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THE AUTHORS understand that this short treatise on the “necessity of 
talking to the enemy” primarily contributes to the German debate. 
We would like to propose a completely different approach to the 
ethics of peace than the one presented by the Protestant Church in 
Germany in 2025. Our orientation toward the prophets and the Ser-
mon on the Mount aims at proving its usefulness by promoting a 
peaceful strategy in regard to the war in Ukraine—a debate, partic-
ularly contentious in Germany. We are therefore retaining the orig-
inal text of the German version without adapting our approach to 
issues of global ecumenism. 
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Preface  

Konrad Raiser 

 
For some time it seemed that the wide-ranging ecumenical debate 
about the ethics and politics of responding to violent conflict had 
finally converged on the common strategic perspective of building 
“just peace”. This convergence is beginning to weaken because wars 
are being accepted again as means to impose superior power and 
political interest - in obvious violation of international law. Instead 
of promoting ways to transform conflict, public debate is focussing 
again on deterrence and on strengthening defensive capacities. This 
development is also affecting the churches, particularly in Europe, 
most notably in Germany. 
The German peace manifesto presented here in English translation 
represents voices from the network of Christian peace movements 
which intend to influence the internal ecumenical debate in Ger-
many about the ethics and politics of peace. Against the tendency in 
the institutional churches to follow the predominant public concern 
for security, this manifesto expresses the conviction that the peace-
message of Jesus in the Sermon on the Mount has immediate politi-
cal implications. The interpretation of the biblical message under-
lines in particular the call for self-criticism, for intelligent love of the 
enemy and for practical implementation of the golden rule. Accord-
ing to the manifesto there exists a direct correspondence between 
these biblical instructions for active peace-making and the concept 
of “peace-logic” which has been developed in the context of peace 
research in Germany. It represents a direct challenge to the policy 
focus on “security-logic”. The manifesto uses the example of the 
Russian war against Ukraine to demonstrate how policies which fol-
low the “peace-logic” can help to limit the impact of war and vio-
lence. 
The ethical and political arguments presented in this manifesto are 
of significance far beyond the specific context in which they have 
been developed. Therefore, the WCC deserves grateful recognition 
for its willingness to make this English version of the manifesto 
available for international ecumenical discussion.  
 

Berlin July 2026     Konrad Raiser 
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“If you want peace, 
go and talk to your enemy!”1 

 
Summary 
 
 
 

Who we are and what we commit to 

 
As members of various churches in Germany, we stand in solidarity 
and love with the victims of war and refugees. For the sake of those 
affected, we call on all warring parties to end the violence. We com-
mit ourselves to continuing to support the victims and refugees to 
the best of our ability through practical aid and our intercession. 
Given our privileged position in Western Europe, we feel obliged to 
unmask all warmongering and to call on political leaders to pursue 
diplomacy that promotes peace. 
 
 
To whom we address 

 
Our statement is addressed first and foremost to our own churches 
and organizations in Germany. We are contributing new perspec-
tives to the discourse on peace policy and peace ethics. In doing so, 
we are guided above all by Jesus’ message of peace. At the same 
time, we address those in politics and society who bear responsibil-
ity as sovereign citizens and as representatives of the people. 
 
 
What is at the center 

 
We are convinced that Jesus’ message of peace applies to all people 
and, especially in the current global situation, can provide important 
guidance for those in positions of responsibility in politics and soci-
ety. We view the Sermon on the Mount in particular as highly com-
patible with the insights of social science research on peace and con-
flict. 
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Taking the Sermon on the Mount seriously in politics 

 
The Sermon on the Mount consistently recommends actions that 
promote peace: these include self-criticism, intelligent love for one’s 
enemies, and the practical application of the Golden Rule. Jesus ad-
vises us to first notice the log in our own eye rather than the speck 
in another’s. This emphasizes the importance of self-criticism for our 
perception, judgment, and action. The concept of “Peace Logic,” de-
veloped in peace research, strikes us as the best approach for trans-
lating biblical guidance into peace-promoting action in the present 
day. 
 

