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FOR THE 70. ANNIVERSARY OF THE
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NO MORE WAR
OUR RESPONSIBILITY FOR A
TOLERANT, OPEN-MINDED
AND PEACFUL EUROPE



Ladies and Gentlemen,

on behalf of Hofheim’s town council and the municipal authorities, represented by our mayor, Mrs 
Gisela Stang, as well as the Foerderkreis Hofheimer Städtepartnerschaften (our  twinning commit-
tee) I would like to extend a warm welcome to all of you, together with the committee’s chairperson 
Mrs Ingrid Bender. 

In view of the great number of guests present, please bear with me for personally welcoming only 
a few. A very special welcome goes to today’s keynote speaker, Professor Dr Juergen Mueller 
from Johann-Wolfgang-Goethe University in Frankfurt. His views on Germany 70 years after the 
end of the Second World War do indeed fully measure up to our understanding of the meaning 
and purpose of today’s commemoration devoted to the evolution from the “savage continent to the 
space of freedom, security  and justice”.
 
But we also look forward to the reports  from contemporary witnesses from France, Poland, Ger-
many, England, and Italy, which will be read in the respective languages in answer to the question: 
Tell me what the war meant to you? After the closing remarks by Mayor Gisela Stang, the repre-
sentatives from Chinon, Pruszcz Gdansk, Tiverton, Buccino and Hofheim will present their cont-
ributions to our Resolution on “No more war – our responsibility for an open, peaceful and united 
Europe”. Thereafter the representatives of all twin towns will sign the resolutions. 

On the occasion of the 70th anniversary of the end of the Second World War we have invited our 
twin towns Chinon, Tiverton, Buccino and Pruszcz Gdansk to Hofheim in order to commemorate 
this special event in a dignified atmosphere. 

I am therefore very happy that representatives of our twin towns have accepted our invitation to 
attend this commemoration. It is intended to express our Europe-wide solidarity which has enabled 
us all together to shape a peaceful and open Europe.

But in the long run this will only be successful if we are willing to learn from our past and to keep 
alive the memory of the decades that brought unspeakable suffering over mankind with violence 
and all sorts of human rights abuses. Because only together will we be able to counter the new 
movements that are unfortunately once again emerging. 

In all those years Hofheim has been and still is aware of its responsibility. This is what we want to 
express with this commemoration together with our twinning partners. 

A very warm welcome to you. 

OPENING STATEMENT BY
HEAD OF CITY COUNCIL
WOLFGANG VATER



Seventy Years since the End of World War II
From the “savage continent” to a “region of freedom, security and rule of law”

At this time we are commemorating the end of World War II 70 years ago. In Germany, the date for 
this commemoration is the 8th of  May, the day on which the German supreme command signed 
the unconditional surrender. On the following day, fighting in Europe ended. The “Hessische Post”, 
a newspaper published by the US army, summarized the event in its headline: “The free world is 
rejoicing” with a picture of the heads of government of the victorious powers Soviet Union, USA 
and Great Britain. The text below the photo epitomized what they had been fighting for: “Their 
countries did not want to be enslaved”. 

However, on 8 May, “Victory in Europe Day” (VE-Day) as the Americans and British called it, World 
War II was not yet over. In Asia and the Pacific Region, fighting continued for several months. 
There was even a further declaration of war by the Soviet Union on Japan on 8 August 1945, to 
be followed the next day by a large-scale offensive, the so-called operation “August Storm,” in the 
course of which Soviet troops conquered Manchuria, Korea, the peninsula of Sakhalin and the Ku-
ril Islands. On August 9, the day on which the Soviet attack against East Asia started, the second 
nuclear bomb was dropped on the Japanese town of Nagasaki, three days after the first nuclear 
bomb had hit Hiroshima. 

It was not until these new weapons of mass destruction were used that the Japanese government 
was prepared to surrender. On August 15, the Japanese Emperor announced capitulation, and 
the document was signed on September 2, 1945, exactly six years and one day after Germany’s 
invasion of Poland. Even today the victims and destructions of the war defy imagination. Let me 
just bring to our minds a few figures. The total loss of human lives is estimated at 60 to 70 million, 
half of whom were civilians, mainly women, old people and children. Over 6 million were Jews who 
were persecuted by the Nazis during the war throughout Europe, deported to concentration camps 
and systematically murdered. 

To the numbers of fallen soldiers, killed civilians, murdered Jews, Sinti and Roma must be added 
some 35 million people wounded during the war, plus innumerable people who  lost their belon-
gings, whose homes were destroyed, whose fields  devastated, millions of deportees, forced 
labourers, civilian and military prisoners, and finally, at the end of the war, millions of refugees 
expellees and displaced persons, that is to say, people who were driven from their homes through 
war and violence and  wandered destitute throughout Europe  in the aftermath of the war.

As a recently published book puts it very graphically in its title, Europe had become in this war a 
“savage continent” - an enormous territory whose towns and landscapes were devastated, where 
boundless violence was the norm, where all civic rule of law was destroyed, where there was no 
protection against brutality and terror and where finally, the survivors lived in ruins, freezing and 
hungry. This inferno had been caused by the criminal Nazi regime. The Nazis had risen to power 
in 1933 with the support of millions of followers. For many years this ultra-radical movement fought 
the Weimar Republic and in fact any democratic development in Germany. 

KEYNOTE SPEAKER
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Since the Depression at the end of the 1920s the Nazis were gaining more and more support 
and used this growing power in the parliaments in order to overthrow the democratic system, the 
rule of law and a free and pluralistic society. Their aim was to establish a nationalistic racial state 
in which the so-called Aryan “master race” would dominate. When Adolf Hitler became Chancel-
lor of the Reich in 1933, he immediately started implementing this racial programme. During the 
following years the Nazis persecuted and murdered all those who did not fit their Nazi ideology of 
race: first and foremost the Jews who were defamed as “parasites” and “destroyers of the German 
ethnic body”. 

Quite openly they were referred to as “vermin” that had to be eradicated. But there were also other 
“enemies of the people and the Reich”: the Sinti and Roma, who were disparaged as “gypsy pack” 
and “pests”;  handicapped persons who were vilified as “useless cripples and cretins” who had 
to be “weeded out”; homosexuals who were regarded as “degenerate” and were persecuted and 
murdered on the grounds of an alleged “risk of infection”; the so-called “antisocial” that included 
beggars, vagrants, prostitutes, pimps, alcoholics, social welfare beneficiaries, and the so-called 
“work dodgers”. 

