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On flagrant violations by Germany of its OSCE human dimension commitments

Madam Chairperson,

We are once again obliged to draw the Permanent Council’s attention to the double standards of
States from the Western camp with regard to the protection of human rights. On this occasion we shall speak
about Germany: the authorities in Berlin are making active use of this topic to exert pressure on other
countries. What is more, any criticisms of human rights shortcomings in their own backyard are
categorically dismissed over there.

Of particular concern is the German authorities’ shifting attitude towards matters related to historical
memory, which casts doubt on Germany’s commitment to preserving the historical truth about the Second
World War. We specifically have in mind the recurrent equivocating discussions around the set of internal
Bundeswehr regulations entitled “The Bundeswehr Tradition: Guidelines on Understanding and Maintaining
the Tradition” (*“Die Tradition der Bundeswehr. Richtlinien zum Traditionsverstédndnis und zur
Traditionspflege”).

In 2017-2018 there was public outrage over the fact that many Bundeswehr barracks are named after
military figures from the Third Reich. We would remind you that the naming of army barracks is regarded
as a key element in the maintenance of military traditions and the patriotic education of military personnel.
As aresult of public pressure on that country’s Defence Ministry, the regulations were updated and the
non-politically correct names of barracks replaced. Moreover, in the latest edition it is noted that the
Wehrmacht and the National People’s Army of the German Democratic Republic cannot serve as a source of
traditions for the Bundeswehr. However, individual figures can — after a corresponding case-by-case
assessment — be categorized as “founders of tradition” (“traditionsstiftende Personlichkeiten). So far only
those who offered resistance to the Nazi regime have been honoured as such. Recently, though, it became
known that some highly questionable amendments to that document had been discussed.

According to media reports, the drafting of those amendments was undertaken at the direct request of

Defence Minister Boris Pistorius. It was proposed to include in the list of “founders of tradition” a few
dozen high-ranking Wehrmacht officers who were loyal and ardent paladins of a criminal regime, including
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members of the Nazi Party and the SS, purportedly under the pretext of their “significant contribution” to the
development of the country’s defence.

A representative of the Federal Association of Victims of Nazi Military Justice, Giinter Knebel, said
that the German Defence Ministry had “disregarded” the historical context surrounding those figures.
According to Jakob Knab, the spokesperson for the Initiative against False Glory, a non-governmental
organization, the Defence Ministry’s officials have turned the process of denazification of the armed forces
on its head. They, too, are asking themselves how these amendments can possibly be squared with the goal
of eradicating right-wing extremism in the ranks of the military. For example, one of those included in the
list of “founders of tradition” was the fighter ace Colonel Erich Hartmann, who to this day is revered as a
hero among German neo-Nazis. Not to mention the fact that, according to the most recent data from a report
by the Federal Office for the Protection of the Constitution, the situation regarding right-wing extremists in
the German security services continues to be most alarming. The number of cases linked to this phenomenon
that are investigated annually at the federal level and at the level of the federal states is in the hundreds.

Following a major public backlash, the aforementioned proposals were withdrawn. Nevertheless, the
very fact that they could even be put forward and discussed — and, what is more, at the instigation of
high-ranking officials — is cause for serious concern.

Madam Chairperson,

This incident is not a solitary manifestation of double standards on the part of the German authorities
when it comes to historical responsibility. The country’s leadership continues to divide the victims of the
Nazis’ crimes into categories. The German Government stubbornly refuses to recognize the siege of
Leningrad and other Nazi crimes committed on the territory of the USSR as acts of genocide against the
peoples of the Soviet Union. Germany has for a long time been making humanitarian payments exclusively
to Jewish survivors of the siege of Leningrad and ignoring Russia’s demands that such payments be
extended to all survivors. Yet, thousands of former members of the SS and other criminal organizations
continued to receive welfare benefits in Germany on account of their status as “war victims”, including
volunteers from Spain’s Blue Division (“Division Azul”), which took part in the siege of Leningrad. As for
individuals who had sullied themselves with crimes against humanity being excluded from the list of benefit
recipients, that campaign turned out, in practice, to be an utter sham.

