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Foreword


Far be it from me to attack anyone here or to judge anyone. Rather, it is my view of things, as I interpret it below. It may well be that one or the other thinks that would be a radical view of things. But sometimes it seems to me that you stick your head in the sand. Don't react, it will resolve itself. I believe this thread runs through the whole writing. As I said, this is not patronizing anyone, but my opinion on various things at home and abroad.




April 2022



Ukraine War


Can it be that one person has been given too much power, or is it perhaps the case that a single man can do as he pleases. You have already seen how this developed over the course of the last 2 decades and you have let it switch and act as it pleased. In addition, he was courted by importing raw materials in large quantities. Nothing seems to have been learned from history. It has often happened that individuals used power and others had to suffer for it. I am thinking, among other things, of the Second World War or perhaps of the times of the Roman Empire, when people knew how to help themselves by liquidating the despot named Caesar. But that doesn't mean that you eliminate such a person. But in this context, I have to ask myself why we have well-endowed secret services that react accordingly. You know, for example, how to deal with opponents and we saw that not too long ago, for example when a person was killed in an embassy or a regime critic disappeared into prison for life. It may well be that such actions backfire, but what is the alternative. We are now seeing this in the Ukraine, where tens of thousands of people are being massacred and the world is more or less watching as a man wants to elect himself “Tsar”. In this context, I also cannot imagine that if one carries out the whole thing effectively, anyone else would be tempted to follow in the footsteps of this despot. As I said, this should by no means be a call to eliminate a human being, because nobody is entitled to do that. The root of the problem, in my opinion, is giving one person too much power, which has proven to be a mistake throughout the story. Of course, this president shouldn't lack money, so he has to look around for further influence and what could be easier than securing and expanding power. Only the whole thing has an expiry date and such people, as the past shows us, usually do not have a long-life expectancy, let alone a natural death. The people only have to suffer when such people are alive and I don't see that.




May 2022



Advertisement


It always amazes me when you say in an advertisement for a retail chain that more of the Tyrol is included. In my opinion, it's all well and good to refer to one of Austria's nine federal states, but as I said, our country is made up of more federal states. The FRG does not only consist of Bavaria. If you look into it, you can see that a retail chain had been sold abroad and now such statements are being made.



Deaths with Covid


It is not clear to me how it is possible that no precise data can be created as far as Covid diseases and the resulting deaths are concerned. Isn't it the case that the first thing you do when you enter an ordination is that you are asked for an e-card. Of course, this also applies to all other health services. The social security number is of course noted on this card and therefore there is at least one indexed number throughout Austria that only exists once. So, you have a single number that, in my opinion, can be linked very easily. It's clear that the criteria that lead to death should be clearly defined, but then I have meaningful data. This material is then certainly one that can be used for appropriate evaluations, and it should also be the basis for political decisions.



Climate change


It always amazes me how long it takes until there is a movement in society and I don't just mean my homeland, I do believe that this is an international problem. For years people leaned back and imported a lot of energy from abroad. Yes, the price was probably right, but the whole thing also had the disadvantage of being immensely dependent on these exporting countries. We are now feeling this accordingly and do not know how we can get out of this cycle. Okay, there are alternative energies in the meantime, but it's all going too slowly. When I read from the media that 2/3 of our entire gas requirement in Austria is consumed in Vienna and Lower Austria, I have to ask myself why there are so many houses with roofs. In my opinion, these roofs can be used very well for solar panels and, in addition, it doesn't necessarily spoil the appearance of the environment. Additionally, one can note that the energy harvested can be used in the same building, which in turn would minimize some pipework to and from the building. Yes, the idea of the wind turbines is certainly a good one, but it doesn't necessarily contribute to the appearance of the surroundings. If one speaks of reducing CO2 in this context, then the targets with periods of more than 10 years are very long for me. The approaches in this area are good, but in my opinion, it is taking far too long. What natural disasters have to happen before you finally realize that we're running out of time, it's not five to twelve, it's already twelve o'clock.



