The Goetheanum Executive Council Finalized
the Expulsions of over 40 Members

Registered letters dated March 14, 2007 and siggefkija Zimmermann and Paul Mac-
kay acting for the Council, tersely announced torttembers concerned “that we are ex-
cluding you according to Article 5 of the Statutéshe General Anthroposophical Soci-
ety, effective at the end of the General MemberseNhg on March 31, 2007.”"Members
are also informed that they are to leave their mestbp cards at the office after the
meeting.

This letter marks the finalization of a step anmmththree months earlier, and enables
the Council to rid itself not only of inconveniegritics, but also of precisely those mem-
bers who, by going to court, forced the Councitop its plans to dissolve the General
Anthroposophical Society. At the same time, ther@iyerhaps also hopes to dispose

of the current Dornach District Court lawsuit clealyjing the resolutions of the General
Members’ Meeting of 2006. If the court should decidat the Council was acting ille-
gally on that occasion, too, the motions would htaviee presented to the members anew.
Yet the members who brought them would by then teeen excluded and thus be with-
out a voice. It is still uncertain if expelling mbeers under these particular circumstances
is even legal.

To review the events of the past few months: lett dated December 5, 2006, the
Council recommended to 46 members that they rdsigm the Society, at the same time
stating that, if they did not, they would be expdllThe reason: they had been “attacking
the Society from the outside” and “burdening itnfréthe inside” by means of motions

and other contributions. None of these accusati@rs made concrete. However, before
the expulsions were to be made final, the Courftered members the opportunity to
attend “hearings” in January of 2007.

A short additional explanation was published inNaehrichtenblatbf December 5,

2006, apparently to create the impression thaethemmbers formed a splinter group that
nobody needed to take seriously which was flootlregSociety with attacks and re-
proaches. This article, like others on the samgestitspeaks in very general terms de-
signed to whip up the readers’ emotions withoutngj\any concrete information. The
reader comes away with a very foggy impressiomefsuipposed origin and working
methods of a small group of members, without legyr@nything at all about their con-
cerns and requests. The Council has always aveijolelting out and truly responding to
these concerns. It seems the readers of the nesvsde¢ not to be allowed to come to any
independent position regarding these memberspliutisgt blindly in the information the
Council gives them.

For years, the Council has consistently tried gvent discussion and an understanding
of the issues these members try to bring to merhbestings, and has closed the
Nachrichtenblatto member contributions presenting undesired viemasing it instead

a safe forum for the publication of “its own” magtonly. The resulting lopsided infor-
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mation was one significant reason why a large nitgjooted, at the extraordinary Gen-
eral Meeting of November 15, 2003, for what woudd/da been a catastrophic event — the
dissolution of the General Anthroposophical Soci€grtunately, this planned Council
action proved unlawful, and so could be preverggen though the lawsuit it took to do
this was very costly in money, energy, and timee $hit was only brought because all
other methods of discussing or coming to an undedstg of, the issues involved were
blocked.

All members answered the letters threatening thémexpulsion with personal lettets

in which, while expressing their dismay at the Galsintentions, they also emphasize
their strong connection with the Society and stiadé they will not resign voluntarily.
Many asked that their letters be published, but tiever had an answer to their request.

Between mid-January and mid-February of 2007, thesmbers were individually in-
vited to the “hearings” the Council had offeredrthd& heir requests that these hearings
be made public were never answered. Several foregnbers had asked if their hearing
could take place around the time of the General Masi Meeting because they live so
far away, but the Council did not agree to thithei, because the expulsion was to be
finalized by then.

Only some of the members could travel to Dornactafoonversation. They were re-
ceived by Seija Zimmermann and Paul Mackay andngivkalf hour to prove why they
should not be expelled. But soon it became app#nabhPaul Mackay, who led the inter-
views, was not interested in discussing this suligatonly in determining whether the
member in question belonged to the Gelebte Weihiaagung /Living the Christmas
Conference. He stated very clearly at the outsgtttie Council considers membership in
this organization with membership in the GAS incatitple, citing GW/LCC attacks on
the Society as proof.

