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The Thorny Path to Eternal Peace

Applying Kant´s Ideas to the Global Situation

Marc Herbermann (March 2015)

Abstract

The following essay introduces the idea of eternal peace as Immanuel Kant conceptualised

it  and how it  relates  to  the  contemporary global  society.  Kant´s  political  philosophy still

covers a wide range of current issues. He envisioned, for example, “a center of federative

union  for  other  States  to  attach  themselves  to”  (Kant  1891a,  98)  as  a  precondition  for

perpetual peace. We can ask in how far the EU can serve as such a role model. Kant firmly

believes  that  a  peace  guaranteeing  federation  should  consist  of  republics.  Looking at  the

present global system, can we identify these republics? Do states have the right to establish a

democracy through military interventions? 

In spite of its consistency, unequalled depth of reasoning and its relevance to current devel-

opments, Kant´s concept of eternal peace still lingers in the shadows. Politicians often prefer

to make wars. Some thinkers develop their own models for a peaceful world society, others

engage in hermeneutic discussions in order to clarify Kant´s concept. They usually focus on

one area of concern and scarcely back up their claims with empirical evidence. This paper,

however, complements Kant´s ideas and relates them to current social,  economic, political

and cultural developments. 
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I. Introduction

Hyong Gak Sunim, an American who became a monk in the Korean Kwanum tradition,

paraphrases his  master  Seung Sahn saying,  “World peace is  not possible… Also it  is  not

necessary… Even the idea of world peace doesn't lead to world peace” (Hyongak 2012). This

opinion on world peace seems to reflect the classical Buddhist stance: For millions of years

the earth has been coming into existence and it has also been ceasing to be after a certain time

in many cycles. According to Buddhist cosmology, the history of man began with the fourth

immeasurable Asankhyeya Kalpa (Glasenapp 1946, 20–23)."Buddhists believe that the world

was not created once upon a time, but that the world is being created millions of times every

second and will continue to do so by itself and will destroy itself" (BDEAI 1998, 872). Since

we cannot alter the course of the world as we know it, particularly as Zen Buddhism claims,

before helping others, everyone should first develop personal abilities. According to this be-

lief system, only complete insight into one's own “true nature” without thinking “too much”

can  really  improve  our  lives  and  the  situation  of  others  (Seung  Sahn  1997,  234,  263).

Although the Buddha mediated in conflicts and discussed the preconditions of good govern-

ment, Buddhism often regards pondering politics more as an obstacle to insight and liberation

(Dhammanada 2002, 311–320). 

After the end of the “Cold War” and in the early 21st century, war has become en vogue

again. Politicians and journalists reflect more on the pros and cons of a particular war or on

just war theories in general rather than  on peace. The media, and even social scientists and

philosophers,  are  ceaselessly  occupied  with  credible  military  threats,  military  operations,

arming opposition or government forces, surgical strikes, decapitation strikes, drone attacks,

collateral damage and humanitarian interventions  – whereas the peaceful settlement of con-

flicts rarely attracts attention.1

The meaning of “not necessary” in the citation at the beginning of this essay is vague. Does

it  indicate  that  world  peace  is  not  required,  or  does  it  imply  world  peace  is  avoidable?

Moreover, what is meant by “world peace”? Hyon Gak Sunin leaves it open in his dharma

talk. The Baha'í Religion, which was founded in Persia in the 19th century, states that “world

peace is not only possible but inevitable. It is – the next stage in the evolution of this planet –

in the words  of one great  thinker  [A reference to  Père Teilhard de Chardin (1881-1955),

author´s addition], 'the planetization of mankind' ” (BIC 1986, 1).

A third position avoids a staunch progress optimism and also a desperate pessimism. It is

expressed in the wish to contribute to world peace and in the belief that it is possible but not

inevitable. In today's integrated world, it is impossible to strive for one's own development

and to leave aside the broader picture of political realities. 
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But what does “world peace” mean? In the course of history, various meanings have been

attributed  to  “world peace”.  This  essay does  not  distinguish “world peace”  from “eternal

peace”, although these concepts relate in different ways to time and space. We can identify

some essential characteristics and conditions of a desired end-state, yet it is neither possible

nor desirable to explicate it in detail. But first, let us define negatively the concept of “world

peace” to prevent some misunderstandings. It is not an “Arcadian shepherd life”, a paradise or

a state of universal contentment and kindness. Nor does the absence of war constitute Eternal

Peace, and also not a Utopia or a society which is predominantly structured by religious prin-

ciples.

A confederation of states that merely pursues economic liberties falls short of creating the

right conditions for eternal peace. In his work "A Plan for an Universal and Perpetual Peace",

published in 1833, Jeremy Bentham stressed that Britain and France should give up all their

colonies. Since every nation wants to keep the military expenditures low and has an interest in

"profitable industry" and trade, he assumes, states establish an international court which they

empower to enforce international law and a body where they can openly discuss their disputes

(Bentham 1843). Since the period of the Scottish Enlightenment, market apologists confuse

free trade and consumer liberty with civil rights.

World peace is  achieved,  when the risk of human self-destruction and the mere law of

power have disappeared and when the power of law has regained its place, when humans can

express their views without being muted, prosecuted or punished, when rational and free con-

sultations transform into international law which is respected without exception. 

What is the guarantee of world peace? Stable and widely accepted institutions, interdepend-

ent republics under the rule of law and the respect for the law. Also a shift in human con-

sciousness and  attitudes enables constructive ways for solving conflicts. We can tread on the

path to world peace, but it is long and thorny and we may walk into a dead end.

World peace is possible but it is not predetermined.

This essay examines which steps mankind in the 21st century has to take to achieve world

peace. It refers to a great degree to the philosophical ideas developed by Immanuel Kant in his

writing “Perpetual Peace”. His essay appeared in 1795, in the year in which a peace treaty

between France and Prussia was signed in Basel. 

The present essay does not provide a thorough and authoritative exegesis of Kant´s writing

as a whole.2 Instead the focus will be on the indispensable steps that he lays out for “world

peace” and, moreover, contrary to debates of most philosophical specialists, this paper asks if

and in how far these steps can be taken in the present.
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In order to display the main aspects of “Perpetual Peace”, this essay refers to some of the
basic ideas of Kant´s philosophy.  In his  contribution to the 4th volume of the  Berlinische
Monatsschrift “Idea for  a Universal  History with a Cosmopolitan Purpose”3 (1784),  Kant
states that biographies of individuals may appear “tangled and unregulated” (IUHCP, p.3).
Also, history seems to be “woven out of folly and childish vanity and the frenzy of destruc-
tion” (IUHCP, p.4). Yet, as rational beings, we are not bound to fate. We have the choice to
look at history as if it were continually advancing. Kant sees the sign which gives reason to
this belief in a specific moral sentiment, in the empathy of spectators for the ideals of the
French revolution (Kant 1983, 351–368). The unsocial sociability (“ungesellige Geselligkeit”)
of human beings is the “means which nature employs to bring about the development of all
the capacities implanted in men”.4 In the end, humankind is forced to solve the problem of
“the establishment of a civil society” that universally administers “right according to law”
(IUHCP, p.25). This problem will be solved internally and externally by means of a “perfect
Civil union” and a “universal cosmopolitical institution”. 