In addition to all these were the political enemies, in other words all those opposing the Nazi regi-
me: communists, social democrats, trade unionists  and ordinary democrats, but also members of 
the Christian churches who opposed the Nazis‘ inhumane policies, such as Dietrich Bonhoeffer or 
Edith Stein, who were both murdered in concentration camps. Nor should we forget the two young 
students Hans and Sophie Scholl, siblings aged 25 and 22, who were executed on the guillotine 
because they had distributed flyers in which they condemned the Nazis’ crimes. 

However, the Nazis’ maniac racial hatred was also outward looking and directed mainly at the 
Slavic peoples in Eastern Europe. The Slavs were regarded as an “inferior” race occupying in the 
East of Europe the “living space” that the 
Nazis claimed for the German people,  who 
allegedly did not have enough space for 
living.  It therefore seemed legitimate during 
the war, which after all was mainly motiva-
ted by the quest for more “living space”, for 
the  Slavic peoples – i.e. Poles, Czechs, 
Slovaks, Russians and Ukrainians –to be 
robbed, expelled and in many cases murde-
red. Those Slavs who remained within the 
German sphere of control were expected to 
work as slaves for the new German mas-
ters. 

Hitler made it quite clear: “Poland is to be 
treated as a colony, the Poles shall become 
the slaves of the Pan-German World Em-
pire“. During the war this programme was implemented in Central and Eastern Europe by displa-
cing millions of people into camps and using them as forced labour. Nazi Germany thus created 
one of the largest forced labour and slave systems in history: during the Second World War more 
than twenty million foreign civilians, inmates of concentration camps and POWs from the occupied 
countries had to perform forced labour under cruel conditions. Germany became a slaveholder 
state. 



It goes without saying that all coloured people were also classified as racially inferior. Coloured 
Germans, in most cases the offspring of relationships between German women and French sol-
diers from the colonies stationed in the Rhineland in the early 1920s, were denigrated as “Rhine-
land bastards”.  Many of them were sterilized by force, others sent to concentration camps.  Cha-
racteristic of the Nazis’ hatred against coloured people was their reaction towards the victories of 
black athletes at the Olympic Games in Berlin in 1936. When Jesse Owens won his second gold 
medal, the Nazi elite in the Fuehrer’s box rose in disgust and left the Olympic Stadium. Adolf Hitler 
is reported to have commented: “The Americans should be ashamed of letting negroes win their 
medals”

Racial hatred and the ideology of living space were the driving forces of Nazi politics, and they 
were also the central motives for the long-hedged plan – implemented since 1933 – for a new war 
in Europe. On the one hand, this war was intended to make up for the never accepted defeat of 
1918, on the other hand it was to secure the German Reich’s lasting predominance on the Conti-
nent. In pursuit of his goals Hitler never showed any concern for treaties or international standards. 
All agreements were broken, all assurances of peace were merely regarded as tactical means 
which the regime brushed aside when it thought that the time for attack had come. 

Since 1938 the regime had put its expansion plans into practice. In March 1938 the German army 
entered Austria and annexed the Alpine Republic to the German Reich, which from then on cal-
led itself “Grossdeutsches Reich” or Pan-German Reich. The next target was Czechoslovakia. In 
October Germany occupied the Sudeten German territories with the endorsement of the European 
powers anxious  to avoid a large-scale war. In March 1939 the remainder of Czechoslovakia was 

annexed to Germany after the Czech presi-
dent was forced by h threats and blackmail 
to agree to Germany’s invasion. And finally, 
on 1 September 1939, Germany attacked 
Poland following the non-aggression pact 
concluded in August between Germany and 
the Soviet Union. 

This marked the beginning of World War II 
because at this time the Western powers no 
longer endorsed the invasion of a neighbou-
ring country. On 3 September 1939 England 
and France declared war on Germany. Fol-
lowing the swift defeat of Poland, Germany 
occupied the larger part of France during 
the summer of 1940, but it never managed 
to bring Great Britain to her knees.  Then on 

22 June 1941, Germany started its campaign against the Soviet Union. And finally, on 11 Decem-
ber 1941 the German Reich declared war on the USA. With this step Germany was involved in a 
world war fought bitterly on many fronts.

The physical sacrifice and material damage of this war have already been briefly addressed. For 
six years, large parts of the world were overrun with boundless violence. All international rules by 
means of which the international community  tried to protect the combatants and above all civilians 
against mindless violence were broken during this war – initially mainly by Germany, later also by 
the other countries involved. Cities were bombed, such as Coventry, which on 14 November 1940 
was attacked by 515 Germany airplanes, and hit by fire bombs killing 568 people. From the occu-
pied territories millions of civilians were deported to extermination camps and murdered. 



Whole communities were destroyed and the population killed. By way of example, let me just men-
tion Lidice in what is now the Czech Republic, where on 9 June 1942 German police units burned 
down the village, shot 172 men and deported 195 women and 98 children to concentration camps. 
Another case is Oradour-sur-Glane in France, where on 10 June 1944 the Waffen-SS murdered 
642 villagers. 

In many cases civilianswere taken hostage and murdered, such as 17-year-old Guy Môquet from 
Paris, shown here, who was shot by German troops on 22 October 1941 to retaliate for an assas-
sination committed by French resistance fighters. In his farewell letter to his family Guy wrote: 
“My dear little Mum, my beloved little brother, my beloved little Dad, , I am to die! […] Of course, 
I would have loved to live. [….] 17 and a half years, my life was short, I have no regret other than 
the regret of leaving you all […], Mother, this is what I would like to ask of you, what I want you to 
promise me:  be brave and overcome your sorrow. I cannot say any more. I am leaving you all, 
you Mum, Serge, Dad,  your child embraces you with all his heart“. 

« Ma petite maman chérie, mon tout petit frère adoré, mon petit papa aimé, Je vais mourir ! […] 
Certes, J’aurais voulu  vivre. […] 17 ans et demi, ma vie a été courte, je n’ai aucun regret, si ce 

n’est de vous quitter […] Maman, ce que je te demande, ce que je veux 
que tu me promettes, c’est d’être courageuse et de surmonter ta peine. 
Je ne peux pas en mettre davantage. Je vous quitte tous, toutes,  toi 
maman, Serge, papa, je vous embrasse de tout mon cœur d’enfant ». 