Vaccination obligation


To send ahead is that I am vaccinated 3 times. Why? It's not necessarily about me as a person, but rather about the fact that I'm always among people. I can get infected and infect others. In addition, I see it as my civic duty to protect those around me should I actually be ill. I live in this country and therefore have rights and obligations. I see getting vaccinated as one of these duties. Apparently, I am one of the few who share my view, otherwise there would not have been a need for a political discussion as to whether vaccination should now be introduced or not. Certainly, has two sides of view. On the one hand, I'm certainly against encroaching on my private sphere through legal barriers, but as I said, one could have spared oneself the discussion about it if one had fulfilled one's duties as a citizen. It's clear that even after two years of the pandemic, we still don't know how to deal with it, it hasn't been researched enough for that. We will certainly have to live with this dilemma for a longer time. It is also clear that there are side effects with these vaccinations, but I prefer the risk of suffering from a side effect to being on a ventilator for weeks and then maybe dying. Especially since the percentage of an illness from a side effect is lower than suffering from Covid.



300 hp and more


It's possible that I'm of advanced age and therefore perhaps have antiquated views in this regard, but some things in the production of automobiles and other technical devices never cease to amaze me. In principle, I think the idea of e-cars is a good one, although it occurs to me that the plans for this have been in the “drawer” of the auto industry for a long time. The reason for this could be that one wanted to use the resources of crude oil until they were exhausted. But the whole thing has the only disadvantage that this is not necessarily beneficial to our climate, which is repeatedly shown in various disasters. Another point I have to point out is that the car industry produces vehicles with excessive engine power. 100 hp are not enough, you need at least 150 and even more. I can remember my first car had 34 hp and that was enough. Yes, more horsepower is an advantage when overtaking, but where should I drive a vehicle with more engine power when there are speed limits in almost every country. Yes, and then no one can convince me that the consumption is low, with an engine output of less than 100 hp this would certainly be less, which is also good for the environment. Okay, I have a car with 200 hp, can maybe do a maximum of 130 km/h and pollute the environment. It's clear, and I don't want to blame either the industry or society, but apparently a car with a lot of power and lots of technical frills is a status symbol, which both of the groups mentioned take into account. What kind of status symbol was it then when there were no cars?



Quality of technical devices


If you buy any technical device today, whether it is a computer or a household appliance, you have to consider how long it will last. In the past, a batch was produced in larger quantities and some devices were taken out of this production and put through their paces. A verification label had then been stuck to the entire batch. Apparently, that is no longer the case today. They are produced in tens of thousands of pieces, maybe still in Asia, and the entire production goes to the dealer without being tested. It may well be that putting a production through its paces is expensive, but the end customer remembers the manufacturer, where he knows whether he has checked or not. Because if he sees that this device has worked flawlessly for years, he will be happy to use this manufacturer again and will then be more willing to pay a reasonable price for it.



Throwaway society


Is it the case today that you always have to have the latest device, otherwise you are not up to date? I can remember something where a laptop was bought new in the appropriate store and after opening it, one had to realize that the keyboard was defective. So, we stood at this dealer, who accepted this device without hesitation and gave us a new laptop in return. When I asked what would happen to the broken device, the answer I got was that it would be disposed of at the retailer's headquarters. Yes, what does that mean? Since this is hazardous waste, it should also be disposed of accordingly. Okay, so again a piece of more hazardous waste somewhere in Africa. But what is completely incomprehensible to me is that food is traded even worse. It's not just about the disposal of food in the household, but in my opinion it's much more about the trade, which thinks at the end of the day that the food in question won't be for sale the next day. In my opinion, if the blame falls on both sides, i.e., retail and customers. Some think it won't be for sale the next day, others only want nice goods. Yes, but in the end the customer pays the price for tens of millions of tons of food ending up in the mill. Can we afford that, because the producer rarely takes goods back?



International food


I'm always amazed when I hear or read how food is transported across Europe. It starts with meat, living or dead, and continues with potatoes and the like. Surely, we are a stable agricultural country where this does not have to be done. We have enough farmers that are happy to see their products on sale in their local area. Such food does not necessarily have to be carted through half of Europe. Above all, there is a second aspect, in my opinion, namely that of the cost-benefit calculation for the producer, especially with such low prices, transport is not exactly cheap and it also damages our environment if more and more trucks are on the streets with groceries, which are also available inland.