“During the 1780s”, as Pauline Kleingeld points out, “Kant advocated the establishment of
a strong federation of states... During the 1790s, however, Kant began to defend the establish-
ment of a league of nations without coercive powers (although he continued to mention the
stronger form of federation as the ideal dictated by reason)” (Kleingeld 2006, 478–479). 

It is not the right place here to go into detail on whether providence or the “mechanism of
nature” will guarantee suitable conditions leading to world peace, but we have to touch this
intricate discussion, partly put forward in the first supplement of Kant´s writing “Perpetual
Peace”.  Kant  believes that  nature divides and unites.  She employs wars to spread human
beings all over the planet. Also the difference between languages and religions will first lead
to pretexts for wars and hostilities. “However, as civilization increases, there is a gradual ap-
proach of men to greater unanimity in principles, and to a mutual understanding of the condi-
tions of peace even in view of these differences” (IUHCP, p.114). “Mutual interests” bring
nations together under a “universal Cosmopolitan right”. Kant claims that this “is effected by
the commercial spirit which cannot exist along with war, and which sooner or later controls
every people” (IUHCP, p.114). Thus Kant discovers empirical reasons that speak in favour of
a gradual pacification of humankind. On the other hand, he believes that we can neither find
certainty based on facts that humankind is progressing toward eternal peace, nor is there any
sufficient empirical evidence to the contrary (Kant 1983). 

Kant believes firmly that we have to “act as if it is something real, though perhaps it is not;
we must work toward establishing perpetual peace and the kind of constitution that seems to
us most conducive to it” (MoM, Conclusion, p.160; PP, First Supplement, p.115). For “reason
on the throne of the highest moral law-giving power, absolutely condemns war as a mode of
right” (PP, Definite Articles, p.97).
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II. Conditions for eternal peace

In different works, Kant explains his views on politics, war and peace.5 His philosophy ap-

parently seems to fall into certain divisions. But if we take a closer look at it, we notice that

all his works are intertwined. For instance, Kant developed his epistemology with a clear idea

that science can only thrive if scientists enjoy the freedom to communicate and to express

their views. This freedom, however, has to be granted by laws that can be enforced by a state. 

Kant introduces his last influential work with the statement: “ ‘The Perpetual Peaceʼ - These

words were once put by a Dutch innkeeper on his signboard, as a satirical inscription over the

representation of a churchyard” (PP, 77).  He writes his last influential work about war and

peace like a treaty. His essay is a kind of revised condensation of all of his thoughts on this

matter. He distinguishes between “Preliminary Articles” that constitute necessary / negative

conditions for world peace and “Definitive Articles” as positive conditions. The “Preliminary

Articles” are either characterised as strict laws (S) or laws which do not need to be applied

strictly or immediately, that have a subjective breadth in respect of application (-S).

Preliminary Articles or the Negative Conditions for World Peace

1. ‘Standing armies shall be entirely abolished in the course of time’ (-S). 

2. ‘No conclusion of peace shall be held to be valid as such, when it has been made

with the secret reservation of the material for a future war’ (S).

3. ‘No state having an existence by itself — whether it be small or large — shall be ac-

quirable by another state through inheritance, exchange, purchase or donation’ (-S). 

4. ‘No national debts shall be contracted in connection with the external affairs of the

state’ (-S). 

5. ‘No state shall intermeddle by force with the constitution or government of another

state’ (S).

6. ‘No  state  at  war  with  another  shall  adopt  such  modes  of  hostility  as  would

necessarily render mutual confidence impossible in a future peace; such as, the em-

ployment of assassins (percussores) or poisoners (venefici), the violation of a capitula-

tion, the instigation of treason and such like’ (S). 
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The history of humankind is scattered with broken peace treaties. It is impossible to analyse

them and their ramifications in this essay. Therefore, let us have a look at some focal events

and developments in the last twenty years. Let us also examine the politics of several central

players.  In  the  last  century,  during  the Balkan wars  in  the  nineties,  armistices  and peace

treaties were not worth the paper they were written on. If we examine the so called “peace

process” in the Middle East, we can easily see that one treaty is being breached after the other.

The state of Israel was founded on the basis of the allocation and purchase of land, but to a

greater  extent  on  the  expulsion  and expropriation  of  the  original  inhabitants  of  Palestine

(Diner 2002; Krautkrämer 2003; Pilger 2007a; Pappé 2008).  Palestinians and Arabs call the

expulsion of the Palestinians, the ethnic cleansing of the region, the constitution of the state of

Israel and the ensuing wars “Nakba”, a disaster (Khoury 2012). 

In a gesture of benevolence, the Palestinians, leading a poor life in the  West Bank  and a

miserable life in the Gaza Strip, occasionally hear the promise of peace just to observe that

after a certain period of time, when public attention is distracted by dubious terror alerts, their

leaders and compatriots  are executed without legal justification,  civilians and children are

killed, their land gets further occupied, and their homes, trees and other belongings get dev-

astated. The “peace process” in the Middle East does not exist; it is a catch phrase used by

local leaders to receive the goodwill of mighty donors aimed at deceiving the public.

How long will it take until all “standing” armies are abolished? Apparently the Nobel Peace

Prize Laureate who currently leads the United States has an interest in arms reduction talks.

He proclaimed his desire for a nuclear free world and signed an arms control agreement with

Russia in 2010 (Baker 2010a; Baker 2010b). But how much weight do his words have when

„the US intends to spend approximately one trillion dollars on modernising its nuclear triad

[nuclear-armed  bomber  aircraft,  submarines  and  ground-based  missiles,  author's  addition]

over the next three decades” (Asghar 2014)?

In the course of the last twelve years, since the start of the third Gulf War in 2003, the US

has accumulated a staggering total outstanding public debt of 18 trillion dollars as of February

2015 (USDoT 2015a). A great deal of this debt accounts for “external affairs”. More than a

third of the combined public debt is owed to various foreign nations (USDoT 2015b), and

used for leading wars (Wittmer 2013).

*

Since the end of the Cold War, the modern Law of Nations as it evolved after the Second

World War has been trampled underfoot. Western media convey the impression that it seems

to be normal and justified for some powerful states to “intermeddle by force with the constitu-

tion or government of another state” whereas other states are being critically scrutinised. Iran

and China, which are often portrayed as aggressive, refuse to guarantee their citizens the civil
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rights people enjoy in the West. But how often do these nations march into other countries?