However, when members questioned Paul MackaycHrne apparent once again that
the reasons for the expulsions are not valid. ¢abee clear again and again that the
Council members refuse to distinguish between legtao the Society and criticism of
present conditionithin the Society. In adopting this attitude, they refasg meaning-
ful discussion about the issues involved, simplirgaany opinion other than the Coun-
cil's own an attack on the anthroposophical impulsstead of jointly seeking to come to
an understanding of differences, they just braedithll as fundamentally hostile, so as
not to have to deal with them. Thus, even afteth@ée interviews, the Council’s accusa-
tion of GW attacks against the Society still emdrge an empty claim.

On January 17, 2007, the members concerned set th@ivijoint reaction to the planned
exclusion, asking that it be published #nthroposophie weltweit’so that as many
members as possible might follow this importantéssut once again, the Council
showed it was not interested in allowing the membeinform themselves and come to
their own conclusions on the weighty issue of tkewesion of over 40 members. When

! These letters were published in the February @37 2ssue o6ELEBTE WEIHNACHTSTAGUNGNd
are available on 888GOYA.org. in German.
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asked about this during a hearing, Paul Mackay ezdively that the expulsion process
was still incomplete and the members would be hgdrom him. But after more than a
month, the Council had to be asked again why tterlezas not published. Eventually it
was published, but not until the finalization oé thxpulsion on March 31 had been an-
nounced, and not in the worldwide publication, ¢ily in the more locaNachrichten-
blatt of March 16 — too late for members to come to aeustanding and possibly inter-
cede. This way of informing membegyeo forma after the decision has been made, has
become common in recent years.

The members’ statement regarding their expulsigrears in théNachrichtenblatiafter a
lengthy Council letter announcing and explaining decision to exclude 44 members.
Two motions for the upcoming members’ meeting aes@nted, as well. This article
goes even farther than past articles in defamiagdering, the dissenting members; it is
designed to raise anger over these members, wilayiitg anything at all about their
concerns and requests. Readers are to be madeainigese disturbers of the peace
without realizing that basically they know nothialgout them and their “incessant at-
tacks”. Emotions are aroused, while thought andnueht are passed over entirely, an
approach that is in deep conflict with the naturdmthroposophy, which is based on
coming to one’s own understanding on the issues.

The Council claims to be interested in differening®of view and in “the culture of dia-
logue for conflict resolution,” distinguishing be#en “constructive” and “negative” criti-
cism — hardly a very original point. It is of coargery easy to brand every criticism one
does not want to deal with as “negative” and thuslb it aside. As to the claim of prac-
ticing a “culture of dialogue” — to anyone who hatessed the way, at members’ meet-
ings, members are cut off in mid-sentence, ridduée simply left standing without be-
ing allowed to speak, this is simply a mockeryhaf tacts. The dissenting members who
have felt the sting of such treatment are notdfllesents of the GW/LLC, by any means.
How many members have left the Goetheanum audoinuregretful resignation in re-
cent years, because they were missing the veryuteubf dialogue”, the practice of lis-
tening to one another, of trying to approach amtkeustand one another, which the Coun-
cil claims to espouse.

The Council speaks of “years of repeated gitstto “communicate with the mem-
bers connected with the Gelebte Weihnachtstaguvigi the Christmas Conference”.
But objectively and dispassionately speaking, wstrdeclare that this statement has
nothing to do with the truth. We have no idea whed how these claimed attempts took
place, since, to this day, the Council has alwafissed conversations with us. It was al-
ways the members who have now been accused ofrgfiadks who in reality begged
for more time for discussions, made motions redguogsionferences for such discussions;
it was they who asked that members might speaktapeausly at members’ meetings,
rather than being limited to contributions senadvance, who asked that there might be
actual exchange about the points raised by memi@drshese requests were denied by
the Council, Paul Mackay primarily. The text stdi®se example [of trying to have a
dialogue] is our attempt to arrange a discussidhaerfirst half of 2006,” which suggests
that there were numerous other such examplesh¥eivas the only offer of its kind the
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Council ever made over the course of years. Asmeated in the Pentecost of 2006 is-
sue ofGelebte Weihnachtstagurihge talks failed to materialize primarily because t
Council refused to open them up to interested mesnifethe Society.