Dependencies from abroad


Decades ago, it was assumed that domestic production was too expensive, so cheaper production facilities were sought. These were also found in the former Eastern Bloc countries and were therefore relocated there. Well, that went well for a few years, but then it was probably the high costs that had an impact again and so one had to look for even cheaper production facilities. They were also found in Asia and the production went there. But what was not considered was the fact that one made oneself dependent on this production. Only Asia is not just “around the corner”. In the meantime, a chip is built into almost every technical device or motor vehicle and they became more and more expensive, up to the point when the production facilities also lacked the raw materials for the production of such chips or became less and less. This was all before the pandemic. Then came Covid and in addition a container ship that blocked the Suez Canal and therefore fueled all of this even more. Now we are in the year 2022 with an additional aggressor who thinks his neighboring state is part of Russia. If I now assume that we cover a large part of our energy requirements abroad and also wait for deliveries of technical components from Asia, then I do not see the future as very rosy. Of course, this also has an effect on inflation, which has risen extremely worldwide and, in my opinion, has not yet reached its ceiling. Does that mean that we are where we were in the 1930s? Only the signs are a little different back then. A man has certainly risen to power who thought he had to overturn the entire world order with a war. Yes, good or not, we have the same scenario now. We have a power-hungry ruler who thinks state sovereignty is only something that is in the books and therefore does not have to stick to it. There is also a pandemic that we are far from having under control and, on top of that, galloping inflation. A good mixture for another world war. It may be that this view is too pessimistic, but we should look the facts in the face





Corruption


In my opinion, corruption is a rather broad term, but it has a great impact. It is already clear in our country this word is very easy and, above all, quickly in the mouth. There are more and less of this species all over the world. Doesn't this start in a small circle where you are not even aware of it. Can't an invitation to dinner, for example, be a kind of corruption, because in most cases I expect something from my counterpart, whether it's material or non-material values. In other words, the whole thing begins on a small scale and of course extends to politics and beyond. What bothers me in this context, however, is that it is very easy to utter this word without there being a legal basis for it. But what could not be interpreted again is that I approve of both the invitation to dinner and the “agreements” in wider circles. Because there's a lot more to it than meets the eye. If it is a small favor that one expects from such an approach, it can happen that it develops into far greater damage for those responsible. What I mean about this is that by accepting the favor, there is great harm to society. In doing so, I don't necessarily include post-chasers, which under certain circumstances should include a qualification that is a prerequisite. What I mean by that is that not only the party affiliation counts, but much more the vita of the applicant in question should be considered. It may well be that there is a parliamentary investigative committee, but we also have a functioning judiciary. It stipulates what is meant by corruption and how it is punished. In my opinion, the committee of inquiry only serves to establish moral misconduct, yes, but isn't morality an obsolete model? In such positions, one is apparently not aware of what one is doing with corruption and any job scams associated with it, and that at the expense of the citizen.



General administration


I don't know how this is structured in other countries and can therefore only quote how it is in my country. The first thing to note is that the scheme has already been adopted from Kaiser's times and "built up" even more. This may mean that about a fifth of GDP flows into this area. But now it is said again and again that this administration should be there for the citizens, but is it really like that? At times, and I can look back on several decades of experience, it seems to me that the official is right and the citizen is wrong. Should it not be the case that one could also be right. It also seems to me that the procedure to get something is artificially lengthened more and more with hurdles and possibly forms and procedures. We live in the age of the computer, where many things could actually be done in a matter of seconds. But yes, there is the catchphrase “digitization”. We are already "transparent people" where data about us is stored in the most diverse places. But yes, there comes the word again in this context: data protection. It's clear that it shouldn't be watered down, but you should also remember that you can network data from various offices and, as I said, that's certainly no longer a problem today. Perhaps some registered letters about notifications will then be omitted. At the moment I'm noticing that the administrative machinery is being inflated more and more. It is true that time does not stand still and that there are always innovations that have to be taken into account. You only add such changes because they are necessary and you don't bother to check whether this was already done in a different form in the past. It may well be that this involves a lot of work, but of course the new system also takes time. However, the whole thing has the advantage that this is not overly bloated and, as a result, can be found more easily.



