2019 SUI|HIFSAIYH ZAEIM
Hato| XAk

1. Al HHE

0 7He
oAbl Bakel AAA
0 7B FALADT L FAGAALAE

o A 71%E 2019.4.1.~ 2020.2.28.

O %7 87 ¥ 2%
o FH7
Batol 1Al #Al tid A A7 =t AR AR ela A
ARl Aol w23 QUA|RE, ko) Qo] ofW WAoo xIFA FTE F
A7t g A= s X FEol Ao, volrt AL e A H g}
& AFete FARA R A gicks BAGE ] o83 AT & 9
53 #A Rt 4AA A&, S Hst 99 a4 A A4 949 sl
of tigk &S FAlol FFaof sk A Aol A K& o]2H Axle] ot
o B dFE AUsE Aol 9 59 4elA theHola Rl W
o] guE Ao ws, FAFEC] Fo HA 7F EoA olFse Wt
Aol o3 HoRo AEHAD T dFS BYomA o 98 o
W aga = e 7t HolA "k ALt AdE AnE e 71EE
A& sk LAk
o =7
SA AAE EAA T e E AfEoR B AT ASAHAAG] oW AT
I Adg Aol 2ol EAstE A2l FsPEE FAsta, ol 3 BT
A A, AR ol 2 9de et Avle vidAs Al )l o5 s A
Fol 1o, A, 2o FAAME, Eln Aol Bl ol2F ofz] #ehA
“BGatol FATTE dFEE AAAAEE ouE HES, olHd @3t Aol A

A4 e Eed SR ARSI ol| #4% 2 JEstE e g
Batgieh ¥ AFE FAN 4 ke AN R Boh Al o §
T8 o Ao, AR, FAME S0 2 FAFel ‘Bakel BA'E A
AHEE s, BEE Agehs Aze AAH AL 2w Sl
shoih mEol gol APAEL 747 AYF Y AR Be G ol
o BEAgol o] &% AUA WA of@ ojulg shgon], of Fah
e amel Al oW JFe WAEll WA B ATE oud
Hat A9, AEEI, AL, AR Seld nrt JE AFF 5 A=
she AAH ool mA Jleld & 9718 v

2. Al UE

O €% Moy
o @ AAAEEE 20199 69 4715 Fo] FAl UE
o EUHATY FAl FA/NTHAY

O AR}l o] Ag-e] A Ao ¥x

Y



L A&
ZFE (Immanuel Kant)& 179531 33 T Qs Hsls fshol: dg3 34, Do)

g g 2o A BACA AANEHE FAANZI HIPFEHE FEs] flEA
= “AFEE F71E9 AWAA (Foderalism freier Staaten; Federation of free
states)” & T3] =A% Dol A “FH(6ffentlichen Rechts; public laws)” o] #&3}

= “HAcl/Hol AHiEti= AHl(rechtlicher Zustand)”& “# *(gestiftet werden;
formally institute)”sfjoF sttha F33t} 2 FHES QJ3hH 7150 HINHE +3
St Wte® 4 AT £ dE Wk JijEe] “YxA Al urspiingliche
Kontrackt; original contract)”& &3l A7l faped “ofpbA ol FPA =
f(wilde gesetzlose Freiheit)’S E7]8tar Al “FHEA 734 g (sffentlich
gesetzlichen Zwange)"& 2t& =718 FHste] =718 WA A BEFo=H
sPEE Tdske AT vHAR A4 ARl ANE =7 AAEY AHRE
718kar Al 3 A FAES 2HE “ahAl = 7F(Volkerstaat; international state)” S
g3lo] Hl e s FEske Wttt EE ey ojulgh wele] A, FX
A7 dojgel wet [ Aujrt ¢kstEal Aw “B sr(Universalmonarchie)” 2
Zro] “gd& gl AAFY(seelenloser Despotism)’E AZAE 4 Jdom b S5, /N

b7 wAEmTEe FHA AAH FAE Al gk AR kFste] 94X @) o
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1) B =RoA gt tES Azt TAIAAINY oA nlg} & HHAL o]\ Idee zu einer allgemeinen Geschichte
in weltbiirgerliche Absicht (1784)1 (¢]aloll M= THHALS] o], Hi= dees & oF3), &Aoo wale]: ‘o] EoA=
$oA BEAT AN §-8844 92 Uber den Geimeinspruch: ‘Das mag in der Theorie richtig sein, taugt aber
nicht fir die Praxis’ (1792)) (e]gtollA= Te]&3 A3, ®& TTheorie und Praxis; & oF%), "9 Hsts 98k
of: AgA 4 Zum ewigen Frieden: Ein philosophischer Entwurf (1795)) (elalelld&= st 3, Tx
"Frieden; &2 ©°FY), [&]@e]d3 Die Metaphysik der Sitten (1797); (el3lellX=  "&elPolidst, =&
"Metaphysik, &2 oF)e] 5o} BxEx= nlo] 4 Y(W. Weischedeo] H3te] 19773 F27H2(Suhrkamp) Akl
A E0e BE AY  Werkausgabe A8A  Die Metaphysik der Sitten® A1198  Schriften zur Anthropologie,
Geschichtsphilosophie, Politik und Pidagogik 1% 71%2.2 <143%t}h Tdee, , Theorie und Praxis; , 'Frieden,
o] Ho| A= Werkausgabe 11X 143 Ho]x]eln]  Metaphysik, <] 3]0] A= A8AL A& HolAo|th Fotk 9
A 2ke] L #lo] ~(H. Reiss)7t ARkl 19704 AHeANSERANM EF33 Kant: Political Writingss 71522
o183kl Mldeas, 'Theory and Practice; , 'Peaces, "Metaphysics; Fol A= & FHo|A & wA|sldth
g U 9 Yo YxES) odo] HaEd Ik sto] WEHo] g FYAFd st (HE: o, 2013)9F TR
Fol gk (Mg olgh, 2012) FuR At A4 HYsl S-S WalEth

2) Kant, 'Frieden. , pp. 203, 209; Peace, , pp. 98, 102.
3) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 212; "Peace, , p. 105.
4) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 225; "Peace, , p. 113.

ol A7 FHS $3 Hee v AEA e Bnk ojyg njdAHelgta 4
st s) ZFEE il ol#f ek wiete] “A =4 dlQk(negative Surrogat)” o2 7|¥E =7}
of et 4d Uied, JFYY 2EY AREE, =SstA 2dd “HAY

(Volkerbund; league of nations),” & AFZ2 ZI7FE9 “HAstAd(foedus
pacificum; Friedensbund; pacific federation)’S S8 =A A “ZAH
(Volkerrecht)”& H3tsto2x “gdg B35S FFaoF dota 54300
oleft FHE FFo| thsl & A(HegeD= Hxd FHS AT IAAHA o7}
52 T FE9 AAH A4 T e 4E BUlsd REE S
gohs AHoA =Edor Red B ool A3 Evbesitial njddth AR
A THASH oA “ZAIH(4uBere Staatsrecht)”oll T3] =<] 3}
BapEol dis) AdwetH “w7rEY dAWs §F I H3'= “AdiA WY (absolute
Berechtigung;  absolute  power)”&  Hf3  “FEH  FHA(souverdner
Selbstindigkeit; sovereign and independent entity)”$l =7}¢} 4y B7ls3d Ea

5) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , pp. 171-172; "Theory and Practice; , pp. 91-92.

6) Kant, rI“rieden\ ., pp. 211-213; Peace, , pp. 104-105. Z+EZ} =] #Alo] H3FelES F-8slr] Y3k wetoz ofu
g ndS FrPeAd e saks Alold] 4o BE-Etl AElE E(Hedley Bul)e =1 AX Anarchical Society
ol A] 7&54 L @3] wrtEe] wEstE bl gYste AS ol S AaEE dEsta ol AAARIALE R
A (the overthrow of the system of states and its replacement by a cosmopolitan society)”d= A& F-gtkal
A9l Headly Bull, Anachical Society (New York: Columbia University Press, 1977), p. 25. #Hd 44t tE x5
& CAAE ST B fw7Ee] wUVE 9 Wt tEVF de A ek e lvka sk E Jgﬂg < A
gAY A Az v =Byrd)9 897K Hruschuka)s ZHEZF T3 93}, Tol&3 AH, | T{eldo]
A, 5o AEelA “yo] Awjste FAlWAGuridical state)’E TASY] AF Wt AN Al 1A t”OJ ERY
“H A=t (the universal monarchy)”& %3¢ Weh 2) “TiA|=7Hthe state of nations)”& &3 et 3) "?Z'ﬂ‘?i‘ﬂ(the
league of nations)”& &% Web 7hedl ZHEZF “o]o] Hiete= fdet Wekthe only way in accordance with
reason)” 2.& A7}k %’"& T A el & ‘M50 FHthe state of states)'® “FAl=7H(Volkerstaat)' S =78k
SAA A BAGE 7 e Auls Adshs Weteldvka gt 2eu o]E2 TAIY At AEelA ol
Gk okl Ad ThsAle] wholy] wiiel e Aul polgte 54 EXE I vobbe ‘A HA ©@A(the first step)”
2 S7hee] AW Ex dWe T W W ANEGE Rolgta UE HHES A4 g B. Sharon Byrd and
Joachim Hruschka, “From the State of Nature to the Juridical State of States,” Law and Philosophy 27-6
(November 2008), pp. 631-635. H|5:g Wefo|A 3] (Hoffe)= ZHE HeES “ZHES 9474 AlsiAste] =} &
Aol weld “AMAFs="S T Wt BES] WG ow=qivka FAATE Fsllel] ostd SulA Aol A vt 7
o] #4d FIAEL T AAFYY EAE HAsh HPFHE AL F A A PRI E A AACAMRE
ggo] weld “AAEE"SE Fall BEI HAHtY A oR ‘]@‘:L BE e AAFY" EAE fAstiA FAll
ZHE R a2 248 waA A HipdeE =58 ¢ Qv F43I Otfried Hoffe, Aonigliche Volker: Zu Kants
kosmopolitischer Rechts und Friedenstheorie (Frdnkfurt am Main: Suhrkamp. 2001). 3|@|¢} v} A2 A A F3=5
=3 W37t 2E WAF vt d4Ee A2 Louis-Philippe Hodgson, “Realizing External Freedom: The
Kantian Argument for a World State,” in Elizabeth Ellis, ed., Kant's Political Theory: Interpretations and
Applications (University Park: Penn State University, 2012), pp. 101-134; Pierre Laberge, “Kant on Justice and the
Law of Nations,” in D. Maple and T. Nardin, eds., International Society: Diverse Ethical Perspectives (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 1998), pp. 82 102 59 A57}F Ak ol#dt Az ‘:]'a] fH“‘E}(Cavallar)“ FHES H
§},§ o L]—yﬂg FaNeR=4 3}]1&1’;]»11]» = Zl.l—ﬂ. )~1,<4 71, ﬁiﬂxl o]Trgg “Aﬂyﬂ%@}—}"— EH}\‘J “}7]. _Or o:}tﬂ»‘o ﬁp:]. H)»o]—
o% Hsspzl o]-Ong/} agele geta AV orE “AAEsR" I fARE FejR e Oﬂ 1/}/}\_ BEHE A5l F
thal F438th Georg Cavallar, “Kant’s Society of Nations: Free Federation or World Republic?” Jouwrnal of tlze
History of Philosophy 32-3 (1994), pp. 461-482. 38 HE}&(Brown)< olelgh a4 A w=Ael dis) Asfshe, 2HEZ}
1793 ofx Agk THHEAR] o, Tolgdt A, Fo AXdMe “AAFsE"S Bt Yoo g AAskgloL
1793 o] % A& e A, T&yPoldst, 5o AFAE o] Weks #Hr|gtal fiAl “AFEE F7FEY] o
WS Aty Bl weto g AAska gltkal F4eth Garret W. Brown, “State Sovereignty, Federation and Kantian
Cosmopolitanism,” European Journal of International Relations 11-4 (2005), pp. 513-514, 520. ¥ =& o]g|dh 7]
& dME 2y BES AXH "2E A4S F8 AE}F “HAFTY BE AAZSETS F3 Halel dis] wwA
A AAEH AR F7HES ?i‘”"c’ E3 ks dkE dire R AL Y-S HolFaat gk
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ol Al AT “DAA Hatet AAH AAY] wAR FHEE FH A
o o7 Hjsegh et A g=(Waltz)e b ke
=

= S A AS-S
ATE"Y a0 AAFRe] HHeA B W FTFE Abe]l wA dAE ¢
(Souverdnitit; sovereignty)’ < Q92O 2 J )
Farel glew Fo =7tEe] AL ANS T3 47 Hie =y4 BRed $ oY

gt AF =7bs st

b WA A 5= 2] AHE (cosmopolitans)S ZFES] HalEo] /E =7le] =9 A0
= @ H&AT U A] M A3 (Weltrepublik)” 8-S 53 =4 a9
g dad HxE ] volrbA Xdta AFEE w7 AWAA e A
3 n|ggk = as F

J3lZo] ZtE A9 AAYE Redva A48k g 2ol vt

-

] #ech9 Ay 2 E=rlETHLutz-Bachmann)S <A
e

W BE= JNRAES] “dx4 A original contract)”ell ]3|
Al ARNE Aol HAGEHE

ofN oy o oX v gE
o> o oo 2 foh

syeE e &

A7) AL ATt FAERL “FF  =H(arguing by
analogy)”& €3 593 =& FA BA A&7 wEel =eHornE I7tE
o] “AxA Ao &) F=HH “I7IE2 F3b=(republic of states),” & AA-&3}

Aol 7HE Alole]l AANEE FAA 7L 3

Fol A F7bel Af
SyeE AL & 9

AsA e Al BA FAE A SrkEel AAFETS “dm 94 @thin no
way wand)'ehe @AES TRV aFH GAToR AREE FEY AL

7) Gerog W. F. Hegel, Grundiinien der Philosophie des Rechts (Frankfurt am Main, 1970), pp. 497-500; Elements of
the Philosophy of Right (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 1991), pp. 366-368. ZFE9} & 49| wA|#A2E v
WalE A AFERe PEF, CId7EE o IEY I AES A w4 AR EAF, A|28% (2011), pp.
103-124 %=,

Pol 23t A, oA Ahddol 9 AAA Gale) B S A Ay 98 olgd Hals “AF/pE ZE #Y

aejate] e wES FASES A2 FolAuk 1 fo] A o mhEfyt gkow diE FuA uie= 7 v

olth. Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , p. 172; "Theory and Practice, , pp. 91- 92. &2+ ZFEY o] H|FZ o

ZET}L Gt Woto g AAStE “FeEe] A FAQY g Zolw shuhe] AEef s gE & g

A A skar k. Kenneth Waltz, “Kant, Liberalism, and War,” 7he American Political Science Review 56-2 (June

962), p. 338.

WAATl el YA HE Halee] “BdEA BHAA” MEAY) ‘FAY S HAdse ATEE Mathias
Lutz-Bachmann, “Kant's Idea of Peace and the Philosophical Conception of a World Republic,” in James Bohman
and Matthias Lutz-Bachman (eds.), Perpetual Peace: Essays on Kant's Cosmopolitan Ideal (Cambridge, MA.: MIT
Press, 1997), pp. 59-77; Jirgen Habermas, “Kant's Idea of Perpetual Peace, with the Benefit of Two Hundred
Years' Hindsight,” in Bohman and Lutz-Bachman (1997), pp. 113-153; Otfried Hoffe, “Some Kantian Reflections on
a World Republic,” Kantian Review 2 (1998), pp. 51-71 529 dA4E ZaL
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A9 ddvl(sovereignty

10) Lutz-Bachmann (1997), pp. 68-74.

11) Arthur Ripstein, Force and Freedom: Kant's Legal and Political Philosophy (Cambridge, MA.: Harvard University
Press, 2009). $A9-% ol#jg fxule] F4& ‘"o Awsiy] 7tE FABA R dAHEL TS AEE"H
WEIAIZ) AL ek, A, “dAg Patoh AW Fal: HE SARAES} w=oloh I e BEC] SARAR TAAA
Zy 25 (2016), pp. 196-197 L.

