Human dignity isinviolable!
Brandbrief* from a determined citizen

Dear Federal President, Mr Christian Wulff,
dear Chancellor, Dr Merkel,

dear Minister for Labour, Ms von der Leyen,
dear first Chairman of the Federal Labour Office FDJ. Weise
dear Head of the Jobcentre Mitte, Berlin, Mr Sctaei

We are all citizens of a state which has producealnatitution that proclaims: “Human dignity shall
be inviolable. To respect and protect it shallleduty of all state authority.”

Likely, many see this declaration as a grain ofldang worn down by the pressure of events, buried
beneath the almost incalculable layers of sedirsebsequent political decisions and laws have
created. Indeed, one is seen today as wet belenekiis, as a fantasist almost, when using it as a
yardstick for judging contemporary political andbromic developments.

But we cannot simply sidestep it. Exalted as aqumofl lesson from the terrible criminality of the
Third Reich, secured as steadfast determinatiordatydto beunconditionally upheld, it is the very
foundation stone of our republic.

This bears repeatinghe foundation stone of our republidHistorians will look back at our Federal
Republic and say:

“Neither king nor emperor as a thousand years agiodictator as of later times, should give the
Federal Republic of Germany her inner groundingjastification. Rather, it should arise from the
common will of the people and its judiciary, bo#isked with respecting and protecting human
dignity.”

And of course these historians will measure the, development and perhaps collapse of this
republic by this very ideal, the ideal set dowrthyy Federal Republic itself.

(I

Dear Federal President, Mr Christian Wulff,
dear Chancellor, Dr Merkel,

dear Minister for Labour, Ms von der Leyen,
dear Dr Weise,

dear Mr Schneider,

| write openly to you taraw my own conclusionsn a grievance which has presided over our land
for years: Our constitution is the foundation of cepublic, and yet a manner of treating its citize
has arisen whictoes not in any wayeflect that constitution. | speak of Hartz IV!

At first glance, Hartz IV is nothing other than allkmeaning attempt by the state to help those who
have fallen out of employment both to survive améirtd their way back into work. The attempt is
commendable and in full keeping with the consttitiOne could just leave these people on the
streets.

No less commendable — and at first glance undetatde — is the goal of providing just enough
support — not too much, not too little — to foself-help, in keeping with therapeutic principlésd

it arouses deep respect in an observer to seertberds of money dedicated not only to ensuring a
basic standard of living for the unemployed, bsbab financially assisting them with “activation”



and “re-qualification measures”.

But no matter how titanic the efforts, they canyahliver disappointing results: Today, the very
attempt to foster self-help is wroagjits baseThe problem we face does not arise primarily fthm
unemployed, but rather from the changed circums&o€ production.

In the 1970s, perhaps even in the early 1980sdheces of the problem of unemployment may well
have been different. They were more likely to henfibin the individual, since in the old Federal
Republic, employees were sought desperately iwalk areas.

Had weat that time given the unemployed the opportunity to changadwance their careers, as we
offer them today, they would have been helped loy support to get involved in life again, instedéd o
merely stagnating in that stable welfare systers. llkely these measures would have delivered much
At that time, the step up out of unemployment wdwdde been into a vibrant, meaningfuland as a
rule, well paid(!) — working life.

(1)

How different it is today! The employment marketsre than saturated. Today’s unemployed are
not generally problem cases, on the edge of litmbsehey themselveare somehow faulty and in
need of repair. The great majority of them are ypleyred due to the mighty productivity of
machines. The shelves are bursting with a gre#tyasf goods, in amounts beyond anything
humanity has hitherto witnesseudthout the need of human labouhat is the problem.

We are reactingp earlier times treating yesterday’s sickness (which we didn#dretreat yesterday),
while not yet seeintpday’s Like a doctor convinced a patient has a lungatisewhereas in fact
there is insufficient air, we treat the unemployéth instruments long outdated, and through their
misuse turn therimto instruments of torture

(IV)

It is notthe peoplevho need treatment, rather it is ttenditions which need to be updatedith all
effort focused on automating work to free peopterfiabour — and with industry and commerce
pursuing precisely this goal, not only in their matturing procedures but also with products they
deliver to the customer, thereby long embodyingviiry antithesis of the full-time employment
doctrine currently propagated by politics — peaplgst receive an income which allows them to be
independenbf the so-called labour market, granting themdaae not in the destitution of
“unemployment”, but irtrue liberation

A guaranteed income would be one solution to thablem, an income for each and everyone,
working and non-working citizens alike, grantingalus the gift of freedom, not only to shape our
own lives, but to useur own initiative independent of any economic rationalisation.