Russia or the former Soviet Union intervened in various countries with military force, for

instance,  in Czechoslovakia in 1968, in Afghanistan in the 1980s and in Chechnya in the

1990s. Some of these interventions were very harsh, like the war in Afghanistan between

1979 and 1989. There is evidence, however, that the United States provoked the invasion of

the Soviet Union in Afghanistan by aiding the Mujahideen, and their resistance to the pro So-

viet government in Kabul in the summer of 1979. Moreover, the United States funded these

“freedom fighters” in the ensuing war with billions of dollars  (Pilger 2007b; Chossudovsky

2005, 23–37). Nevertheless, the Soviet Union contributed to the destruction of Afghanistan

and the death of hundreds of thousands of Afghans until 1989. 

Other military operations by the traditional antagonists of the West were also fought with

much  media  attention.  Russia's  intervention  in  Georgia  produced  tens  of  thousands  of

refugees, but with less than a thousand people killed in August 2008, it resembled little more

than  a  skirmish  (IIFFMCG  2009).  In  March  2014,  NATO  Secretary-General  Rasmussen

called Russia's incorporation of Crimea a “military aggression” (Dews 2014). In fact, at this

time Russia did not lead a war against Crimea. Of course, it supported secessionism, but it or-

ganised a peaceful referendum. Even in September 2014, evidence of an overt Russian “inva-

sion” of Ukraine with tanks, artillery and truck convoys is not supported by reliable  intelli-

gence (Parry 2014). The sanctions against Russia are based on the claim of “Russian armed

forces” fighting in Ukraine (CEU 2014). But in February 2015, the Chief of Staff of Ukraine’s

Armed Forces, General Viktor Muzhenko, said that the “Ukrainian army is not fighting with

the regular units of the Russian army” (Zuesse 2015).

All these military operations and occupations of states which were regularly portrayed as

evil by the Western mass media were surpassed by the interventions of the “leader of the free

world”. “[S]ince the end of World War II”, according to U.S. historian William Blum, “the

United States has endeavored to overthrow more than 50 foreign governments, most of which

were democratically elected; grossly interfered in democratic elections in at least 30 coun-

tries; attempted to assassinate more than 50 foreign leaders; dropped bombs on the people of

more than 30 countries … [and] attempted to suppress a populist or nationalist movement in

20 countries” (Blum 2013, 1).

In the first decade of the 21st century, particularly the invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq

were at variance with Kant´s fifth Preliminary Article. Both interventions were fought after a

massive disinformation campaign with ostensible reasons (Chossudovsky 2005; Rampton and

Stauber 2006; Pilger 2007b; Rich 2006). Kant states that nations have the right to defend

themselves.6 Moreover, he anticipated the right of the international community “to maintain or

restore international peace and security” (UN Charter, Article 42; compare MoM, § 60). 

9



E-Logos. Electronic Journal for Philosophy. University of Economics. Prague. 21/2014, 1-37

On 7 October 2001, the armed forces of the United States, the United Kingdom, Australia,

France, and the Afghan United Front (Northern Alliance) started Operation “Enduring Free-

dom”. In spite of Colin Powell`s promise before the launch of the operation (New York Times

/ Reuters 2001), nobody presented substantial evidence to the Taliban that Osama bin Laden

or Al-Qaeda were behind 9/11 (Griffin 2010). Enduring Freedom was by no means an act of

self defence and the war fought against Iraq did not remove a threat to “international peace

and security”  (Resolution  1441 (2002),  adopted  by the  Security  Council  on  8 November

2002). On the contrary, it plunged a region into disaster and made the world less peaceful and

secure.

The fifth principle forbids the interference in the ruling bodies of another state by force. But

what does force exactly mean in the fifth preliminary article? This question is hardly dis-

cussed in papers on Kant´s “Perpetual Peace”. Of course, it would be in line with Kant´s gen-

eral reasoning to approve or to disapprove of customs, laws and actions of another state in

public.  By contrast,  he  would  strongly  disagree  with  a  military  intervention  for  “regime

change” or an invasion in order to nullify the constitution of another state. This ban would be

different, after all, if it was evident that a state had been broken into several pieces which rep-

resented “different states”. Applying a classical  divide et impera strategy, staging false-flag

operations, siding in a civil war, funding an armed resistance towards a government or organ-

ising training camps for paramilitary gangs in order to dismantle an intact state would clearly

violate Kant´s idea of national sovereignty.

Societies in a troublesome transitional phase can determine their fate without “humanitarian

interventions” carried out by Western “democratic” states. Mass protests forced the resigna-

tion of the leadership of the former Democratic Republic of Germany which sealed the end of

a totalitarian regime in Central Europe. This peaceful revolution was of course enabled by a

skilful convergence of both German states and Gorbachev's policy of glasnost and perestroika

which brought fundamental change to the former Soviet Union.

Likewise, the so called “Arab Spring” proved to a great extent that nations can get rid of

despotic rulers on their own. The ousting of President Ben Ali in Tunisia and the overthrow of

Egyptian President Mubarak in the first months of 2011 sent shock waves across the Western

world. The global elites wanted at least to manipulate the course of events in Arab states that

threatened to fall apart. In Egypt, for example, the Muslim Brotherhood, which was consider-

ably supported and trained by Western interest groups (Cartalucci 2012), won the presidential

election in June 2012. In Libya, the leading Western powers pulled the emergency brake with

the installation of no fly zones in March 2011. The objective was surely not to prevent a geno-

cide which could not sufficiently be substantiated (Herbermann 2011; Kuperman 2011). The

alleged genocide, however, helped to spread the news of a bloody Libyan “civil war” and

served to justify a military intervention by the U.S., Great Britain and France. Under the cover
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of the “Arab Spring” these three imperialistic powers supported warlords, reduced “a modern

welfare state to piles of rubble” (Blum 2013, 163) and initiated the emergence of a regime

which  should  be  more  conducive  to  Western  interests.  The  barbaric  assassination  of  the

former Libyan leader on 20 October 2011, without any trial, openly displayed the new rulers´

contempt  for  the  rule  of  law.  The  plan  to  “democratise”  Libya  with  a  bunch  of  thugs

backfired, at the latest, as US Ambassador J. Christopher Stevens and some of his colleagues

were assassinated on 11 September 2012.

Western states are employing a similar script in Syria as they did in Libya. The mainstream

media labels the military confrontation a civil war. In reality, it is a proxy war where foreign

actors try to exploit internal tensions to their advantage. The established media rely to a great

extent on questionable sources (Guillard 2013; Hart 2013; Naureckas 2013) and spread the

story of a brutal dictator that has to be ousted because he fights against “his own people” with

all weapons available, even by employing sarin gas. Syria is of course no beacon of liberty

and civil rights. “It nonetheless constitutes the only (remaining) independent secular state in

the Arab world. Its populist, anti-Imperialist and secular base is inherited from the dominant

Baath  party,  which  integrates  Muslims,  Christians  and  Druze”  (Chossudovsky  2011).

