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Hiilya Yaldir and Giincel Onkal

Introduction: The Alliance
of Understanding

Philosophy and sociology, two siblings—from the same family yet with distinct
attributes and personalities—constantly argue and fight yet complement each
other perfectly. Likewise, these two disciplines spring from and are fed by the
same sources, namely, society and human beings. Though they are all principally
concerned with the nature, life and activities of men and social structure, they
yield different analyses and interpretations of the given subjects. This difference
stems from techniques and tools each discipline uses in examining and explaining
a particular subject. Having located within the scientific paradigm, sociology
heavily relies on empirical methods and seeks to provide a deeper insight
into a social phenomenon and the cause-effect relationships embedded in it.
Philosophy does not premise on providing definite answers to any questions. As
Russell remarks, “as soon as definite knowledge concerning any subject becomes
possible, this subject ceases to be called philosophy, and becomes a separate
science”. Thus, philosophical inquiry is a never-ending critical inquiry into any
given problem. Although these divergent modes of approaches may lead to frag-
mentation among disciplines and draw a sharp line among them, the affinity
and alliance among them cannot be denied. They all nurture and influence each
other. For instance, Max Weber is often regarded as a “Nietzschean sociologist’,
which reveals the influence of Nietzsche’s philosophy on Weber’s sociology.
Philosophical and sociological works not only supply materials and new ideas
to each other, but also play a pivotal role in teaching and learning process of the
prominent views and problems in each field. The emergence of sociology as a
positivist social science cannot be considered apart from its philosophical roots
and history of ideas through ages. The philosophers who regard sociological re-
lations are more efficient in their conclusions as the sociologists who take philo-
sophical core concepts into consideration while obtaining their methodology in
understanding society and human reality.

Thinkers in our era prefer to label several concepts such as post-truth, -post
age, the end of postmodernism, the transhumanism age, the end, etc. It is appro-
priate to say that all concepts are “incomplete’, all definitions about human and
society are “partial” and “blurred”. The nature of humanitarian sciences has been
under question for ages, since the reality of humanities is so complex and open
to transitions in personal, social and institutional respects. Thus this book begins
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with the tragic roots of our global world. If we follow the motto “to define is to
understand”, the philosophical concepts require a tool for evaluating humanity
in current, global conditions.

This books starts to define new horizons in philosophy and sociology with
the debate of social knowledge for the sake of future democracy, in which the
possible social conditions of the concepts of democracy is discussed by Ranciere.

“Human’s Tragedy in the Global World” underlines the unfavourable
consequences of global developments and the transformed modes of produc-
tion and consumption, commodification, alienation, exploitation, new forms of
slavery, virtual relationships and tyranny. The fragile, interrupted, partial life of
human is surrounded by sovereignty relations of the time.

In such a world, it is not easy to provide a continuous hope for future. The
following two chapters are quite relevant to evaluate the idea of hope between
conceptual-philosophical and sociological levels.

New horizons in philosophy and sociology cannot ignore the religious
approach and outsider point of view. Thus, three more chapters are dedicated to
discuss this topic under conceptual, sociological and political perspectives.

Since the first part is dedicated to concepts and methodology, culture
industry, philosophizing social events, the paradigm shifts in social sciences and
the features of observation are all included in this part.

Second part includes researches for the reader and those researches cover
varied social phenomena such as female health workers, female labour, the
effects of divorcement on children, yoga, HIV and environmental issues.

This book kindly invites its readers to the alliance of philosophy and soci-
ology by providing an interdisciplinary platform where scholars present and
share their views with regard to contemporary world problems.
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Mustafa Kaya

About the Opportunity of a Permanent
Peace in Today’s World: Kantian
Perpetual Peace

1 Introduction

During the history of philosophy, philosophers suggested various ideas on
“peace” that is an important problem of humanity. Concept of peace indicates
an ontological condition or process that describes what and how relationship of
man with him, others, nature and God would be. Longing for peace is one of the
mostly mentioned demands in our day when wars have never decelerated and
become more destructive and boundless by means of new opportunities brought
along technology.