Weapons


It's interesting how many weapons there are and, above all, how many more are being produced. Somewhere it is understandable to me when I look at the early history of mankind, where people more or less lived from hunting and also produced appropriate weapons for it. But if I now assume that the world can be destroyed in many ways with the weapon potential that is available right now, I get chills down my spine. There is also a danger, and we are seeing that right now, that these weapons will be used and I am not necessarily talking about nuclear weapons, because then it will be over for this planet. It is also interesting how tens of millions are put into the production of such products and, for example, forget the poor population, such as in Africa. We'd rather put the money into researching new weapons, endangering each other and sending our e-waste to the "dumpster" in Africa. If I now observe this closely, I think there are 2 scenarios. The first is that we continue in the same way and there are sooner uprisings among poorer sections of the population, which then lead to a world war, and the second is that we shorten the whole thing by trying out all the weapons right away, because what do we have for because this. Yes, but as I said, then it would be over with planet earth. The human species, and of course I have to count myself among them, apparently shows power only with new and many weapons. In my opinion, animals are more intelligent than any human being. At least they only kill when they need it for their lives, but humans have a different view of things. He shows his power with a lot of money and weapons and has the urge to use these weapons as well. How crazy is that? But well, I also belong to this type of creature. The money that we are putting into researching new weapons would probably be better invested if we invested it in waste avoidance and thus relieve Africa of hazardous waste and electronic waste, for example.



Migration


I know this is an emotional topic, but I still want to add a few things here. Maybe it gives one or the other a different way of looking at it. When my parents were expelled from the former Yugoslavia at the end of World War II under the threat of death, they ended up in Vienna. The background was that they were Danube Swabians and therefore their mother tongue was German. They were received in 1944 with the words: Why do you speak German so well? What do you want here? Sneak home. Yes, there was definitely a difference between 1944, when everything was bombed out, and today's Austria. But I also can't imagine that a migrant would be asked such questions or given such instructions today. At that time, my parents had not received a single “Schilling” from the Austrian state, let alone adequate accommodation. For a while they lived in a refugee home, where at least 30 people were in one room, until they were able to rent an apartment on their own. They hadn't made it rich over the years, but they had had a good deal of prosperity. How does it look today? Our borders are more or less open, which I certainly think is right, but there are the European Union and politicians, among others, who think: We can do it. Some are discussing how to distribute the refugees across Europe and are approaching us no conclusion and the others practice filling out asylum applications and the corresponding flood of forms that is associated with it. Okay, the type of migrants back then wasn't much different than it is today. Both were expelled from their homeland, in some cases by force of arms. In the case of my parents, it was partisans who wanted to exterminate the German-speaking minority from both the north and the south. The only difference is that my parents had to work for everything and received no support from their new home country. Today's refugees receive shelter, food and a little pocket money. How much does it all cost? So, I ask myself how does a citizen of the respective European country come to support this wave of migration with tax money. Yes, people always say that in Europe there are almost only rich countries and we can handle that. Is that so? We could actually use the taxes elsewhere where it would probably be more necessary. It's true that if we didn't have immigration, the European population would dwindle and so a certain amount of immigration is necessary. There's just one thing I don't understand in this context, why the naturalization process takes so long. If I repeat that back to the year 1944, my parents were greeted with the said statements and within a very short time they had a roof over their heads and also their own income through work. In this context, I remember a report in a recognized German daily newspaper that really shocked me at the time. It was about the fact that in one of the two great powers (USA and Russia) a few billionaires had gotten together and made five-digit amounts of cash available to the refugees from Africa. The background was that they could pay their smugglers from Africa to Europe with this money. These people who provided this money did it for the reason that with a large number of migrants they can economically damage the European Union. Geographically, both great powers do not need a strong Europe. But the calculation didn't seem to work out, at least that's how it seems to me. What is the European Union doing there? She discusses how to secure the borders and whether this is a national or international issue. In addition, a lot of money is made available for this movement, which, as I said, is tax money. I can only imagine that we, as Europeans, are not received in the same way in the countries of origin of these refugees, let alone take advantage of such privileges. It is true that we need a certain influx as our society is shrinking, but this could also be done in a much less bureaucratic manner and with less cost and time. For example, if I reduce the support for migrants to a minimum, and I'm not talking about no support, as my parents experienced, but for one or two months. If no work and roof over the head was found, then the person would have to leave the country again, because how does the citizen come to support the person for months and years. It may sound harsh, but I can imagine that some people are considering emigrating to the EU.
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