As a consequence of economic rationalisation, &selior a guaranteed income has arisen
everywhere — not just in Germany, but all overwweld. The fears that go hand in hand with such a
proposal have been variously dealt with[1], theaadages for humanity, commerce and cultural
development have been laid out in great detail id@als for its implementation have been put forward
by numerous advocates.

But instead of considering such a solution to tlwblem, we brutally shove the unemployed back into
a labour market that has long ago rejected theoguse it has long since ceased to need them. We
give them no time to reflect, punish their healithgignation at being driven from one dead-end to
another — and are then amazed to find spreadingghiout the worlds of the unemployed and the
artificially created and constantly swelling loncome sector, structural and human circumstances
which beggar belief.



(V)

Human dignity is inviolable? As a consequence mfcstiral malpractice, a very different reality from
the one guaranteed in our constitution has reasdtead in our community.

First and foremost, “human dignity” itself needdtaddressed. It is no secret, that once atteahpts
reinvigorating self-help have failed on all levetgyst employment and retraining measures offered by
Hartz IV have the purpose ofonitoring the unemployed! Provided with a grossly inadequate
income[2], yet healthy and capable of work, thegtation to turn to the black market is strong.

To prevent them from thus dragging the remainingdaoce into unemployment and draining the
state of its income, people must be gifactitious employmentAnd not jusfactitious, butpointless
because the work assigned to them may not undemtiaeis left of the labour market.

(V1)

Employing people witlpointlesswork is an abrogation of human dignity — and t@#ten people
with hunger and homelessness, should they disditieptder to do what is pointless, yet more so.

To put it bluntly, we have in Hartz IV the firstray of slaves in world history forced to perform
pointlesswork. [3] And in the punishments of hunger and ktaasness we have a means of discipline
which turns every seemingly justifiable emergen@asure of the state into a life-threatening form of
coercion. [4]

I would like to name only those paragraphs whiahiavalidated by the current code of practice:

- Article 1 of the constitution: (“Human dignity iaviolable”) [5]

- Article 2: (The individual’s right to free develommt) [6]

- Article 11: (Freedom of movement throughout thererfederal territory) [7]
- Article 12: (Free choice of profession / prohihitiof forced labour) [8]

- Article 13: (Inviolability of the home) [9]

and furthermore

- Article 6: (Security of the family) [10]

Not “invalidated”, but simply ignored, is

- Article 19: (“The law of citation”),

which requires, that for any regulation deviatingnfi the constitution, the relevant article of the
constitution shall beamedand the deviatiojustified, without ever violating the essence of any basic
law. [11] Disregarding this article alone rendargie parts of the SGB I, in particular the measur

of sanctions contained therein (§ 3hyalid.

Which means that more than a third of the 19 hurigdnis articles are thereby invalidated! And the
tone in which large sections of the press andipslgpeak of persons receiving Hartz IV is an irdeg
part of this systematic violation of human rightspublicly propagating the image of an unkempt
[12], unreliable and lazy subject, one that cary el motivated and manipulated with sanctions, in
claiming that: “the increase in Hartz IV gave thbadcco and drinks industry a jump-start” [13], and
further, that those on Hartz IV ought not to beegivnoney for their children, as this would only be
misspent [14], we merely describe the dark-sidino$e conditions we ourselves have brought into
social existence through the debasing Hartz IVesystVhen applied to real people who are on Hartz
IV, these are acts aficitement[15] and should be punishég the state (1)

(V1)

We live in a time of revolution, flaring up worlddé. Even in Germany, the situation is now so tense,
that we live in fear of sparking revolt by meretgreding up for the human rights guaranteed by the



constitution; by simply re-invoking, in the mosttmal way, a right that is ours inherently, eveit if
weren'’t already anchored in the constitution.

This reasoning can be used as grounds for eschewoighuman rights’ claims. But neglecting them
means injustice continues to flourish.

| am therefore resolved to the followingurse of action

From today, | openly resist every imposition on iimg the state to accept any work | consider
meaningless, and refuse to obey any absurd rulespréed to me by any governmental agency. |
reject too the fixation with “gainful employment’long since proven illusory by reality.