 
For peace in Ukraine and for universal international law 

 
Using the example of Russia’s war against Ukraine, we demonstrate 
in this paper how the practice of Peace Logic can serve to curb vio-
lence and war. We analyze the escalation since NATO’s decision to 
admit Ukraine in 2008 and the missed and still possible opportuni-
ties to build a sustainable, peaceful security order in Europe.  

With regard to other wars as well, we advocate for taking into 
account the interests of all parties to the conflict and for strengthen-
ing international law as universal law.  
 

 
The role of the Churches 

 
Churches can only fulfill their mission as churches of peace. Jesus’ 
message of peace sets the church in contrast to a society marked by 
violence and injustice and connects it to modern peace research. In 
times of massive rearmament, churches should unequivocally advo-
cate for military disarmament and for all states to join the UN Treaty 
on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, and be a strong, clear voice 
for the dismantling of enemy stereotypes. In this way, they counter-
act the militarization of society.  
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For a culture of peace and nonviolence 

 
There are numerous positive examples of Christian peace work 
worldwide. Credible and effective action by the churches requires 
support for conscientious objection as well as concrete commitment 
to civilian conflict management and peacebuilding. As Christians, 
we should learn and implement practical tools for constructive con-
flict management. Faith in the nonviolent Jesus and his message of 
the Kingdom of God frees us from the myth that peace can be 
achieved through military force and threats. Instead, faith encour-
ages us to engage in nonviolent resistance against injustice and to 
build a culture of peace and nonviolence.  
 
 
How this ecumenical peace document came to be 

 
The editorial team was formed during a plenary session attended by 
a large number of representatives from peace organizations. This 
text emerged through the interplay of drafts and feedback from the 
plenary. 
 
 
 
Editorial Group 
 

Ralf Becker, Wethen 
Rev. Karen Hinrichs, Lahr 
Prof. Dr. Dr. Heinrich Wilhelm Schäfer, Bielefeld 
Dr. Theodor Ziegler, Baiersbronn 
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1. ǀ  Introduction: Shalom and the Logic of Peace 
 
 
 
 

In the Bible2, Shalom means more than just the absence of war:  
It also means justice, blessing, and a good life. Such a broad un-

derstanding of peace and the consistent interpretation of Jesus’ mes-
sage of peace repeatedly set his church in contrast to a society 
marked by violence and injustice. The Church is loyal to Jesus 
Christ, not to political systems. It opposes the idolization of power 
and violence and stands alongside the suffering, the poor, and those 
who seek to achieve peace through nonviolent means.  

Jesus’ teachings continue to provide clear, forward-looking 
guidance for Christians today, as well as for others interested in 
peace. 

In his classic text on peace, the prophet Micah speaks of a peace 
in which people beat their swords into plowshares and no longer 
learn the ways of war, but can live without fear from the fruits of 
their labor, from the fig tree and the vine (Micah 4). We build on this 
vision of peace and place ourselves in the tradition of biblical proph-
ets and Jesus. 

This tradition has always been about Shalom rather than military 
security.3 Shalom does not mean having no conflicts. We see in Jesus 
that he did not shy away from conflicts; but he resolved them non-
violently. And he knew violence. Many had been crucified before 
him. His radical critique of power was met with a torturous death 
by the political and religious rulers. 

We trust that faith in Jesus’ victory over death through the Res-
urrection also shows us the right path: to promote peace through 
creative means and thereby resolutely oppose the forces of violence. 

Jesus and the biblical prophets were guided by the Kingdom of 
God—not as a heavenly realm in the hereafter, but as a concrete 
practice on the path toward a peaceful world. Christian action 
should follow this direction—and people of other faiths are also in-
vited to join. 
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Jesus’ teachings and the concept of “logic of peace” 
 

The Sermon on the Mount and other texts offer guidance on how to 
navigate critical situations in a way that leads them toward the King-
dom of God. Thus, alongside the human tendency to do evil, people 
are also recognized as having the capacity to do good. 

