety of goods, much more than just fruit,
vegetables and other food items: here you
can find (almost) everything the heart
desires: clothes, shoes, material, CDs and
DVDs, plants, toiletries and even smaller
electrical appliances, such as irons or water
cookers. If you are attentive as you stroll
along the stands, you will most certainly
come across a find. Haggling is the done
thing at this “Arabian market”. If you

weren’t made for haggling, you can often
find a bargain shortly before the stands are
taken down: that’s when the merchants try
to get rid of the rest of their wares at
considerably reduced prices.

The most exclusive street market of the
city, the Antique and Book Market on
Place du Grand Sablon (métro: Louise) is
a treasure trove for high quality antiques.
Here every weekend (Saturday 9 a.m.–
6 p.m., Sunday 9 a.m.–2 p.m.) antique
enthusiasts with discerning tastes (and
bulging wallets) gather at the foot of the
magnificent, towerless Gothic church,
Notre-Dame du Sablon. You will have to
dig deeper into your pocket if you want to
take home a fine antique, but quality is
guaranteed. There are numerous antique
shops around the market that also open up
their doors during weekend market hours.
For antique lovers a visit to this market is a
must.

In the immediate vicinity of the antique
market on Place du Jeu de Balle (métro:
Porte de Hal), you will find a classic flea
market in a multicultural neighbourhood.
This oldest of the twelve Brussels flea

Brussels Tip

Photo: Andi Schmid, Munich

Everything under the sun – all that and more

in open-air Brussels.
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markets is opened daily (Monday–Friday 7
a.m.–2 p.m., Saturday 9 a.m.–6 p.m., Sun-
day 9a.m.–2 p.m.), but during the week it is
considerably smaller. Here you will find all
sorts of wares: dishware, toys, small pieces
of furniture, coins, stamps, and whatever
else you find in markets of this type. It is
always worth a rummage here. If you are
hoping to find a bargain, you’ll have to
come early in the morning because many of
the merchants start taking down their
stands as early as 11. The best prices are
available during the week when the market
isn’t flooded with tourists, who also drive
up the prices. And if you’ve done enough
rummaging, you can relax over a Belgian
beer in one of the many pubs around the
square.

Every day is market day

There are numerous markets located all
over the Brussels area offering the widest
variety of wares – from groceries to
flowers, and to bird markets (Sundays,
Grand-Place). Everyday there’s a market
open in one of the 19 Brussels communi-
ties. With such a wide range of offers, any
wish will be fulfilled. For people who like
to stroll through markets, a trip to Brussels
is worth their while. But in the end it
doesn’t matter what I say: you can only

understand the special charm and vitality
of Brussels’ markets once you have been to
one.

The rich tradition of Brussels’ markets is
increasingly being supplemented by modern
“markets” of a special kind in the EU
district. Here where the EU institutions are
located, businesses that specialize in infor-
mation and contacts flourish. As a result
there are numerous meeting places and
opportunities for gathering and networking.
One of them is in the middle of the EU
district: the permanent representation of
Baden-Württenberg (Rue Belliard, 60–62,
also the home address of the Würth Office
in Brussels) – its entry area on the ground
floor is a favourite market place and meet-
ing place for people who live from and with
Europe.

Richard Arnold

Brussels Tip
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Manfred Kurz

FIGHTING
Or getting the ball rolling: the pleasures of Sisyphus

Professor Peter Eigen, founder of Transparency International, is fighting for more
transparency in the raw material market and is gaining important allies. Under the
aegis of the Federal Ministry of Economics and Technology and the Federation
of German Industry, Würth Haus in Berlin opened its doors as host to leading
representatives of German commerce and industry with the aim of promoting trans-
parency in the extractive industries.

At a discussion on Schwanenwerder Island it became clear that for all the involved
parties the issue of corruption is of strategic importance in our efforts to obtain
raw materials now and in the future. Only those who behave honourably will
be able to secure access to ever scarcer resources at affordable prices. This is
because economically disadvantaged groups in “poor” countries rich in raw mate-
rials are becoming increasingly democratized – thanks to the Internet and the
resulting unhindered access to uncensored information – and are going to insist
on their civil rights and rightful participation in the national wealth from their
mineral resources.