Significant parts of the Syrian population support the Syrian government despite manipulated

reports otherwise in the mainstream media (Bartlett 2014).

From the outset, journalists claimed that President Assad ordered the shooting of peaceful

protesters.  Actually the uprising started in Daraa and,  at  that  time,  Syrian security forces

fought against armed protesters (Chossudovsky 2011; Kahn 2011; Meyssan 2011). Euronews,

BBC and CNN, on the other hand, broadcast pictures of burning hospitals, damaged houses

and mutilated corpses, and they blamed the destruction mostly on Syrian government forces.

But who is behind the opposition? The majority of Syrians refuse an armed power struggle

in  Syria  (Hussein,  Hänsel,  and  Bock-Luna  2013).  Many  oppose  the  Syrian  government.

Various groups, like the National Coordination Committee for Democratic Change (NCB), ex-

press their opposition in a peaceful way. 

But as the conflict approaches, armed and radical groups have steadily been gaining trac-

tion. The “Free Syrian Army” consists mainly of renegades from the Syrian army. The Al

Nusrah front is fighting against the Syrian state but also against the Free Syrian Army (Meyer

and Heck 2013). The Al Nusrah front is likely to be responsible for the chemical weapons at-

tack near Damascus on 21 August 2013, not the Syrian government (Hersh 2013). Other para-

military groups, mujahideen  fighters and death brigades are partly funded by the West, Saudi

Arabia and Qatar (Dickinson 2014). Thousands of these fighters, which now also operate un-

der the Name IS, received their education  “in techniques of irregular warfare, sabotage and

general terror …” at secret US training camps in Jordan in 2012 (Engdahl 2014).
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Chemical weapons are not the problem in Syria. But the interference into Syria`s internal

affairs by foreign armed groups, and the fierce hostilities that continue unabated. The com-

promise  in  the  United  Nations  Security  Council  reached  at  the  end  of  September  2013,

however, prevented another illegal military intervention against a sovereign state. 

The fifth principle prohibits the interference by force into state affairs by other states. The

sixth principle closely correlates with the fifth principle. It speaks against the instigation of

treason and the use of malicious weapons. In Kant´s time, the employment of snipers and

spies, the use of poison or other similar tactics fell under the category expressed in the sixth

principle. Today one could also subsume weapons of mass destruction. The situation at the

present time is far more perilous because the employment of these weapons not only “renders

mutual confidence impossible in a future peace”, but could lead to a quick and complete anni-

hilation of the world as we know it.

The sixth preliminary article prohibits several tactics. Sowing the seeds of treason, massive

bombing campaigns on defenceless states and employing “low-radiological-impact nuclear

weapon[s]” (Gsponer 2006) in order to dismantle a nation – these activities being its contem-

porary realisation. Operation  “Enduring  Freedom” in  Afghanistan  included the support  of

dubious  warlords.  In  Afghanistan  and  in  Iraq,  the  allied  forces  used  depleted  uranium

weapons, which are likely to be responsible for miscarriages and abnormalities besides con-

tributing to environmental contamination.

The US army already employed toxic weapons in the Gulf War in 1991 (”Desert Storm”).

After more than a decade of starvation and genocidal UN sanctions, weapons based on de-

pleted uranium and phosphor were used in operation “Iraqi Freedom” (2003) (Adriaensens

2005). The remnants of these weapons affect an entire area for generations. Neglecting their

duties as an occupying power,7 propagating (Watson 2005; Hirsh and Barry 2005) and putting

the “Salvadorian option” into practice, (Fuller 2007; Kelly 2013) the Allied forces contributed

to widespread chaos and destruction (Falk, Gendzier, and Lifton 2006; Simons 2008a; Simons

2008b). If we assume that the Iraqi government is to a large extent under control of the U.S.

administration, there are of course no problems in the relationship between the U.S. and Iraq

on the governmental level. But if the Iraqi government is not just a puppet regime, there can

be no confidence between these two states for decades.
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World peace is hanging by a thread. The mere possession of nuclear weapons leads to in-

conceivable dangers. After World War II, several accidents occurred with nuclear material or

with  the  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  which  were  on  trigger  alert  or  even  exploded

(Simons 2009, 20–26). But these accidents are downplayed and hardly known to the public.

There will be no peace on earth if nuclear weapons can be employed by single states at will.

However, it is unlikely that all nuclear states will abolish their nuclear weapons in the near fu-

ture.  Therefore,  various  treaties  have  been  made  to  restrict  the  development  of  nuclear

weapons and to remove the risk of proliferation. The world doesn't need new suggestions on

how to deal with nuclear weapons or how to end the nuclear arms race. Instead, existing

treaties need to be clarified and the nuclear powers have to comply sincerely with them. A

well informed public could compel politicians to do so and to adhere to the principles which

are laid down in international law.

Positive Conditions for World Peace

The second section  of  Kant´s  work  contains  the  definite  articles  for  a  perpetual  peace

between states  (Kant 1891b, 88–104). It deals with Public Right, the Right of Nations and

International law and finally with the Universal Right of Mankind. Kant puts forward three

articles as „conditions of perpetual peace”:

1. ‘The civil constitution in every state shall be republican.’

2. ‘The Right of Nations shall be founded on a federation of free states.’

3. ‘The rights of men as citizens of the world in a cosmo-political system, shall be restricted

to conditions of universal hospitality.’

Republican Constitution

According to Kant, the republican constitution is the only one „which arises out of the idea

of the original compact upon which all the rightful legislation of a people is founded” (PP,

p.89). „[T]he consent of the citizens as members of the state is required to determine at any

time the question, ‘Whether there shall be war or not?’ ” (PP, p.90). The possibility of public

approval or assent is central in Kant´s political philosophy. In order to avoid the „horrors of

war”, Kant assumes, the citizens of a republic would not easily opt for war.

Kant distinguishes between the highest authority in a state, which is laid out in the constitu-

tion and “the mode of government” which is either despotic or republican. “Republicanism re-

garded as the constitutive principle of a state is the political severance of the executive power

of the government from the legislative power” (PP, p.91). For the people, the mode of govern-
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ment is more important than the constitution of a state, Kant claims (PP, p.93). He seems to

have anticipated the contemporary use of the glimmering concept of democracy that does not

hold water when applied.

In fact, some states regard themselves as democracies, but in reality they operate more like

oligarchies. In past centuries, the United States has established a two party system. It is hardly

imaginable that these two parties, which are closely related to the most potent capital interests

and the power elite of the United States, represent the broad population of this country. We

can neither find a socialist nor a green party representative in the US Congress. On funda-

mental  issues  (foreign  or  economic  policy),  the  positions  of  the  major  parties  forming  a

“bipartisan elite” barely differ.8 Therefore, it is no surprise that mass protests, which were un-

paralleled in history, could not stop a president from waging an illegal war against Iraq in

2003 (Walgrave and Rucht 2010). The last elections should have made it abundantly clear that

in order to become president of the United States, the capability of raising hundreds of mil-

lions of dollars triumphs over sound political programs.9 Being president  means serving the

interests of donors which particularly consist of financial institutions on Wall Street. For this

money must be repaid in the form of beneficial policy. Moreover, looking at the American

elections one cannot help having the impression that the candidates are vying to gain the fa-

vour of the most influential power groups first and then defame their opponent instead of

communicating details to the public about reasonable and transparent programs. 