We combine the broad understanding of peace as Shalom and 
our interpretation of biblical texts with insights from modern peace 
and conflict research, particularly with the practice-oriented con-
cept of “Peace Logic” developed by Hanne-Margret Birckenbach.4 
This concept takes into account five action-guiding principles: vio-
lence prevention, conflict transformation, dialogue compatibility, 
norm-oriented interest development, and error tolerance. 

Peace logic, as a concept grounded in the social sciences, explains 
these principles, which can be particularly well aligned with the per-
spectives of prophetic theology and the Sermon on the Mount. 
Therefore, we speak of “peace-logical” recommendations. Those 
who are not religious can understand the biblical recommendations 
for action as “regulative ideas” (Kant).  

We discuss the ethically responsible approach to a war-like con-
flict using the example of the war in Ukraine, as this war has trig-
gered decisions in Germany regarding long-term military rearma-
ment.5 We do so in a self-critical manner. It would be desirable if 
Christians in Russia and the Russian Orthodox Church were to pre-
sent a similar, self-critical analysis of the Russian attack on Ukraine. 

With regard to the war in Ukraine, we note that none of the anal-
yses and peace-oriented recommendations formulated here justify 
the violence perpetrated by Russia. However, in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Sermon on the Mount, the emphasis of our 
remarks is on self-criticism. Therefore, we do not offer a comprehen-
sive conflict analysis with all the details. Nor do we repeat the famil-
iar narratives about Russian transgressions, as they are frequently 
found in the media. Rather, in this paper we focus particularly on 
the West’s involvement in the conflict—that is, our own participa-
tion. This offers an opportunity to highlight courses of action that 
have not yet been sufficiently explored.  

Other examples of current armed conflicts in the Near and Mid-
dle East and in Africa could and should also be examined using this 
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peace-oriented approach.6 In doing so, Jesus’ recommendation 
would be equally effective: first remove the “log” from your own 
eye before turning to the speck in your neighbor’s eye. This instruc-
tion from the Gospel serves as a guiding principle for the present 
text. Any one-sidedness that readers may observe is therefore en-
tirely intentional in the spirit of Jesus’ recommendation. We are 
aware that there is always at least a second side to conflicts.7 

This form of self-criticism is occasionally found even in interna-
tional politics, as most recently in the Canadian Prime Minister’s 
speech at the World Economic Forum in Davos in 2026: “We knew 
that some of our actions were wrong…”8 
 
We do not describe the situation of victims of war in detail. Never-
theless, it is precisely to them that we direct our special attention. 
The purpose and goal of any peace-oriented analysis is the swift and 
lasting end to their suffering—but not through ongoing violence and 
counter-violence.  

This paper cannot cover the entire spectrum of Christian peace 
ethics and does not address all the issues discussed in similar writ-
ings.  

Rather, it is intended to provide food for thought on peace ethics 
based on the Bible.  

With this Ecumenical Peace Document, we address people in 
churches, society, and politics who are interested in the abolition of 
war through “a continuous and progressive effort” (Carl Friedrich 
von Weizsäcker)9 . 

With this intention and in the spirit of honestly addressing their 
own involvement in conflict, the initiatives, organizations, and indi-
viduals listed in the appendix support this ecumenical peace docu-
ment. 
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2. ǀ  Multiple Crises: 

Challenges for Peace Ethics  
 
 
 
 

Today’s world is marked by multiple crises: climate catastrophe in 
many dimensions, epidemics, extreme economic inequality, wide-
spread impoverishment, ruinous competition, curtailment of politi-
cal participation and fundamental rights, authoritarianism, famines, 
imperialism, the rollback of international institutions, the undermin-
ing of international law, ideologies of domination in cyberspace, un-
lawful sanctions, terrorism …  

All these phenomena are intricately intertwined and are not suf-
ficiently disentangled due to a lack of constructive conflict resolu-
tion. Armies are being built up, societies and international relations 
are being militarized, which ultimately leads to wars. Wars are both 
a consequence and a cause of the other crises. They are caused, for 
example, by competition for resources and simultaneously deplete 
those resources. In this way, violence—and wars in particular—ex-
acerbate all the problems mentioned above. And they perpetuate 
themselves—right up to the point of a looming nuclear catastrophe 
for humanity. 