On the other hand, human rights violations, terror, wars against terror, civil
wars or wars between the countries are usual circumstances today. While a part
of the world experiences the wars in all reality, the other part of more people
watch them. The demand of people caused by the events experienced or watched
is common: a world without war or a permanent peace (Tepe, 2013: 63).

One of the most frequently asked questions of today is “is a world with a
permanent peace and without war possible or not?” Immanuel Kant considered
this question, demonstrated preconditions of a permanent (perpetual) peace and
tried to show that human being inheres opportunity of a world peace as well as
eagerness to fight.

Kant intended to make the peace one of the basic subjects of philosophy by his
work called Toward Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch published in 1795.
Kant, in his work, carried purpose of traditional politics philosophy a step fur-
ther through his idea on opportunity of an international peace based on human
rights. As is known, it was accepted that basic function of politics is to establish
word against violence in the political thinking tradition from the ancient time,
and basic duty and responsibility of the philosophers was regarded as thinking on
conditions of peace. In accordance with this basic directing idea which modern
philosophers shared as well as ancient philosophers, war could be legitimate only
for establishing and protecting civil peace against the external threat. However,
ideas on not only a possibility of civil peace but also a possibility of establishing
a peace between the countries, namely international ground, found a theoretical
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ground with Kant for the first time. Thus, Kant tries to found conditions of peace
in international relations by turning human rights into “human rights” of the
countries (Corekgioglu, 2012: 3).

This work discussed by Kant in the late period adopted a critical and synthe-
sizer method related to peace theories prior to it as well as it included its basic
philosophical principles such like general validity and universality. Moreover,
ideas suggested by Kant turned into an effective theory as he wanted to create the
peace to establish among people at the heart of law. For this reason, his theory
of peace inspired great interest not only in philosophy history but also in certain
fields like law and political sciences (Yesilcayir, 2016: 79).

The work of Kant called Toward Perpetual Peace: A philosophical Sketch is
composed of two main chapters. First chapter is composed of preconditions in-
tended to end war, and these conditions are mostly the preparation phase for
second chapter. These preconditions are organized as prohibitory articles and
they have no judicial content. As for the second chapter of the book, Kant tries
to found peace in the context of philosophy of law. He suggests three articles
based on law in this chapter and he indicates that peace could be established
between the countries when these articles are applied incrementally. For Kant, it
is required to establish a legal order representing right of everybody in order to
ensure a peace environment or escape from the natural condition that is a state
of war. It is the state that will do that. Thus, at first every state should establish
the required environment of freedom in itself in order to make progress that is
written as a fate for humanity. This progress that will be in three phases should be
primarily at national basis. For this reason, Kant argues the formation of a repub-
lican management in the context of state law. As for the second phase, a federa-
tive union should be formed between the countries by transmitting the judicial
understanding formed in national sense to international ground. As for the third
and last phase, peace creates a universal identity in the scope of cosmopolitan
right. In this chapter, phases suggested by Kant for establishment of peace will be
analysed and it will be examined if it is possible to establish “perpetual peace” in
today’s world.

2 Preconditions of perpetual peace

Kant proposes conditions to establish perpetual peace and guarantee it within
the struggle to create a structure that can make a lawful judgment in Perpetual
Peace. He explains formation of an international peace in six preconditions in
Perpetual Peace. These preconditions are the preconditions of a possibility to
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protect legal structure of a state as well as they can be considered as conditions
to establish peaceful principles between the states. In that, the aforementioned
articles are negative conditions where the possibility of state of war, con-
flict and pressure would disappear between the countries. According to Kant,
these preconditions include possible causes of war in the future and obstacles
to perpetual peace. Each condition that would prevent war permanently, not
temporarily and for a short time, ensures to protect both condition in which
legal integrity and character of a state would be guaranteed indirectly and
civil condition between the countries and civil constitution of a state. For this
reason, Kant emphasizes that it is required to create peace alliances instead of
temporary ceasefires or agreements in order to establish a permanent peace
by excluding all kinds of agreement including primarily another reason of war
(Kant, 2006: 67-68).