Finally, the Allies, in particular the USA, the Soviet Union, Great Britain 
and France, managed to defeat the Nazi regime. All of Germany was oc-
cupied, and the country was divided up into four occupation zones from 
which in 1949 two new states emerged: the Federal Republic of Ger-
many and the German Democratic Republic – the former a democracy 
according to the Western model , the other a socialist dictatorship under 
the influence of the Soviet Union. 

As the former President of the Federal Republic of Germany,  Richard Weizsaecker who died 
recently, put it 30 years ago:  the victory of the Allies over Germany freed Germany “from the inhu-
mane system of Nazi tyranny”. 

Complete military defeat was the condition for the development of a democratic political system 
and a free society. A German victory would have brought upon Europe a barbaric system of terror 
and slavery. No-one therefore has any grounds for regretting this defeat. 
Yet the end of the war did not bring a free and peaceful future for all Germans, let alone for all Eu-
ropeans. Germany became a divided country, Europe a divided Continent. 

Military war was followed by the Cold War, which now set the former Allies who had fought Germa-
ny against  each other: on the one side the USA with the Western European states who formed a 
military alliance – NATO – in 1949, which the Federal Republic was allowed to join in 1955, on the 
other side the Soviet Union with the newly established socialist peoples’ republics of Central and 
Eastern Europe which formed the Warsaw Pact in 1955. 

After having defeated the common enemy Germany, the ideological and political differences bet-
ween the democratic and capitalist USA and the Communist Soviet Union broke out.  The two 
sides – both heavily armed - opposed each other, and a direct war between the two super powers 
and their allies was only prevented by the fear of nuclear destruction. Instead, a great number of 
proxy wars took place during the following decades, as early as 1950 to 1953 in Korea, then 1957 
to 1975 in Vietnam, 1979/80 in Afghanistan and since the 1950s in many countries of the Third 
World. At present we see another of these proxy wars happening in eastern Ukraine over the dis-
tribution of power and influence between the West and Russia. 



While the year 1945 brought peace for Europe, it did not for large parts of the rest of the world, whe-
re wars continued. The number of major and minor military conflicts since then runs to several hund-
red. According to some estimates at least 25 million people have died in wars since the end of World 
War II. 

Although Europe has experienced no major wars since 1945, there has not been peace everywhe-
re. There have been several civil wars, for instance in Greece from 1946 to 1949, and in Northern 
Ireland from 1969 t0 1997; in the former Yugoslavia, Serbs, Croats, Slovenians, Bosnians, Kosovars 
and Macedonians  fought against each other between 1991 and 2001;  in Eastern Europe several 
wars broke out in Georgia, Transniestria, Chechnya and Ossetia after the break-up of the Soviet 
Union in 1989. And as I mentioned earlier, war has been rageing in Ukraine since last year. 

In other words, the end of the war only means 70 years of peace for one part of the world and one 
part of Europe. Germany is indeed one of those European countries that have lived in peace since 
1945. We owe this to a political movement that came into being after the war: the movement for 
European unity. 

Just a few years after the end of the war, an initiative was started in France that was aimed at 
more European integration, initially in the economic field. The plan of France’s Foreign Minister 
Robert Schuman of 9 May 1950 eventually led to the establishment of the European Coal and 
Steel Community in 1951 with France, Belgium, the Netherlands, Luxemburg, Italy and the Fe-
deral Republic of Germany as members. This economic union became, as Robert Schuman had 
hoped it would, the “leaven for European unity”. Then in 1957 the ECSC developed into the EEC, 
the European Economic Community, which in turn developed further in 1992 into the European 
Community (EC) and finally in 2007 it became the European Union (EU). Today, the EU represents 
28 member states with a total population of more than 500 million. 

In the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union first proclaimed in the year 2000 and 
renewed in 2010, the EU defines itself as a union of European nations based on freedom, peace 
and human dignity. Let me quote from the Preamble of the Charter: 
“The peoples of Europe, in creating an ever closer union among them, are resolved to share a 
peaceful future based on common values. Conscious of its spiritual and moral heritage, the Union 
is founded on the indivisible, universal values of human dignity, freedom, equality and solidarity; it 
is based on the principles of democracy and the rule of law.“

It places the individual at the heart of its activities, by establishing the citizenship of the Union and 
by creating an area of freedom, security and justice.
An area  of freedom, security and justice is the opposite of what existed during the 20th century in 
Germany but also in many other parts of the world. It is also the opposite of war, because war is 
characterized by a lack of freedom, a lack of security and a lack of justice. 

These are simple truths that are self-evident to those who personally experienced the catastrophe 
of World War II. Unfortunately we have seen especially in recent years that many no longer recog-
nise these truths:



• Politicians in government, both autocrats in undemocratic countries and democratically elected 
heads of states in member countries of the European Union, have openly questioned the fun-
damentals of freedom, security and justice – and thus peace.  

• Young people from within our societies are leaving their countries to join the wars in the Middle 
East and to commit terrorist acts of violence. 

• Other young people – French, Danes, Germans – have plotted and perpetrated murderous 
attacks in their own countries.  

• Jewish fellow citizens have been killed in their homes or on the streets. 

• Cemeteries have been defiled and refugee shelters have been burnt down.  

• For a number of years, a neo-Nazi gang got away with murdering foreigners or people of for-
eign origin for a number of years right under the eyes of the police and intelligence agencies.  

• Once again, racist and xenophobic slogans are voiced publicly; as in the past, when this 
was directed against Jews, we now see generalised vilification of Muslims, foreigners and 
asylum-seekers. In German towns, thousands of quite normal, ordinary citizens have taken to 
o the streets to voice their resentment against refugees and migrants, justifying their attitudes 
with an alleged threat to the West.. Very often, the slogans used by those who describe them-
selves as simply going for a walk are frequently repulsive, often just stupid. One banner read: 
Potatoes instead of doners. 

• Yet if there is one supposedly German and Christian staple that is a typical, highly valuable  im-
port, it is the potato, which came to Europe some 400 years ago from South America and has 
greatly contributed towards overcoming recurring famines.  

In view of these phenomena, it is vital for all of us to study the history of the 20th century. Of cour-
se, history is not repeating itself, but conclusions can be drawn from past experience for our ac-
tions today and their consequences tomorrow.