12) Chiara Bottici, “Domestic Analogy and the Kantian Project of Perpetual Peace.” Journal of Political Philosophy
11-4 (2003), pp. 392-394; 174, “2E W3 Ape] Axw: FAQWFelo] B AE FHow” 2147843t
Ky 24-3 (2014), pp. 5-10.



dilemma)”13e]] ZWA 3}, =
a7 918 Ui =7k FdE

et W Bl warh s A4S SAAYIL BEE FEET] flE ol Al
ok sl dntol FAste], ZEol(Gallie)d TS WA “HZvkE(farrago)”
o] Hoj it

B AR E o]gld B et vz e AAH3} Ed] x| At W
Z=0] A “5117}9] A} (Freiheit eines Staats; the freedom of states)” W< A&
towx, & “=7ke AF77 dAFIAEC] sAete vhel o] w717F olwE ¢
o] WA Zﬂd glol Apale] oAo] wet FoolE & 4 = “duj#(absolute),”
“Bl el (exclusive)” @S REsu Juis ouloMe] zg7F olal “=AH
(Volkerrecht; international law)”e] Bl <tollA st “#1dH2 (limited)” H&
HRokal ke g 2Fds HoFomm, HE H3tEo]l =3 duiAd
FABL s W ook A BANA F7Ee A AFE BASE TAlC 3
FHE TEske “Ad Thee HA79 wekeles BT @ohils 94 E
Wetol| A A4 AN AT R}

o

of

o o
il

S
2
%

© o

I BES 2AF Adsd 354
TEE AFE “Add dS F82 &% @i ~2x2 P95 AL # e F
“AZEH o2 ofE AAEHE AFE 4 %+ d(a power of beginning a state
spontaneously)” 2.2 A o|glt}, FHE| o 3hd 7<]-°4°ﬂ7\1 WA= ZE d2 A4 e
2 Aol oA Y9ls zta oA AL “VIAE4 H<AX(mechanical
necessity)’e] FEdE= 99y olgigt 14 HAA(natural
necessity)®] &Fe EAstE, AdPste A §lo] ARH oz FAAVME A|FE
Ue Fojthie) 2ETE QIR ofWA AFEAA F AeTr TeFoldndty
rAolgu g, TeEE ol A %, =F|
O

g 5 24 = =
= Qzte] AFEAAY AL AAEA BAR G4 A9 9ol EAsH=

13) Katrin Flikschuh, “Kant's Sovereignty Dilemma: A Contemporary Analysis,” Journal of Political Philosophy 18-4
(2010), p. 471.

14) Walter B. Gallie, Philosophers of Peace and War: Kant, Clausewitz, Marx, Engels and Tolstoy (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press. 1978), p. 11.

15) REA|(Bottici), FeF1AE(Kleingeld), &2 47(Flikschuh) 5 7tEQ At} A At Ao Wt Lo & o) ¢
E yslgo] dige fAsta vk F4sk BE viEaEd gk whhlgke Al7]8 Bottici (2003), pp. 392-410;
Pauline Kleingeld, “Approaching Perpetual Peace: Kant's Defence of a League of States and His Ideal of a World
Federation,” European Journal of Philosophy 12-3 (2004), pp. 304- 325; Flikschuh (2010), pp. 469-493. A&z 1
B ZHE H@EAE] BE 3o nduAe] FAdeR A s “Ful-2A] f-3(domestic analogy)’7F B4 5

AREE A5 A3 “HER Ee osls w7] A% “EdA (heuristic)” =Y %“O]E}Jl Fst e A A
o Wt LojlM E PIEs ZHoH*j*b&Ll Bottici (2003), p. 406. ¥ = o]efgh “d&E7e] gelA ES A 7|
ol 248 9 ‘=7l A & AMgozN PE P H|g o ‘&Hl%% Zﬂﬂﬂix} gt

16) Immanuel Kant, /mmanuel Kant's Critique of Pure Keason, tr. by Norman Kemp Smith (London: Macmillan, 1929),
pp. 464-465.

o] o] WH ZAstA dssloF Frka FATT HE] o <Qlite
M Al(world of appearance)’® H-2i& A9 AlAol] olrl= 3+ Qizte] »
2 “d& HA<(antecedent causes)’® “FAZ A (necessary result)’olw <l
%= “HAF AAlY Y<¢l(causa phenomenon)’d Wl HEIE AE

(automaton)”o] 33}, ZEE w7t nZW 9 Wu W e A= 5 s
Ste} AR oo WE QI s [HHES] §F W HolFH AEsor Foprte
715 w5 Ao (turnspit)”9] AU WHuk =X ke 5o Yol dXAF A
Aol EAs dAF AA FH Y AME Leve /]U]Ol]*i “El&(heteronomy)” 4
gzoz Ayl QIzto] olejgh xpAA HAH ] JHE Bt AFEZHA 7] {3l
e AAe oJFo]| EAste ol #HH, & 2é?i‘:éE‘o(categorial imperative)” 7
“EY&(moral law) o A8t s Esof st} FFEE FASEth 7HE 9| <l
2 Ad AAe] HAH RIFAAAE Blojup 2xw “Fele]  ¥<l(uncaused

o _

L_‘

cause)’ 22 ZE3 £ e, S A AA flo] 1 A 5o dloer =
TS e oS Zta dom, oyt o] BWH, & AAWHIY} =Y E <A
sto] s w AFERE EAVF D 7 Ak a8 olgA e o A A4l

o
FES “A-H Yel(causa noumenon)” ol wet “Ax~2 AA(self-determination)” Tk
= 9ulolA  “AF&(autonomy)?” EA7F HW, HEZF “ExA AlA(world of
things—in—-themselves)’2 2% “Z9% M7 (transcendental world)"ol &% =

A AT

TEE 99 ol A7) WF Afell dis) AHe $ XA el AZol A Izt
9] 9% Afr(duBere Freiheit), é ERQl¥o] 52§ Lol Al TRl 6’0%3}.: X}voﬂ

3] =it FHEC] of3tH Izt aHE FAE Aotd F

oA BRI $HA Aolrfornt f“}@r ) e AFS] oA Al
o= BE £ vk AR LolA JHQ1S EIQlY] Al glo] AAle] k= WA
Al RS FE ARE Za o, olyd Ao A By AfE A
A= oF HW “BA {ATY wel ERQle] Aok x3HE o] Fojof gTh1o FE.|
St “BH A Aol $1Z (allgemeine Rechtgesetz; universal law of right)”2 “Y
4 oA 9] AfFZ2 AEo] B HA | wek(nach einem allgemeinen Gesetze) T
EE AY A8 328 7 UAEE AT S 89820 o]k HoA 7t
o] A M VIR o R o]ide] R ZASte] B WA HFE] QhelA 3
st A5 ov|st 53] Bl A Lol ElY] AfE HWHEA & W

Lo

ot | FiF

17) Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, pp. 465-469, 472-478: Immanuel Kant, Critique of Practical Reason, tr. by Lewis
White Beck (Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1956), pp. 98-101; Immanuel Kant, Groundwork of the Metaphysic of
Morals, tr. by H. J. Paton (New York: Harper and Row, 1964), pp. 118-121.

18) Kant, 'Idees , p. 39; 'Idea. , p. 44.
19) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , p. 144; "Theory and Practice, , p. 73.
20) Kant, "Metaphysiks , pp. 337-338; Metaphysicss , p. 133.
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1o
=
o u il
ol
1o,
e
ot

4 TEE EE QIRE2 Qztez gojxtiths
oo g AfHEE F AT A (Recht),2D F o] W&ol ZAsI EIQlY] A
5 AWskA &' U el Byl e me g5 £ de A AdE fY
SHnur einzig)” “A54 e (angeborne Recht)’® zt=thal F4gtt. HE| 98}
W AHH(S BRle ek ARREH S3A)E, BE Bl ARl BaA W

rt

Hol mel = e FellA, BE AZeA 19 1M (Menschheit)e] o2

(27} Azboleh= v 1 o) AL FAdsta 3Rl Aotk 74 “A
EAXq7olgh= A2 BEE QIzto] QIzteolgtE o fWto R EjojuAinizt ZHA He HEE
on)3be, “ZYd A (urspriingliche; orignal)”o]dt= 21 RE WA o] Ui F9
FAThE oA “ZLhA 7o, “AEZ HF7H “Aal o] FQl(sui juris)e] &= Iz
o AA” F EE J|E HgkEo] on Af el xFE Advke HAA Afe
“fd3t YA (einzige, urspriingliche)” @ olth22) QAW ZFEA o] AF=
QIZro] QIZFo 2 Ejojtth= o] fRto R zh= “ShHERl” “A5FH) “‘ZdF” Hy R

ojidel ol Aste], & AAWH A =YEel IAste] B WHHO HF <t

21) 2}57} AAA

3h #d AFeA ofe] Al Awshe P 28 e F sl “Recht’s e ol W]
T olg e Adow =
(SA=

k=3
ulE W Zow ogqi—f right, deserve,

dlo] wpeh gEFRe A, AH &, JIe ﬂ?ﬂ, A,
justice, law 2. A 5 glont A HE9 %@ll‘)ll AeJA = 1% Wololg BT IS FHA uE Ab
I olth AR Tol&a} AF, oA BEE “Recht” MdS “ZAA 39 A le*i” ‘o E— Abgte] Hwoz

we s AR ool A AEY Rdas Seine bestlmmt und gegen jedes anderen Eingriff gesichert
werden kann; what is due to him and secured against attack from any others)”2] ¢|n|2 ARE-3}l7]% &fal B “7H91
Zbate] AHp7h Ak HA o] M QA the BE AR ARl 23HE ol 4 Y=F QY] g ARetE Aol W/
7o)/ grhEo]thRecht ist die Einschrinkung der Freiheit eines jeden auf die Bedingung ihrer Zusammenstimmung
mit der Freiheit von jedermann, in so fern diese nach einem allgemeinen Gesetze moglich ist; Right is the
restriction of each individual's freedom so that it harmonises with the freedom of everyone else in so far as this
is possible within the terms of a general law)"e] &@o|xel o] W/AHol/&ukE So 9nz ALgsy|® &k
( "Theorie und Praxisy , p. 144; "Theory and Practices , p. 73). ZtEE E3F Tgg]gdo|is, &AM “Recht"&
‘Aol B A uhe} ojd Abge] A7} vk Abge] Ao} A" £ o= U5 FA(der Inbegriff der
Bedingungen, unter denen die Willkir des einen mit Willkiir des andern nach einem allgemeinen Gesetze der
Freiheit zusammen vereinigt werden kann: the sum total of those conditions within which the will of one person
can be reconciled with the will of another in accordance with a universal law of freedom)’® A28}l nf=2 ¥ o]o]
Wy 2 AAR £ P S 3 AN AR oA ARTE 1w WA whet v BE Al Areh 3Ed
F AEE = FE52" “recht”dtHEine jede Handlung ist recht, die oder nach deren Maxime die Freiheit der
Willkiir eines jeden mit jedermanns Freiheit nach einem allgemeinen Gesetze zusammen bestehen kann etc.; Every
action which by itself or by its maxim enables the freedom of each individual's will to co-exist with the freedom
of everyone else in accordance with a univesal law is right)#tal +&a}aL °“"[ﬂ Aol 79 “Recht”= Hel 2n]
2 549 S “recht’s “Hel FEIe}” Ao} “7*«]#4” “gutany” 5o ou &4 7Hsstr( "Metaphysi
ki, p. 337; "Metaphysics, , p. 133). ZtEx= w3 T&E]dolasl;, MEoA “W/49] o]Z(Rechtslehre; theory of
right)”& “7§Ql Z}Ab7F Abale] F(das Seine einem jeden: what is his due)S WS F UEE" BFsE AL HHo7
Srha dgstal gled o] B “Recht’s “HRd H/A4we A9 oz OH“ 7bs OI'LH( "Metaphysik, , p. 340;
"Metaphysics, , p. 135). Yo7} ZEE To]&x AH, , gds Hs}, , T&edeldst, T Axds 34 A
2t Al “Recht” 71dS “Staat” ®=¥ “Volker” 59| gojo} Adtale] Staatsrecht," “Volkerrecht” o8 AME3lal gl
dl o714 “Staatsrecht”= =Wl Aol Az, g #a, 74«] SukE, U 59 9ulE, “Volkerrecht™= =414
el A N =7kl A, Aed A, 4ol 2ukE, =AY SO nz A Jhssith oled olf® & wEeME

“Recht” 71d& Eolel weh A2, 4o, S, —o—o o1 shalell “rechilich™= WA, ol AMate, Aoz,
212 5o WS O] FUIE Woleh: WAz A8enY Heh,

22) Kant, "Metaphysik) , p. 345; ME& o, T&gol st | p. 162, o|ge Ao disire G, “ZHES} o4 =
7h7 TZYEQSE 37 (2016), p. 152 Al

A BRI ARE e W BE StelA] @Alsht ABA AE ovla
z z

e dzko]l ASAH o 2= o3 Ao dE= WA Ao FAR Add
ol A= S Bgd o gl 2EEC] sk Q12 WA AAHE S ATl
NS A5 BT BACA A AHFE F&(miBbraucht)stE “o] 714 =4

=
A 3F(selbstsiichtige tierische Neigung)”& ztil 917] wj&-o] A efel A 74l 2z}
Zpe] AfrE AAs] BAstE A2 wg o deolthed) Ik “FH A Oﬁ
o8 gFree AR ofYet “MEIHA WHE Fetaat dEse AT
A "ol BAF, = “FH e (offentlich gesetzlicher Zustand; public legal
state)” Ay oA “HIHA Abe(nicht-rechtlicher Zustand; non-lawful state)”ell
e ‘AR Ee] &1 Mty AZste vkE 3 = e BEl(Recht) S 2Eal 7]
ol Fsire] £¥A PFrorfE Ai b $U ok DEE 53 AdR
7t wt=A] “RAolo] AHl(iniustus; Zustand der Ungerechtigkeit; a state of
injustice)”d d& = gloyt AE Ato]l “Aele Yzlus controversum©] LAY
BAF HAoE fad d4S T3 ol TAY # Jde dF¢S 7 A#I(Richter)
o] Bajvalth= Mol A “FiH Ae e ALy} BA8 AEl(status iustitia vacuus;
Zustand der Rechtlosigkeit; a state devoid of justice)”el 9lom, H]& o] 3¢
7b Ao R wAskA] gtk stuetE Aol 9o el A& Ao ‘A
A2 e) (Zustand des Kriegs)”oll Qltka #7443k} 25
Uer’/V\i Aol A THQle] “ejFA o ok & A WA AAL L tE EE A
3 ¥4 ZAE(offentlich gesetzlichen duBeren Zwange)ol wWa} s
7] LS Roxw dAgg3to # M (vereinigen), ZHA7F AAle] W E](Kopfe)o ulgt [
Ztrle] Azbe| wet] AFshs AAGEE Holuh A AAle] Ao R Qg Rotol wp
@3k A(was fiir das Seine anerkannt werden soll)©] ZtzlollAl HEH o R A Y
Jl(gesetzlich bestimmt) (L ZH41] o] oyt Al o] e EAjste) Ade A9
of 93] WliEE=(zu Teil wird) JH,” & “AlWA “Jel(birgerlichen Zustand; a
state of civil society)”d] E0]717|2 AA = FHolgtn EE F33T}26 E35] o]
BRo A g shx FES HE HESL A AR zApgA oz o]k ANA e o]
Eo12d FE AAT Ak Ag ElQlA ol g dHdd EolrtEs AAYS PALE
T Uk ;8’L © Aotk AAR TEE VI A= BRIEdA o] [AA 3 ]
= e

of Eol7te® AAEE Fd 53T & Jthmit Gewalt

ol
on

I

Sk Jile] A gElE Yol ol Aujshe ARA Aol Hoizb] g8

23) Kant, 'Idees, p. 40; 'ldeas , p. 46.

24) Kant, "Metaphysiks , p. 430; "Metaphysics, , p. 137.

25) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 430; "Metaphysics, , p. 137; Kant, "Frieden, , p. 203; "Peace, , p. 98.
26) Kant, "Metaphysiks , p. 430; "Metaphysics, , p. 137.