 
A pro-military peace ethic—real, but is it realistic? 
 

The escalation of a conventional war into a nuclear war, in which 
just over 1 percent of the nuclear weapons currently ready for de-
ployment would be used, would lead, among other things, to a nu-
clear winter with massive crop failures and global famines resulting 
in several billion deaths.10 Even the conventional military strikes in 
Gaza and Iran, which the U.S. and Israel currently describe as “pre-
cise,” are already causing hundreds of thousands of deaths and in-
juries among the civilian population.11 

Given the increasing technological complexity of modern war-
fare—such as cyber operations, autonomous weapon systems, and 
the use of artificial intelligence—new risks are emerging. The re-
nowned King’s College London has demonstrated through simu-
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lations of geopolitical crises using common AI bots that, in 95 per-
cent of cases, AI escalates to the use of nuclear weapons.12 

In contrast, just three percent of G7 military spending could end 
world hunger,13 while in Germany, defense-related spending is pro-
jected to consume half of the federal budget’s revenue by 2029.14 

Against this backdrop, any peace ethic that justifies military 
buildup, fails to question enemy stereotypes, and devalues diplo-
matic peace efforts risks becoming increasingly unrealistic, illusory, 
and meaningless. 

 
Ways out of the  

cycle of violence and counter-violence 
 

This paper aims to contribute to breaking these dynamics. It thus 
ties in with the global Ecumenical Process for Justice, Peace, and the 
Integrity of Creation, as well as the United Nations Sustainable De-
velopment Goals.15 

The guidance provided by the prophets and the Sermon on the 
Mount needs to be applied to the present day. The concept of Peace 
Logic, developed in peace research, seems particularly well-suited 
for this purpose. 

The wars and crises of our time can be overcome if we heed the 
fundamental recommendations of peace and conflict research that 
correspond to the biblical message of peace. Another world is possi-
ble—this is what we believe as Christians, as do many people from 
other religious or humanist traditions.  

Anyone who wants to make recommendations that promote 
peace must both put themselves in the shoes of potential opponents 
and take their own point of view into account. The prophets stood 
alongside the poorest and most disenfranchised, the widows and or-
phans, in order to have a standard for their observations and judg-
ments. Jesus did the same. Following this practice means becoming 
aware of our privileged position as middle-class citizens of a West-
ern society. It is a society whose prosperity is owed to centuries of 
colonialism. 

With this self-critical perspective, we describe today’s conflict 
situations in order to develop recommendations for the prevention 
and reduction of violence. We must remove the “log” from our own 
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eye (Matthew 7:5) to make the world more peaceful and to beat 
swords into plowshares. 
 
 

“Peace requires the ability to see the world through the eyes of others. 
Especially through the eyes of those we have learned to call adver-
saries or enemies.” 
 

Fabian Scheidler16 
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3. ǀ  Biblical Peace: 

Recommendations Based on the Logic of Peace 
 
 
 

First, a few reflections on our theological approach: 
Despite the prohibition against killing mentioned in the Ten 

Commandments, the Bible frequently describes human practice as 
violent.17 However, the classical prophets in particular demonstrate 
a variety of strategies for reducing violence in the spirit of Shalom. In 
Semitic languages, the term denotes both peace and friendliness in 
contrast to violence, as well as well-being in the material sense.18 In 
the political context, for example, Isaiah demands a willingness for 
peace from the Israelite king in sharp contrast to the king’s claim to 
participate in Egypt’s hegemonic power. (Isa. 30:15 ff.; Isa. 31:1–3). 
Jesus’ path of consistent nonviolent conflict resolution follows this 
tradition.19 

Our theological approach differs from common denominational 
approaches to the ethics of peace, whether Lutheran, Reformed, 
Mennonite, Pentecostal, Catholic, or from another tradition. The ap-
proach aims for ecumenical inclusivity and is therefore grounded in 
sociologically informed exegesis and its systematic-theological in-
terpretation.20 This also means orienting ourselves toward the pro-
phetic-Jesus tradition in order to go back to a time before early 
Protestant (Paul) and early Catholic (Pastoral Epistles) interpreta-
tions of Jesus’ practice. We thus focus—with epistemological reflec-
tion—on the prophetic-Jesus strand of the Bible as a source for judg-
ments in peace ethics.  