In the context of their studies of World War II, several historians have drawn such conclusions and 
demonstrated their relationship with the present. First, there is general agreement on the fact that 
the Second World War was “the greatest man-made catastrophe in history” according to the British 
historian Antony Beevor in his recently published overall view. Gerhard Schreiber called it a “global 
systemic conflict […] showing many signs of a conflict of extermination”. It showed that mankind is 
able to destroy itself and to make the entire planet inhabitable.

However, when we ask ourselves, what the consequences are, there is no agreement, not even 
among specialists. In his grand overall view “A World in Arms” of 1995, Gerhard L. Schreiber writes 
on the last page: “This world war made it all too obvious that another world war would be the last 
one. Through a combination of prudence and luck, ingenuity and understanding mankind could use 
its skills for constructive purposes. The inferno was a warning for all.”

More optimistic is Gerhard Schreiber’s conclusion in his brief account of “Der Zweite Weltkrieg” 
[World War II) of 2002. At the end of it he says: “As far as the world of politics is concerned, the era 
of world wars appears to have come to a close, the division of the world has been finally overcome 
since 1990”. Much more sceptical is the British historian Eric Hobsbawm in his “World History of the 
20th Century”, in which he describes the 20th century as the “age of extremes”. According to Hobs-
bawm, the 20th century “ended in worldwide unrest” and there are “no mechanisms for ending or 
containing them”.



In the twenty years since this book was written, the situation has not improved but rather deteri-
orated. Wars and violence, also within our societies, have increased. According to Hobsbawm, it 
was history that brought us to this point, the history of violence, of injustice and hatred. This is not 
a base on which to build a future – if we continue to try it we shall fail. And, Hobsbawm concludes: 
“the price of this failure is darkness”. 

Ladies and gentlemen,  my statement has brought me to a very bitter point, on the day on which 
we are commemorating the end of war and suppression 70 years ago. It is also a day on which 
we meet friends from our neighbour countries to celebrate the friendships that have been built up 
since 1945 among former enemies. It is the day which should emit a positive signal for a peaceful 
and humane future in Europe and beyond. Well, the “darkness” which Hobsbawm invoked is not 
without an alternative.  There is a course other than violence and hatred. This is what Europe’s 
history since 1945 has taught us, first in the western part of Europe and since 1989 in Central and 
East Europe as well. 

A continent that has suffered numerous wars since the end of the Roman Empire 1500 years 
ago, when millions of people were persecuted and murdered for political, ideological and religious 
reasons, has now lived for 70 years without a major war. This has only been possible because 
national ambitions have been curbed, because national borders have been respected, because of 
economic and political cooperation, and because Europeans have got to know each other perso-
nally through travel and visits. But for me, the most important aspect is respect for others: respect 
for their language, their way of life, their philosophy of life, their pursuit of happiness, as the Ameri-
can Declaration of Independence of 1776 puts it. 

However, this pursuit of happiness must not be at the expense of others, because then it would 
become injustice, and injustice leads to violence and war. The French revolutionaries of 1789 saw 
this very clearly: they were seeking not only freedom and equality but also fraternity – or as the 
Charter of the European Union defines it: solidarity. The task before us is therefore to counteract 
the erosion of solidarity inside our societies and between the various countries. Partnership ins-
tead of rivalry, cooperation instead of confrontation, peaceful understanding instead of assertion of 
our own interests – this is the only way for mankind to reach a better future.

For thousands of years, rulers and nations have invoked a Latin adage: “si vis pacem, para bel-
lum” – meaning “if you want peace, prepare for war”. The author of the adage is the Latin military 
theorist Vegetius, who lived and wrote in the 4th century ADt.  Even today, there are many politici-
ans and ordinary people who think it a sensible and consistent approach to build up arms in order 
to preserve peace. In the past, this approach has almost always failed: as a rule, preparing for war 
leads to war and not to peace. 

This awareness was stressed in very simple and vivid terms over one hundred years ago by a 
woman who knew very little about the euphemistically termed “trade of war” but quite a lot about 
peace. I am talking about Bertha von Suttner (1843 to 1914), who dedicated her whole life to 
working for peace and was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 1905. In her world best-seller “Lay 
Down your Arms!” she wrote: “No sensible person will dream of removing ink stains with ink, or oil 
stains with oil – only blood is supposed to be wiped out again and again with blood”. 



So we should no longer believe the  Roman saying, and instead try another motto. This one also co-
mes from an Austrian woman, a contemporary of Bertha von Suttner. In one of her aphorisms Marie 
von Ebner-Eschenbach (1830 – 1916) put it in these words: 

“Peace is something you can only get if you give it” 



Interview France

What’s your name ?
My name ist Lucien Goindeau
 
When and where were you born?
I was born on 16 January 1931 in Bussières Galant Gare, a small village in the Limousin. So, at 
the beginning of the war I was 8 years old.
 
What did the war mean to you, what were your most striking experiences during the war?
In June 1944 I had a particularly incisive experience. I was 11 years old and lived near the villa-
ge Oradour-sur-Glane. I still remember very distinctively the 10th of June 1944, the day of the 
massacre. At that time I went to the high-school of Saint Léonard de Noblat and we learned that 
the wife of our German teacher in 7th grade was killed in the massacre. Then on 11 June 1944 at 
about 9:30 in the morning, when my father was in the process of repairing a small wall surrounding 
our property, the German division “Das Reich” with 10 trucks stopped by the roadside just a few 
yards from our house. At that time, my father scared and panicky, ordered me to flee with my mo-
ther to the field behind the house and not to return before nightfall. As a matter of fact, my father 
belonged to what was commonly referred to as the “mute resistance” , that is to say, he was not 
an active member of the resistance but he took part for instance by hiding weapons in his cellar. 
My mother and I were not allowed to go near it. At the time when I fled the house with my mother I 
was very scared, and we feared that all three of us (my father, my mother and myself) would soon 
be hearing shooting which would mean that we would all die. Fortunately there was no shooting. 
We were able to return to the house in the early afternoon and were greatly relieved to find my 
father alive. 

Where were you on 8 May 1945? How did you experience the end of the war?
On 8 May 1945 I was at school, 6th grade, and a boarder at Saint-Léonard de Noblat high-school. 
I remember that our headmaster at that time was Mr Chazelas, a major resistance fighter who had 
saved many Jews. It was also he who pushed me to go university, whereas my father would have 
liked me to become a workman like himself. Life at boarding school was quite hard, there were no 
comforts, and during the severe winters it was bitterly cold. But still I liked it there because there 
was great solidarity among the pupils. 

Interview France 2

What’s your name ?
My name is Robert Bernier.