27) Kant, "Metaphysiks , p. 430; "Metaphysics, , pp. 137-138.
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< 3 o] Aol Ffrstd “ofwt
Aolal FEAQ A{"E E7|stal oAl =7 A Ao BFs7IZ Feste
“gaA Aepg Wolol drkn F4erke BE] ety olg ‘Az AP e
238 AlEe “QrtomAe Ai(Freiheit als Mensch),” “AlWlozxel H&
(Gleichheit als Untertan),” “AlWl o242 ¥4 (Selbstiandigkeit als Biirger)” o]
= Al A AR A (a prior)” QA e Asebs “HAQ/ Mol Aulste/EnE/
o]e] Je(rechtliche Zustand)”& T@doF ¢r}h.29) o] e 3fellA =7tg FAA3E
“7AN N (cives; Staatsbiirger)”’ 02 A EL, AA, “Aalo] TYFUE HE o]
oWl YHEAE HFsA ¢S HEH Af(gesetzliche Freiheit),” B4, “AAlo] &
ARFS PEEtE uE AgAS HAow $Ed wud HdES A 42 Asa =
W Fo] st ALAE AAEA &S AWA HS(biirgerliche Gleichheit),” A A,
ARl AEN AEES R T OE AFEY oAt oEeHA] i, vEA TEEL
2 Ao At el e [FAE 5 A=l AWA AHAd(birgerlichen
Selbstindigkeit)”& “ApAlo] A3 fEld 4 gle WA/WEA EA(rechtlichen
Attribute) &2 Z+=t} ”730)

_ﬁ
o,
. -
J

oZi_V.EIOHﬂJ
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ol
S
(E
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u: 3
>
Jo
fo
i
>
ol
ol
&
Y
o |m
rir
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il
s
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il
>~
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>
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et
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o
ol
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o
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£ o
o
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>
1o
Og(:,l‘
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o |
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-1
et
te
L X2
2
o
ol
v
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o
BN
ot
i)
r_\|u_‘

2ot 1o
>
ol 1>
ffo
>

SR
o
oz
N
ol

oy T
rie

52
£
_,\L
ng
2N
é

LA

g

[.zal Aae) Af7H AE b uw

-}

o AAethn e olma WAoZE RSl 2
S8 Trela ol Ay BE Abgel BU AR BehE Y F
Homny AEL WEel AHe £Edh 40 oo “FEA
A= #7ke] FukOberhaup) @ AT e BE FAAE el

YU Jl.m
o o

P

-

o

A 4= Ad+= AY; Zwangsrechte; rights of coercion)= zral” )
ol A “m/dE el (dem Rechte nach) 9lo] BHEstrh. .. AWk AgE T o
g Fus E‘E"H 1S AT & flom L ok AR AlFel o &
T AL REE AR oAy t”O] Al ARIZ el A TRl

=

28) Kant, "Metaphysiky , p. 434; "Metaphysics, , p. 140.
29) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis; , p. 145; Theory and Practice; , p. 74.

30) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 432; "Metaphysics,y , p. 139. Z+EX lo|23 A, | ggdo|ad, A= A4 ”’EH
o) Al M AHOR QZFoBAM ] Ak, Ao R FF, AlRlozA o] AYE AL olovt TGAF Fah oA ¥
spAlel sl Asshe] o] Al 4 shREl ARloRA Y 2y Al AR RA st FE YHAIAC i Q%(the
dependence of everyone upon a single common legislation)"& 3419 9Foz AAsta v} Kant, Frieden, ,
p. 203; "Peaces , p. 99.

31) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , p. 145; "Theory and Practice, , p. 74.

32) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , pp. 146-148; "Theory and Practices , pp. 74-76.
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[PE7 A o)W ] 2 2H8-3) $HA] 3o (stimmt mit ihr zusammen). ©]2]13F
WA /FF3 BE Z(alles, was Unrecht)e B W] mp& xf9] 3
HJéﬁg}E 7)i°] . #H AA(Zwang)e A+E WS (Hindernis)bAv Aol A
A 2] AAF 1 AATE BE A mE A{E W
et zleol HAdH, & EPA/FAHEE Aol dAvtW(unrecht), ol A3t
(entgegengesetzt) ZAAlE A5 Walsle Ao digt A (Verhinderung eines
Hindernisses der Freiheit) 224 B H o] w2 zf-9} XAt & HAA/21}h
£/ 33 recht) Aol 5“:} 01316} oA ] H/A8Rechdl= ... 2 H/AHE &
A3H(Befugnis zu zwingen)e] FAle] ATt

ShepaL Pt EE “H/AE(Rechy)t ZAE 4 9l

Aghe T shubel Arolgta FAgh HE ot “AEAE A A A

A s o7 5 de A RechdE 28 vk Eaks A2 A7 AFA
A 3 7 AL onls)

BATE A

o
9
=
w
8
)
=
2
ol
—|~
flr
O
o
ﬂ

Br

i oo
2
o
j
)
[
rlr
N g
oa
o, ©
X
w
*
_‘1
(o]

o, ©
-
S

2
= A @ 2

o 98t Hae AAAA Ed] o5
o 27} dE= 27 Hu AEE Ak Algro] ko] whak, = “sh mlo] A}
=7t o2 Wol Az Agtelel @Azl Ei AWASE THeE RE ALl

2
st AStETRl wet S (Autokratie), 15 A (Aristokratie),  WFF
(Demokratie) 0.2 73 4= o}’ =3 FX "h2o wel A A (ausfithrenden
Gewal)® AWM AH(gesetzgebenden  Gewalt)o] 2] = o] dE FTIA
(republikanisch Regierung)¥ 1282 X3, & 3slube] Fdg ALA7 HS AAS)

33) Kant, "Metaphysik, , pp. 338-339; Metaphysics, , p. 134.
34) Kant, "Metaphysik, , pp. 339-340; "Metaphysics, , p. 135.

35) ZrEe] ki “H(Recht)”& “AHro] B WA upe} o /‘}a“’] 1 A7F b2 Abge] oA FAE F e 205
%A (der Inbegriff der Bedingungen; the sum total of conditions)"S ¢w]3tch whebr 9o 2§ 4+3he] 2ol

| clolHsh g
¥e Ed A9 BB AT AL, AAA FelRol A BFELS ABSHE o] A Afol viF a7k ok 2
3 S, A el B Bak ohlel, B o] dih Blelsl Afe Bed + 0E 94 208 14T B

olglal ZFE&= 7423t} Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 337 "Metaphysics, , p. 133.
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A sl Faske AAd(despotisch Regierung) o2 73 4 Atk 53] 9 A sh7] 913k o s “AxA Ao dads AT E o =717F oA
7HA =7 Y § UFALe guAS dabete “EE ARl (9shA &) @ AL G AAE A ARIE Atolell Az thEol EAT A ol AT ¢ Ue AT
ghel oisl], Aol wetde g Abgel] tkelA AAE ¢ e JIdAE FHdte Aol FAstthE HolA AAdel= “FHA AdETe dow, wEd Ao @)L
Aol A wel Eajx oulox FAH o HAF A St gle v “SA43 A Aol &gt A “HAAGE e Ak wEbA A7 o] QISR ol
42 AAGe A7 ke HelA Ado] 9lo oA AAe] Al F-3F oz st AANEHE Holu} “YUxA A S F3l Fol Aujst= “AWH }6]' 7ol Eof
st FEe] FRe A8E = P FEE FAST w57 AEs AL 4 RS gBd) olyd ATH e FelA A7Ee A EH A AR Ee] gfa)
ste BAAY F7F Aow A&eE el w7 dge giode] ad S5 AA G ofwbHola FRAQ AF-E X7k Al AAlo] Fo3k wvke] WA AAY &
= sl @dE, WA/l Aujete/g R e/ SutE/d 928 A (einzigen oA BR1e AFE HWsHA @ e delA WA Af, S ANA ARE FEH S
vollkommen rechtlichen Verfassung)’ql 23}l o 7I7h9 & 4 Atz EE Qi FEE FAGY ¢ Yoyl 2tEE dFEEY dudAge] EEFHY e, 1
Fodghe}.36 g o A A7t 75 ZkFolZ oA Fshg stel A oy gk AWl X}°7} v &
TEE 53 A3 #3149 se4s e 2ol Axdr. BE gstd ‘Y BAE v FEdn. 2HE ostd thfAlA w3k st A AJNEL “wTHA
WAL 54& AANA sAlel 27] gAY JAATE A 5 7] "ol A7} of H79] ddo=, é FAAR F7re] Ha AEE PAE F Qo J-SJ ‘:}% o] |
d 54 gee 224 o2 718 (Unform; anomaly)o] 2 F=4o]” glomsn “meE 3t FTY Al obd AAEe] TS (5 AAEe] AR Al ANHA R Fofst
H F=S [F9 X E dinste] diojdEe] Il olFog, BEE F7MAW I AAEY] JALE whgEh) R AME weEthe oA AEAQ E2A7F "k o]
(Staatsbiirger)S 32 53} (vereinigt) 12 A E X7 I oA 23 o] E FNEE “ojHl EL3 QA RREE EYZ" o] 273 Ho] A
(reprasentatives System des Volks) o]€]9] T2 AY 4 qUr}.”38) FEE= ®g 7] HlelE IS “fdEtA s, HAI/He] AulsteE /i‘j’}a/ﬂ‘j’fﬂ/ﬂ/]E“r 3
4 FstFolE oA steAwt Jbeeta doAlE ZEA X3 e BE X W AR AFzg)
212 Ax “HAHola FHHH(despotisch und gewalttitig)”o] 2 F=ybel] glvfz 5
Feth39 S A Aot Y vhed AX dAAe dYAE Fsigitelgta tE I SAdLE 5 iéﬁr
© Zzxdr. “olu 5E5% JdASERRHE SgAo|m)” ‘Yol {FAdd FXARIM HlolA s viel o] HEE NS Af BAFE 9 A ApdelA x|
Gesetz selbstherrschend ist; the law is the sole ruler)” WelAZ F3}4 3ol AkS Fal ol Aujst= F34S FHaoF vk Fgth ey HES] A
MAEL “shU=E T3S 7MY Yo ZA, “@A] FUA(Souverdn) & AN = wf olefgh IUlA AAAdA e Af BN RE FREHA| Zetrh. eivkstd
&

0

¢! =R
T 3ol ofyet .. T AA|(dieser selbst)”7F Ho] w7te] i AES 6§A} A BANH AL QS EA o] ol Frro s ALl HoA 2o A

o =
o T
oy o x 3

glom, “xprlo] wholop 3 JFdt (das Seine)’S, S AHAlY Hde A E ¢ S WEjsly] wEolt). ol# 3t o]F 7 IHEE Y3t Hl oA ‘oA . AAES
A o & (peremtorisch)” LHjRES 4= QU T}40) Agjd ez &gl il(schlechterdings  verdammt) Lo Hh3] bR
ol gell A AR nulE 7hd] A siAA, HEE A3k A{E o] W AHA (Friedenszustand)S Z A A0l o5 (Pflict)E wHETP 1w F3ac 4D a2dd 74
HHE Y By TAste, S By WA wg Bl AFE WA ¥ge d= I7F A9E dojid =A BANA ojE A AAE WAL Aol AES BT A
ol Al PArtsl= Algkd A2 AQojgt &, o] s A{E ALE FolA HAFsta Ad A712 53] AAE WASAA Al ME Fret 1 FAEALES] AHE HRHEA &
= A4 AAE ogA AT AA7R?
36) Kant, 'Frieden; , pp. 206-208; Peace, , pp. 100-101. ©] F-EoAx 7Ex= WFEA 3} 3§34 7H§;§]§ ;?Eb‘i zj,m'x* EX 93 Oﬂ ’H Oq/ﬂ 7]_;{] Oﬂ H]}_fg-i’]- /‘ﬂ
|

R AEHE UEFS, FaROY Be duz AL St G cloplsie dde A

wE FH70] s GAABIDE B B AAE v, T A 99
2 ‘n= 37‘-n] o] )\]n]o_F'LH /HA E!L 5°H CQHJ 1],710“ /nl/]-xlﬂoi) zloqol_;(]n} fsgL “:}
=

Az o] Al wE AAMoz 7t
.]

i
145. M

> _“i_[
o)

"
paa
rr
o

T FARx2ZdE AR A F9Ld Ha e &

i
=
2
ol
rie

3.
TR A8 F77F F5a ok
£

2
o
o 1o ML

bz
oA THA dnzFgS AvEE A, Aol 44
™

ﬂ
2ol ola) ol Fol = AuyH lnlgl vhelAle] )ik B g WFFE jvjaith 2Ee] AFg FEA Aol el AL ndeo] Frg A AZH
= TFri 206-207: T r _- r 90-14¢
;;(a;rt,l Friedeny , pp. 206-207; "Peace, , p. 100; "Metaphysik, , pp. 432-435; "Metaphysics, , pp. 139-142 O%IH?‘S} éo—,kb:_ ié, i]—}_%k_o_i Z_]'“ZI“E]CH}&"E ol E] , %RH, O—]Uﬂ ?_5]_ Eal{,;lLﬂ»L:_ Z]'—E‘ 3
e A=z

37) Kant, Friedens , pp. 206-207; "Peaces , p. 101. = AHglel) 44 ([Erbung), &, T, B SoE FE oE 7k A5E 5 8

-

38) Kant, "Metaphysiks , p. 464; "Metaphysics, , p. 163. ow A, AT Az SA HAHooF sl ulal, =7te] 9% EjF(suBere
39) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 208; "Peace, , p. 102.

40) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 464; "Metaphysics, , p. 163. 41) Kant, "Frieden, , p. 211; "Peace, , p. 104.
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StaatshandeD ¢t #&sto] oW =7b AF-= lojA= ¢k S, gAA, o g =7} unrecht)”l e & A8t o] AFE stollM A H7h= AAle Seell wet S

T e ARG A A (Verfassung)$t E 2] (Regierung)ol 742 © & (gewalttatig) 7+ 3 A (Recht zum Kriege)”E Bf3dta Juka 23t 7HE] o3k =l
A= <t HH, AR, AwWst T7tE Ebm o] HdA Foll G B3 Al s AF g 3tellA “od veprt g o g RE HalE Wt BE AS L HA/He] A
5 B/l e 4 e AuUgS, dE B9 HooA ARG H4dAte] a1 g H| &= el (rechtlichen Zustande)dll Al A4S sldste Fds FHd 54 dars
A4 7], v AF 55 AYAAE o dva REE Zxdr. 53] REE o] o 3 [EAE AT = g7 "ol M F7ke A4l d(eigene Gewalt)oll o &
A7 23 JRed A, AR, A 232 gl wet ot e E AR ey st [EAE aidstazt & 4 ddow] . [o]dd HelA] AAS F#I3F Ay, =
AR, TAA, AR 23S Fee] Fagle] FA] AldE ook dhrhar FFght) 42 Bas AdAE ¢ = deRecht zu Host1htaten) N =717k el sl =2
TEE oo t& Al 714 &4 235 AAEe EC ot AA, BE =71 Ao AEE Fste 49 ?Ii Ferlaubte Art)o]th” Bt ofjel “AAH < a7t
ARIA S A Al (biirgerlich  Verfassung)=  &3pgololok &, E4, =AY Sl AfdE, & Eme2RE dAFAC] e A% L EEo] WA HAAS
(Volkerrecht)2 A2 =7HE9] AW (Foderalism freier Staaten)ol 7]z 3| ok FHBIAY e 9 E E}J% B3 9E5ER IS SUAZ HS-(potentia tremenda)
stH, AA|, AAAUHE (Weltbiirgerrecht) H¥ 4 $-3&(Hospitalitit)e] ZAE = 7 APl AL = Jdor [o] A5-] B dutdgor ¥4 = Jd= #HGus
stxlojof stk 4 R WA FAHxTY #A-PSte] PEE TS AYS AFEA praeventionis; Recht des Zuvorkommens)& Zr=th F3 El=ro] ojwdt F7 ¢
w2 AAgsted AR FoE daR a3 7N AAS AR A9 Al E A ¥U#E 9X AH o o fAStE AMETeR 4 S7tES AES
EolA 9 a4 vE g wite] A dis] A Fabel 7] Wi, (=2 dom] o A [$A4% TAE S 7HX] =7te 348 & A B3
W Fsg ol ofd AA A E w7k AEATE A @ ol E, S A5 (rechtmaBig) #gl, & I T¥FES FHs7] AT EHo2 AAS 3T A
frel2 At 2R 5 7] Wi, w4 BAA FLHE TAst] HEA (Recht des Gleichgewichts)E zt=th4n TEE ofx€ /I =77k AAAH 9¥
= Folune BE 371 AWA AGAATE g ololof drhal Axerhad) thy of Fof A#glol Blmel dia] AATA, dugAe W £ e dgE A ke
o8 F WA FHzIgy B REE “IUHEY I FAIIME B3 A Aol A A el s WAl dvka Fgeket
Al HIPLHE Ttz s Wk B3 wWele gz yHe Ayl oksiE olelgh AALE sfellA s =7ke ARle] ke HEE ARle] dete WA=
7he/dol Al wgk A =7k ARE AT fow FbE] WolEold A F7e & de S e A(ungebundener Freiheit)”E 72 4 ok a2y
7] witel AE w7e] Aok dY Thed IAAYS B3 FIPYEE FTEoF “HA, aga o] TR F2 FEoR FAEOF = AN FHIEAR
i Gxdrhad npxmto g Al WAl HHxFy gdstel TEE BES WEd AeF G0 F A3 JE b= A= oA 7 def(gesetzlosen Zustande der
=S 7k HetHor dFshe & ElmoA Audor HAFHA &S A, = Wilden)”?l A EE "oy} o] o] fAasts vhel wel “SA AW (Volkerbund)” el
ZHE7L “vbEe]l AP (Besuchsrecht)”2 H-2% AYE zZEtha X345 o] A 7FJsHAl Atkar HEE FEETHAe THAALY] o), o4 EE olgg i, =
7HA 8% Jhed AL F HA 2EFoR NEE wA BACMA AQYLHE F AAGE A FsgHze] o] AAHE AF “AA A’ Ee “AdY o=
A 713 BEdeE FAsH] A FolROE SAAES T A FEe (Absicht der Natur)"=2 AW gt tE] oahd e “MAN FAgls oA &
A7t daghs gt olstddAe F A ST 2HE 2 UEQ HE H BAZ Qg 187082 REHE “HAU"E FUoR &8ste s w7lE St