In another precondition, Kant describes the notion of state and he emphasizes
that a state cannot pass into other hands through inheritance, commerce or
donation. For Kant, “for a state is not a possession (patrimonium), as is, for
instance, the territory on which it exists. It is, rather, a society of human beings,
whom no one but the state itself may command or dispose of” (Kant, 2006: 68).
In addition, Kant states that conflicts may arise from the tension, competition
caused by the presence of permanent armies between the countries and, more
importantly, from use of people as an instrument in permanent armies while he
mentions the need of removing permanent armies. For him, “being hired out
to kill or be killed seems to constitute a use of human beings as mere machines
and tools in the hand of another (the state), a use which is incompatible with the
rights of humanity in our own person” (ibid., 69).

In this context, Kant indicates both moral and legal a priori principles criti-
cizing the ideal of humanity for the use of people as an instrument in someone
else’s hands whom he defines as having the freedom inherently as the only orig-
inal right in his critical philosophy. In the moral context, Kant considers keeping
permanent armies as an action conflict with the command of categorical imper-
ative which says “behave regarding human, and also you, as an objective but a
means”. As for legal context, Kant considers principle of intrinsic objective and
freedom of human being as a priori principle of the public legal order (Satici,
2012: 228).

In case of preconditions to establish a perpetual peace is not performed, pos-
sibility of conflict and war between the countries would be kept alive contin-
uously. In that, rich and strong states would use the states weaker than them as
a means for their objectives by carrying out attacks against independencies of
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these weaker countries. Therefore, Kant emphasizes that the states should know
liberties and autonomies of each other and that they should consider each other
as an objective but a means. Thus, Kant presents these preconditions as articles to
follow for perpetual peace, however perpetual peace will not be guaranteed when
only these preconditions take place. For this reason, Kant describes the necessity
to determine regulatory principles that can establish perpetual peace and that are
mental and valid for everybody and every situation as in the whole system:

For the possibility of such a formulation (one similar to a mathematical formula) is the
only genuine touchstone of a kind of legislation that remains consistent, without which
the so-called ius certum will always remain a mere pious wish. Otherwise one will have
nothing but general laws (which are valid for the most part [imAllgemeinen]), and no
universal laws (which are valid in all cases [allgemein]), as the concept of law seems to
require (Kant, 2006: 73).

3 Sense of republican state

Kant starts to explain positive conditions to establish perpetual peace in three
articles after he states negative conditions in which possibility of state of war,
conflict and pressure between the countries would be removed. In other words,
Kant starts to present a priori, universal, de facto, public and legal principles for
establishment of perpetual peace.

According to Kant, natural state of human being (status naturalis) is not a
state of peace; it is a state of war and seems as if it would explode at any time
even though it was not announced all the time (Kant, 2006: 72). For Kant, who
thinks that state of nature is always a state of war among the people belonging
to a community in which interrelations are not determined by the laws, liberties
and equalities of the citizens composing a society should be guaranteed by a legal
agreement state in order to provide a state of peace (Recki, 2005: 210).

According to Kant, people who can affect each other should be members of
a civilian organization and legal organizations should be at the hands of laws so
that freedom could be ensured and possible wars could be prevented. Yet any
juridical constitution, with regard to the persons that are subject to it,

one based on the right of citizens of a state governing the individuals of a peoples (ius
civitatis), one based on international right governing the relations of states among one
another (ius gentium), one based on cosmopolitan right, to the extent that individuals and
states, who are related externally by the mutual exertion of influence on each other, are to
be regarded as citizens of a universal state of humankind (ius cosmopoliticum) (ibid., 73).

