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March 4, 2008

All Lawsuits Retracted

On March 4, 2008, 43 members excluded from the Gera¢ Anthroposophical So-
ciety a year ago informed the Dorneck Thierstein Qtrict Court and the Solo-
thurn High Court of their decision immediately to end the three lawsuits they had
filed against the Executive Council in connection ith this decision. This move
was preceded by the plaintiff's proposal to shareelgal expenses, which the Coun-
cil did not accept.

After being excluded from the General Anthroposoph&ociety by the Executive
Council in March 2007, 43 of the 44 members exdluidad at once decided to chal-
lenge this action in court.

Three of these members had also filed a separat® sinallenge a new Society ruling
(Grundsatzbeschlusg)aking it impossible for members of the Living tBkristmas
Conference, Society for the Preservation of theeG@rmnthroposophical Society of
1923/25 Gelebte Weihnachtstagung, Gesellschaft zur Bewaghaen Allgemeinen
Anthroposophischen Gesellschaft 1923t23)e at the same time members of the
General Anthroposophical Society. That case had bagpended for procedural rea-
sons.

At that time, a third lawsuit, brought separatepfive of these members, was already
pending; it challenged the Executive Council’'s deamotions Nichteintretensan-
trdge), made at the extraordinary General Members’ Megetin April 8, 2006, against
hearing, discussing and voting on five member nmstidhe Dorneck-Thierstein Court
had already upheld the Council’s side in this latvsa June 15, 2007, but the appeal
to the Solothurn High Court on June 28 was stiligieg.

Thesuit challenging the exclusionsook a normal course: After a failed attempt, on
August 23, 2007, to settle out of court, the plEsmsubmitted their written complaint
on November 30, and a deadline was set for the €isireply.

On February 15, 2008, our attorney sent a progogake Council’s lawyer: We would
give up all further action on the lawsuits, eachypaould be responsible for its own
expenses, and court costs would be evenly splitisfrebruary Z1reply, which the
plaintiffs’ lawyer received on February 26, the @Gollis lawyer wrote that the Coun-
cil “was not interested” in this proposal. On tlaen® day we also learned the Coun-
cil's lawyer had submitted his response to ourtemitcomplaint to the court.
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Our March 4, 2008 letter has now put an immediatered to all three of these law-
suits.

What led to these lawsuits and to their subsegepaal?

Ever since the year 2000, we had been workingdegnt the Executive Council from
dissolving the General Anthroposophical Society mtegrating it into a nesociety

of astrongly authoritarian nature. In the end, we eealithat we could only achieve
this by taking the Council to court. The court updheur case and prevented the disso-
lution of the Society.

In the spring of 2007, the Council excluded us ftbm Society. That was a severe
blow. How were we to deal with this exclusion, whige still consider a great injus-
tice?

We decided to go to court once again. We felt thatlenging the exclusion legally
was our only hope for retaining our membershighin $ociety. But after many search-
ing discussions among all our members, explorirty bmles of the issue, we were no
longer sure that the legal path was the best paths to follow.

Our strong, continuing inner connection with thei8ty spoke foupholding the law-

suits for, in spite of having been excluded, we renmagémbers inwardly, and long to
keep faith with this society which Rudolf Steineeated as a model of true coopera-
tion and deep mutual understanding among members.afie we to help further this

ideal, we wondered, unless we are members?

However, as our discussions continued, we begamtaler whetheretracting the
lawsuitsmight not, in the end, form a better foundationtfe hoped-for future inter-
action and cooperation with all members. How effety would we be able to work
in the Society if we retained our membership sobglyecree of a court of law? We
do not want any court decision to come betweerther members and ourselves,
jeopardizing our mutual understanding, our abtiityvork closely together.

It was most difficult for us to reach the decisafrending legal action. In the end, we
had to bow to the reality that theancial burden of continuing the lawsuits is much
too great for us.

As we retract the lawsuits and seek to re-examimections and goals, we are guided

by the hope that in the future it might be possiblevork together with the members
of the General Anthroposophical Society again.

The excluded members of the General AnthroposdpbaEety

(English by Christiane Marks)
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