I demand an unconditional right to a free, self-daimined life, which | shall dedicate to any actiyit
I myself decide is meaningful, not one exogenoughgscribed for me — even if | am forced by
economic and political realities to claim Hartz ISupport.

I hold sacredhll work which springs from the earnest inner con@éra person
- regardless of whether it is performed externallintgrnally
- and regardless of whether or not it is “gainful”!

A community which only values gainful employmeligs its own gravesince it ignores thiar more
primordial andmeaningful (!) spiritual andintellectualimpulses to work, and regards a mother’s
worry about the upbringing of her children, or tbeing care given to a needy friend or family
member, as less important than the production ales ®f toilet paper and wine gums! [16]

| cannot imagine that Germany wants to keep trepdipath that negates hard-won human rights,
making fear of sanctions, ignoble labour and totaitrol of a socialist state the order of the day f
millions of people — and therefore call for
- the deletion of all paragraphs in the Code of Saa@w Il that oppose social freedom and individual
human rights, above all paragraphs 2, 31 and 32elss paragraph 36 a, SGB XI|
- the reinstatement of the unconditional validityeficles 1, 2, 6, 11, 12, 13 and19 of the
constitution.

Of course | fully anticipate sanctions, as it imast impossible, with SGBII, to react to this stadat
of intent in any other way.

Should | receive sanctionghe path of legal action for tmeinstatement of basic rightsia the

Federal Constitutional Court in Karlsruhe will bpen to me. The question will be, whether a person
in Germany has amnconditional right to exist or if he/she has to firgtarn a humane life through
forced obedience, forced labour and base low-incaor&. The action will further ask whethere
statemay dictate what it is that gives sense to tleedifthe individual citizen, or whether that
decision shouldn’t be left teach and every individuals the right to govern over oneself cannot be
guaranteed in any other way.

Should | not receive sanctionshe case becomes a precedent: freedom from sasathall then
applyto all!

Dear addressees — | can imagine how great theigoesind how high the hurdles must be to rethink
and reroute all of society. And so | will not effniktletter without first assuring you of my fullguort,
and that of the assistance of a great numberearidg and experts (social scientists, lawyers and
economists, entrepreneurs, managers, bankersp#fiatals, philosophers, politicians, clergymen,
artists, trade unionists, those affected by Har{zlc.) who are connected to me. We have put
forwardthe first solutions[17], so what counts now above all elsetlimt these are taken up and

acted upon

Now it's your turn!



Yours sincerely,

Ralph Boes
Berlin, June 2011

[1] E.g., doubts about how financeable a basicaytaed income (BGI) is: regardless of what its
opponents claim, a BGI is financeable. Good amgropriatetherapy is always more cost-effective
than bad anthappropriatetherapy.

[2] Even Heinrich Alt, a member of the board of therman Federal Labour Market Authority, has
recently admitted that the level of Hartz IV is dasgjng.
http://www.spiegel.de/wirtschaft/soziales/0,15187%7,00.html

[3] In Hartz IV, we don't just have history’s firarmy of slaves forced to perfonrmeaninglessvork —
but also one which costs the slave owners money.

[4] The threat of hunger and homelessness (cf. §GB 1) is graver than the threat of prison: pniso
can be survived with more dignity — unless oneigited there.

[5] Art. 1 GG (1): Human dignity shall be inviolableo Tespect and protect it shall be the duty of all
state authority.

[6] Art. 2 GG (1): Every person shall have the rightree development of his personality insofar as
he does not violate the rights of others or offagdinst the constitutional order or the moral law.

[7] Art. 11 GG (1): All Germans shall have the righthove freely throughout the federal territory.
This sentence is however qualifi¢d) This right may be restricted only by or pursuma law, and
only in cases in which the absence of adequate snafasupport would result in a particular burden
for the community [...If, as per sentence (2), no particular burdertfercommunity arises, then a
person’s basic right of freedom of movement shawldbe allowed to be limited! With a BGI,
however, everyone would have sufficient basic fogdand the passage could be completely
expunged.