State of law indicated by Kant for the first time is a republican constitution that
arises from the agreement and that is the first phase of path to peace. In his
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words, “civil constitution of every state should be republican” (ibid., 74). For
Kant, this constitution should be based on three principles:

First, according to principles of the freedom of the members of a society (as human
beings), second, according to principles of the dependence of all on a single, common
legislation (as subjects), and third, according to the law of the equality of the latter (as
citizens of the state) (ibid.).

According to Kant, only enlightened people or nations can create a republican
constitution including freedom and dependency principles based on equality
law. According to Kant, for enlightenment, all that is needed is freedom. The
freedom in question is the most innocuous form of all - freedom to make
public use of one’s reason in all matters (Kant, 1993: 54-55; Der & Yaldir,
2016: 194).

For Kant, republic is a regime that prefers decisions of citizens not rules of
kings. For him, only the republican state, having sprung from the pure source of
the concept of right, guarantees the rights of individual (Kant, 2006: 75). In such
an understanding, citizens create constitution and state’s management with their
free wills, and they stay loyal to the order they create.

It is definitely possible to establish a republican order as a result of an
agreement formed by the common united wills of people. It is seen that ideas of
Rousseau had effects on adoption of republican regime. Rousseau believed that
a legal regime depends on formation of a common will from the will of each
individual (Rousseau, 2007: 47; Yaldir & Der, 2016: 276). Concept of common
will suggested by him appears as united wills in Kant. He indicates that the state
meaning the union formed by communities under the legitimate laws in Morals
Metaphysics reflects the common will in terms of resting on the agreement, and
he emphasizes importance of legal liberty, equal citizenship and united will of
the people (Kant, 1991: 124).

From this aspect, Kant demonstrates the necessity of a juridical and legal
regulation through agreement in order to overcome the absence of law and
remove the potential of war in the state of nature. Thus, a republican state
moving from state of nature bearing war potential to legality state through
an agreement ensured a juridical and legal state of peace within itself among
the citizens. Kant indicates that citizens of states shaped by such a republican
constitution can prevent war. In case of every state structure being repub-
lican, states of law acting with will to peace would definitely play important
roles in establishment of legal and lawful order for perpetual peace. While
Kant emphasizes the transition from state of nature to state of law, namely
unity of the common united wills of individuals, he also emphasizes the
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possibility to establish perpetual peace from the level of individuals to the
level of states. This emphasis makes civil republic the precondition of an inter-
national peace, as well.

Kant states that republicans are less inclined to the war compared to other
regimes (Kant, 2006: 75). For him, while many kings considered wars as an
entertainment party at the beginning and decided to war easily, republicans did
not consider war as an adventure. For Kant, republican regimes would ask their
citizens the question “is it required to declare war or not?” before they enter into
a serious event like war. For Kant, if citizens are conferred on, then they will not
want to fight due to the results of war (ibid., 75). Therefore, as consent of the
people is required to decide war in republican regimes, citizens would normally
make decisions against the war due to deaths and poverty caused by the war.
Otherwise, people would bear the negative consequences caused by the war. It
is seen that Kant proposes an empirical argument and argues that citizens in the
republican societies would come up against the war due to physical and moral
damages caused by the war (Yesilcayir, 2016: 81).

Second, Kant states that any possible external attack and intervention is
less in republican countries than the countries governed by other regimes.
For example, it is easier to intervene in internal affairs of a country governed
by monarchy compared to a country governed by republican regime. In that,
intervention from other countries might be possible as riots of people and vio-
lence against the citizens will be most likely seen in the countries that are not
governed by republic. As for republican regimes representing the will of citizens,
they are more dependable against the possible attacks. In that, any intervention
would be regarded as being against the will of people. As it is seen, Kant offers
some arguments and argues that republican regime is more peaceful. When
his thesis is considered in today’s conditions, we encounter striking results.
Although countries that reflect will of their citizens on the regime are peaceful
between each other, they might exhibit an aggressive attitude against other anti-
democratic countries (Biiytikbas & Atict, 2012: 6). One of the most remarkable
examples in this regard is intervention and attacks from the United States of
America governed by democracy under the effort of democratization towards
the countries such as Iraq and Afghanistan.