Moreover, in the OSCE participating State we are concerned with, the burden of the Nazi past is
being watered down in various ways. In 2018, the “Hitler bell” scandal erupted in the village of
Herxheim am Berg in the federal state of the Rhineland-Palatinate. It turned out that a local church was
using a bell cast in 1934 that featured a swastika and the following inscription: “Everything for the
Fatherland — Adolf Hitler”. Despite protests by the Central Council of Jews in Germany, the local council
resolved, to applause from those in attendance, that the bell should stay where it was. An attempt to have
that decision annulled through the courts proved unsuccessful. Significantly, at least 23 church bells with a
Nazi “record” continue to be used in Germany to this day.

Also telling is the refusal by the authorities in thousands of population centres in Germany to strip
Adolf Hitler and several other senior leaders from the Third Reich era of their status as honorary citizens.
Dozens of towns and cities have never adopted instruments to that effect, allegedly because that status
automatically falls into abeyance when someone dies. However, from a legal point of view such a position is
not impeccable. From a moral and ethical standpoint, though, this state of affairs is quite unacceptable.

We regard the German authorities’ actions as an attempt to whitewash apologists of the Nazi regime.
The facts we have cited attest to the inadmissibility of ignoring the growing neo-Nazi tendencies in the
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OSCE area. The unabashed celebration of these tendencies at the State level is unacceptable and flies in the
face of the provisions of the relevant OSCE Ministerial Council decisions adopted in Brussels in 2006 and
in Madrid in 2007. We must stress that these episodes indisputably confirm the need to include the topic of
neo-Nazism among the key issues for discussion under the Organization’s human dimension.

Madam Chairperson,

Revanchist sentiments in Germany are particularly alarming in view of reports of growing racism
and intolerance against ethnic and religious groups, and also of reports of racial profiling in the activities of
law enforcement agencies. In December 2023, in its concluding observations following consideration of
Germany’s combined reports, the United Nations Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination
(CERD) expressed its concern about “racial profiling and excessive use of force and ill-treatment by law
enforcement officers against persons belonging to ethnic minorities.”

The problems of racism and intolerance against ethnic and religious minorities, in particular against
people of African descent, continue to persist in German society. This is corroborated by the aforementioned
concluding observations of CERD. Moreover, according to a study by the European Union Agency for
Fundamental Rights published in October 2023, Germany is one of the two leading EU Member States
where ethnic minorities and people of African descent experience racial discrimination. Some most
discouraging conclusions are also to be found in a report published in May of this year by the German
Centre for Integration and Migration Research and entitled “Limits of Equality: Racism and the Risk of
Poverty” (“Grenzen der Gleichheit: Rassismus und Armutsgefadhrdung”).

Among the racist ideologies gaining traction in political elite circles we may also single out the
aggressive Russophobia that has been unleashed at the State level and is accompanied by boundless support
for the Kyiv regime. In addition, various methods of exerting pressure have been employed against Russian
media outlets — since the start of the special military operation, sanctions have led to the activities of such
outlets as Russia Today and SNA News being prohibited in all EU Member States. What is more,
independent journalists and outlets presenting alternative points of view on current political matters are
increasingly suffering reprisals. Instances of their bank accounts getting closed have multiplied. The popular
news sites apolut and Manova, the newspaper Demokratischer Widerstand (Democratic Resistance) and
several independent journalists and bloggers have been faced with unilateral refusals to provide them with
banking services. This jeopardizes the existence of media outlets that are not part of the system, most of
which are funded through donations from readers, and, in effect, signifies a ban on exercising the
journalistic profession.

In closing, we should like to call upon the German Government to refrain from double standards
with regard to human rights, to counter any attempts at revising the outcomes of the Second World War and
to honour its OSCE commitments in the human dimension. As for the executive structures of our
Organization, it is essential that they should finally start responding, in an appropriate manner and in line
with their mandates, to ubiquitous systemic manifestations of racism, Russophobia, historical revisionism
and curtailment of freedom of expression. We hope that the new leaders of these structures will prioritize
such work.

Thank you for your attention.