When and where were you born?
I was born in 1930.

SAY, WHAT WAS THE WAR?
EYEWITNESS-REPORTS FROM
FRANCE, ENGLAND, ITALY,  
POLAND AND GERMANY
RED BY ADOLESCENTS



What did the war mean to you, what were your most striking experiences during the war?
On the 8th of May 1945 I was in Nantes. I was 15 years old and took part in the parade. The 
streets were decorated and there was music in the streets. But there was not as much euphoria 
as one would expect because the people were very hungry. There were reservists but also foreign 
soldiers in the streets. POWs returned but their priority was  to find a job so that they could return 
to some kind of normal life and above all have enough to eat. 

What did the war mean to you, what were your most striking experiences during the war?
During the war my mother worked in a hotel commandeered by the Germans. Her husband was a 
prisoner at a farm in Austria. He was liberated by the Russians. I was taken care of by nuns. There 
was not much to eat, there was a great shortage of everything. There was no milk. We only had 
vegetables: cabbage, swedes … We suffered under the presence of the Germans in the town and 
we were scared. We saw large groups of people from the North passing through and also Belgians 
who fled to the South, looking sad and weighed down with grief. 
We listened to the news on the radio about the advancing Russians and Americans. Nantes was 
bombed in September 1943. I was able to stay. So as I said, we suffered from the presence of the 
German army, we were scared, and had empty stomachs. 

Interview England

James Aplin - As told by my grandmother (Jean Aplin)
My grandmother was born in 1934 so was only five years old when war between Germany and 
England was announced, Neville Chamberlain spoke to the Nation on the radio (no television in 
those days) “This morning the British Ambassador in Berlin handed the German Government a 
final Note stating that, unless we heard from them by 11 o‘clock that they were prepared at once to 
withdraw their troops from Poland, a state of war would exist between us.
I have to tell you now that no such undertaking has been received, and that consequently this 
country is at war with Germany.

Her parents must have been very upset at this news but coped and although there were restric-
tions, cut backs food restrictions, etc. very little of this filtered through to her.
Life went on, her father was not accepted to fight in the war, due to his job and health problems 
but he served in the National Fire Service and attended fires caused by the bombing of our towns 
and cities.
It wasn’t until 1942 when Exeter was blitzed and my grandmother, her sister and her mother were 
evacuated to Littlehampton, a small village in the country that the impact of war struck her. They 
were to stay in a large gentleman’s house and attend the village school. This was an eye opening 
experience -  first having to catch the school bus and then -  finding there were only two clas-
ses in the school teaching pupils from the age of 5 – 14 she was most indignant to find herself 
in the same class as her younger sister and also that the toilets were outside in the playground. 
Her father would come to visit some weekends but only stayed for a few hours, after two months 
they returned home to Exeter, life was now very different, and things were in short supply. A new 
school, no street lights, all windows had to be blacked out so no lights showing, food rationing, 
only a small amount of sweets, butter, cheese, milk, eggs, meat each week all were rationed, it 
was until well after the war that my grandmother queued to buy and taste her first banana – then 
she didn’t know how to peel and eat it. To help feed the family her grandfather had an allotment 
and grew vegetables and fruit, she would often go with him to help and this is how she learnt to 
love gardening and growing things which she still does today although she is now 80. 



Before the war broke out the family had a beach hut by the sea but had to take it down as the 
government barricaded our beaches to help prevent  the enemy invading our country, the hut was 
re-erected in the back garden and used to keep chickens in (it went back after the war to Dawlish 
Warren and many happy days were spent using it enjoying the sea and sun) The chickens gave 
the family eggs and chicken to eat, the birds were fed on any waste scraps from the table, po-
tatoes peelings were boiled and mixed with chicken feed (bran like food) which was collected from 
a shop in exchange for your egg coupons.

Clothes and shoes were also rationed, only school uniform and perhaps one other dress, usually 
made from a cut down dress, or a hand me down from some-one that had out grown it - no choice 
of clothes like today. 

Christmas time there were very few toys available. One Christmas, having grown out of her bike 
she wanted a larger one but you could only get a second hand one if you were lucky. Her father 
saw an advert in the local newspaper and went to see if he could get it. Grandmother was in bed 
when he came home and shouted down the stairs ‘Did you get it?’ He replied ‘A man bought it’ 
Come Christmas morning, still believing in Father Christmas, well she pretended to, and woke to 
find a piece of string with a note attached saying ‘follow the string to find your presents, the first gift 
found was a pair of slippers, made by an aunt from an old coat and with pom-poms on the front 
(made from wool and wrapped around a milk bottle top, which in those days were made of card-
board and had a hole punched in the middle, which you pushed with your finger to open and remo-
ve from the bottle) there were other gifts but what was at the end of the string was her new bike, 
by today’s standards it was dreadfully old fashioned, a sit up and beg type, with a wicker shopping 
basket on the front and the handle bars painted black – but it was hers and she had many, many 
happy days riding it around the country-side.
A childhood with some restrictions but a very happy one, you do not miss what you have never 
had.

Please God let there be no more wars, too many lives lost, too many buildings destroyed, so much 
suffering, so mush sadness, let us all learn to live in harmony

Interview England 2

Remembering The War by David Chivers, Tiverton Town Twinning Association  
On the day War broke out, I remember my parents telling me to be quiet while they listened to the 
Prime Minister Mr. Neville Chamberlain on the radio. He was telling the nation that we were at war.  
Being a small boy of seven years it meant little to me, however I did detect that what was being 
said was very serious.   Living in the South West of England and in a small town, we were not 
subjected to air-raids.  We did see lots of ‘planes in the sky by day and we heard them at night.  As 
small boys we used to try to guess if they were ours or German.  At night it was frightening, sitting 
in the dark hearing the bombs fall in the distance.  My father used to take me into the garden to 
see the red glow in the sky which told us that there were lots of fires in Bristol. One day a bomb 
did fall on our town and a girl that I was at school with was killed in a street nearby where I lived.  
That made me feel very sad and also very scared about was going to happen next.

Life was quite difficult.  Food was rationed and my mother had to queue in the shops to buy food 
and she was only allowed small amounts.  Little boys liked sweets and chocolate but these were 
restricted and I missed having bananas and oranges.  My father however was a good gardener in 
his spare time so we did have some fruit and vegetables.  Life was hard for him because he wor-
ked in a coal mine digging for the coal.   So although he was not involved in the fighting in the war 
he was still at risk of serious accidents down in the mine.