Methodologically, critical exegesis enables us to identify Jesus’ 
words and deeds and contextualize them within social history.21 
From a systematic-theological perspective, the results of this inter-
pretation are applied to current conflict scenarios using critical so-
cial science. This is done in order to understand the effects of the 
prophets’ and Jesus’ recommendations in current conflict situa-
tions—not to demand “obedience to commandments.”  

Unlike church dogmatics with fixed concepts such as “sin” or 
“commandment,” this theological approach enables a new perspec-
tive on entrenched notions. Some dogmatic traditions advocate a 
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quasi-universalist concept of “sin,” whereby all human action and 
ultimately the world are regarded as unredeemed and evil. In con-
trast, an approach based on the biblical witness attributes to human 
beings both a tendency toward the ethically bad and the capacity for 
the ethically good. This corresponds to the concept of sin as it is de-
veloped in biblical primeval history (Genesis 1–11), particularly in 
the narratives of the serpent, Cain’s murder, and the Tower of Ba-
bel. In this sequence of narratives, sin is seen as a phenomenon of 
thought, individual action, and social structures. At the same time, 
the capacity for good can be recognized in humanity’s cultural abil-
ities—for example, in agriculture and playing the lyre.22 

Instead of “commandments,” we use the term “recommenda-
tion.” The reason for this is not only that commandments in a church 
context can easily become “law” or religious fetishes.23 The term 
“recommendation” goes back to the way Jesus made the Kingdom 
of God the center of his message, especially in the Lord’s Prayer.24 
The form of the plea expresses the realization of the Kingdom of God 
as a hoped-for ideal. Those who pray should act in this direction. 
Thus, the Sermon on the Mount and ultimately all of Jesus’ recon-
structable words and deeds are placed in perspective through the 
Lord’s Prayer: it is about the approximate realization of the King-
dom of God. Christian and all human action should be oriented to-
ward this goal. And such action cannot be demanded through com-
mandments, but can only be recommended as a means of overcom-
ing critical situations. In accordance with Shalom and the concept of 
the Kingdom of God, the criteria for such recommendations are the 
life and dignity of every single human being—not the realization of 
principles or values at the cost of human sacrifice and the escalation 
of conflicts;25 and certainly not “Christian” Armageddon fantasies to 
which entire peoples are sacrificed.26  

Furthermore, one must assume that the words of Jesus collected 
in the Sermon on the Mount were spoken in concrete situations and 
were thus intended as concrete recommendations for action. Their 
stylization into abstract commandments is attributable to the inter-
ests of the church. Finally, for communication with secular people, 
Jesus’ recommendations can be understood as “regulative ideas” 
(Kant). They serve to focus human thought and action on the dignity 
and rights of other people.27 We are therefore not speaking of 
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“commandments,” but rather of recommendations on how to navi-
gate critical situations so that the course of events shifts toward the 
Kingdom of God. Consequently, these recommendations express 
the utopian power of religious thought and action. 

We will consider, by way of example, only one prophetic text and 
three of Jesus’ recommendations from the Sermon on the Mount. We 
do not claim to be exhaustive regarding the biblical approach to the 
issues of conflict and peace—which is, after all, extremely diverse 
and even contradictory. Nor do we claim to address all possible 
wars or conflicts here, but rather limit ourselves to the perception of 
the Ukraine conflict. Nevertheless, the biblical claim to validity is 
universal and also applies to other conflicts such as World War II, 
Vietnam, Gaza, Lebanon, or Iran—but only on the condition of a dif-
ferent conflict analysis, which can be very effectively achieved using 
the methods derived from the concept of “Peace Logic.”  