28 19 AXEE dA W S A A Eal B X & SR A AALEE Holu “gid¥(groBen Volkerbunde; Feedus
ZHEO| oJ3tH AAGH Stoll A =7tE Ateolo] A= “AAl dA e Amphictyonum)”-& FHIFIL o] <rolA A=l Qtnel HTE HAAWLESE O
7F gtk steets,” & AAZ EHo| AMEHRA ger duds AR7F AR (Absicht)” ¢ttt 49 ZtE= Tddst 33, o <Al F7F 23 99 F3hy 2
EAes Avow A 9ol = AAFelel QUrhio) BEE o dt A4
Azt ARto =z 1_E°ﬂ A el = 3 O_EH ol sl 12 F 47) Kant, "Metaphysiks , pp. 466-470; "Metaphysicss , pp. 165-167. olel@ el A zpide] ste] = eAol st
AEE “W/A 7 BA 3 (nicht-rechtlichen),” “Hux2 EW 2 (hochsten Grade =S| Aol F2x(Thomas Hobbes)7k felufololdls ol ANsh A4l wlel 2553t 4330 fraad o] qlnf. 3

Az vpeh Zo] Foam A stolA QS EE FUHE Ea wkle] wiele] oigh AAAbe e olvkar Fgakoich
42) Kant, 'Frieden. , pp. 196-201; 'Peace. , pp. 93-97. Zeu A gA A AR AH:,H = o z}u] = abg ) —, o] Brlsaittn B Fao gy 7tEE ZA] B4 A

MR

43) Kant, 'Fried 205; "Peac 100 WA Ao Sgo] =ud ofRy W oopel @AHoR sfseitan FAshH Al PHES AAAT Hans Reiss,
ant, riedens, p. 2o, eaces, p. : “Introduction,” in Hans Relbb ed Kant: Political Writings (Cambndget Cambrige University Press, 1970), p. 27. &

44) Kant, "Frieden, , pp. 208-213; Peace, , pp. 102-105. 229 A A Bl ls| A= Hobbes, Leviathan (Indianapolis: Hackett, 1994), pp. 74-78, 110-118 =,

45) Kant, 'Frieden, , pp. 213-214; Peace. , pp. 105-106. 48) Kant, 'ldees , p. 42; "ldea, , p. 47.

46) Kant, 'Frieden, , pp. 208-209; Peaces , p. 102; Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 466; "Metaphysics, , p. 165. 49) Kant, 'ldees , p. 42; "ldea, , p. 47.
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il A >l A = 1] =
AL OF obd AE dsrt AAe|th."50 A2 “Q17ke] o] 7]H Aol QI7te] 9
2 BAA A2 FAdb &l
Zhrle] 548 sk flg, & HA/Ad e ﬁzﬁ,(rechthchen Vorschrift)O] [
o AdE] S wEV] A% FUoR ARggth L o]Zlo] ke vie Al
Ao H/A9(Recht)7} 1 A8S HAF37]2 71882 o 2 (unwiderstehlich)
gE(wollen)$tthi=  Flolth.”sh g7 FEE Ao “o]de] IHA|(List der
Vernunft)"& &3 AL &S AHsts A upd7A g2 Adoe] 5202 17k AL
olo @il w7} Atele] HEHE 7HAE Ao .
TFET} o)A 5 GArA S weto) A ¢ S B 7F QIE o)X 9 AFagle] “xpde]
oo o5 AdE 4 vkl FAAstaL oyt Tl A HEA WA= ‘g
Eis ﬁﬂﬂ”ﬂ 17ko] A o) Aol wEh o FRA oldsfol & HAAS Axert INE
of ojatd “oJg HstEe] o]yd A%54 HHZ(Anndherung)-> [} =719]]
S F(Pflichv)ell 71x3¢, Z2]an 7k =71 A2l (Recht)ll 7]%?} A (Aufgabe) &
. F4ad](allerdings) Ad=E 4 dvi(ausfithrbar).”53 ZLE “o]Ao] ... H3Fe &
A e weEd e a2d3t Jsdele YIS AE 1o A% (Vertrag der
Volker unter sich) §lolx= FHE % ¢lil(nicht gestiftet werden kann) 2%
T gt 53] tEE Tt H3h oA “HIdE 7t g FojA = Ao] o)
Yk 2z oo oJs] “HGxEojok = ZA(muB also gestiftet werden; must be
formally instituted)” S 723055 & H3gel= 7 B 7ke] o2y w3
of o] A s}E I ALt ok gk Aolth
vy G He FAYoR ofwA FEH ok stET? RE ofstd AA F
7FA] wketo] ol=d AA, FHA AAES zkE “FAE7H(Volkerstaat)' & E3 H 3}
FHE s BH =4, 7 g8 AREE “w7HEY AW (Velkerbund)”
S F3 A BA “SAM(Volkerrechts)”S FHESo =N HAHE T3
Wetol gtk SkollA] AFE wie} o] HEE o] F FFA| Wk Tkl X7 2o
A SH AR ot Ad ThsAdolete AHA ¥l oA E o
AEs FHGL. FAHeR HEE o237 AH, oA g Po] F
ettt HEC st “[AAdE e EAEE] 4 AAY e wUER St
v ARE Zolga ARIES ForM, wEE NE F7ke] oo WA gte
Fools AAANAY AR A A (weltbiirgerliche Verfassung)oll £017F=% o] Eojzt

"y
%
I
o3l
tlo
2
=
ot
i)
8 eL
m
=
1o,
Q‘L
2
2
e
o
o,
ot
il
fz
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0.9,
o, *
O

¢

50) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 217: "Peace, , p. 108.

51) Kant, Frieden, , p. 225; "Peace, , p. 113.

52) dvigl, “ZES| gyske” MYEsdT, 14-1 (201D, p. 59.
53) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 474; "Metaphysicsy , p. 171.

54) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 211; "Peace, , p. 104.

55) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 203; "Peace, , p. 98.
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gy olelg BA Hal dEle (Aol 2ddd A npriAR) o2
“3. X = M Tl AAFAE 2T & AdveE HelA o ™3] (noch) Aol 9
Yol ¥=(gefahrlicher) Zelolth, webs [AA] L& AHEENA ddd XA
(Overhaupt)7} [Aujet=] AAAITZ = 7H(welthiirgerliche gemeines Wesen)7} o}
Yz} kA kA4 3 (gemeinschaftlich verabredeten) =A% (Volkerrecht) S Wzi=
WS Sk 3A “*‘V‘jq o] Au&= El(rechtlicher Zustand der Foderation)& 7443t

”56

r’l

i

f I &

}(zwingen).”5

H] 523k "%‘%}'Oﬂ’ﬂ TEE T393 B3, o <Al F7F 23 43 H3o B
tatel> =03l 7FEd “o]Ad 9] o]\ (nach der Vernunftidee)”o]& 37 of A
TAAE] dF] FA TR “BHESGET vl ¥ £ AAULS vhH ol A
st} ZHEO o5t “TAH Y o]y (Idee des Volkerrechts)S % =
B S7tEY EEE AAER v dE IUMES AWAly A3
Vereinigung)®] 4 d](Feindseligkeiten)?] WS oWalx] E& AAQYLEH 7 [X&54
o] steete o]Ade] ool & w [tho] =7b7F EElEe] ] olHE AETt
o= & vt EEmE Adsta Ay vgEeE stvE §3)sky
(Zusammenschmelzung) RHLT o7 Yolrls ARtE o v Jukstd 51 W
2l(Umfange der Regierung)7} 2tehgol] wel $(Gesetze)?] 42 HA ofsixn
dE gl dAIFY(seelenloser Despotism)7} 412 Z(Keime des Guten)g HEA|
& Fodde 7873 (Anarchie) 2 Agd 3lo]7] wlEo|th."sn) & “w7tE9 =
71Q1 mA=7E e ERGSI e AAANE AZAAE "dE e AAFI =

o

L G

H=
°©
X
=
A

<
I N2 2

+ o

Al L.

(foderative

2 &

Aol Wl AuE oFshAl A %7}4 A58 ART APl ] Wl
M STkl Afsh FE A el o MdAS 5 Yol BEE
@,

TEE &% 1998 B3} oA A2 SdxFol disf) =ost n=3 #4354
Agth EE FAFOR “SA=VE T oA #BAC BIE FASLA §he
wore H oz zhalnkel R/Ao(Recht) AAE 2t I7HEA =A=71e] W/
Aol AAE ZAE = HolA “E=(Widerspruch)”o]gtal F33t}, HE| o
“Z}7}e]l w7 AEAH(Oberen)Ql M AHGesetzgebenden)®} sk AHUnteren) <l
EAHGehorchenden), & =Hl(Volk) Ato]le] #AAE E3H(enthal)st=dl thro] R
E(viele Volker)o] g =7} QtollA el =Hl(Volk)& ol FA fAvte A2 A3t
el & e FFAE e HolA 9] A Eedn. s o7A [t

WEEol] g I} otolA A [sbR] &3] ¥ ookt (zusammenschmelzen) 3h=
o] olyet Wl "olA(fern) 217l ©E w7HE FAste wE [WIFE0]] A2
el zt= WEE9 Wl (Recht des Volker)E zEsjof 3o} a HEE F73H} 58)

J

56) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis; , pp. 169-170; "Theory and Practice, , p. 90.
57) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 225; "Peace, , p. 113.
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= “Yrog oln WA FAAA A (rechtliche Verfassung)E 25 F71Ed A b=

H/9 7d(Rechtbegriffen)el weh &2 [FA1=7te]] HEA AHGAA

(gesetzliche Verfassung) oFejol]l E0j7l=E" A AstE AL ME 2719 259 o

otz 1 w7bE FASE AREY ARE Hdlske Aolgal HEE FFEths
BEL olo] Tolgs} 47, & shFesy A8 Asdel Sud eldE A

% BEUE o wpgbA g kS vhed Zol Axdch 2tEC ot A HA ¢

A AAREE Holue HOPO_f “TAHE $u3E H(auf offentliche mit Macht

q

begleitete Gesetze)ol 7]%3F A4 o] (Volkerrecht) ©]¢]o] tf& Mok gtk 19

Lo

U Aol oJopr|dtzo] wUtES olHdt A (Zwangsgesetzen)ol EEsHH 3h
A ¢k7] wiiEo] BWAZH A= allgemeinen Volkerstaat)E #|¢tstes AL, & &
M 77 A o Z(freiwillig) [HA=71e]] Aol =$3lal(bequemen) [FA|=

7Fe]] Well EF(gehorchen)dlof dtthar AStsl= A2 A2 2K (Abt von St.
Pierre)t} F2:(Roussew)?] o]2dA& & o] &H(klingen) & o AHES A
= 1 o3kdo] Rlth(so glit er doch nicht fiir die Praxis). ©]g]3t #|¢ke 3t A
ANEZRE 22i o HsiAe I7HAEAEZTYH SHAdA U2 @A ola {3
SH(pedantisch-kindische aus der Schule hervorgetretene) AZro2 &4 v

7t Holgtt” & FATTIE T HIGEHE T WS 37]'? o] 14
Am7re] AR EFste sA &7 Wi Ad rbsAde] wra UE
t}.60)

TEE &8 1993 B3}, oA A2 ddzFol ds) =98ty o5 Fo] 4
3tk ZEC o&d “AT BAC U= 5#7P o] o]Ae wek(nach der Vernunft) #
AL Fate A A (gesetzlosen Zustande)E WoluE WAL =9 A

oF wpTIA R, 259 ofwtAelal FRA AFE EU|etA, 222 FAQ A
(offentlichen Zwansgesetzen)ol £53te], (28 A O F718lA) S A%
e WZ(alle Volker) S ¥#3 [%7}59] 5 7F2 4] A= 7HVolkerstaat; civitas
gentiums A= A ol9e vE WS gt a3y IUELS 159 FAW
(Volkerrecht) ¥del whal A O]ﬁ—% o E(wollen)3tA] 7] wiitol, ™ A|/dH(amiE

o
k=)
L
N
3

d
[e)
-
2
<]

I in thesDo & &S AL AAEES; in hypothesiolA] AR Aolr] wjiof, 3}
vo] MAF st (Weltrepublik)ol 2 A=24 o)d tiale] (keF BE AS oA o}
oF o) 94 AAS WA UM AEHH R AL FFH /e dWolde AFH
)& & (negative Surrogat)?te] /A E &2 3}=(rechtscheuend) 2z ZHakAe
B85S, BEE ol AYHS BET Aol FF AVIE sHARE FAAE & 6D
= ‘ol A o7 A3 S uw(nach der Vernunft)” =7}7} A4 AAAHS Hojr}

58) Kant, Frieden, , p. 209; "Peace, , p. 102.

59) Kant, Frieden, , p. 211; "Peaces , p. 104.

60) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , pp. 171-172; "Theory and Practices , pp. 91-92.
61) Kant, 'Frieden, , pp. 212-213; Peace. , p. 105.
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Bopgels SR 2 ZAEE uAw TARE FUSRE AoAw AuHow
F7bgel aee FARIE FUL GwsA @] W] “wef HE AS UA go}
of Bk’ el 248 ‘A Bund)’S FI WIS FYslor Brin 0=

e

AT A A A A TS A S
54 9ol dolAE FATZ R ¥ £ Wetolets fEY weli !
g, AE A% oloAm . pEd gum cAE wE

el (wahrer
Friedenszustand) $£2] H¥H % =7}<99%(allgemeinen Staatenverein)o A5t 7} 3}
oo et Al BT wlg HA EEE A7t Y ES Radok

stk [wATTRe] BAE Ax EVbedd gwel glem,  olEd A
(Korporationen)®] th& tHAl AALEHE 2H;E Zol7] wj&o|r}."63) wpepa] “w7}
7} B=el =4 Bsk(MiBhelligkeiten)oll 7|Qak=] koA Ao i) Ao
FH ARE oty AsiAE x4 ARE] Ak ol wE IAAES FHite
Zlo] "Hasit}” ZtEE= “o] AgA(Verbindung)s FH 4 ¥ (souverine Gewalt)o]
olEt &4 e ZF(Genossenschaft) [# A AW A (Foderalitat) S
sopet 3km, AAE sfAE F Y3 =S W2 P2 (euneuert) E o] oFFF S} Al %
Zeth6h & s AdE, 2 JAE dAAE £ de EEReY gL T
AA-S 3l HIPGErt o or gt HEE x5 o olrt IHEE
olg)3t IFA AL FaAMT “IHA| T (offentlichen Rechts der Volker) o]de] A
Hlerrichtenden) ¥ [H7FE R stodF] E4& oFtH(barbarische) W2, & A4S
FAATE oty AW A (zivile) WA, welAA HA  AFEProzeB)S Fd 1A
(entscheiden)dl= Aol Add 4 Jqv}’3 =3k} .66)

olglgh FEQ] =loA g 7} FHoF & HE FETF 9 8FA AFe npet
ol =l A kel A RIS Ate] #ANNAE FIGEHE FHa] S8 BlelA W

A-L/

ol
i o w

ol

é.i}n

62) Kant, 'Frieden,, p. 211; "Peace, , p. 104. & o]&]dt “HalAe)"7} Z7} 3+ ARy} A5o] e He|E oJv]sh
© A2 otk EVF FAste HepdEe, A4 & Aol s et okt A =7 AbR-Sjate] ¢
3 AAE AAE FAE F e AYE B FHE JuistE, Y Her ALHE A7t ohvet A =57 A
Hael]l wreh #AS FepHoR AT = WA AYE B AEHE vl 3 YA o] FoA L 9l S A
Ao w2 1S gukebe JIQlEC] EAlSE 717} uhE7RA 2 #Zﬂ B e =4 ug’ ketE =7F EA
g 4 vk O] 23 HolA = o AAGE e} Fa e FRIE Ve ded] A B 250 R bE FEele
Brie Y AA9 EA O:]—t'r"]‘:} S dgdde W 247 B lljm(&"\f HlH)e] AFEfel H}"‘* Bapdee Ty A
A7} T“‘EIH WHol/Hol Aujsl= A (Zustand eines offentlichen Rechts)E <3t} Kant, Frieden) , pp.
248-251; Peacey , pp. 128-130.

63) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 474: "Metaphysics, , p. 171.

64) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 467: Metaphysics, , p. 165.

65) ZHEE TR golds) oA olgjd FAINe] AL GA AAl ARIE AR Austth FARCR BHEE ‘P8 f4
E 98 379 AF(Verein)& A =13] 9 (%M @i#%; permanenten Staatenkongreﬁ)i B2 5 oorpn AHeH
T8 ZEA7E Al whet FolstE olefdt 39lo] Atdl® UERE oo A PP “Uue]5)(Generalstaaten)” & 3L
Atk BEE TE olg]d Aol “shute] =7t A A Al (Staatsverfassung)oll 71 %3, 1E]al 1@ g o] f 2 A E
= (unaufloslich) (7] ul%”gf-“} 28y AgHA|(Verbindung)7} okl A¢(willkiirliche)oll <& AAE afA 7Fs3
(ablosliche) 2§79 73t} Kant, "Metaphysiky , p. 475, "Metaphysics, , p. 171.

66) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 475; "Metaphysics, , p. 171.
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49 el Bo7tEs RANE AT & Ak #geh6D

A E7E Aol B

HHH A 2 xR
ANxe AAHY] AMEE VI8 H7Ee] Aol tig = (s
I JtheE Aolth EF 9] 9FA AFe el Zol INEE “ARHE
3+ A 3H(Verhinderung eines Hindernisses der Freiheit),” & A}
& Welske 2 “EE HEHC mE Aot dAETE =2 SulA
A ZAAEE S8 il deE Agste A2 ALY Aol tiE A
SR 7H°]9] g BAetr] 98 dasirhal Axeheos)
ol A WA AAHEE S8 =7t d5s At A AE =7 A
7hsd ol Atk lﬁﬁli laslcia=
olMH WA AAY WA} st TETF A A FA A Apol A gty
Y& sk olfre W/ dF o] “XF(vacuus, vacuum)’Ql WAL Ake] 2
5 EZL “AYrt FAS Ael(status iustitia vacuus; Zustand der
Rechtlosigkeit)”® F-2% JiQ1E Alo] AAGEf$} 69 HF =AlHom= W/
HAAo]l F-AsH1 st 37} UFA o= ojn WH/geol Aol e gtk Al
Al /80l AFo] xIFe] ofd wTME Ale] AALEHE FEsH] wiEelth. &
Ageoleo] = o] “FF(vacuus)’ MAE *}01 A E st Al JNAEAA HA A
25 Prtete] W89 HAS FHse AL ol W/ ¥ o] FHEoo YA
G2 AdEiel7] Wil m/Aele] 4 v ] ofUAIRE (Z Q1] Aol gk 3]
7F ob AR /g el e] dF o] lFo] ofd, F =7F YFA R W/ o] F
HHol e F7FE Ato] AAGH StellA WE =Ttel A=t e BRG] W/
gole] AAE AAYE B3 AAeE A A4A ALAdRke] /Ao 9F S zka 9)
= W F7Fe AFE AE AATE ke Blo] BE Fgo|thi0 o] g o] &
67) olsh @@ A Kant, Metaphysiks , p. 430; "Metaphysics. , pp. 137-138 #%.
68) Kant, "Metaphysik, , pp. 338-340; Metaphysics. , pp. 134-135.
69) Kant, Metaphysik, , p. 430; Metaphysics, , p. 137.

70) oA WAsle) AAS Fshen] Yol FA A3 AH A4S PRI 2
31 90, FATE vh ol Eab BT el ABA A A0 A 1 U Aol ] gl
U2, 5 A% AR A% AHE AN AR D8 AE A, Exd A5Y WAAY AR RS
Z7}9} j,Lmo] FAF @A Al AAM sold, F FA 7R Eew A9 A AAM slold AAAH ALl BH
Ao g e Ao 9HE EESE A2 -‘Jj*/}“ 3lc}. Wk o] =(Charles Beitz), ¥7](Thomas Pogge), Bl =&
(Darrel Moellendorf) 52 35724 HA ]ﬂ]’“"lz}f(cgalitarian cosmopolitans)& F27F U4 AelA EZFe 49
o 92e AAAH Aol A&sel AAAT FLAAA NE BAS AAT 5 = ol Aol A2He FEeel @b
FAE. B2 oY HEFAH MAAFIAE «l 7%2 |2tate] dAjel Al AA SelA Thsd HHe AAA
AR gere A Frhe] ARk FRE Ve BHYE WAL A& Aed AW £} 4T 22 9RE Fija)
= “UIY(the law of peoples)”#oletil FAgtt, F29] Aoj2y vl oisiA= John Rawls, A Theory of
Justice (Cambridge: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 1971) and 7he Law of Peoples (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1999) #%. #S5Fol2 WAAFAAES F4d| thsfr= Charles Beitz, “Justice and
International Relations,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 4-4 (1975), pp. 360-389; Thomas Pogge, Realizing Rawls
(Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1989) and World Poverty and Human Rights (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2002);
Darrel Moellendorf, Cosmopolitan Justice (New York: Westview Press, 2002) 52 #%. 53] 52+ My, oA
2Hxe] ofeltjol7} ZHEF T3 H3}, oA AA G “H3tA(foedus pacificum)’ol AT Y-S HAIHOZ BHE]
a9tk Rawls (1999), p. 10. AAZ E27} AM88l= “the law of peoples” 7I'd& peoples"fg Julsl= Hdol

hin
J
0

Fl

E9|

i F2Rawls)dl o) A%

==

—u\o

“Volker”st “law”g  ulake HAo] “Recht”e] FAOZ, & =#dA %xﬂﬂ*oz qste] Argae TES
“Volkerrecht” W& dA4F /hgolrt. &40k HES] TAHAEE vl ] dvEs é}iﬂ g, (FES} F20
— 21 —

TEE SolA AFe wiel o] “yHo=z ojm WA WA A (rechtliche
Verfassung)& zZ& =7FsolAl B¢ /49 7idel wet g8 [HA571e]] ¥
E2 FAAZAA ol el EANEE" FAsE AL “R=(Widerspruch)”olgkal #7443
7D ESE v o] f 2 REE TYd Hsh, uA dlA onjzggeA “ojudt
=271 =9 AAZA A (Verfassung)?t %5 X (Regierung)oll 7&'21]@,£i(gewalttétig)
e e F Eu et Fget 72 e A HEE W/ dF o] xFl A

Abo] A E el A9 Ey] WA om W/ o] dRyo] 9l wUME /\}O]
A el A WA AAEE dAske A2 AE =71 ARE A oAX7F o
kA 7 gE 7 AREE FAAYS B8 A @Al HAJA/H o] Aujste
Hel e g FHete o] dasitta F4so

IV. 3719 Ao FA FH

AT A sk o] AES A0 {AG A5 A A 3] ol
A wAs] daME S0 FWA AN AQE Ae] DA AGS FA WA 3
Ase 7;% 7he Taoh_ kel A ot

Shel AR D A

==
[¢]
F 2 RAgd 5 v FAY. 2y e
oA el Ay BARIO R= EFety N =7kl WelE Hol =Al dAlA Tile]
e BT e AAEAY] 2ol st ofE 93 MEE FAHoE
FAEE 2k FA=TE Al Zhds 2EVE AR, =Ee) 24

oMo

u
w
H
m
N
®,
4
ox
o
e
>
=)

i
,
3

FHAR FU ¢ A2 FA ASA AR AAY A FAAGE o
Bahgels Faske AL gkl ok @

et
4 age A 7H‘*‘ %7} 1 43}

lo
0,
IR DS > R

AAATRF=S: =Y 783 A4 718 TAAPEATs A9F (2003), pp. 195-222 3
71) Kant, "Frieden, , p. 211; "Peaces , p. 104.
72) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 199; Peace, , p. 96.
73) Kant, "Metaphysiky , p. 479; "Metaphysics, , p. 175.
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o7 Fave FU I7E Aold #AE Y YUt AEdte FAFYHE A
o F2el st I fle A E A IS ERRlY AW S EEste] Al
o] dale EE AL A9 dudiE T & e FARA dEE zet 1Y
U Aol FdE(common power)o] F-AsE gstoll A “nile] tigh wkle] TR
g Fo] glom AA| &2 BEE Bt Mo i) oMY gHoRE FAS
el PAelE T AR v dHoRE AAE ERole FHOR FHHd oF F e
AAAGEE HAYT] S8 MJAELS Qe A AHalEo] FEd FASA A E
AZAR EA AN A GFrestal, X Ao WH o BFEsH7|E & S5 AL AkS
Polof ki Fav= FAeTh 22 ol gk AMs| Aokl A d@Ag w7F AL,
S 72, WFHoRs guid, 84, AARAEE HES 37 o 2E dEgs &
Ast, RHogE oud A9 dEARE PRt FAe FEE) F2
olgtH “EHE H7b= .. [HWH 2R ofyel He]Horw] sl Al 7H o]e]e]
Ao dddt A (A grdz] 3T & e Al Afr(absolute liberty)E
zh=th” aey BkE 2 o) wiite] wUHE Abold] #Al= A oR FARNHE
AAd Fobo] {178

[}

1A =7k Fa3 A Fd BrbsAdE olfr =2 IE ¥}
A

FREe F42 s =7k AdH, wiEty FAS AAG 2 9 , 5
“I7Fe A{TE Rl wEt P58 AR FAse E J3E =94 Res
A Ashe HldoRs RSttt 9ol AFg Hkel o] REE IS AFE W
of Wt AF AH"E G 5, ol A{Tt FEA stelA JHdE]l FIRAN
o ddoF = FAXAR, ANEY YALE wkgste] AW, 28 A FAdd =
AEo] AP Hom Fostel Fodt Hel EFFozy HAdd 4 rim Fx3d
o7 E| ot Ak U7t FoF & U= WA (Gesetzen) S A9k oju g
93 WA= 5E314] &S A3H(Befugnis)'= P|SLE78) o] et =9 AN
oA TEE =7t g IR AFEAAT] HaAE ALEe] 3 Hel wet
BEafol dvtn FxI. HEz FEE TgYI Hi} oM By A

(gesetzlose Freiheit)oll vwlo], A€ol wE 4 =(konstituierenden) A
(Zwange)°ll EF37] Hth £ glo] Mo EFeh=, F o] 4 A-f(verniinftigen
Freiheit) Bt} ojg]X-& A5 9] A-f(tolle Freihei)E - okl E(Wilden)S

74) ol#d AANFo] AR olZe 7} Ul o Zi= Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Boston:
McGraw-Hill, 1979) %,

75) Hobbes (1994), pp. 74-88, 110-118.

76) Hobbes (1994), p. 140. o2t Hol A F2o] AAo]2 e HE Aoy} yAstA FHAt ol AF3
229 Aol &L w7t URoA= W drt et 57k el §o] dert Ak o wiA A
Tk vl BHE] FA 0] E2 b UlFel AR ofuek w7h o w4 Al AR el vt AEehe dAs
A& 78t Reiss (1970), pp. 10, 23-24.

77) Kant, "Metaphysiks , p. 464; "Metaphysics, , p. 163.

78) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 205; 'Peace, , p. 99.
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Ay sty “Ew3ly wWEHE(gesittete Volker) & [AgF oz Wo| ulg} PEgto
AT L FEEE AEelA HojyoR o a 43T e i) wUEe] WAHeE A
FE2AA7] faiA s AAGE A Rt “opwtA PR ARTE 27|ear gial
TAALE B s, AxEe] Ao Fos FA FHl uwEt PF ok
drial DEE Az BEAA Jol I7Fe Afet A BACA ZAAEES F
3l trEstE He Avle AAFAE]l Tt vhet Zol ¥Y EVMed =2
Lol ofuel AR Bl dioltt. w7 AR AFEZ AT QA= T A
AR Fall rastE =A el wel dssior she, =Al FRel wel AEshe
Zlo] w2 Z7ke] Hfrol7] wiTo|th. olefg ES] =d w2 F7te] Afek =
A TP A2 FY 7hssirt

St HAAFYAELS WA ZAEE 2% A7 gl 7Y g8 AREE
TAALS Fall A DA FHE Esteor b FAes ES HItEo] o
WS Aot ok vjAEn. o] 5] o5t FE HIES FuUiHor H¥A T
AL zkE I7HE F3 AN ArE BASHA Al JIRIE Ale] BIYHE
Adste A% v R JA AAEE e aAT7E & NE w7 AAE
BASAA FAlY AFESE FFshe WFoR olztolor gt MY FUke F
A Agelghe Aol HEs Umx didS Ao A HHY AAES dojg, 57t

| Folg AAR e FAAHRS T3 HIE gdom AT o]
]_

+e 2t o2 -l S =T ARRSH A= E Al A ol A
AAGEE FAAM7Ia el Aujehs HePIEE Fdshs “FETT WA AAE
At vk Aol 24 A Ad5Eo] gl ¥t dAlz DEE= g4
Bty oA A2 FHxF da =osty “m7kEo]l o]l wEknach der

FARAA g8t L FAFTL

A olg]
ol#l g v ey HETE A #
& ZE FASE F
Fol23 A, , "34% Hs3hy
HA Azpel 34, = 2 =7k ARFE AT AFAEES AHst FAF NE
T7ke] Aol 49 Thed “Hrdd b 2
TEE SloA Aol vpel o] Tol23h A, 3 Mgds B3}, oA FAE =2
2 94 BARE 2 A} AT fE AATR Asel Wel A of
SA71 A w7k ARE Aee ARAel vk A &
79) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 209: "Peace, , pp. 102-103.
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5o ¥ &2 AAYS Ax3h Kant, Friedeny , p. 225; Peaces , p. 113.
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gk Hsl, o] HFEoR HEHE TP 294 e mE FA 9
dtod>oll A “erx] AA 2] A A(Entfernung)E & E3dtE 7159 AW
o] zfre} UAT 4 i=(vereinbare) U 3H(einzige) HEQ/Hel s}
(rechtlichen Zustand)”9)& Z%3&ta ¢glom 8D g dolast; s BAS 2
o] olye}l WA AxE & s|ldst= “=A W (6ffentlichen Rechts der Volker)
o d"e IAAYS FAN “dY(errichtenden)”d F Aokl Azt ol HF
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81) Kant, 'Frieden. , p. 249; 'Peace,s , p. 129.