Our school days were very basic and although we didn’t realise it at the time, our teachers were 
all quite elderly, the younger ones having gone off to the war.  No wonder, that as young teenagers 
after the war, we were quite excited to have a young lady teaching us Biology! Moving around was 
difficult; trains and buses were always busy and so, as a family, we did not travel very much.  In 
the summer-time we were lucky because we had relations who lived by the sea…but lots of my 
friends never had a holiday.

When the war ended there was, of course, great excitement throughout England.  London in par-
ticular went wild with celebrations and parties. In towns up and down the land events took place 
to show how happy everyone was that the war was over. On the street where I lived they put up 
flags, everyone brought out their tables and chairs from their homes to make a long table in the 
street for a very large tea-party to celebrate. I have found photographs of the event.   

A long time has now passed and, thank Goodness, today we have friendship with Germany. We 
have made good relationships with families and Government officials on both sides and have esta-
blished this to ensure that, in the future, peace will reign supreme between us.

Interview Italy

Contemporary witnesses of World War II in Buccino

The students of course C at the modern-language grammar-school in Buccino have undertaken 
historical research on the Second World War. In the context of their studies they interviewed for-
mer combatants in Italy who are still alive.
They met people who out of a feeling of duty and patriotism fought in an extraordinary war in the 
midst of which their allies changed sides while the war was already raging. First they had the Ger-
mans as allies, then the British and the Americans. The war was also extraordinary in terms of the 
cruelties suffered. They accepted this role in a spirit of dedication in spite of exhaustion, hunger 
and numerous dangers.

None of them actually believed that this war would solve the differences between nations, but they 
all hoped that the peace and freedom regained would last for centuries, as Pope Pius XII had put 
it: “one can lose nothing with peace, but everything with war. May people therefore start again to 
understand one another”. 
From among the various interviews, we selected those which we thought were the most outstan-
ding although they may not be the most important.

The first witness is Antonio D’Acunto, 83 years old and one of the last to be conscripted. Upon his 
own request he was sent to Viterbo to be trained as a paratrooper. He describes his experience of 
jumping by parachute from a military aircraft. After September 8, 1943 he was dispatched to Pisa, 
where soldiers had to watch over a bridge to prevent the Germans blowing it up. After 25 April 
1945 he managed with considerable difficulties to return to Buccino, thanks to the help of a family 
in Pisa who gave him shelter in their home and provided him with civilian clothes. 

The second interview concerns two people whom chance had brought together on the Greek front: 
Carmine Caponigri and Giuseppe Nitto. Both were drafted and dispatched to the barracks of Eboli 
in the Province of Salerno. A few months later they were detailed to Greece, or more precisely to 
Zakynthos. Although they came from the two neighbouring towns Ricigliano and Buccino, they did 
not know each other. When in Greece sergeant-major Caponigri was assigned to select the sol-
diers for his company, he noticed where Giuseppe Nitto came from, so kept him in his contingent, 
since they both came from the same region.



While Nitto was illiterate, the sergeant-major was a qualified primary school teacher and taught 
Nitto to read and write. After 8 September 1943, the Germans, with whom up to that point they had 
fought side by side, became their enemies and deported them both to Berlin, where they had to 
work in armament factories. Then they were deported to Poland. One day during work they disco-
vered behind a bush a group of Italian Jewesses, who had fled from the group of deported per-
sons. They protected the women despite the fact that they were risking their own lives, and gave 
them clothes which they somehow obtained, because their own striped pyjamas were too obvious.

In January 1945 Russian troops arrived. Together they managed to return to Italy overcoming 
incredible risks. One of the women was the wife of the Chief of Police in Pavia. The other women 
came from Milan. Their friendship lasted throughout their whole lives. 
 
I hope that one day our children will interview those who are in power today and ask them how 
they have managed to win the war against an invisible yet cruel enemy, namely corruption, indif-
ference, lack of love for others and the environment. We are willing today to fight a new war of 
resistance which unites the 28 countries of Europe under a single flag. 

Interview Poland

When and where were you born?
My name is Jósefa Krosnicka, I am 101 years old. My birthplace is Pultusk in Masovia, Poland, 
near Warsaw on the river Narew. Shortly before the beginning of the Second World War I got my 
master‘s degree in history from the philosophy faculty of Warsaw University. I returned to Pultusk 
intending to work as a history teacher. On my way to a job interview, the first bombs were dropped. 
I had no job, no money and no resources.

What did the war mean to you? 
I experienced the war as an adult person fully aware of what was happening. I wrote about this ex-
perience and some of my writings were published. At that time Poles were treated as foreigners in 
their own country who had to be fought. Within the General Governorate (General-gouvernement)  
Poles were deprived of all rights, even fundamental rights, such as the right to get married and the 
right to obtain an education. On pain of high fines, priests were forbidden to administer the sacra-
ment of matrimony. Teachers were the most persecuted class of people. In the territories annexed 
to the Reich, any contact between teachers and children was generally threatened with arrest or 
deportation to a concentration camp. 

On 6 April 1940, many teachers in Pultusk were arrested. Male teachers never returned. Families 
were allowed to collect the urns containing the ashes of their family members against payment of 
10 Marks. Female teachers survived the war in Ravensbrueck, a concentration camp for women. 
Since I had not had a job contract as a teacher, I was not arrested. When in 1944 the Soviet front 
approached the river Narew, the inhabitants of Pultusk were gradually deported by the occupying 
forces. We were waiting in field ditches for transport. 

One of my most important experiences was the establishment of my school for children and young 
people at a camp for the liberated Polish population in Germany. 120 children were enrolled, 
of whom 80 could neither read nor write. I still remember quite well how at the beginning of the 
school year we marched through the town to attend Holy Mass, passing by the puzzled Germans.



Where were you on 8 May? What are your memories of the end of the war?
On 8 May 1945 I was in a camp for “displaced persons” in Goldenau, Mecklenburg.  I had a 
sleeping berth in a barn together with my girl friend Staszka Lewandowska and another  friend. 
That morning I got up early because I wanted to pick a bunch of wild flowers for my girl friend’s 
birthday. At the barn gate I saw a piece of paper informing us about the total surrender of Germa-
ny. The news spread very quickly. In the barn there was excited whispering. After so many difficult 
years the news was received with joy and disbelief.