We see the Council members using another popatibinique here: Criticism directed at
them is simply reversed and directed back at tiiesrcause and effect are reversed.
Seeing themselves accused of refusing talks, tingyl\s accuse their critics of exactly
that, emphasizing how many attemtiteyhad been making to arrange such talks. Facts
that can easily be checked out are simply reveaisedonce again, instead of information
about the actual important issues, readers arepwagented with additional “proof” that
the critical members are nothing but a nuisanceasamiddrance.

Next, the Council’s text describes at some lenigghsupposed genesis of the GW/ LCC.
Here, too, the Council consistently avoids sayingtlaing about the intentions and con-
cerns of the group. All that is said is that a $gadup formed around someone whose
only goal it is to attack the Society and criticthe Council. The group is described as a
self-absorbed, querulous, but insignificant ligkxt with whom it is impossible to have
any dialogue. The genesis of the GW/LCC, incidéyntad not presented truthfully in this
article. Those who are interested in the true geraesl nature of the group may trace it
in the GW newsletter, which has been in existencd 4 years.

The Council accuses the group of disturbing andg&aimg meetings by “pushing mo-
tions” onto them, of thus creating a “formalizatiafi meetings. This absurd accusation
again reverses cause and effect. The “formalizati@s notcausedby the motions, but
by the way in which every open discussion was prack It is theeffectof restricting

free discussion that makes motions (which are kggp@und to be heard) the only way to
present concerns to this autocratic Council. Thoslal not be necessary if the Council
allowed free discussion, and were actually opemember concerns. Incidentally, one of
the Council goals in reactivating its claimed imaetsociety, the General Anthroposophi-
cal Society (Christmas Conference), was to limettfiembers’ right to bring motions.
Though it never came to that, the Council is dtidlstically limiting the motions heard
(which usually turn out to be ones questioningldgality of Council actions) by the
guestionable means of “countermotionfNiehteintretensantrage -and also frequently
presents motions to end a verbal exchange that igaing the way the Council would
like it to.

The article ends by presenting two proposals ferApril 31, 2007 General Members
Meeting. One of them requests a new ruling that be¥mof the GW cannot be members
of the GAS. But Rudolf Steiner’s declared, “The Bmiposophical Society is in no sense
a secret society...Anyone can become a member, witegard to nationality, social
standing, religion, or scientific or artistic cootton, who considers as justified the exis-
tence of an institution like the Goetheanum in Raim in its capacity as a school of
spiritual science.” Excluding a group of memberdtmbasis of their membership in a
different society would be totally out of keepingmthe spirit in # 4 of the original stat-
utes, or Principles, and out of keeping with thieitspf the Christmas Conference. The
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society called upon to be the freest in the wortdild have succumbed to judging indi-
viduals not as individuals but according to whatugps they belong to.

The second proposal concerns the costs connectiedhsilawsuits of 2004 and 2005 to
prove the nonexistence of the GAS(CC). Appareimydroposal is intended to legiti-
mize after the fact the payment of this sum, whiehCouncil sets at 800,000 Swiss
franks, out of GAS funds, when the judgment cleatétes that the Council members are
jointly responsible for paying it. The GAS, our gxng society, was not one of the de-
fendants, and had nothing to do with the suit. App#y the Council got a little unsure
about this action, after the March police and legal search of the Goetheanum offices,
although on page 7 of the March™8achrichtenblattjt is declared that the search was
“much more extensive than the circumstances warraéhe criminal court’s actions do
not seem so uncalled-for when we remember tha fong time, the Council never told
the members what the court costs were, naming eretanfigure only a year ago, when
pressured by a member motion, and further, thabtifieof the sum was never itemized
for members.

The expulsion of the 44 members raises much weakereis, and ultimately the question
who and what is still able to live in this AS. Téeclusion issue goes deeply to the heart
of the society Rudolf Steiner founded at the Chrést Conference in 1923. How can this
Society endure when members are excluded withartadiscussion of their concerns?
How could members of this free society voluntagiye up its free character to the
wishes of a Council with different plans? The GASni danger of forsaking its founda-
tions, putting the life of the anthroposophical utge here on earth in jeopardy.

As much as we might like to deny it, that is howiags the situation is. We must rise
above feelings of hurt, annoyance, or anger inrax@ulfill our responsibility of healing
the Society in whatever way we can.

Dr. Gian Bischoff

for the members to be expelled

Translated by Christiane Marks
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