82) Kant, "Metaphysik, , p. 475; "Metaphysicsy , p. 171.
83) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 211; "Peaces , p. 104.
84) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 225; "Peace, , p. 113.
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9 “30d AA'S FTAAZIZ] S8 1648d AAE A=EZe]ol(Westphalia)
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A" “ufEA” e A% 2o sAlAA S AuE d
AR e ol FAAA steA HE F7ke 24
el A Afr2E F gloy, dFdeRzE &
o] =l AR ZAE A9 gAE AAHT +F e
SAE QIAGRSITEES) W A A7) mTh Al EAlEE w3 e A=
L BALYT FA BAE FARAEE Aot F2vt fEuloloj™, oA
I A BA AA, = HogE w7ke]l A4, wEely Fd& 45ty
AQozs I7F 4 st A=A ¥4, 7 ve FEIE o
A AAE ol AxEdEol AAE VIWo R 3 AA AN o]HF il F
o= =7k dY o 2713 2o sAldA s dHoRE o (HHow
=7k &S BAsta U HIE FEsted Zlosglou e
=7F e AT A9 AgAY EAE FATeRA It F
A dstes d sAE =l Fubdl §lol).e6)
oldt FEAo FHwWsted 2R2E]S-~A(Hugo Grotius), FIHEE E(Samuel von
Pufendorf), HF&l(Emer de Vattel) & 174171, 184171 49 =AY A5 wH
HoR B8 7158 FAYGus gentiumS B3 I7F FAS AAHSEA 5"]"“ =7}
3 FHE Ao F de WS A sigin HEbE aREeAE 1625
vt a9 AAM TR FEe W De Jure Belli ac Pacis Libri Tresy °IA
A AR A AAE FAHSA &2 A ofw Aol WA mgyoz 4
AAA] TR F AT AR HAATY VES GHTOEM A ofthy
starxl SHQITESD ZPE= ey T At b oA o5 Al B wAY g
8 ‘YRS FE 21X &E Y EAE(eidige Troster; sorry comforters)” =
s © J7HE tAlskE owd oF WA FX= ok Bjad
: 3} S x*Oi THE 159 WAL oY WA
H(Krafe 27 X @ 0}‘43} 7t FxA gtk usid L 37rES
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85) Stephen D. Krasner, Sovereignty: Organized Hypocrisy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1999), pp. 20-24.

86) David Held, “Sovereignty, National Politics, and the Global System,” in his Political Theory and the Modern State
(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1989), pp. 221-236.

87) A=A, “71e FARAAS: FaL 22E -2 AAE” TAAAA 25 (2016), pp. 96-105 FHZ.
88) Kant, 'Frieden, , p. 210 ; "Peaces , p. 103.
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89) Brown (2005), pp. 498-499.

90) Patrick Riley, “The Abbé de St. Pierre and Voltaire on Perpetual Peace in Europe,” World Affairs 137-3 (Winter
1974), pp. 186-187. 53] #@dge Agda AR7t A 54 Ao dEstar 4w A ZupAZ(the Holy Roman
Empire)& BHZ “fHdg S Fstalvta 4

91) Elizabeth York, Leagues of Nations (London: Swarthmore Press, 1919), p. 211; Patrick Riley, “Rousseau as a
Theorist of National and International Federalism,” Publius 3-1 (1973), p. 13914 A&, Fae 2ot F714ge)
Ad 7HsAd dElde “A=3 vl el oldl disiAe &N, “FAo AR A B TETbdEr A
1271 1% (2006), pp. 8-9 F=*.

92) Kant, "Theorie und Praxis, , pp. 171-172; "Theory and Practices , pp. 91-92.
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A B2 w7t AlEs ﬁxﬂﬁ}ﬂoﬂ Y ‘43}5’—
o P& AYUAA FASE 7hEd AAF ] F
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T7ke] Aot G e AE Thed %
FA B vpel o] FETE AAEE ol %

19203 Hd9H¥ FAAW(League of Nations)d} A|2xF AlA % 4 o] % 19459 ”‘é%%
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F=rtol disids =3 X7 S F oy, FHT FAALY Aol B %ol
44 A A7 AAJvkeE AFE T3 RQlsy] oy, AAR “AFA g2 FoF
(Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty),” “¥2% 343 JFA Z°F(Comprehensive

Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty),” “3-38F719 |- A4k FAL8 55 9 #7]o 33
¥ F(Convention on the Prohibition of the Development Production Stockpiling
and Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction),” “Al#5-7], A&7
2 Exfrle] AE-ALYE g2 2 #Hrd B3 @ 9(Convention on  the
Prohibition of the Development Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
Biological and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction)” 5 =A|dAge] Fx3}
o] WhE vge PO qAP k- 2oFE] A AW 1 B AL ETeEta F
A =T7he] A FAE vFo R FARAE FAK dEHdA dA A= T dA
7b Aseke “HIdETRE WEATl=d s geh olfddl “dilAlE wA %
(Mine Ban Treaty; Ottawa Treaty),” “H&% a4 ¥ (Convention on Cluster
Munitions),”  “=rAl  A7]%E4 A% 7 (Convention of the International
Telecommnication Union)” & ©&g Ao bzt Ay -2kt “AAFF 7]+
(World Trade Organization),” “=5#|53}7] = (International Moneytary Fund)” & th
Gt AT I Fd HTEe] A FolE wEoR SARAE TH AX7E &

ot “HIdET R WAy e Vol $hrhob FPETE AFE upeh o] o] B O

93) Brown (2005), p. 500.

9) olel ol AEWend) AASl FADAZE FHRAR S 29eh F2ok Fske “well Y Bale
FA A o] 9 AE B AN AEAE, 5 A F2 L A IS duskel AuHes 49 4
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2t WA AR 2% AR B AATHRES el AU P
Were AEl B QAT FA S AN AAE 184 g o, “wef
BE e 94 golol Atk AAEAE BEA TS AgA 47 FA
e FAYRRGE Fo, F FA A7k ARH FIF wgom, <)% BEHA
AfEE, =) 248, AN QAFE GFF Fule] TAVT FAYFRFE
B S7kel GES AVHOR Al eto] WA A5 A B Yotol
Ak UE EREAE BeARe] UT we AL Akt AREE ofF AE 98
F glehos

0 A, “whrlopazl Farel BANE: AT B Aol A

B ooyt gAAATIAR A nplopae o] Fabge] BEA Bag A

5 o @) mylopiel Aol AHolR AdE At web
2 BT, AANA A4 AL olop] Wk wH 1 4% 9
Az &7z QARG APe A ARolA 1 A4 JFL 5
Aol e} wholobilel 7t WEE olobrleh A Wk A& ohrheo 1

Eis
FoAr=A Aol A Aol Ad e @doleta Bd AolA], A}

[

%E
Al el A FEEARs obdolth pilobEl = AAIEA dold & gle Al
A EkA 7] A el FeAs ARAAL, I FdlE AFWOR o] Fojxjek &
thal wokth Aol SR X}:?%Lo] g Fosttn gorgd o] 8= 150] 2}
Ao grel B F 2=iE A7lde 89S HTa Be7] diatolvh B A
TEE TR of wRnhE ol i b 5 alva ngd A
vprjopdEl = A AR | AAAAL} FHE g8 2o ST dHE T
5 7 Aol Aol dvlehs d4 #xio R nokth gshs Al g93A4 REas

A4 deel sk FH71ke 2 ouE AYa gl Zlelt,
S mhylobdlel: Bl o) 4o TR WY BHol4 AAL Bajelth, F

5 A EY AMES AAEE “ZFEH FAF A (Kantian Anarchy)”e] 54& F-EHo2 zra glvfa F33)
old] tafM+= Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press
1999), pp. 297-306 Fz.

95) Kant, 'Frieden. , p. 225; 'Peaces, p. 113.

96) vl7|opilalo] st 22} AF 2 ol w m19] A AT v)dt A B gk FHaARe| tlek At A ANE Zlo] AlAlolt),
wzjohdlE] o] A e AG2E S £ F Uth Gilbert, Felix. “Machiavelli: The Renaissance of the Art of War”, in
Peter Paret ed. Makers of Modern Strategy from Machiavelli to the Nuclear Age (Princeton: Princeton University Press.
1986) pp.11—31; Winter, Yves. “The Prince and His Art of War: Machiavelli’s Military Populism”, Social Research. 81(1),
(2014). pp. 165—191; A 4. "M g o] Aol ¥ wjabs u2", Fdeke=g; 86(4), (2016), pp.167—191. vl7]opd
2lo] Hapapdel tigh TR vl vk H4-8. ske] gAYy (L, 2006).
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98) Machiavelli(2008), pp. 30—31.
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71 Sl A gdA A= AR B3}, o 2 71 Ak AL M tE gYoR
AFE AT AL FQlo], ks Uk AlHle] gdels o
up7job e = &l it B3t ol o]zfgh FEo] I A Y
np7loplE]= 1o AE ARl 15219 E¢E TdEE) (DellArte della Guerra)dllA] oo
3k vje-S it FAAe] Fe A 2Ix o] dYEX ~EZX(Lorenzo di Filippo
StrozzDol| Al FA4E TAEE, & F 7HoE T At FAzto] Aol o] Folx]=
stA g2 o] Zelt) tigte] F AuAES ZA R FAke](Cosimo Rucellal)9h 19| A&
-2}-H] B2 E](Zanobi Buondelmonti), $°]#] &2}vh(Luigi Alamanni), WFE]2<E} =g}
ZeH(Battista della Palla)-7} §4uld s}He] %9 FEK(Fabrizio Colonna)e]th. A4 4 o2
2ulrdle] AHE AEsta, G olgeote} I AA o] SWAMES HRetaL ). ob&Y T
Al e o] FAdS S sk, SuE wdl 2 oA 1Ear e A & Aget

i gtk

AGALe A mlzlobdle] = Bl URbA AlaLE gkttt B o] Eo] AWl 4kt w2l
e FEA7IA AAolE didEs AR vtefstal Stk Aotk vl ARl il
TEHE Yo L3 PFo] Yot vhEA Mette Aotk ] whyjopdels 1 mwle]
o & AR AN gk w119] gho] FElEo] 9lA| il MAs] WA ow ddsef vt
99 wR o7 Abae 4He] 23 5 AAAESL A o] Qv 8] I A9} s
z2uke] Q14 Fpol= Ax 259 Al AeolHd Holtt

ohetu meldith, & TUE EFE AR S0 A, 37149 FAL Ba) e o)
N M ANER THE TUR el sloblet TERE, 129014 BE F719)
94 Edje 2o WE 2o UYL ARV ‘B T} Qo] 2L MRS AV
Brhsaa £ Uk i Fol g £ WEe] 9yl W e|th100
Zo
— |

the ThE RolH RE S50 127 EFS ARD W o Zlo] gl RolAE E§E
Holuh the oW FH A% S 4 TR B Aol gtk () FARA) e Pl B3
E5T FRlov], Ao TAER FAH] A e ot B FAND 5 gk e 33
A gl Qe Aol ol i 18 S gom e, B Ao wiE EAA Aok sk, ol
ohd thE ARRHES ER1A71E Bl WG] UF ol 7] Hio|chion

29T mhslobaRlols] & e oW AW oA Ty of & et Tk $4

99) Machiavelli, Niccolo. The Art of War, Introduction by Neal Wood (New York: Da Capo Press. 1965), pp. 3—4.
100) Machiavelli(2008), pp. 83—84.
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102) vh7lopdle]s a1 33%0lA HES “AHRe Awe] Aol Ay o &kl 9tk Machiavelli (2019), p.200).
wh7loplE] o] Mol gk =)= thS g = vk 2E| B F= o] Aue] AR, opgt 4R 2 2E]/S A whE]o} vl ]
A HP/EEE ol H1. MFFol ek el Ay (Frk ek, 2008), pp. 71-134.

103) Machiavelli(2019), pp. 96—97.

104) wp7lebdlE]l= =iy 19 5804 AFET AfEA 2718 vheke $9S ARlo] A8tAl 7 AL L] witell 25l Al 2h
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105) ph7loblelts FEEE, 19%01H TPro T ARRA REUAL ATV o RE A% AYL Aclsu AU BE
she o= A P A5 AH) A4 GRS W G F Sl W8 Ak 9% Aolth AEE FEAA Sk 5914

o Aojatr] % Al 39 FA 7] 7;1013}
106) Machiavelli(2019) p. 314.
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pu
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108) Machiavelli(1965) p. 12.

109) phzlopdlel= T=aly 29 1778014 “Hia2e] st o] 9y digel A obte] Avkd AW dA et v Ul 93] 54 ¢
o] gle Xg‘;’_" a1 @&k vk (Machiavelli(2019) p. 374).

110) vholobmel e Beam, 230 174004 TES] obg W el $44S Aatach 58l Folurks Tujs] ge) 94
ko Bz o] ok A 98 B (vir) % ATHLS A= F-EEA R, el Eoo] glo] v

e ool thashs A 4w Kol gk Aojeta A=S e Aok (Machiavelli(2019) p. 382).
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111) Machiavelli(2019), p. 415.
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112) Machiavelli(2019) p. 161.
113) Machiavelli(2019) p. 161.
114) Machiavelli(2019) p. 550.
115) Machiavelli(2019) p. 551.

116) Machiavelli, Niccolo. Forentine Histories, trans. L. F. Banfield and H. C. Mansfield, Jr.(Princeton: Princeton University
Press.1988) p. 185.
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117) Machiavelli(2019) p. 578.
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SHEH H RS wol = ZrjelE A o7 Hanl
% oWl wj A 2ukel S, 18T E of | w the 3

ol =M rhe Al=e] 2)eto] Al Ak, el AE
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AT} o] B /PSS 183 WAl o] BE £ wh vl Aubg el AL S 2 9A) E ko) A
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120) Machiavelli(2019) p. 446—447.

121) wplopdlE] = 7 220 AWEHE Aska s R=ay 33 25%elA 17k 4 frAlEkGugera) o] B FRE ZEHA] ¢
Qkekar A ek 4fAlEkE 19EF 2 (ha) &, 10,0004 59 E] (m2) o)™, oF 3,0009 +5.9] WA ot} o]l & n}7|olle] x|
o] 2ol A 7ol ou]i= thS-S FFE 4= 91l McCormick, John. “"Keep the Public Rich, But The Citizens Poor": Economic
and Political Inequality in Constitutions, Ancient and Modern”, Cardozo Law Review. 34(3), (2013), pp. 879—892; Rose,
Julie L. “Keep the Citizens Poor’: Machiavelli's Prescription for Republican Poverty”, Political Studies, 64(3), (2016), pp.
734—747.

W ASlo] A4 BASE ARsEA ARel Pugel Fa

122) whzjellle]= ofn] K=y 179 3773004 la‘ 2= FA o AW
SaE Yyt shar, ARl 7kl sl of g} (Machiavelli(2019)

& AFsta vk e ng & guj g e 18l 5
p. 213).
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1. Pacifism in the Republic?

In the conventional view, Plato's Republic can hardly be placed in the
tradition of pacifism. By pacifism, I mean a complete rejection of violence or
war in public and private spheres. As a matter of fact, in the ancient Greek
context waging war was a common practice to the effect that the distinction
between citizens and warriors (hoplites) was blurred. The ancient Greek
culture extolled fierce belligerent warriors as courageous and thus virtuous
citizens. In the Greek tragedy, daring use of violence among individuals were
envied and even admired as heroism, if only the use of violence occurs as a
way of discharging reasonable anger. The conventional interpretation of Plato
tends to place him in the context of Ancient Greek warrior culture. According
to it, Plato’s Republic accepts, if not glorified, the use of force for the
legitimate purpose. The conventional reading takes the Republic as endorsing
the tradition of just war at best but not pacifism, pacifism as a complete
rejection of violence in the human affairs of domestic and international politics.
In this lecture, I will try to point out the limit of the just-war-interpretation

and present the possibility of the pacifist interpretation of the Republic.

