
Statement Regarding the Circular Email from Adam Arnold 
(December 2025)

With this statement, we refer to the circular email sent by Mr. Adam Arnold on December 21, 
2025 (8:12 p.m.) and would like to clarify and contextualize several key points. 

1. Commitment of the Association Liebling Friedhof West e. V.

For many years, the association Liebling Friedhof West e. V. has been committed—through 
significant personal and financial effort—to restoring and maintaining the two cemeteries in 
Liebling in a dignified and well-kept condition. This commitment is driven by respect for our 
ancestors and responsibility toward future generations. 

Our work is recognized and appreciated by many residents of Liebling. At the same time, we 
have been experiencing substantial obstacles for quite some time, which unnecessarily hinder 
our activities. Numerous responses from the community confirm this perception. By way of 
example, two voices are cited below: 

Hello Peter,
It is simply unfortunate that so many obstacles are put in your way instead of everyone pulling 
together. Overgrown cemeteries are not a good representation of a community and demonstrate 
a lack of respect for our ancestors.

Hello Peter,
It is a great relief to see that the long-standing “Sleeping Beauty” state has finally come to an 
end. For a long time, our graves were barely accessible. Everyone in our household has 
watched the videos many times, and it is a relief to see that this stagnation has been overcome. 
We paid for many years to keep our graves clean until everything around them became 
overgrown and they were no longer accessible. You can always send me videos—my parents 
are happy about them as well!

These responses clearly show that our work is necessary, meaningful, and desired. 

2. Responsibility Toward the Heritage of Our Ancestors 

Our ancestors founded Liebling, built one of the largest and most beautiful churches in the 
Banat, and established two large cemeteries. All of this demonstrates the foresight of our 
forebears, who clearly intended to remain in this village and provide for future generations. 
They made 25 hectares of land available to the church in order to generate long-term income 
through leases for the maintenance of the church and the cemeteries. 

Against this background, many residents of Liebling rightly ask: 

 Why did no funds from these revenues benefit the cemeteries for more than 15 years? 
 Where did the funds intended for this purpose go? 

3. Allegation of “Gross Negligence” 

The allegation made by Mr. Arnold that we acted with “gross negligence” is explicitly and 
firmly rejected. This term is inaccurate and unfounded in this context. 



All statements made by us are based on official, verifiable documents that have already been made 
available to Mr. Arnold (ZIP file with evidence). I personally provided these documents to Adam Arnold.

https://liebling-friedhof.de/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/Petition-Nachweise.zip

4. Financial Ambiguities and Open Questions 

It is undisputed that: 

 For more than 15 years, the cemeteries received no support from the lease income of 
the church land or from radio antenna revenues. 

 Damage caused by storms and acts of grave desecration represents an enormous 
financial burden that cannot be covered by donations alone. 

For this reason, it was proposed that one third of the income from church leases be allocated to 
the cemeteries. The response from Pastor Sinn—that the cemeteries are solely the responsibility 
of the residents of Liebling and that one cannot compensate for what was “neglected 300 years 
ago”—is, in our view, factually incorrect and unacceptable. 

In addition, there are numerous open questions, including but not limited to: 

 Was the “Old School” legal process won—or has it not even begun? 
 What happened to the alleged resulting €50,000? 
 Why is the church being used as the registered business address of private companies? 
 Why was the church land transferred to a company in which church officials are 

involved? 
 Were church properties transferred without transparent communication? 

These questions are legitimate and concern the community as a whole. 

5. Improper Interference in the Association’s Work 

The association operates independently. We are accountable to our members and donors—not 
to individual private persons. 

The request to declare a lawfully concluded agreement with the mayor’s office (Eberle 
Waltraut) “null and void” constitutes improper interference. Our actions have served—and 
continue to serve—exclusively the preservation of the cemeteries. 



6. Public Discussion – Necessary and Justified 

When the use of church structures for private companies is described as a “trivial matter,” we 
cannot agree. Transparency is not a nuisance; it is a duty toward the community. 

We have deliberately refrained from personal judgments. The people of Liebling are capable of 
forming their own well-founded opinions based on the available documents. 

7. Thanks and Outlook 

These disputes have cost our association a great deal of time and energy, as well as considerable 
personal funds on my part. We are therefore all the more grateful for the trust and support of 
the many donors. 

We will not betray this trust. 

We are convinced that: 

The commitment to preserving the cemeteries is justified, historically grounded, and morally 
necessary. 

We will assert our rightful share of church revenues—objectively, transparently, and with 
determination. 

We continue to hope for the support of the residents of Liebling so that what has been achieved 
so far has not been in vain. 

Peter Bliedung
Chairman 
Association Liebling Friedhof West n. e. V.
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