The aim of the following reflections is therefore not to establish 
a peace ethic with universal validity. Rather, the goal is to provide 
some new impetus for an urgently needed renewal of Christian 
peace ethics.  
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3.1 ǀ  Swords into Plowshares: Micah 4 

 
 

God will judge between many peoples and adjudicate for mighty na-
tions far and wide. Then they will beat their swords into plowshares 
and their spears into pruning hooks. Nation will not lift up sword 
against nation, nor will they learn war anymore. And everyone will 
sit under his vine and under his fig tree, and no one will scare them. 
(Micah 4:3–4) 

 
Even though waging war was for the longest time “merely” a craft, 
involving axes, arrows, spears, and swords, it still caused many peo-
ple to die, be maimed, or be driven from their homes. That is why 
the question of how wars can be avoided and overcome has been an 
urgent one for over two and a half millennia. In the vision of the 
prophet Micah (chap. 4)28 , the three prerequisites for war—conflicts, 
weapons, and soldiers—are contrasted with the four prerequisites 
for peace in the image of a pilgrimage to Jerusalem. We interpret 
them here with an eye toward our present: 

 
•  Many peoples are making their way to the Temple Mount in Je-

rusalem. They accept that there is an all-encompassing divine 
reality above all nations, an authority that transcends their par-
ticular interests. They allow this authority to guide them on how 
peaceful coexistence is possible and what rules must be ob-
served in this regard. They seek justice for existing conflicts in 
order to resolve them amicably and civilly.  

•  The deadly weapons used to instill fear even before a war break 
out are being converted into tools that serve life: “Swords into 
plowshares” is today’s term for arms conversion. This is champi-
oned, among others, by workers who refuse to participate in 
arms production and fight for the preservation of the civil clause 
at universities.29 

•  The capacity for war (“Kriegstüchtigkeit”)—that is, the ability 
and willingness to efficiently destroy others—is eliminated. So 
too is the hierarchical structure from the commanding powers 
at the top to the executing soldiers at the bottom. This frees up 
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resources: young people can become professional peace work-
ers who learn and teach how to resolve conflicts through civil 
means. 

•  This reorientation also leads to a lifestyle based on solidarity and 
sustainability: everyone lives off the fruits of their labor, from their 
vine and their fig tree. Currently, we Germans have already 
used up our share of global resources and generated our part of 
climate-damaging emissions by May of each year. For the rest 
of the year, we live at the expense of other peoples—a major 
cause of conflicts, terrorism, wars, impoverishment, and migra-
tion. Peace work therefore includes not only saying no to the 
military and war but also a commitment to global justice, ecol-
ogy, and education. 

 

Considering today’s weapons of mass destruction, particularly nu-
clear weapons capable of wiping out all life on Earth, this reorienta-
tion must not remain a utopian ideal. It encourages us to rethink our 
security policy: no longer military, but civilian. In 1959, the Soviet 
Union presented the United Nations with a sculpture for its head-
quarters depicting a blacksmith forging a sword into a plowshare. 
With this motif as their symbol and in this spirit, peace groups in the 
former GDR succeeded, despite the looming threat posed by the 
heavily armed and violent state apparatus, in motivating and guid-
ing the population toward the nonviolent overthrow of a dictator-
ship.30 
 
 
3.2 ǀ  Peace-oriented recommendations from the Sermon on 

the Mount 
 

“Can the Sermon on the Mount be used to govern the world?” This 
question was once posed to Federal President Johannes Rau. After a 
moment’s thought, he replied: “I would rather ask whether it is pos-
sible to govern without the Sermon on the Mount.” 

This applies not least to Jesus’ recommendation to first notice the 
log in one’s own eye rather than the speck in another’s. It empha-
sizes the importance of self-criticism for perception, judgment, and 
action. This recommendation guides the entire Sermon on the 
Mount and actions that promote peace.  
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“Why do you see the speck in your 

brother’s eye, but do not notice the log 

in your own eye?” 