Let me start with the general observation that the elements of violence,

conflicts, fights, and war both civil and international are almost ubiquitous in

- 50 —



the Republic. The title of one of the famous books on Plato’s Republic, the
book written by Leon Harold Craig, is the War Lover. It is fair to say that the
Republic is based on the warrior culture in order to promote civic virtues as
well as philosophical virtues. A large proportion of the Republic is devoted to
the educational program for the guardians, the warriors of the best city.
Philosophers are selected among those who have participated in the warrior
education program. Military training is the starting point for cultivating the
virtues. The battleground is the sphere of education, if not a movement of
history a la Hegel. From a practical perspective, the best city in the Republic
is well aware that it should prepare for the potential aggression from the
neighboring cities. So, the general overview of the Republic cannot allow us to

view it as supporting pacifism.

Moreover, if focused on the foreign policies of the best city, the Republic
appears more remote from pacifism. As we will see, the best city appears to
opt for so-called Machiavellian foreign policies, although it is modified by the
convention of just war. At some point, Socrates shows a tinge of just war idea
but never reveals a pacifist idea explicitly. The only hint of pacifism in the
Republic appears in the earlier conversation of Socrates and Polemarchus in
Book 1. There Socrates advocates that a just person can never harm others.
Socrates' moral commitment to the rejection of harming others may well be
counted as pacifism that rejects the use of violence at any rate. However, this
interpretation looks vague and unconvincing at least for now, because it
requires a somewhat speculative assumption that Socrates’ moral commitment
to non-violence principle for individuals should be equally applied to
international relations. Therefore, in order to demonstrate pacifist interpretation
of the Republic, first I will critically examine Socrates’ commitment to
so—called non-pacifist foreign policies and then probes into the possibility of
interpreting Socrates’ seemingly limited commitment of pacifism as more

universal concept of pacifism including international pacifism.

The following sections will note two non-pacific stances of international
relations for the best city, namely, international realism and just war idea. [
will argue that these non-pacific positions are not Socrates' final say. Instead,
they are prepatory positions in order for Socrates to convince the interlocutors

his ultimate commitment to pacifism.
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2. International Realism in the Republic

The first occasion that Socrates explains about viable foreign policies for the
best city takes place in the early part of book 4 where Socrates and
Adeimantus discuss the proper amount of wealth for the best city. The context
is as follows. Socrates emphasizes that the best city should avoid both the
extreme poverty (penia) and the wealth (ploutos) in order that the class of
artisans and, more importantly, the class of guardians should be mindful of
their businesses (421d-422a). Adeimantus accepts Socrates' insight that the
wealth causes "luxury, idleness, and innovation (neoterismos, revolution)” and
the poverty causes illiberality (aleleutheria) and wrongdoing (kakoergia,
unskillfulness). However, Adeimantus brings up a security issue of the best
city on the ground that the military resource of the best city must be limited
according to Socrates’ program. His concern is that the best city becomes
vulnerable to the potential attack from the wealthier neighboring cities.
Adeimantus’s concern is legitimate because the best city must be equipped
with a merely moderate amount of material goods. What is somewhat shocking
is Socrates' response to Adeimantus.

In response to Adeimantus, Socrates first reminds that it is relatively easier
to confront multiple wealthier adversaries than a single adversary because
when confronting multiple adversaries the best city can contrive the
estrangement policies that make the enemies turn against each other. It is
similar to ancient Chinese military strategy of "using enemies to subdue other
enemies." Socrates even gives a concrete example of what the embassy of the
best city should speak in the court of one of opposing cities. The embassy
should tell: “We make use of neither gold nor silver nor is it lawful for us,

while it is for you. So join us making war and keep the others’ property.”

Would this estrangement policy work well for the best city in the harsh
realities of international relations? Socrates tries to convince at least the
yvoung Adeimantus that the opposing city must be persuaded not to “choose to
make war against solid lean dogs than the dogs against fat and tender sheep”
(422d). Leaving aside the question of the effectiveness of this estrangement
policy, Adeimantus asks further what if the best city confronts a single wealthy
opponent instead of multiple adversaries? Socrates does not give a direct
answer to that question. Instead, he alludes that such a wealthy and big city

never remains ‘one city’ with soundness. Socrates relieves Adeimantus’s
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anxiety by saying: “You are a happy one if you suppose it is fit to call ‘city’
another than such as we have been equipping:--- The others ought to get
bigger names, for each of them is very many cities but not a city---- There
are two warring with each other, one of the poor, the other of the rich. And

within each of these, there are very many" (422d-423a).

Socrates denies that the wealthy city can indeed be counted as a unified
city. Along with this line of argument, he suggests another realist foreign
policy by telling: “If you approach them as though they were one, you'll be a
complete failure; but if you approach them as though they were many, offering
to the ones the money and the powers of the very persons of the others,
you'll always have the use of many allies and few enemies’(423a). Socrates
implies that the best city may opt for the strategy of inciting civil war against

the wealthy opponent city.

Socrates’ response to Adeimantus is not supposed to be spoken by a moral
philosopher like Socrates. It certainly echoes Machiavellianism that the ends
justify whatever immoral means. The best city may employ whatever
objectionable means for the sake of the survival from the international threat
while estranging opponent cities and even inciting civil war in a potential
opponent city. It is noteworthy that the civil war incitement is particularly
immoral because the action is taken for the potential threat before the

powerful, wealthy city shows explicit hostility.

The foreign policies here recommended by Socrates do not coincide with
justice, let alone pacifism. How could Socrates be such insensitive to the
unjust and disgraceful acts of the best city? A quick justification is that
Socrates (or Plato) is occupied by the concern for the domestic justice so
much that he takes less care for the external or international justice.
According to this interpretation, Socrates belongs to the modern school of
international realism. However, we can hardly believe that Socrates endorses a
modern conception of raison d’état, placing the state’s survival in prior to
whatever moral principles and thus freeing international relations from any
moral constraint. Socrates is fully aware of the continuum of human affairs
from domestic politics to international politics. Socrates extends the continuum
in both directions, one into the psychic microcosm and the other into cosmic
universe. With respect to justice, city’s unjust acts toward outside are likely to

affect the morale of citizens through corrupting the foundation of domestic
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justice.

Then, why does Socrates appear to endorse the so-called the Machiavellian
foreign policies for the best city? Let me hold this issue momentarily. I will
come back to this issue later. In the next section, I will point out that Socrates
supports another foreign policy that has a tinge of just war idea. I want to
close this section by concluding unlike some commentators that Socrates does
not ignore the international context in making the best city nor does he make
a naive assumption of international isolationism. Socrates in the Republic fully
recognizes that their political philosophy should be concerned with the

international affairs.

3. The Tinge of Just War Idea in the Republic

In Book 5 Socrates demonstrates his commitment to the idea of just war.
First, he distinguishes wars against barbarians from wars among the Greek.
The distinction must be familiar to the Greek intellectuals. Socrates furthers
this Greek—Barbarian distinction and likens a war among the Greek to a civil
war as if the Greek cities belong to a single state. Thus Socrates tells that:
“If there is a faction which “wastes the fields and burns the houses of others,”
then the faction is a wicked one and its members are not lovers of their city.
The victors are only allowed to "take away the harvest of the vanquished"
(470d). Along the same line, Socrates alludes that "as Greeks, they will not
ravage Greek land or tear down houses" and they will "keep up the quarrel
until those to blame are compelled to pay the penalty by the blameless ones

who are suffering” (471b).

Socrates seems to set up a list of jus in bello among the Greeks
(470c-471c). In addition to abovementioned elements, enslavement after
defeating a war should not be allowed. In particular, Socrates criticizes the
current custom of striping the dead in the battleground. He tells that it is not
a “fine practice to strip the dead of anything more than their arms” and it is
“illiberal and greedy to plunder a corpse and the mark of a small, womanish
mind to hold the enemy to be the body of the dead enemy” (469d). Besides,
Socrates shows some tinge of jus ad bellum by making clear that the ultimate
purpose of the war should be confined to punish the opponents for the

correction, not for slavery nor destruction.
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This position is clearly distinguished from that of international realism
examined in the previous section. In contrast, Socrates here implies that the
disputes among the Greek must be conducted in a way that allows for a just
and mutually acceptable peace so that a state of war does not continue
interminably. For our interest, why do the opposite approaches to international
relations exist in the same text? Does Plato make light of foreign policies to
the extent that he does not even notice the contradiction of his positions? Of
course, not. I noted in the previous section Socrates’ commitment to the
international issues. Then, why do the irreconcilable positions appear in the
same text? To deal with this question, let me go a little further into the

context where Socrates’ allusion to just war takes place.

Socrates’ just war allusion comes out rather abruptly in book 5 in the course
of his response to Glaucon’s challenge concerning guardians’ common
ownership of wives and children, one of the notorious principles of the Platonic
best city. The just war allusion occurs when he exemplifies how such a
seemingly implausible communist city can operate in practice. Here Socrates
substantiates the education of the young guardians in order to demonstrate the
practicality of the city. The primary subject for the education of young
guardians is about conducting a war. For Socrates, however, the education
about conducting a war is not merely about equipping the young guardians with
military skills. He aims at educating them to have all the necessary virtues
that transcend military virtue let alone military skills. In this context, Socrates
uses a battleground as topos for educating the young guardians so that they
witness virtuous military performances and accustom themselves to necessary

virtues.

Earlier Socrates has used a humorous metaphor that the nature of guardians
should resemble "the nature of a noble puppy," (375a), i.e., becoming "gentle
to fellow citizens and hostile to foreign enemies" (375e). In the same line, the
goal of guardians’ education should be to make them ferocious toward enemies
and, at the same time, to make them gentle to friends. In other words,
guardians should demonstrate the virtue of courage to foreigners and the
virtues of moderation and justice to fellow citizens. The problem here is that
moderation and justice do not seem to go well with courage (or manliness). In
essence, the virtue of courage (andreia) is akin to spiritedness (thumos), which
is fueled by anger (orge) and fierceness. In contrast, moderation and justice

have much to do with reason (logistikon), which is related to wisdom and
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knowledge.

To complete the education of guardians, Socrates needs to square courage
with justice. It is in this context that Socrates invokes the Greek convention of
just war. Socrates intends to instill both courage and justice simultaneously
into the souls of the guardians through the battleground experience of
following just war idea. However, why is it necessary to use the battleground
in order to promote seemingly irrelevant virtues? At first glance, the
battleground experience seems useful only for the promotion of courage. It
seems that justice and moderation can be taught in the other place. At any
rate, courage and justice should be applied to different objects: one to foreign

enemies and the other to fellow citizens.

However, Socrates’ attempt to induce the issue of justice into the
battleground signals his deeper intention that the courage should be somehow
aided by justice. The fundamental reason why justice is necessary here is that
the clear distinction between friends and enemies that guardians’ courage is
based on is not trustworthy. The problem with the identification of friends and
enemies is not new here. It has already been discussed in Socrates’ earlier
refutation of Polemarchus in Book 1. There Socrates rejected Polemarchus’s
definition of justice as “doing good to friends and doing harm to enemies" on
the ground that one cannot guarantee the knowledge of friends and enemies as

well as the knowledge of good and bad (334c).

Lack of knowledge of friends and enemies makes serious problems to the
guardians. Their courage should be squared with justice and moderation, which
introduces them into the knowledge of friends and enemies, and good and bad.
The problem of squaring courage with justice for the guardians has remained
unresolved since Book 1. Socrates' allusion to just war in Book 5 aims at
readdressing the problem, the problem of guardians’ lacking knowledge of
friends and enemies. This problem is not revealed explicitly. Instead, it is
implied by the emphasis that guardians should be equipped with justice even in
the battleground.

Socrates here makes the young guardians prepare justice and moderation by
having them watch their city conduct relatively moderate actions in a
battleground, such as prohibiting enslavement of the defeated or avoiding cruel
treatment of dead opponents (470a-471b). Watching the ordinary practice in

the battleground may help the guardians cultivate courage. Similarly, watching
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the moderate and just acts in the battleground instills the virtue of moderation

and justice in the guardians.

One may retort that guardians do not have to worry about the difficulties in
identifying friends and enemies because they should only follow the declaration
of a state’s authority. However, states may well make mistakes, and thus blind
observation of the state's command may result in opposite consequences:
harming friends and helping enemies. Moreover, guardians in the best city
cannot ascribe the responsibility to the state authority, because they are
themselves state’s authority. The guardians in the best city cannot be free
from the responsibilities for the accurate distinction between enemies and
friends. Ultimately, the guardians are equipped with knowledge of identifying
true friends and enemies.

4. Revisiting International Realism

Now let me return to the problem that I left out in the previous section, that
is, Socrates’ seemingly endorsement of Machiavellian foreign policies. It is
noteworthy that the seed of the international problem begins from the fact that
the best city happens to accommodate luxury, refusing to remain primitive, yet
truer and healthy city (372d). Now the best city needs to increase wealth with
the result of inducing jealousy of neighboring states. It is in this context that
the best city has to be concerned about international security. As we
observed, Socrates’ foreign policies appear to endorse international realism
including estrangement and incitement policies. However, it is noteworthy that
here Socrates takes pains at emphasizing that the fundamental source of power
does not come from wealth but prevention of excessive wealth. Thus, he
points out the weakness of a seemingly powerful wealthy city by daring to
declare that his city, the best city, is “the biggest and greatest” among other
cities. Socrates speaks to Adeimantus, “You'll not easily find one city as big as
this, either among the Greeks or the barbarians, although many seem to be
many times its size” (423a). His clear message is that the best city should be
careful not to have excessive wealth. So my interpretation is that the
incitement foreign policy is not an action plan for the best city but an indirect
warning that any inclination toward increasing wealth may result in being a

target of incitement and facing the fate of degenerating into the civil war.
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This interpretation coincides with Socrates’ silence on the decision whether
the aggressive war is a violation of justice. Scholars tend to ignore the fact
that the best city’s luxury originally comes from the conquest of the
neighboring land. In the transformation from a healthy city to a luxurious one,
Socrates acknowledges that the pursuit of wealth necessitates expansion of
territory, which in turns causes international conflicts. Socrates states the
following: “the land, which was then sufficient for feeding the men who were
then, will now be small although it was sufficient:--- Then must we cut off a
piece of our neighbors’ land, if we are going to have sufficient for pasture and
tillage, and they in turn from ours, if they let themselves go to the unlimited
acquisition of money, overstepping the boundary of the necessary?”(373d). To
this question, Glaucon, the young interlocutor of Socrates, answers in positive
and Socrates notes an inevitable occurrence of war between his ideal city and
its neighbors. He closes the relevant conversation by saying that “let’s not yet
say whether war works evil or good, but only this much, that we have in its
turn found the origin of war—in those things whose presence in cities most of
all produces evils both private and the public” (373d-e). Socrates here
elaborates on the origin of war unexpectedly in the course of establishing the
best city. However, he reserves his judgment on the aggressive war of the

best city.

Similarly, when Socrates appears to support Machiavellian foreign policies,
his explicit saying contradicts his implicit intention to emphasize keeping
moderation of the best city.138)
Aswehaveseenintheprevioussection,Socrates’exact ~ position in  international
relations becomes more concrete when he supports moderation and justice in
the course of conducting the war. Does this mean that Socrates sides with the
just war tradition that justifies the use of force if only it aims at recovering
justice? Socrates’ allusion to just war shares some features with just war
tradition. However, his approach to just war is not confined to the common

idea of just war. Let me explain why in the next section.

5. Revisiting Just War Idea

138) Someone may still ask whether or not the best city ultimately takes the incitement foreign policy. Socrates would answer that
it would not have to because it never feels the threat from the wealthier cities as far as it remains unified. What if a wealthy
state mistakenly attacks the best city? Socrates would answer that it is still an easy task to defeat the opponent while applying
the rule of separate and rule.
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Let us recall that the just war allusion was brought up in the course of
educating guardians. It is noteworthy that the fierceness that is once required
as a virtue of guardians is qualified by Socrates' insistence on the love of
learning (376a). Socrates has likened good guardians to good-natured puppies,
which are hostile to the unknown and friendly to the known. The good
guardians and the good-natured puppies share the quality of love of the
known. However, they are differentiated because the guardians have a love of
learning (philomathes) itself, not merely the known. Socrates even assimilates
the guardians’ love of learning (philomathes) to love of wisdom (philosophos)

(376b). The guardians resemble the quality of a philosopher.