Both personal economic interest and ethical business norms call for the imple-
mentation of the behavioural maxim “Publish what you pay”. Corruption is bad
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because the wrong decisions are being bought. When, for example, a poor African
country is forced into financing prestigious projects because a minister, presi-
dent or high civil servants were bribed by the financial backers, the lives of mil-
lions of people are destroyed. Corruption leads to poverty, hopelessness, lack of
freedom and violent conflict because bad economic policies are implemented
that burden the people for generations to come. Peter Eigen – named European
of the year 2004 by Readers’ Digest – experienced this causal chain himself as
manager at the World Bank. The most expensive and most harmful projects are
often realized because promoters from Europe and some corrupt local politi-
cians form an “unholy” alliance to support them.

This then is the motivation for Peter Eigen’s commitment to the Extractive Indus-
tries Transparency Initiative (EITI). His experience at the World Bank is quite
similar to that of German President Horst Köhler, former director of the Inter-

national Monetary Fund, and Eigen often accompanies him on his journeys to
Africa. Both are familiar with the problems of corruption, they both are con-
vinced that only the untiring insistence on transparency, the never-ending “rolling
the ball uphill” – to incorporate the Sisyphus myth – will in the end secure vic-
tory. Würth supports this initiative; present is recruiting followers and will
remain committed to this issue.

For more information:
www.eitransparency.org

CORRUPTION
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Fatal consequences of corruption

Today it is generally agreed that bad governance and corruption in large areas
of the global economy have devastating effects. They can lead to poverty, vio-
lent conflict, destruction of the environment, political and economic crises –
especially in developing countries. This is particularly true for the extractive
industries, above all in countries rich in oil and gas but also in those blessed with
other natural resources. For countries such as Angola, Congo, Ecuador and Nige-
ria, the term “resource curse” – the curse of mismanagement, corruption and
exploitation – is even used. The responsibility for this “curse” weighs heavily on
many: on the host countries, the extractive industries and their countries of ori-
gin. One should not forget that bribery in foreign countries was permitted in
numerous industrialized countries, and in many cases it was even rewarded with
tax breaks (in Germany until the end of May 1999, when the OECD Conven-
tion on Combating Bribery took effect).

In recent years there has been a fundamental change. The fatal conse-
quences of corruption in the global market are now recognized everywhere.
The importance of better governance, especially effective aid for Africa and
improved conditions for international investment also in the extractive
industries, is considered the conditio sine qua non of a sustainable form of
globalization. This is also why Germany has placed such importance in
connection with its G8 chairmanship and presidency of the European
Union on the improvement of governance worldwide.

In the documents issued in preparation for the G8 Summit meeting and the impor-
tant European conferences, the term “EITI” (Extractive Industries Transparency
Initiative) appeared several times. EITI is aimed precisely at implementing greater
transparency and integrity in the extractive industries in the interest of all those
involved – the host countries, the African oil and gas producers (who at the
moment are profiting from the high prices), and especially the people in the devel-
oping countries who could be helped by this wealth. But it would also be of ben-
efit to the importing countries and their companies that are dependent on a reli-
able, rational and transparent legal system to protect their delivery systems.

Peter Eigen

E ITI – A GLOBA L I
for Transparency and Accountability in the Extractive Industries

Professor Peter Eigen, former head of

Transparency International and chairman of

EITI (Extractive Industries Transparency

Initiative) is currently involved in issues

connected with corruption and suppliers of

raw materials.
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“Publish what you pay!”

As with numerous reforms of global governance, EITI developed out of a cam-
paign launched by several non-governmental governing organizations (NGOs).
Global Witness and Transparency International proposed that extractive busi-
nesses should publish all their payments to the governments of guest countries
– taxes, mining licenses, dividends, etc. They observed that some countries
(Angola, Cameroon and Nigeria, for example) had received huge contributions
from mine-operating companies, although these funds were not included in their
national budgets. This, of course, is an invitation to misuse these funds (the
Nigerian dictator Sani Abacha is supposed to have embezzled more than 4 mil-
lion US dollars). Following the motto “Publish what you pay!”, EITI has united
over 300 NGOs under its banner.