The United States Congress is also dominated by the rich. “Among the 100 members of the

US Senate you find 40 millionaires, and 123 among the 435 members of the House [The

United States House of Representatives, author's addition]” (Hamm 2010, 1009). Thus, one

may call it fantasy that the majority of United States citizens are represented in Washington.

Does  the  separation  of  powers  work in  the  United  States?  The Congress,  for  instance,

should  watch  over  the  administration by funding the  army or  by controlling  military ex-

penditures. Only Congress can declare war, not the President. It can exercise its exclusive

power to remove or impeach the President. But it failed to exert this duty during the so called

“War on Terror”.10

Obama trod in the footsteps of his predecessor. He led his country to war against Libya

without the approval of Congress. While US led wars fail to make the American people safer,

frequent and new wars at least serve the interests of the industrial-military complex. For this

reason, foes and threats have to be devised and the costs  of war have to be externalised.

Moreover, Obama accomplished a kind of costly inverse state socialism. In European welfare

states, taxes are used to finance public goods; whereas in the United States a considerable part

of tax payers' money went to “bailout” unsound financial institutions which were allegedly

“too big to fail”. Was this in line with public interests? 
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Due to new weapons, the soldiers of Western war leading powers have become more pro-

tected, yet civilians in the affected areas and the environment have to pay the price. With the

help of allied “foreign fighters” and mercenaries, less soldiers from intervening nations are

dying and an uncritical public, streamlined by the mainstream media, remains silent. Under

these conditions, we cannot expect the United States to move toward world peace.

A federation of self-governing states and the reform or the dissolution of the UN

Some national leaders and various thinkers advocate a centralised world state. Also in the

Bahá'í religion, a world state is a culminating point in the evolution of mankind. Alexander

the Great, Ashoka, Trajan, the Caliphs, King Edward VII and several other emperors dreamt

of an everlasting Empire ruled and dominated by one culture and one state. Before the start of

the Gulf War in 1991 and after it, in speeches to a joint session of the United States Congress,

the  American  President  George  Bush proclaimed a “new world  order”  as  one of  his  ob-

jectives, a “world where the rule of law supplants the rule of the jungle…“ (Bush 1990) “In

the words of Winston Churchill, a world order in which 'the principles of justice and fair play

protect the weak against the strong' “(Bush 1991). After leading a dreadful war with some

hundred-thousand Iraqi deaths and the contamination of large areas in Kuwait and Iraq, he

praised in Orwellian language “the wonderful performance of our military”. “Even the new

world order cannot guarantee an era of perpetual peace. But enduring peace must be our mis-

sion” (Bush 1991).

Some analysts allege that George Bush, his successors and the global elites work in favour

of a Anglo-Saxon empire11 and a world government (Marshall 2009). This hypothesis sounds

plausible since the wars of the new century help to maintain a “Pax Americana” and influen-

tial economic institutions back the “dollarization” of the world by binding weaker nations to

harsh financial obligations (Chossudovsky 2003).

Kant disapproved of a world order with a dominant centre or an omnipotent world state

with a world government. Kant clearly foresaw the “terrible despotism” which a world state

would create.12 For that reason, he favoured a confederation of equal states. This idea was in

some respect the precursor of the League of Nations, the UN and the European Union. The

idea of a confederation of states may sound idealistic since we know that states usually do not

sacrifice their autonomy or abandon rights unless they are forced to do so. 

In the first half of the 20th century, war seemed to be the right way to deal with irreconcil-

able differences among European states. But today, we see the European Union awarded with

the Nobel Peace Prize in 2012. There is ample reason to question the decision to award the

Nobel Peace Prize to the EU since some of its members took part in wars of aggression. But

one must concede that on EU territory there has never been a war between member nations.
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At the  end  of  the  Second World  War,  decades  of  peace  between European  nations  were

unthinkable. Therefore the EU serves as a model for sharing rights and duties in order to settle

internal conflicts not with violence but with peaceful yet sometimes persistent negotiations.

Obviously, sovereignty understood as the political self-determination of a nation erodes in a

globalised  world  with  „multinational  corporations  and  internationally  influential  private

banks” (Habermas 1997, 122). Kant clearly understood that no state can securely determine

its own fate.13 He anticipated, as previously mentioned, increasing economic dependencies

between states. Very unlikely, however, could he have imagined the rapid global circulation of

information, products, money and human beings as we experience it today. On the other hand,

a mere empirical analysis misses the mark of Kant´s reasoning. Even increasing interdepend-

ency in a globalised world cannot dispossess states of their sovereignty. Otherwise, one would

not speak of states. States have at least the power to react to the demands of other states or

multinational corporations by formulating laws. According to Kant, sovereignty means the

ability of a people to enact laws. If, on the contrary, states have the power to intervene at will,

if they can shape the process of lawmaking of other states, then sovereignty will be rendered

impossible and states will cease to be.

Another objection regularly raised against Kant´s idea of a path to “eternal peace” claims

that “the commercial spirit” can indeed “exist along with war”. Karl Marx, Max Weber, Jean

Paul Sartre and numerous other intellectuals and social scientists explained that imperialistic

powers can in fact profit from wars by exploiting and dominating the labor forces and markets

of subjugated foreign countries. There is some plausibility for this, but a “series of empirical

studies  find  that  states  that  trade  extensively  have  a  lower  risk  of  interstate  militarized

conflict” (Hegre 2005, 29). 

We can only think in short time spans, as Kant declares. Presumably, in the long run global

powers will only have one choice: Either they will abandon the arms race and the leading of

trillion dollar wars (See for instance: Stieglitz and Bilmes 2008) or their economies will col-

lapse. As a matter of fact, economic dependence grows in a globalised world. However, we

have to raise the question, have wars or military expenditures decreased?