However, there is a problem again: if the guardians are inclined toward a
love of learning and wisdom, they cannot perform their jobs properly. They
may well doubt the enemies’ identity and blurs the distinction between friends
and enemies assigned by the political authority. The love of learning is
required in order for the guardians to behave gently to their fellow citizens.
However, the love of learning may undermine the guardians’ quality toward
enemies, that is, showing unswerving hostility toward the unknown and the
strangers. It would be a serious problem that the guardians do not stand in
resolute determination when taking up their tasks. They should be adamant
once orders are given and retain spiritedness. Then, how is it possible for the

guardians to be spirited and, at the same time, love of learning and wisdom?

Socrates uses just war discourse for the education of guardians. The
exposure to the just war discourse helps guardians promote the harmonious
combination of courage and justice or moderation. However, the just war
discourse does not cope with the guardians' essential quality of love of
learning or wisdom. The only possible way to retain the love of learning
properly is to assign it to a distinct group of people selected from the
guardians, namely, philosophers. Although Socrates here assimilates love of
learning to love of wisdom, the guardians' sporadic love of learning about

indistinct objects should be distinguished from philosophers' steadfast love of
wisdom that is exactly directed toward the wisdom of the whole. The
guardians, now becoming the auxiliaries, need to be ruled by
philosopher-rulers. The positive side of the guardians' love of learning, while
not reaching the love of genuine wisdom, is to enable them to appreciate the

wisdom of the philosophers and thus to readily accept the philosopher's rule.
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In sum, Socrates resorts to the just war discourse in order to educate
guardians the necessity of harmonizing courage and justice as well as
moderation. However, the pedagogical use of just war discourse does not
complete the qualification of guardians. Considering the fundamental qualities of
the guardians, that is, being gentle to fellow citizens and hostile to foreign
enemies, Socrates has confirmed that the guardians have a love of learning
and wisdom. The problem is that the love of learning or wisdom does not
match well with the quality of fierceness. Gentleness and fierceness can hardly
be retained by an identical actor or could be retained only with much
difficulty. Socrates’ solution to the problem is to play down the quality of love
of wisdom given to guardians and to establish a city ruled by philosophers.
Philosopher-ruling arrangement raises a lot of questions and problems.
However, for our interest, the serious problem is that philosophers may
constantly change the dividing line between friends and enemies according to

their love of learning and wisdom.

In the next section, I will reconsider Socrates’ earlier hint of pacifism and
intensify the pacifist reading of the Republic by considering the necessity of
philosopher-rulers for the correct knowledge of friends and enemies in the

foreign policies.

6. Intensifying Pacifism in Book 1

Let me return to the passage for a hint of pacifism in book 1 of the
Republic. Earlier [ pointed out that Socrates in his conversation with
Polemarchus rejects the use of violence altogether at least in the individual
level. At the time, I reserved the judgment about whether or not the hinted
pacifism is Socrates' final position and, even if so, whether this individual level
pacifism can apply to international pacifism. However, we are now in a better
position to examine these issues. Let us go into more details of the
conversation between Socrates and Polemarchus where the hint of pacifism is
first broached out.

The conversation is initiated by Polemarchus’s answer to Socrates question
of what is justice. Polemarchus’'s answer seems to follow a well-known warrior
convention of the Greek: doing good to friends and doing harm to enemies.

Socrates refutes Polemarchus’s definition of justice by substantiating that
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justice cannot harm even to enemies (335e). While denying even just use of

force, Socrates here hints pacifism.

Now, it is noteworthy that before presenting this hint of pacifism, Socrates
points out that Polemarchus’s warrior definition of justice involves in a problem
of identifying advantages and harms as well as friends and enemies. Without
the knowledge about friends and enemies and knowledge of good and bad,
Polemarchus’s definition of justice does not work. In the international realms,
friends and enemies can be determined by a state's declaration. However, a
state's distinction of friends and enemies is not always correct in
ever—changing international situations. In the international realm, we often say
that an enemy vyesterday becomes a friend today and vice versa. The
guardians should be aided by a prudent and far-sighted knowledge of when to
fight as well as when not to fight, and whom to fight and whom not to fight
(375b-c). This knowledge should go beyond blind acceptance of a state’s
declaration of friends and enemies.

The knowledge of good and harm or good and bad raises a more serious
problem. For instance, a good intention may bring in harmful consequence and
a currently painful act may result in a beneficial effect in the long run. This
knowledge or wisdom matters most in particular in the foreign policies. The
correct judgment based on comprehensive knowledge is all critical in foreign

policies.

By the way, what 1is the knowledge of the good and bad? How
comprehensive should it be? As Plato readers know, the most comprehensive
knowledge is sought after by philosophers because they love the wisdom
unflaggingly, ultimately knowledge of the whole, although they can never reach
the knowledge of the whole while they remain human beings. From this
perspective, philosophers would be the best candidate for the knowledge of the
whole had they engaged in Polemarchus's warrior definition of justice.

Philosophers are supposed to rule the warriors or guardians.

The point here is that the philosophers’ wisdom ultimately cannot but point
toward pacifism. Philosophers’ love of wisdom, distinguished from the
guardians’ immature love of learning, is essentially aimed at the knowledge of
the Good, metaphysically the most comprehensive and universal knowledge
according to the discussion of book 6 in the Republic. [And I believe this
orientation toward the Good rejects all kinds of violence. Need to elaborate]
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This philosophical wisdom is differentiated from the calculated knowledge of
national interest that Adeimantus was anxious about. Similarly, if Socrates’ best
city shows the tinge of international justice, it must be because the concept of
international justice aligns with the most comprehensive and universal form of
justice, not merely because it follows the Greek convention of just war or
because it serves a pedagogical purpose. In short, if there is a Socratic
international justice that coincides with the universal concept of the Good, it
should go beyond the limit of national interest and even just war ideas.
Socrates’ treatment of foreign policies should be addressed from the
perspective of his thought on justice in the broadest scale that ranges from
the harmony of individual souls to that of the universe. In doing so, we are
more inclined to view Plato’s international thought as closer to international

pacifism.

7. Summaries and Implications

So far, [ tried to substantiate the pacifist reading of the Republic, in
particular, by focusing on the foreign policies of the best city. Through noting
the tinge of just war idea, we observed that Socrates endorses just and
moderate foreign policies. I emphasize that the moderate and just foreign
policies are necessary for the best city to maintain its internal harmony;
otherwise, the city would suffer from disharmony or civil war due to the
penetration of external immorality into inside.139 I also note that Socrates as a
philosopher endorses just and moderate foreign policies for different reasons,
that is to say, moderation and justice are consistent with pursuing the
knowledge of the Good, the essential activities of philosophers. From the latter
perspective, Socrates' ultimate motivation of supporting moderate and just
foreign policies is a way of doing philosophy instead of merely doing justice in

da narrow sense.

Pacifist interpretation of the Republic may give a new insight into the current
debates over the source of international law and the ground of global justice.

Those debates and controversies hinge upon the fact that all kinds of different

139) Here | do not elaborate on this argument for the impact of the outside-in effect of justice. To make it short, however, my
point is that a state’s unjust behavior toward outside unnoticing affects a state’s internal condition of justice. My favorite
example is that injustice of Athenian imperialism culminating in the Sicilian expedition brought about domestic injustice. As
Thucydides analyzes, the collapse of the Athenian empire was ultimately due to the internal conflicts rather than strategic failures.
| mean that the internal conflict follows the moral corruption of citizens and the moral corruption, in turns, is initiated by unjust
behaviors toward foreign states.
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human affairs, such as problems of world poverty, extreme level of economic
inequality, currently stalemate state of climate change, controversial issues of
human rights, aggravating problems surrounding refugees, involve in seeming
irreconcilable human identities of being citizens on the one hand and being
human species on the other hand. Plato's pacifist approach to the establishment
of the best city gives a new way of harmonizing the two identities by giving
thought to the cooperation of philosophers and guardians. Implementing
pacifism in practice requires the existence of the philosophers who are
conscious of such roles and active in their duties. Of course, there is no
strong conviction that there exist such philosophers in the current world.

However, we cannot entirely deny its possibility, either.
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The uncontroversial view

* Independent importance:

— Human rights and peace each have independent importance in the
contemporary international order.

— E.g., the United Nations Charter

- E.g., peace and human rights as the “two pillars” of the “thin justice” of
international law (Ratner 2015), i.e., as the minimal content of global political

morality

Further questions

« Suppose that we accept the independent importance view (even stronger
versions, e.g., the two pillars view). We could still ask:

1. What is the relation between peace and human rights?

2. Are there situations in which the objectives of peace and of human rights
conflict with each other?

3. If so, are there appropriate principles for resolving the conflict?

A human right to peace?

* One prominent—but more controversial— proposal: recognize in international
law and politics a Auman right to peace.

— Idea at least explored by, e.g., Alston, Schabas, various U.N. level
deliberations and bodies.
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* Background:

- Emergence as part of recent generation of “solidarity rights” (Vasak 1979),
along with rights to a healthy environment and to development.

» Contemporary currency

— Chronic conflict zones (e.g., Israel-Palestine, certain civil war contexts)

— High security risk situations (e.g., the Korean peninsula)

Two different kinds of case

» Chronic conflict zones: the threats to or violations of peace generate human
rights violations (e.g., from civil war violence).

*+ The North Korean case: a perception that peace negotiations may require

turning a blind eye to underlying human rights violations.

Against the human right to peace

* Argument #1: the purported right can be reduced to other rights, e.g., rights
to life, subsistence, physical integrity, etc.

* Peace is a condition of the stable enjoyment of a wide range of
well-established human rights.

* In the contemporary international order, loss of peace—social and political
violence, conflict, etc.—constitutes a serious, predictable, standard threat to a
range of well established human rights.

* On at least one prominent view (Shue, Betiz, Nickel, etc.), human rights are
institutional protections of important human interests against such threats.

* For reasons of both conceptual parsimony and political effectiveness, a better
strategy would be to bolster the obligations associated with existing human
rights better reflect the threats presented by loss of peace, rather than create
a new Iinstitutional human right.

Cf. human rights and climate change

— Strategy I' create a new human right, e.g., to a safe, healthy, and sustainable
environment.

— Strategy II: clarify how climate change threatens existing HR, e.g., to life,
subsistence, health, etc.

The Paris Agreement (2016) strategy: S II

* Conceptually clearer—e.g., we already have a good grasp the precise object
of the HR and its importance when we are talking about the rights to life,

subsistence, health, etc.
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Politically less daunting: rights to life, subsistence, and health are—at least
comparatively—widely accepted. The empirical evidence on how climate change

threatens them is—at least comparatively— robust and widely acceptable.

e Argument #II: from a human rights perspective, the normative quality of
peace can matter decisively.
* Suppose we understand peace descriptively,
e.g., as a condition in which certain kinds of violence are reliably absent or
low.
Peace is then compatible with widespread political oppression and, importantly,
serious human rights violations.
* It would be theoretically odd to recognize a human right to a condition
whose normative quality can vacillate so dramatically.
Cf. it would be odd to recognize a human right to stability or economic
growth.
* Objection: the peace in human right to peace has more content, e.g., a
peaceful condition compatible with human rights. (Cf. right to
development.)
Objection (cont’d): U.N.’s 2016 declaration language (article 1):

“Everyone has the right to enjoy peace such that all human rights are
promoted and protected and development is fully realized.”
Response: does article 1 add anything to existing human rights? By building in
the content of all existing human rights, the right to peace avoids being
normatively repugnant, but instead becomes normatively vacuous.
+ Put differently: do states obligations change in any substantive way as a
result of article 1? At most, articles 2-4 of the 2016 declaration
stress the importance of measures to secure peace as a condition of existing

human rights.

The proposal

* A better approach would be to:

* Recognize that peace is a condition of many
human rights; while

* Respect for human rights is also a condition of
normatively acceptable peace; such that

* The core research questions are about—
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1) The content of HR obligations as relate to peace: how do we appropriately
articulate HR obligations so as to protect against the threats created by the
loss of peace?

2) The international action permissible or required for securing normatively
acceptable peace: e.g., when is R2P action permissible or required? When are

human rights conditions permissible or required in peace or trade negotiations?
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“As the judgments of God and the movements of man’s will contain the
hidden reason why the same prosperous circumstances which some make a
right use of are the ruin of others, and the same afflictions under which
some give way are profitable to others, and since the whole mortal life of
man upon earth is a trial, who can tell whether it may be good or bad in
any particular case—in time of peace, to reign or to serve, or to be at
ease or to die—or in time of war, to command or to fight, or to conquer or
to be killed? At the same time, it remains true, that whatever is good is so
by the divine blessing, and whatever is bad is so by the divine judgment.”
(Reply to Faustus The Manichean XXII, 78)

“These things[the victory and the resulting peace] are good and
undoubtedly the are gifts of God.” (CG XV, 4)
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“Now a man's house ought to be the beginning, or rather a small
component part of the city, and every component part contributes to the
completeness of the whole of which it forms a part. The implication is
quite apparent, that domestic peace contributes to the peace of the city—

141) Cf. ofgf2Edd 2~ W antas 28 | 10.9.1180a29-b28.
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that is, the ordered harmony of those who live together in a house in the
matter of giving and obeying orders, contributes to the ordered harmony
concerning authority and obedience obtaining among the citizens.
Consequently it is fitting that the father of a household should take his
rules from the law of the city, and govern his household in such a way
that it fits in with the peace of the city.” (CG XIX, 16)

2=
T

“If anyone in the household is, through his disobedience, an enemy to the
domestic peace, he is reproved by a word, or by a blow, or any other kind
of punishment that is just and legitimate, to the extent allowed by human
society; but this is for the benefit of the offender, intended to readjust his
to the domestic peace from which he had broken away.---Hence the duty of
anyone who would be blameless includes not only doing no harm to anyone
but also restraining a man from sin or punishing his sin, so that either the
man who is chastised may be corrected by his experience, or others may
be deterred by his example.” (CG XIX, 16)
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“If the soul and reason do not serve God as God himself has commanded
that he should be served, then they do not in any way exercise the right
kind of rule over the body and the vicious propensities.-:*Thus the virtues
which the mind imagines it possesses, by means of which it rules the body
and the vicious elements, are themselves vices rather than virtues, if the
mind does not bring them into relation with God in order to achieve
anything whatsoever and to maintain that achievement.---[It] is not
something that comes from man, but something above man, that makes his
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life blessed. (CG XIX, 25)

o ¥ ol 7HA W3} Abelo] #AE v AEeln, AAA Fshs ALE A

}E) L

Psish 4ol BHZRE Asls A4l Bae feld BHErE agn w3
g Fud Paeny AFERaE 3 5 QA

oheFaElFae) Ha gl FEY B E ohe 54 Fakel Age)
otk 1= Aol EASY] 918 x7e] Haketn Ashizu, ol vhx ARl Q]
o] el EAY 4 olE A% e oXehu @ik F, 1F G APl A
A4 gl Bae AW, nF AW AAeE 1 ojm WAL thae B3 glol
= gt Rolv,

“Just as there is life, then, without pain, whereas there can be no pain
when there is no life, so there is peace without any war, but no war
without some degree of peace.-:

There exists, then, a nature in which there is no evil, in which indeed, no
evil can exist; but there cannot exist a nature in which there is no good.”
(CG XIX, 13)
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“Hereby it is manifest, that during the time men live without a common
Power to keep them all in awe, they are in that condition which is called
War; and such a war, as is of every man, against every man. For War,
consisteth not in Battell onely, or the act of fighting; but in a tract of time,
wherein the Will to contend by Battell is sufficiently known: and therefore
the notion of Time, is to be considered in the nature of War; as it is in the
nature of Weather. For as the nature of Foule weather, lyeth not in a
showre or two of rain; but in an inclination thereto of many dayes
together; So the nature of war, consisteth not in actuall fighting; but in the
known disposition thereto, during all the time there is no assurance to the
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contrary. All other time is Peace.” (Leviathan, chap. 13)
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“It is completely irrelevant to the Heavenly City what dress is worn or
what manner of life adopted by each person who follows the faith that is
the way to God, provided that these do not conflict with the divine
instructions.” (CG XIX, 13)
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“The Passions that encline men to Peace, are Feare of Death; Desire of
such things as are necessary to commodious living; and a Hope by their
Industry to obtain them.” (Leviathan, chap. 13)
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