Argument of Kant suggesting that countries governed by republic are more
peaceful is a more consistent understanding for that period compared to our
period. In the later centuries, ideas such as powerful nationalism in the polit-
ical field appeared in the countries reflecting wills of the people. It was seen that
countries sometimes became a threat for other countries due to these ideas in-
tended to make their domestic structure stronger.
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4 A federation of peoples

According to Kant, the second phase required for perpetual peace is formation
of a federation. In other words, Kant intends to carry the republican under-
standing that is the first phase to an international field at the second phase. Kant
emphasizes that majority of the countries only consisting of republican, con-
stitutional and liberal countries could create a federation for perpetual peace.
According to that, international right shall be based on the federalism of free
states (Kant, 2006: 78). Kant combines the article expressing that every country
is required to be formed by a republican constitution with the idea of a federa-
tion on establishing a state of peace between the countries.

Peoples, as states, can be judged as individual human beings who, when in the state of
nature (that is, when they are independent from external laws), bring harm to each other
already through their proximity to one another, and each of whom, for the sake of his
own security, can and ought to demand of others that they enter with him into a con-
stitution, similar to that of a civil one, under which each is guaranteed his rights. This
would constitute a federation of peoples... (ibid.).

Kant, by analogy between individual and the state in order to found an
understanding of federation, argues that it is required to consider coun-
tries as individuals one by one. For this reason, a legal assurance is required
in relationships between the countries. In the international arena, fundamental
rights of the countries should be protected by international law (ibid.). In this
context, Kant argues against the thesis of Locke that natural rights of the human
are unalterable and he argues that natural rights should pass into law (Flikschuh,
2008: 149). He argues that countries should create a legal community such like
individuals by moving away from the state of nature as he assesses the countries
as if they are individuals (Kant, 2006: 78).

Thus, Kant thinks that international peace can occur only in the frame of a
union of nations (Volkerbund) based on the international law. In his book called
On the Common Saying: This May Be True in Theory, But It Does Not Hold in
Practice, he wrote almost two years before Perpetual Peace, he tells about des-
peration and difficulty caused by the ongoing violence and wars in the history
of humanity and in fact he emphasizes that human mind indicates an interna-
tional (universal) constitution. In the same book, he points out the desperation
experienced by societies and he argues that it became compulsory to establish a
federation based on international law (Kant, 2010: 51). Then, in Perpetual Peace,
he expresses these ideas in a more stressed manner. While proposing this theory,
Kant indicates that countries would not create a single country when they
entered into the federation of peoples and they would protect their identities
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same as before. For him, this structure is a federation of peoples where they
would not dominate each other or would not act with the intent of holding down
each other. In the federation, each government and citizen would be acknowl-
edged by their own autonomous and liberal characters, and the current rights
would be mutual rights of the nations that would not disappear into a single
government (Kant, 2006: 78). Mutual right is the basic principle of international
law. Concepts like assurance of the rights, being warless, perpetual peace, border
security, protection for weak countries are the basic principles observed by this
law. In other words, assurance of the identities and independencies of the nations
is the international law that is the assurance of peace. For this reason, federation
of peoples is a legal structure that prevents possible destructive tendencies of the
countries. This structure protects both security of the territory borders of the
countries and cultural and political pre-determination rights of the countries
(HofFe, 2010: 230).

For Kant, governments should have a law of peace, not law of war, as wars
brought along cruelty on humanity and therefore mankind is required to aim
at ending cruelties to the last. In this context, Kant criticizes the philosophers
who wanted to create a law of war in the previous periods because war can be
never presented as a legitimate instrument. For this reason, the union to estab-
lish between the countries is a federation that would ensure the state of perpetual
peace (Kant, 1991: 151).