The data of the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) on military spending

seems to reveal a clear trend (Perlo-Freeman et al. 2013; SIPRI 2013b). At first sight, expenditures

on military spending have been constantly rising over the last two decades.  We can look, for in-

stance, at the military spending of the United States between 1992 and 2013. Spending in 2013 -

$618.7 billion, expressed in 2011 dollars - was 26 per cent higher than in 1992. But US-military

spending reached its climax at the end of 2010 at 720.3 billion dollars (47 per cent more than in

1992), since which time it has been declining (SIPRI 2015; Sköns 2013).
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Several  occurrences  have  contradicted  the  general  trend  towards  higher  military  ex-

penditures. According to SIPRI, “World military expenditure did not increase in 2011, for the

first time since 1998” (SIPRI 2012, 8). The peace research institute also tells us, "the extent of

organized violence at the end of the decade was lower than at its beginning" (Ibid, S. 5). The

trend  of  decreasing  military  spending  continued  in  the  following  years. “World  military

expenditure in 2013 is estimated to have been $1747 billion, representing 2.4 per cent of glob-

al gross domestic product …  The total is about 1.9 per cent lower in real terms than in 2012”.

Let us now have a closer look at the period between 1992 and 2013. In the years between

1992 and 1998, the military expenditures of Canada, the United States, Russia, the United

Kingdom, Germany and France were continually decreasing. After 2001, on the other hand,

military spending in the United States, the United Kingdom and China reached new heights,

whereas  other  countries  like  Belgium,  France,  Germany  and  Serbia  exited  the  spending

frenzy. A fundamental regression analysis reveals that the slope of the curve of military spend-

ing  for  Belgium,  France,  Germany,  Switzerland,  Taiwan and  some  other  countries  was

negative between 1992 and 2013.14 Among 137 countries examined, the military budget of

Germany increased the least, and the military expenditures of the United States increased the

most. Among the nations without “peace dividend”, we find Saudi Arabia (3rd), Russia (4rd),

Brazil (6th) and also nations whose military expenditures constantly went up between 1992

and 2013, regardless of global trends, like China (2th), India (5rd) and South Korea (7th). 

Universal hospitality

In the third definitive article, Kant defines “hospitality” as “the right of a stranger in con-

sequence of his arrival on the soil of another country, not to be treated by its citizens as an en-

emy” (PP, pp.100-101). On the other hand, the guest has no other right than to enter “into so-

cial  intercourse with the inhabitants of the country” (PP, p.102). In his explanation of the

definitive article, Kant gives negative examples to illustrate what is not meant by hospitality.

Before the 18th century, several states believed they had the right of conquest instead of a mere

right to visit another country. Also today, we see that powerful states believe they have rights

to the land, the mineral resources and the assets of other countries. 

According to the third definitive article, it may be possible to conclude that everyone should

be able to live in another country as a guest as long as he or she adheres to the social norms of

the country. Somebody applying for political asylum could only “be turned away, if this can

be done without involving his death” (PP, p.101). For that reason, the practice of deportation

of foreigners or prisoners to countries where their lives are at risk violates the third definitive

article.
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III. Public reason, antagonism and law

For Kant, it is necessary that the “maxims of the philosophers ... shall be taken into consid-

eration by states that are armed for war” (PP, p.116). Kant expresses this demand ironically in

a “secret article”. Indeed, one could consider it as the core of his thoughts on perpetual peace.

A philosopher is not just a university specialist but anyone who uses reason in the public

sphere to debate on matters of war and peace (Gerhardt 2011). In terms of modern political

philosophy, Kant argues for a kind of deliberative democracy, in which rulers and conversa-

tional partners are learning and „willing to yield to the force of the better argument“ (Steiner

2012, 4).

Forms of obstruction

In  modern  societies,  whether  states  regard  themselves  as  democracies,  “people`s

democracies” or republics, public reasoning is enabled, maintained and restricted by the mass

media. Accordingly, people get informed, disinformed or manipulated in different societies. If

the free flow of ideas and reason, as Immanuel Kant suggested, is a condition of world peace,

then mass media play a pivotal role in enabling or preventing world peace.

In states with autocratic rulers, like in China, Iran, North-Korea, Saudi Arabia or Sudan,

dissenting opinions in the public sphere are bluntly suppressed. To openly express a view

which is not in line with the official doctrine in these countries amounts to a crime, and the

perpetrator is  usually punished and confined. On the other hand, it  is permissible but not

praiseworthy to criticise the government in many Western countries.  However,  in Western

countries well founded criticism of established views can also be highly risky and trouble-

some.  People in  permissive societies  do not  usually appreciate  what  it  means  to  enjoy a

reasonable degree of freedom of the press.

Public reasoning and lightning conductors

It is a truism that the rulers of a country and those of the world demand a supportive mass

media. To lock up every dissident is impossible, of course. How then does the elite bring

about public debates which are in variance with their interests? For a couple of years now, we

have been witnessing an increasing concentration of media enterprise, their centralisation in

the hands of six single companies: AOL Time Warner, Disney, Vivendi, Viacom, Bertelsmann,

News Corporation or individuals like Rupert Murdoch or Silvio Berlusconi (Gresh et al. 2006,

76–77; Hamm 2010, 1012). Accordingly, the output of standard reporting scripts is increasing

and the diversification of formats and news is decreasing.

In Western style democracies, a genuine exchange of ideas through the mass media has be-

come less likely. Everyone who takes part in public discourse has to consider a wide sphere of
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major interests and 'politically correct' speech. For instance, views about non-toxic ways to

treat cancer are seldom discussed because they run counter to the interests of the medical

establishment that ignores them (Moss 1996). In the wake of the Fukushima catastrophe many

experts underestimated its real dangers (Busby 2011). People who dare to cast doubt on the

official 9/11 narrative are systematically marginalised or ridiculed by the established mass

media. Similarly, we cannot find any sincere public debate about war victims or the scale of

destruction  of  the  wars  in  which  Western  powers  are  currently  involved.  Instead,  the

established  media  are  “normalizing  the  unthinkable”  (McNeill  2006)  or  diverting  public

attention  to  the  recklessness  and  indiscretions  of  individuals.   Public  opinion  about

geopolitical issues is also shaped by the scripts of secret services and by planted news in the

so-called  “quality  press”  (Ulfkotte  2014).  It  is  deliberately  manipulated  by  fear  after

catastrophic events (Ganser 2014).

 As a consequence, non-mainstream party presidential candidates like Ralph Nader, Dennis

Kucinich or Ron Paul will never become president of the United States because they do not

get strong public attention. To openly criticise the government of Israel is a taboo in some

Western countries. In Germany, people can be put into prison if they publish views about the

“Third Reich” that are not in line with the official writing of history. South Koreans who pub-

licly show sympathy and understanding for their compatriots in the North can also be detained

due to the “National Security Act”. These few examples show that Western style democracies

by no means guarantee a free exchange of ideas.

“Manufacturing dissent” is another method to domesticate public opinion. It is less known,

however. The global elite also need a critical, yet adaptive science, they need left gatekeepers,

people ostensibly blowing the whistle, mass movements and forums where the public can ad-

dress their discontent with the current state of affairs, but only to a certain degree. Discus-

sions, initiated by these forces, often take the steam out or divert public attention from more

important issues. Moreover, if these critical voices consist of conflicting elements, if they only

reach a small portion of the public, or if they stay disorganised, they pose no threat to the ex-

isting system. On the contrary, the prevailing social and political order may benefit from them

(Simmel 1983, 236; Zwicker 2006; Hamm 2010, 1013).