This is the end of the war! We can go home! In the evening we held a Polish celebration.  Exci-
ted and moved, we sang the Polish national anthem and other patriotic songs. Patriotic speeches 
were delivered and Polish soldiers brought us a Polish flag. Unfortunately, our return home was 
not quite so easy. We waited for transport to Poland, but there were still several months’ of moving 
about between various camps for “displaced persons”. 

Interview Germany

What is your name?
Erwin Theisen
 
Where and when were you born?
1924, in Frankfurt -Nied 
 
What did the war mean to you, what were your most striking experiences during the war?
Those were very bad times for all of us. Most of all we suffered from the permanent hunger. I spent 
two and a half years (at the age of just 18 years) in Russia, fortunately I was never taken prisoner. 
From October 1942 to March 1943 I was a gunner in the artillery at the Leningrad front, where I 
had to haul ammunition together with other soldiers. One round weighed three hundredweights.

I was lucky I never had to shoot one of these at people. We had to spend the nights in tents at 
temperatures of minus 35 degrees C. Every night a new cargo train arrived, packed with people 
assigned to combat duty. In my battery we were a total of 160, of whom only 17 survived. 
In December 1944 I was  detailed to the eastern front, then East Prussia. Later I was detailed to 
the western front, where I attended an NCO school.

From Osnabrueck we marched within ten days to Wetterau, covering 40 km per day. There we 
were able to see from the edge of a forest my friend’s father and brother. I carefully crept towards 
them because I did not want to be discovered. When everything was clear my friend followed. 
After such a long time he was able to see his family again. 

Where were you on 8 May 1945? How did you experience the end of the war?
At that time I was already back in Frankfurt-Nied. I hid in my parents’ house as a “non-soldier”. I 
reported to the local council at Höchst as a worker in a paper mill from Osnabrueck to avoid being 
discovered as a soldier. When they asked me to produce identity papers I made excuses telling 
them all my papers were lost. Honestly, …I have never been inside a paper mill. 





„Memory is like water: it is vital and seeks its own paths into new spaces and to other people. It is 
always concrete: visualizing faces, places, smells and sounds. It has no expiry date and it cannot 
be proclaimed processed and completed by decree.”

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

With these words, Noach Flug, an Auschwitz survivor,  not only describes the paths of memory but 
also emphasizes how necessary they are for our society. 
But what if the events remembered happened such a long time ago? How do following genera-
tions deal with them? 
Actually I could choose the easy way out by saying that, being born when we were, my generation 
had nothing to do with the cruelty of World War II, nor with Germany’s war crimes, and that there-
fore my generation has nothing to do with the consequences. 

But is it right to take the easy way out?

A couple of weeks ago I was in Weimar. Weimar, the centre of German classics, is a wonderful 
historical town in Thuringia, rich in history associated with Goethe, Schiller and many others. To 
put it in a nutshell: it epitomizes Germany as a nation of culture. This is the Germany that we like 
to think of and that we want to be identified with. 
But only a few kilometers away is the former concentration camp Buchenwald. Right here, bet-
ween 1937 and 1945, some 250,000 people from all parts of Europe were imprisoned and more 
than 50,000 of them murdered, including more than 11,000 Jews. 

These two places, which have undoubtedly left their mark  on Germany, are only 20 minutes away 
or 10 km by car. In the course of our lives  we all ask ourselves where we come from, what our 
roots are and what has molded us.  Is it possible that Germany, like all other countries affected by 
the war –has a new generation unaffected by history? 

In the course of this evening we have tried – and I think successfully – to reveal the various facets 
of war, to give the victims a name, a face and a history. To us, the big numbers mentioned by Pro-
fessor Mueller sound almost unreal. It is the personal fate of a person that moves us. In the whole 
of Europe and beyond, World War II affected every single family. The stories, the traumas, the 
fates have been passed on from generation to generation. 

CLOSING SPEECH
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There is actually no risk of them sinking into oblivion. The two big wars of the 20th century have 
once again become the object of public discussion – one hundred years after the beginning of one 
and seventy years after the end of the other – because again, and rightly so, the question arises 
whether there is a limit to the duration of guilt. 
But apart from commemoration and remembrance, there are many reasons for bringing to our 
minds the causes, the development and the end of World War II. The current conflicts in Europe 
cannot really be understood without remembering the greatest ever and most destructive war in 
history. And we also know that lack of understanding almost always blocks the search for and the 
road to better solutions. 

Is it conceivable that a conflict of the size and intensity of World War II ended as suddenly as is 
suggested by the historical dates now anchored in public consciousness?  

The 8th of May 1945 is a meaningful and reasonable point of reference, but not much more. The-
re was no Zero Hour, there was no clear-cut line between war and peace, not even between hot 
and cold war. This is true even though we now celebrate this date as the “day of liberation”, as our 
former Federal President von Weizsaecker expressed it so impressively in his famous  commemo-
rative speech in 1985 to the German Parliament. 
The Nazi occupation of the continent was over. Reanimation of democracy was no longer just an 
anti-fascist project but had become part of a world-wide political race. 

The idea of going back to business as usual was after all made totally impossible by the gigantic 
movements of people before, during and after 1945. Between 1939 and 1948, in the eastern part 
of Central Europe alone, the war uprooted more than 45 million people through flight, evacuation 
and relocation. Whole ethnic groups  were resettled to relieve the territories within the new political 
borders of minority problems. This generated new problems that were covered up for a long time 
but are now urgently demanding solutions. 

In contrast with the lengthy debate on the causes of World War I, there are no serious doubts con-
cerning the responsibility of Hitler’s German Reich for causing World War II. Their main objectives 
were not warding off communism, but racism and conquest at all cost. Unlike the collective illusi-
on about the issue of war guilt that may have had some justification after 1918, there was none 
whatsoever after 1945! 

Ladies and Gentlemen,

A lot has been said and written about mankind’s capability to learn from history. So far there is no 
final judgment. Believing in this capability or rather the hope that it exists, presupposes that the-
re is an agent that almost certainly does not exist – neither in terms of memory, nor in terms of 
discernment, nor in terms of capacity to act. Reasonable hopes for the sustainability of peaceful 
developments must probably rest on intelligent institutions like the ones mentioned by Professor 
Mueller in his paper in which he gave examples of the road to European unification. 

But although it seemed for several decades that there would be a free and easy, inevitable road 
to the integration of Europe supported by a broad consensus, recent years have shown that this 
course also holds many points of confusion and conflict that must now be dealt with step by step. 
Even in 2015, a united Europe is still a goal rather than an achievement. It is impossible to over-
estimate the contribution of our town twinning associations, that have grown and strengthened 
over many years or have newly developed in recent years.  Our meeting here today is a good and 
successful sign. 