It soon became clear, however, that even the largest oil companies, which were
basically willing to publish their records, had contractually agreed to keep them
confidential and were thus prevented, even without the pressure of their host
governments, from publishing them. In response to this situation, the “Publish
what you pay” campaign was expanded and intensified. In a speech in the Audi-
torium Maximum of the Freie Universität in Berlin in 2003, President Olusegun
Obasanjo announced that his country, Nigeria, would not only approve but also
require that these payments be published. Furthermore, he declared, the gov-
ernment itself would publish the payments received. In the meantime British
Prime Minister Tony Blair and civil society promoter George Soros had become

L I N IT IAT I VE
f
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EITI – Eine globale Initiative

enthusiastic supporters of this concept and announced their support at impor-
tant international events.

At two conferences hosted by Tony Blair in London, the participants formulated
the most important principles for the implementation of the EITI goals. Begin-
ning at the second conference in 2005, an international working group met reg-
ularly under the author’s chairmanship. In Abucha, Baku, London, Washington
und Bonn, concrete recommendations were decided on that were then all accept-
ed at a global conference in Oslo. It is of particular interest that from the very
beginning a coalition of three groups were involved in the decision-making: pri-
vate businesses, host and home governments, and NGOs from civil society. The
three conferences, the international working group and the national working
groups in the involved countries were put together with this coalition in mind. A
co-operation between civil society together with the private and public sectors has
proved to be worthwhile in many areas, but it is a historical event that an inter-
national organization was founded from the very beginning on the basis of this
magical, three-pronged governance of multi-stakeholders.

EITI has its work cut out

EITI’s mode of operation was settled on at the Oslo conference. The initiative is
to be led above all at the national level by national multi-stakeholder groups in the
participating countries. They are responsible for collecting the relevant data on
payments in the extractive industries, to ensure that inconsistencies in the vari-
ous sources are reconciled, that independent auditors confirm the figures and an
assessment procedure (“validation”) is carried out that guarantees the accuracy
and completeness of the figures.

Nigeria and Azerbaijan have already published their reports. Most of the partici-
pating countries are still engaged in the minutely detailed working phase, which
as its final goal is the complete implementation of the EITI and their recognition
as “compliant countries”.

To support the work in the participating countries, a global administrative board
was created, which under the author’s chairmanship is responsible for ensuring
that the rules are followed and for coordinating the further development of EITI.
The main responsibilities will be carried out by a secretariat that is currently
being set up in Oslo. A secretariat in a British ministry, the Department for Inter-
national Development, has generously taken over these tasks in the interim.

This may sound quite technical, almost trite, but in view of the billions of euros
involved and of the importance of a stable raw material market – especially safe
energy sources – it is of existential significance for global societies. Particular
challenges include considering the possible extension of EITI to the newly indus-
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EITI – Eine globale Initiative

trializing countries, such as Brazil, China, India and Russia, to additional indus-
tries (forestry? fishing?) or to payments in the extractive industries at the region-
al level (for example, in the Niger Delta in Nigeria).

Of course questions arise: What will be done with the recently published data?
Will the inhabitants of resource-rich countries be able to make their governments
accountable, as German Development Minister Heidemarie Wieczorek-Zeul
hopes? Already additional initiatives on the part of civil society are being formed,
such as Revenue Watch, which plans to base its work on that of EITI. It looks like
EITI will have its work cut out for itself for some time to come.

In Germany the motto “Publish what you pay” and EITI briefings have attract-
ed little attention. This may be because there are no large German companies
like Shell, BP, Exxon, Chevron or Total searching for oil and gas in the interna-
tional arena. All the more commendable that State Secretary Dr Bernd Pfaffenbach
of the German G8-Sherpa in the Federal Ministry of Economics and Technolo-
gy and Ludolf von Wartenberg, the soon departing director general of the Fed-
eration of German Industry, invited the board members of relevant businesses
to a detailed briefing and discussion of EITI. During the course of the meeting
the importance of this initiative for the German economy with its dependency
on raw materials as well as the lively interest on the part of the participants
became obvious.

For more information:

www.globalwitness.org
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What is happening in this city?
Perplexity on the part of the citizens in view
of the farce being put on by Berlin’s govern-
ment. One might rightly ask what has gone
wrong in a capital where people shaking
their heads and turning away from politics
are mild reactions to the distortion and
denial of facts, half truths and lack of trans-
parency that is accompanying the public
discussion around the planned closure of
the Berlin airport, Tempelhof. With gusto
arguments are being hacked to pieces,
shortened, torn out of their context, and
added elsewhere. Obstruction, putting on
hold, intrigue, hypocrisy and threats have
become a matter of course. But above all no
attention is being paid to what the majority
of the Berlin’s citizens think. The will of the
people simply doesn’t count.