No world peace without mutual tolerance of the great religions

Wether we like it or not, religions still play a fundamental role in shaping public opinion world-

wide. The influence of religions in some modern societies, in particular the faiths which belong to

the Christian belief system, seem to be fading away;15 whereas Islam and certain Asian and global

religions are gaining momentum.16 In the Middle East, we can observe revolutions in the so called

“Arab spring” being carried out, backed or at least influenced by religious groups.
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Parties  aggravate  ongoing  existing  conflicts  when  praising  their  own  religion  and  de-

nouncing the religion of the other party. No rational dialogue is possible if a group or a so-

ciety takes refuge behind the concept of a god. Under conditions of worldwide modernisation,

the use of higher religious values and the instrumentalisation of the concept of “god” as an

ally helps to mobilise support - in the case of Islam see Platteau (2011) - and this strategy of-

ten  guarantees  success  in  the  short  run,  whereas  stable  conflict-solutions  are  jeopardised.

What helps to rationalise existing conflicts? We can identify various strategies: focusing on

interests and not on positions, inventing options for mutual gain and refraining from religious

terminology in conflicts with different thinking adversaries (compare Fisher and Ury 1992).

IV. Respect for living beings

Taming the beast with law – working on a judicial order for a global society

Human beings are fallible. Even enlightened beings usually do not enter this world with

mindfulness and wisdom from birth. It takes a certain period of training and learning to be

able to act in accordance with human needs and the universal law. Therefore, it is not wise to

establish institutions for world peace only until every individual has accomplished full hu-

manity. Moreover, the idea of a community which consists of individuals who have changed

their lives does not take into account the fact that societies are more than the mere accumula-

tion of individuals.

Aristotle's idea of the whole being more than the sum of the parts is a commonplace in the

social sciences.17 Social and economic theory following the 18th century Scottish Enlighten-

ment shed light on the question of how the synthesis of personal actions can result in a spon-

taneous order that was not designed by individuals (Cronk 1988).

On the contrary, referring to Immanuel Kant, we may assume that humans are developing

their full potential only as parts of a society. Therefore, in order to establish peace, we should

start by instituting binding rules. “The best order is one in which the power stems not from

men but from laws”, says Karl Jaspers, paraphrasing Kant´s theory of the republican order

(Jaspers 1962, I:111). Those with threatening inclinations are bound by the state to abide by

the same set of laws. A “perfect civil union” prevents the mentally ill or war criminals from

remaining in office. It deters  rulers who are deaf and blind to the concerns of their citizens

from occupying leading positions. Therefore, states have to become republics, a power has to

safeguard the system of law and, moreover, this power has also to be subject to control.

Human beings and animals living together peacefully

For Immanuel Kant, like most other Western philosophers, animals and humans belong to

essentially different classes of living beings. Men use animals as a means to certain ends.
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According to Kant, human beings use the flesh, the fur, the strength and the perseverance of

animals. Finally, animals are “instruments of war” (PP, p.108). It is up to humans alone to es-

tablish the conditions for peace. So animals do not have to be considered when it comes to

caring for peace. On the contrary, in some regions of the world, Kant states, people like the

Eskimos lead “a war against animals” and after this war has ended [with the destruction or use

of the animals], they then try to establish peace among themselves.18

In contrast to this assumption, one could ask how it is possible to treat human beings with

compassion and respect and to be violent against animals at the same time? How can we stand

up to genocide or apartheid when we put animals into extermination camps?

Morals, law, publicity and universalisation

According to Kant, human beings act out of impulses, inclinations and specific aims. On the

basis of this motivation they form maxims, i.e. subjective principles. To check if a maxim cor-

responds with ethical, judicial (MoM, p.56) or political necessities, we can apply different for-

mulas. The formal principle for checking the morality of a maxim “is expressed as follows: ‘Act so

that thou canst will that thy maxim shall become a universal law whatever may be its end’” (PP,

p.130; MoM 1991, p.56). Kant provides several rules to check the political appropriateness of a

maxim among which we can find a negative and a positive formula: ‘All actions relating to the

rights of other men are wrong, if their maxim is not compatible with publicity’ (PP, pp.138-139).

And ‘all maxims which require publicity in order that they may not fail of their end, are in accord-

ance with both right and politics united with each other’ (PP, p.147).

Can the following maxims among equals19 become universal laws or legitimate political

maxims?

1. We seek to prevent others from building nuclear weapons and exporting nuclear material,
but we do it ourselves anyway. 

2. Force other states to comply with international treaties,  but exempt yourself from these
treaties. 

3. It is right to threaten other states with war on false reasons referring to universal law. 

4. State A is entitled to go to war with state B even if the military of B didn't pose a threat to A
or to world peace. 

5. Intervene in any country you deem as undemocratic. 
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We can easily see that all these maxims cannot be generalised consistently as universal

laws. The first three maxims are often used by Western politicians. For instance, the United

States, the European Union and Israel all allege that Iran is trying to build nuclear weapons.

They claim that a strict sanctions regime on Iran, which is in effect a method of economic

strangulation and a possible cause for a catastrophic war,20 can prevent Iran from achieving

this goal. They constantly threaten to attack Iran, even though Iran insists that her nuclear fa-

cilities are for peaceful use (Herbermann 2007; Mousavian 2012; Naseri 2005). At the same

time,  Western  powers  who  have  signed  the  Treaty  on  the  Non-Proliferation  of  Nuclear

Weapons do not comply with it. They export nuclear material to India and evade a tangible re-

duction in their nuclear weapon stockpiles. 

All these maxims mentioned previously are either inconsistent or they conflict with widely

accepted  beliefs  and  institutions:  The  world  is  more  secure  without  nuclear  weapons.21

Treaties should be respected by all parties equally. The UN Charter forbids “the threat or use

of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state” (Article 2).

Peoples and nations have the right to choose their own destinies. Going to war can only be the

ultima ratio in a case of self defence, a non-fictitious danger to world peace or a proven geno-

cide. Due to their military might and the assistance provided by the established media, politi-

cians feel no shame in adopting one or more of these five maxims. For this reason, these prin-

ciples seem to be politically appropriate. Certainly, they would be much harder to adopt if a

mindful public openly discussed them with the help of the formulas which were laid down by

Immanuel Kant.

V. Conclusion

According to Kant, eternal peace is the “ultimate goal of the whole law of nations” (MoM,

§61, pp.156, 161). In order to achieve eternal peace at the present stage of global evolution

two steps are necessary. First, we have to examine the human condition and the structures of a

globalised modern world. Second, the knowledge, gained in this way, and a realistic but also

teleological rational concept helps to change existing structures and institutions.

The corporate mass media are a central part of these structures. They often act as a mouth-

piece for  global elites and provide a distorted picture of reality. They create friends and foes.