[8] Art. 12 GG (1): All Germans shall have the righadly to choose their occupation or profession,
their place of work and their place of training. [.(2) No person may be required to perform work of
a particular kind except within the framework dfraditional duty of community service that applies
generally and equally to allViki’s definition of forced labour runs as followe generic or collective
term for those work relations, especially in modermearly modern history, in which people are
employed against their will by the threat of desiitn, detention, violence (including death), lawfu
compulsion, or other extreme hardship to themsealvés members of their familieSince a refusal

to accept an offer of work, or training, or meah&sg occupation from the Jobcentre is sanctioned
with the curtailing of unemployment benefit (evaalty to zero), in most cases we are dealing with
forced labour.

[9] The inviolability of the home is today systematly disregarded by the Jobcentre. Unannounced
checks and sanctions if one does not cooperatenditmmally are common practice in Hartz IV.

[10] Art. 6 GG (1): Marriage and the family shall enjthe special protection of the state. [...] (4)
Every mother shall be entitled to the protectiod aare of the communitymention this article,
because the natural helpfulness of families irctirgext of underprivileged communities
(“Bedarfsgemeinschaften”) within Hartz 1V is neithgrotected nor encouraged, but rather twisted into
enforced needinesand on the part of the staeploitedthrough massive curtailment of welfare.
Families are driven into existential need, whicteoforeaks them apart. Even family work is not
supported, but sanctioned. Such work is consideokdtary and is thus forbidden those on Hartz IV.
If onefamily member is sanctioned, the loss of inconfeat$ theentire family, which means it is
nothing other thanKin liability” (Sippenhaft). Children are taken from familiess/én into need,
instead of supporting the family. Moreover, chilgoport and alimony are accepted at wholly
insufficient levels and deducted from the pareimsome.

[11] Art. 19 GG (1): Insofar as, under this Basic Lavpasic right may be restricted by or pursuant
to a law, such law must apply generally and notetyeas a single case. In addition, the law must
specify the basic right affected and the Articlevimich it appears. (2) In no case may the essehae o
basic right be affected.




[12] Kurt Beck: “If they washed and shaved, thefjidl a job...”

[13] Thus spoke Philipp Missfelder, Chairman of @BU/CSU growth organisatiodunge Unionin
February 2009.

[14] The entire body of law proceeds from this antiFrank Steffel (CDU), MdB, even suggests that
parents who have not applied for the “Educationdhau” (Bildungsgutschein) should be sanctioned.
http://www.welt.de/politik/deutschland/article132Z88/Bildungsgutscheine-lassen-sich-nicht-
versaufen.html

[15] 8 130 sec. 1 of the StGB (German criminal ¢atidines the corpus delicti of incitement to hdtre
as follows:Whosoever, in a manner capable of disturbing tHdipgpeace 1. incites hatred against
segments of the population or calls for violenadritrary measures against them; or 2. assaults the
human dignity of others by insulting, maliciouslgligning, or defaming segments of the population,
shall be liable to imprisonment from three month§ive years[*The official English translation of
the code differs from the original German, whicblugles in section 1 references to religious, racial
and national segments of the population.* — Titos]

[16] Bothare important: thenmediatesocioeconomic significance of work (i.e. the pratitn and

sale of toilet paper and wine gums), which cangftee be immediately paid for — and the
intermediatesocioeconomic significance of work (e.g. all foraigamily work, neighbourly work,
voluntary community work, cultural work, but alsdueation, university study, psychotherapy),
whose healthy effects often only later, and viaowes detours, benefit the peopléde latterrepresents
the basis of the well-being of, as well as therergocietal and cultural development of a peopte. T
outlaw it, to deny it to those laid off, as in HalV, is stupidity! Through commitment arising from
the heart, in which such work is carried out, amarf which valuable competence develops,
intermediate socioeconomic work should be seatoably valuableWhosoever does not encourage
such work, and instead forces people into artificées and undignified low-pay jobs — even the
currently emerging “citizen’s work” (Burgerarbeig)nothing else — should apply for blind person’s
aid and not for the role of Minister for Labour.

[17] E.g. through a BGI the entire problem-comptex be dealt with from one area.

*(Translator's note) The German word “Brandbriefinniot be directly translated, since it has no
English counterpart. Literally, it means “letterfwe” or “blazing letter”. In practice, it is arpen
letter of passion and anger. | hope my translaticthis Brandbrief explains the term far bettemtfaa
translator’s note ever could!