Kant wants to take preventive measures against a number of misunderstandings
as well as add a universal dimension to the peace with the idea of a federation of
peoples. In that, peace required to be established between the nations is not the
project on a country of world, it is a federative idea called union of the nations
(Yesilcayir, 2016: 84). For Kant, a possible country of world is not a formation
suitable for peace of law, and the idea of international peace can be practiced
only in a federation (Kant, 1991: 151). Furthermore, it is not possible to establish
peace on the grounds of law as supranationalist despotic power would be formed
in a possible country of world. Therefore, it is possible to establish and ensure the
peace within a structure in the form of a federation of peoples in which partici-
pant countries protect their independencies (Kant, 2006: 80).

Idea of Kant on an international federation represents the legal form on which
necessary international political relations should be based so that governments
established their constitutional order will protect both their liberal entities and
perpetual peace. For this reason, terms of republican regime and international fed-
eration summarize the political philosophy of Kant (Strauss & Cropsey, 1987: 581).

Importance of the federation design in terms of political and moral philosophy
of Kant is combination of political and ethical designs. Combination of political
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design and moral design of Kant can take place with the idea of federation. In
that, an international federation founded by many governments turning into one
government is possible by approaching ethics and politics closer together. Such
union and association are a priori and compulsory in terms of principles of law
(Kant, 2006: 107-108). Therefore, Kant ceases the citizenship of only one gov-
ernment with the idea of federation and brings people to the level of being a
member of the world or citizen of the world.

5 Cosmopolitan right

Kant’s principle of cosmopolitan right has a supplementary content which
regulates relations between the countries and people and concludes the
disagreements. For Kant, legal status of the individuals in other countries should
be limited one by one by the conditions of universal hospitality (Kant, 2006: 82).
Hospitality is not the right of an unlimited hospitality; on the contrary, it is the
right of a limited hospitality. In addition, Kant argues that preferring right of visit
to right of hospitality should be a valid principle for all countries. Moreover, he
suggests that hospitality should substitute for hostility prevailing between the
countries. When people go other countries, they should obey the rules of visit
and they should not be treated like an enemy. However, individuals do not have
the right to take up permanent residence anywhere they wish on the globe but
only the right of “temporary sojourn” in foreign lands (ibid., 82).

It is possible to bring the foundations of Kant’s idea of cosmopolitan right
to the Stoics who lived in Hellenistic period. Logos (universal wisdom) and
kosmospolis (university) fiction of Stoa affects Kant’s idea deeply. Kant argues that
university could appear in Perpetual Peace but it could take place as a require-
ment of universal wisdom, not by individual will of people. In other words, for
Kant, universal wisdom (logos) would provide university (kosmospolis). It is
comprehended that as long as every particular mind is a part of total mind or
universal wisdom, university would appear as logos (universal wisdom) (Bagce,
2003: 108). Kant involved idea of Stoics cosmopolitan in the thinking system of
the modern ages and demonstrated it in context of philosophy of law. For this
reason, world citizenship is not a moral principle, it is a legal principle.

Principle of the cosmopolitan right is closely associated with the liberty sense
of Kant included in the philosophy of law. He involved this statement in the
Metaphysics of Morals: “Law includes agreement conditions of arbitrariness of
someone with arbitrariness of another one according to general law of freedom”
(Kant, 1991: 63). Accordingly, universal legal laws will specify limits of freedom
and arbitrariness of individuals. It is required to create general principles of law
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and law of freedom because people cannot spread in the universe at their wills
as earth is limited (Kant, 2006: 82). Cosmopolitanism requires that liberties of
people are organized by a particular principle, and occurrence of peace in uni-
versal sense is closely associated with the establishment of general law of freedom.
When freedom is considered as a personal right, it is seen that Kant tried to for-
mulate philosophical foundations of an understanding in which rights would
be secured mutually. If a universal principle of law takes place throughout the
earth and relations between the countries start to take place within the scope of
fairness, then it opens the door of world peace slightly for humankind. In this
context, it would be useful to review reasons why Kant developed an idea of
cosmopolitan right.