Most humanitarian interventions are just camouflage for the protection of economic and geo-

political interests of powerful Western states. 

The watchful actions of well-meaning or enlightened individuals do not suffice to achieve

world peace. They need to go along with universal ideas and strong institutions. A realistic ra-

tional  concept,  on  the  other  hand,  which  takes  into  account  the  “unsocial  sociability”

(ungesellige  Geselligkeit)  of  human  nature  (IUHC,  Fourth  Proposition,  p.9)  and  the  in-
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tractable political conditions in the international global system, can help to establish world

peace. Such a concept can be derived from the political philosophy of Immanuel Kant. 

By questioning and further extending Kant´s political philosophy, we can investigate how

far existing states, associations of states and global institutions contribute to the realisation of

world peace.  We should not expect too much from the moral development of individuals.

Rather it is necessary to establish a framework which enables a rational, un-fabricated dia-

logue, a universal reasoning where “everybody has a vote” (Kant 1921, 604). Such a frame-

work is  guaranteed  by republics  which  have  established deliberative  democracies  and by

authorized national and legitimate worldwide institutions. Frequently UN institutions imple-

ment the right of the strong, but world peace requires the enforcement of international law. 

In the last few years, it  has become obvious that powerful states cannot act unilaterally

without over-exerting their capabilities. They not only rely on political cooperation with other

states, but they also cannot last in the long run without an economic policy which is co-

ordinated with much less powerful states. As a result, they will have to learn to cede more of

their sovereignty to international institutions and to a “federation of free states”. This federa-

tion of free states, which would hardly resemble the current UN, should pursue war preven-

tion as its essential goal, and not the economic liberalisation of the world.
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used the Libreoffice function “slope” [=SLOPE(y-values, x-values)] to calculate the slope (m)

of the regression line y=b+m*x, where “y-values” means the array or matrix of Y data (in our

case: military spending between 1992 and 2013) and “x-values” is the array or matrix of X data

(the years). The analysis is based on the data of military spending of 137 states in SIPRI`s latest



military expenditure database: military expenditures in constant 2011 U.S. dollars (SIPRI 2015).

For 35 countries, figures on military spending for five or more years in the period between 1992

and 2013 are not available; these countries are not taken into account: Afghanistan, Bosnia-

Herzegovina, Botswana, Central African Republic, Congo, Dem. Republic of the Congo, Cuba,

Czechoslovakia, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Gabon, German DR, Honduras, Iceland, Iraq, North

Korea, Liberia, Libya, Montenegro, Myanmar, Qatar, Somalia, South Sudan, Tajikistan, Timor

Leste,  Trinidad & Tobago, Turkmenistan, UAE, Uzbekistan,  Viet Nam, North Yemen, South

Yemen, Yugoslavia (former), Zambia and Zimbabwe.

15 Since the end of the metaphysical era and the beginning of the modern age, we are witnessing a

constant process of secularisation in modern Western societies. Declining numbers of church

visitors,  rising  numbers  of  people  engaged  in  cohabitation,  rising  divorce  rates,  the

institutionalisation of gay-marriage, the persecution of Christians in Africa - all these develop-

ments confirm the waning importance and influence of the church. Nevertheless, in terms of ab-

solute numbers of members, Christianity is still the largest religion and the fastest growing reli-

gion. But what can we say about the relative figures? Here the picture looks different. The World

Christian Encyclopaedia has compared existing religions in terms of relative growth, i.e. the

number of new converts in relation to the existing size of a religion's adherents in the decade

1990-2000. Zoroastrianism is  ranked at  the top of the list  with a relative growth of 2.65%,

followed by the Bahá'í religion (2.28%) and Islam (2.13%) (FGR 2009). 

16 For a short introduction to the Bahá'í faith see for instance Feigl 1993, p. 78-84. "There are more

than 5 million Bahá’ís in the world. The Bahá’í Faith is established in virtually every country

and in many dependent territories and overseas departments of countries. Most nations and a

few territories have a National Spiritual Assembly elected by the Bahá’ís of that jurisdiction.

Bahá’ís live in some 100,000 localities around the globe"  (Bahá’í World News Service 2013)

The new Buddhist  Religion Sōka Gakkai,  which was founded in 1930 and is  rooted in the

Japanese Nichiren Buddhism – see  (Feigl 1993, 66, 67) - claims to have more than 12 Million

members around the world (Soka Gakkai International 2012).

17 "Since that which is compounded out of something so that the whole is one, not like a heap but

like a syllable-now the syllable is not its elements, ba is not the same as b and a, nor is flesh fire

and  earth  …  ;  the  syllable,  then,  is  something-not  only  its  elements  (the  vowel  and  the

consonant) but also something else, and the flesh is not only fire and earth or the hot and the

cold, but also something else" (Aristotle 1980, Book VII 10, Book VII 17).

18 "… wo sie dann mit dem Kriege gegen die Tiere gnug zu tun haben, um unter sich friedlich zu

leben", can be read in Kant´s essay. This is the only place in his writing "Perpetual Peace" where

he  explicitly  refers  to  "animals"  in  general.  In  the  first  supplement  that  discusses  "the

mechanism of nature", Kant speaks of several animals: "seals, walruses and whales" (PP, 107).

He also mentions the camel and the reindeer (PP, 107). 

19 According to the laws of nations, states have equal rights. Kant asserts, "There is no relation of



subordination between [states], as between Superior and Inferior." PP, 86, compare MoM, § 57,

136.

20 US sanctions against Iran can be traced back to 1979, the time of the fall of Mohammad Rezā

Shāh Pahlavī. The Security Council sanctions regime against Iran started with resolution 1696

adopted  in  July  2006.  Since  then,  seven  further  resolutions  have  been  imposed  on  Iran.

Resolution 1737 was unanimously adopted on 23 December 2006 (See Simons 2009, 232). It

was not  only directed  against  Iran's  nuclear  programme but  also against  Iran's  missile  pro-

gramme. According to these resolutions, assets which are allegedly related to Iran's nuclear pro-

gramme were frozen, ships monitored, an embargo imposed and medical equipment prevented

from entering the land. Due to the draconian sanctions, inflation is skyrocketing, official unem-

ployment is at least 13  per cent and the population has to deal with shortages and increased

prices  of  medicine  (Greenwald  2012;  Lobe  2012;  Salami  2012;  Symonds  2015). In  2015,

nonetheless, these sanctions are likely to be reduced if the United States, Russia, China, France,

the United Kingdom, Germany and Iran can reach a comprehensive agreement on the Iranian

nuclear program.

21 In today's world, lasting nuclear supremacy is very difficult to achieve and the MAD (Mutual

Assured  Destruction)  doctrine  that  helped  to  maintain  huge  nuclear  weapon  stockpiles  has

become obsolete (Siracusa 2008, 68, 108–121). 
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