How is it possible for politicians to act
without noticing how much harm they are
causing? And more important still: how
much confidence, particularly on the part of
commerce and industry, will be lost in
Berlin as an investment-worthy site because
of the private passion of a few? This cyni-
cism will result in only one loser: the future
potential of the German
capital. In a few years
when those who are
running things
retire – and that won’t
be much
longer – all
of Berlin can retire
with them. They can
all gather together on the spacious Tempel-
hof field to tend the goats. Why? Because of
a lack of entrepreneurial elan and the will to
shape the future, because of administra-
tive lethargy and a lack of visionary
leadership. Because now at the latest it
has become crystal clear that Berlin is
provincial backwater. Berlin will not

Save our Airport
Appeal to the Berlin government

change and the development of central
Europe will simply pass it by. In the mean-
time even present is almost resigned to this
inevitability.

Klaus von der Heyde, president of the
Verein der Berliner Kaufleute und Indus-
trieller e. V. (Society of Berlin Merchants
and Industrialsts) does not want to deal
with the forseeable dead-end development
only by virtue of his office. May his appeal
to Berlin’s government achieve the desired
effect so that things start happening in this
city again and embarrasing trips to the court
in Karlsruhe are no longer necessary!

Manfred Kurz
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Two questions, one answer

The Tempelhof airport is going to be closed
in 2008. Why? And why so early? There is a
good answer for the first question. The
airport is going to be closed because the
three partners – Berlin, Brandenburg and
the federal government – who negotiated
the decision to build the new “large” airport
Berlin Brandenburg International (BBI)
agreed to shut down both the Tempelhof
and Tegel airports to scheduled airline
services. This, by the way, was not political
madness; it was a perfectly reasonable
decision. It makes sense to bundle streams
of traffic and provide airlines with good
services at one site and not poor services at
three different sites.

The success of BBI will not lie in the hands
of politicians but in those of the airlines
offering flight connections that are prof-
itable for them. Unfortunately we are not
London, where three airports on the periph-
ery are bursting at the seams and a fourth
had to be built in the Docklands.

There is not a good answer for the second
question as there is no good reason to close
down Tempelhof before BBI is opened for
operation. Supposedly the continued opera-
tion of the airport is endangering the legal
status of BBI. Nonsense! At most this
could happen if Tempelhof remained in use
after BBI is opened for operation. The truth
is that the airport company is in the red.
Why? Because for years now investors and
airline companies have been kept away from
Tempelhof. And because the costs for a
huge piece of largely unused property have
to be covered by the air traffic. These costs
will continue even when there are no aero-
planes taking off from Tempelhof.

vox populi

The End of Tempelhof
Does the airport really have to be closed?

The investors’ plans

Now there are two investors interested in
Tempelhof. Disney Manager Fred Lang-
hammer and the cosmetic billionaire Ronald
S. Laude envision investing 350 million
euros to build a wellness centre with a large
hospital, hotel and conference centre. One
thousand new jobs would be created
according to the investors, under one condi-
tion, however: the airport would have to
remain in operation for private airplanes.
And, to boot, the Deutsche Bahn AG (Ger-
man Railway) has said it would operate the
airport.

Could anything better happen to the Berlin
Senate? No! It is completely irrelevant
whether it finds the business concept con-
vincing or not. It is enough that the investors
believe in it and are committed to imple-
menting it on this site. They would solve an
urgent problem for the Senate, and whether
they can earn money in the process should
only be of minor interest to this body. Its
task is simply to ensure that its own interests
and those of the general public are main-
tained if the concept should fail.

To preserve Tempelhof as an airport makes
sense for several reasons. One of the most
important is so-called general aviation. We
are not talking about the dentist who wants
to take off in his single-motor Cessna for
the weekend. It is rather the growing num-
ber of leading figures in politics, industry
and the media who for security reasons and
to save time are using their own or char-
tered private aeroplanes. Tempelhof is an
attractive airport for them. It is in the inter-
est of Berlin as a location for commerce and
industry for this to continue.

Klaus von der Heyde