There are a few reasons why Kant developed an idea of cosmopolitan right.
First of them is associated with colonization and colonialism activities which
reached excessive dimensions in the period Kant lived. Although Kant thinks
that European civilizations are more sophisticated than other regions in the
world, he considers that authorities of Europeans to civilize others, which they
granted themselves and have no basis, do not mesh with the civilization. For
him, civilization is the process in which a nation enhances itself to an upper level
of power with its own efforts in the light of its own provisions and objectives.
Kant considers the higher civilization as the development of competences of
the mankind and as possessing the power to direct people actually to higher
conditions of living in terms of both rights and morals. However, indicators of
the civilization are tyranny, ambition, enthusiasm, etc., in the world we live in.
These indicators not only brought along sedition and inequality in the European
society but also caused people in this society to regard these places as abandoned
and therefore occupy those places as they became arrogant and set people living
in other regions of the world at naught (Wood, 2009: 222). Kant speaks of the
“horrifying lengths” to which European traders have gone in “visiting” foreign
lands, which with them is tantamount to conquering them (Kant, 2006: 82). He
addresses to the good causes promised by the colonists and he expresses that it
is not difficult to make out how they could hide their violations of law through
the cruelty (Kant, 1991: 266). We wish we could at least hope these ideas of Kant
would have been known in the past two hundred years. Once, Europeans stated
they brought “civilization” to the places they conquered, today they have stated
they brought “freedom” and “democracy” to the countries such as Iraq and
Afghanistan.

According to Kant, it is exactly a lawlessness to make other countries a colony
and seize their rights and it is a severe obstacle before the peace (Kant, 2006: 83).
Kant withstands colonist policies with the theory of international law. It is never
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possible to ensure peace in universal sense through colonist policies in severe
dimensions and by ignoring the law. Law of world citizenship includes legal
regulations to take the precautions required to end colonization and colonialism.

As for the second reason, it is associated with competence of critical thinking
which Kant made it a general character of philosophy. For him, although
thinking is regarded as an action which can be performed by human in his own,
thinking consistently requires to take thought of other people into consider-
ation. Checking our own ideas with others’ ideas and criticisms would relieve
us of being dogmatic and prejudiced. However, if communication is over with
the mass to which we presented our thoughts, then we cannot learn about their
thoughts and we cannot question to what extent we think consistently (Kant,
1991: 55).

Hannah Arendt (2005) argues that there is a close junction between Kant’s
idea on common and critical thinking and his principle of world citizenship.
Accordingly, thinking consistently required to evaluate our ideas with ideas
and criticisms of other people. Kant prefers to create his own ideas by taking
ideas of other people into consideration because it is required to think with a
comprehensive mentality so that idea could evolve into a consistent structure.
In other words, ideas and criticisms from other people are important in order
that man can use his mind reasonably and accurately. Besides, if human can
learn to put himself into others’ shoes, then he can establish better relations with
them. Consequently, his critical understanding of philosophy has an important
effect on formation of the idea on law of world citizenship and universal peace.
Enlargement of the mind would allow man to evade the limits added in his
judgments in a negative manner. However, it does not mean a state of empathy
based on asking everybody for advice separately. As a feature of illumination,
thinking on thinking is Selbstdenken with words of Kant (ibid., 343).

On the other hand, for Kant, each type of law, namely law of public, state and
cosmopolitan right, would contain principle of publicity for establishment of a
formal mediation between the subjects. Principle of publicity is defined as, people
reveal clearly, the action principles, which would interact in both moral and legal
manners. All rules required to be demonstrated clearly to reach their goals by
means of fulfilling the publicity condition are suitable for both law and politics
(Kant, 2006: 109). In this context, Kant suggests to consider principles which
are away from all kinds of material legality and which would guide towards per-
petual peace in terms of only a common form of legality. For Kant, establishment
of law and legality is thus based on a world citizenship, federation of nations
and morals-politics-law harmony in which actions and ideas could be disclosed
clearly and they could not dominate each other (Satici, 2014: 139).
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Principle of publicity argued by Kant for establishment of perpetual peace
allows people to disclose their ideas and actions freely before the public and
therefore it is required to spread over a large field. Publicity of statement and
action commands people to use their minds as it would provide an opportunity
to think, speak and act to a large field instead of limiting their mind with their
individual interests. As emphasized by Arendt, “the larger area idea of a person
reaches — the larger area enabling enlightened individual to act among different
points of view — the larger the individual will think” (Arendt, 2005: 342).