On the occasion of the ceremony commemorating the liberation of Buchenwald, the President of 
the European Parliament, Martin Schulz, aptly said: “The European Union is therefore certainly an 
answer to Auschwitz and Buchenwald. Our collective European identity accrues from collective re-
membrance of our history, barbaric at times, and our commitment to the values of Enlightenment:  
freedom, democracy and the inalienability of human rights. May our pledge of “no more” and the 
survivors’ conviction that a better world can be created serve us as a moral guideline now and for 
ever.”

We do not want to repress or forget,  we want to remember. We are very grateful to our friends 
from Europe for wanting to embark with us on this course of “remembrance” and “reconciliation” in 
a united Europe. And together we agree that the continuation of the peace process in Europe still 
requires of all parties involved a great deal of dialogue and discussion, lots of talks and disputes, 
until eventually we all understand each other. With today’s event we want to make our contribution.
 
We are fully aware of the responsibility arising for us Germans from our history.  



Resolution Hofheim

No More War – our Responsibility for a Peaceful, Tolerant and Open Europe

Seventy Years ago one of the most dreadful and inhuman periods in the history of mankind ended, 
the Second World War.
The Second World War started from German soil and brought tremendous suffering, death, mi-
sery, flight and expulsion for millions of people. 
Germany emerged with an enormous burden of guilt. We have to face up to this responsibility and 
always be aware of it. 

Our greatest task is to participate actively in shaping peaceful, open and friendly relations within 
Europe.  In Germany in particular, it must be our first priority to give shelter under human condi-
tions to people physically and mentally threatened in war zones and whose only resort is to flee 
their country. Those who lose their homeland must have the chance of finding a new home. The 
great number of involuntary exiles who found refuge here with us have personal experience of 
what it means to leave everything behind to go elsewhere to unfamiliar places. Again and again 
and especially now, millions of people all over the world have fled and are fleeing from war zones 
like the German exiles in 1945. 

Many of these displaced persons found a new home in Hofheim and have become one of us. It is 
our responsibility to give shelter to those who are seeking a new home here. Those who find open 
hearts will also find a new home among us. And those who find open hearts will give their friends-
hip with an open heart.
We are Hofheim inhabitants, we are Germans and what is more, we are Europeans. Therefore we 
will always attach great importance towards exchanges with the citizens of our twin towns. 

We are of the firm conviction that only direct relations will eventually - through the awareness and 
understanding of other cultures - lead to the tolerance needed to ensure that our deep-felt wish of 
“no more war” will become reality. 
Everyone of us is invited to assume his/her responsibility for a just and sustainable world in which 
people deal with each other in respect and open-mindedness. 

NO MORE WAR
RESOLUTIONS OF THE CITIES OF
HOFHEIM, CHINON, TIVERTON,
BUCCINO UND PRUSZCZ GDAŃSKI



Resolution Chinon

We solemnly undertake to contribute together with our twinning towns in Eu-
rope to the maintenance of peace and friendship between our peoples and 
to encourage the development of a future-oriented European unity. 

Resolution Tiverton

„We meet here today to remember the ending of the most catastrophic event ever to occur.  It is 
of the utmost importance that we do not forget the destruction, devastation 
and despair suffered by so many throughout the World.  It is only by re-
membering the mistakes of History that we can ensure that they are never 
repeated. We acknowledge the abhorrence and futility of war and applaud 
the desire to foster personal relationships and the understanding of different 
cultures which twinning engenders and encourages. Our lives are enriched 
by the peaceful and open exchange and acceptance of differing views and 
opinions. By striving together to achieve common goals, we will ensure that 
we and our children never have to suffer the consequences of conflict.  A 
united and peaceful Europe must be the goal to which we all aspire.“

Resolution Buccino

NO MORE WAR – with these words Pope Paul VI began his speech before the United Nations 
on  the occasion of his first visit on 4 October 1965. During the current and the past centuries all 

popes, including Benedict XVI, have addressed the sensitive issue of con-
flicts among nations.

I believe this should be the guiding principle for all those who want an open, 
peaceful and united Europe – a Europe that does full justice to the Stock-
holm Protocol of 2010. Every European citizen – German, Italian, French 
etc. – can and must contribute through his/her thinking and actions towards 
building a Europe of citizens in a space of freedom, security and justice. 
However, this is not enough. We must all – citizens, institutions and politici-
ans – commit ourselves towards building a Europe of solidarity with a view 
to creating a structure supported and wanted by all and ensuring that all 
citizens of the countries forming the European Union have the same duties 
and  the same rights. The goal is not a technocrat Europe but the creation of 

a Europe embracing social principles and mutual solidarity in a democratic and civic growth pro-
cess. We must do everything within our power to ensure that our citizens can identify themselves 
with the EUROPEAN project and that it will eventually lead to the creation of the United States of 
EUROPE. 



Resolution Pruszcz Gdański

“No more war” – this slogan has been accompanying us throughout  the 
past seventy years, i.e. since the end of the greatest military nightmare in 
the history of mankind. Our nation still remembers this period very intensi-
vely. We were the first to be compelled to take up arms in 1939. We were 
left alone when a pragmatic, passive Europe forgot its earlier promises. Firm 
agreements on military support were quietly  laid aside, leaving nothing but 
announcements and empty phrases. In every Polish family there is someone 
who is  still remembered because he/she died or was maimed for life or had 
to leave his/her home country. On the other hand, 70 years is a very long 
time. The last witnesses are disappearing, memories are fading. We are 
right now experiencing a time in which mankind is losing its will to act. Well-
fed and well-perfumed people are either dusting off radical slogans or doing 
everything  necessary to ensure that they need do nothing. This situation is 
a perfect breeding ground for dictators and radicals, for people who despise 

humaneness and civilization and for whom only real power counts.

No more war” – this should 
not be left to rallies and 
declarations, but should 
stand for a strong and 
self-confident Europe, a 
Europe that is economical-
ly strong, determined and 
focused. It should be like 
a family willing to fight for 
its ideals even if this forces 
it to resort to force. This 
is our responsibility for an 
open-minded, peaceful and 
united Europe. Considering 
the most recent events, 
I am proud of having the 
chance to contribute to the 
building of such a Europe. 
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