Consequently, Kant demonstrates his theory of peace in the basis of law of
world citizenship which brings along the mutual restrictions in the universal plat-
form. It is useful to assess that it is a manifestation by character of his common
philosophy that Kant considers theory of peace in universal arena. As a basis, it
would not be expected that a philosopher intended to philosophize on universal
human mind to develop theory of peace restricting mankind. Therefore, Kant
argues that formation of a universal peace would be possible only through law of
world citizenship. In addition, his sense of peace suggests carrying national polit-
ical order to an international platform and it proposes an important example for
political institutions of that period. Although globalization tendencies did not
occur in that period, it argued a theory of world citizenship and world peace that
would take effect in the later ages and could be regarded as significant.

6 Conclusion

Events we experience in the period we live in show us that we stay distant from
the establishment of perpetual peace, argues Kant. However, it is obvious that
developments in the present day had not taken place by legal instruments, while
Kant argued his theory in 1795. Even though Kant intended to be a philosophical
example for political formations of that period through theory of legal peace, his
theory has become a reference for modern world in order to solve war and vio-
lence that are the biggest problems in the present day.

Well, could peace take place if conditions suggested by Kant for perpetual
peace were fulfilled? It is not possible to give a straight answer for this question.
However, we could make certain estimations. The thing Kant insisted on is the
fact that morals and politics are not opposite but real politics cannot take a step
further without showing the required respect for morals, and policy should come
to heel before morals. In that, for him, morality solves and breaks the nodes that
politics can’t solve in case morals and politics could not reach an agreement. As
long as Western world continues to read biasedly, we cannot think of both an
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average law and idea of a universal peace under the pragmatic conditions occu-
pying an average place between morals and interest. In that, universal human
rights should be regarded as blessed, at all costs, by owners of the power in terms
of management. Especially, basic reference of conceptualization for universal
human rights which meet the need of a universal idea in order that previous
world wars and the destructions would not reappear is the humanity idea on
which Kant founded the legitimacy of law. In this regard, basic element, which
contemporary democratic legal systems regard as universal reference or founda-
tion, is the “human as objective” and “humanity” idea. This idea, beyond being
only a law of morals, is important in terms of being a universal criterion consid-
ering whether each political union, state and legal system is legal or not. Kantian
idea of perpetual peace finds the basis to organize relations between people and
countries and between the countries in this idea.

As a result, it is seen that ideas argued by Kant took place partially, and we
see there are difficulties in reaching an idea of perpetual peace when consid-
ering them in today’s conditions. Just as personal interests are brought under
control only to certain aspects, interests of the governments could be brought
under control only to a certain aspect. However, big countries do not take a step
towards perpetual peace both for themselves and humanity as they give partic-
ular importance to their interests. Whenever self-seeker relations are abandoned
and a sense of federation based on mutual agreements could be performed and
practiced properly, as indicated by Kant, then an expectation of peace will rise.
However, history has shown us that such an event has not taken place so far. As
long as technological developments increase across the world, raw material and
market seeking will continue. Some conditions like climatic changes would be
likely experienced in the next years, decrease in the sources of pure water could
bring along new wars but the peace. When we consider today’s conditions, per-
petual peace will unlikely take place. However, as Kant said “the perpetual peace
[...] is not an empty idea, but rather a task which, carried out gradually, steadily
moves toward its goal (since the periods in which equal advances are made will
hopetully grow shorter and shorter)” (Kant, 2006: 109).
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