 
Why do you see the speck in your brother’s eye, but do not notice the 
log in your own eye? Or how can you say to your brother, ‘Let me 
take the speck out of your eye’—when there is a log in your own eye! 
You hypocrite! First take the log out of your own eye, and then you 
will see clearly to take the speck out of your brother’s eye!  
(Mt. 7:3–5)  

 
In the literary context of judgment (7:1–5), perception is addressed 
here as a prerequisite for one’s own judgment (Luz)31. The person 
with the log in their own eye judges the speck in another’s eye, but 
by pointing out the log in their own eye, they themselves become 
the object of judgment. This vivid comparison describes a severe 
limitation of perception that prevents correct understanding and ac-
tion. It draws attention to the necessity of a change of perspective as 
an opportunity for diplomacy. 
 
 
Aspects of peace ethics 

 
To perceive the log in one’s own eye, a change of perspective is re-
quired: seeing oneself from the other party’s perspective. 

In philosophy and sociology, it is taken for granted that per-
ception depends on the position of the actors. Experiences of culture 
(German, Russian, South African …) and social living conditions 
(technocratic boom, impoverishment …) shape people’s judgments 
(freedom/socialism, end of history, best of all worlds…). Therefore, 
people from other continents perceive the world differently than we 
Central Europeans do. 

 
Raising awareness of perspective-dependence 
 

This perspective-dependence and corresponding contextual condi-
tions (e.g., democracy/autocracy) significantly impair international 
political understanding. For example, the “good” fighter against 
“villains” usually fails to perceive “his own involvement in precisely 
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the very thing he is fighting against.”32 Consequently, we must be-
come aware of the subjectivity of our own perspectives and their 
relativity in order to enable a shift in perspective and to understand 
the criteria, motives, and viewpoints of others. This makes it possi-
ble to comprehend their understanding of a shared conflict33 and to 
compare it with our own understanding. Ultimately, we learn to see 
ourselves from the opponent’s perspective and to understand why 
we are viewed as an enemy by them. 
 
 
The logic of violence that has shaped us so far 

 
“Everyone seeks peace, but their own peace” (Georg Picht)34 . In pol-
itics, the media, and the church today, one’s own standpoint is often 
naively regarded as the only normal and correct one. A change of 
perspective, on the other hand, is frequently defamed as betrayal 
(“Putin sympathizers”), and self-criticism is avoided.35 Thus, since 
2008, Ukraine’s accession to NATO has been pushed forward—in 
disregard of European agreements that preclude a violation of Rus-
sia’s security interests (e.g., the Two-Plus-Four Treaty of 1990, the 
Charter of Paris of 1990, OSCE 1999)36. Ukraine’s sought-after 
(treaty-violating)37 NATO accession ultimately served as a major 
pretext for Russia’s 2022 attack on the country, an attack which vio-
lated international law. 

Experienced European and U.S. foreign policy figures, including 
George Kennan and Henry Kissinger, had long warned of a possible 
war in Ukraine due to its prospects for NATO membership38. The 
warning was ignored, and the prospect of accession is still upheld 
by some European politicians to this day,39 although President 
Zelenskyy is now willing to abandon it.40  In short, they continue to 
cultivate the log in their own eye.  
 
 
Recommendations based on the Logic of Peace  

 
The “log” primarily produces misperceptions. Jesus’ recommenda-
tion therefore aims at an attitude of “error-friendliness”41 . It is also 
one of the guiding principles of the concept of Peace Logic. In the 
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face of failure, people should critically reflect on factors caused by 
themselves and learn from experience. There are quality standards 
in place for this, as well as a wealth of experience with the involve-
ment of churches and social movements in the promotion of peace  
(see → chap. 6).42 

 
Understanding the security interests of others 
 

A conscious shift in perspective goes one step further: one examines 
one’s own actions from the other person’s perspective in order to 
understand their experiences of violence, perceptions of threat, 
and security concerns. What do people in Russia perceive when 
NATO countries, including the U.S., spend nearly ten times as much 
money on military buildup as Russia (1.3 trillion / 150 billion USD)43 
and when the U.S. maintains approximately 800 military bases 
worldwide, while Russia has only about 20, mostly in neighboring 
countries?44 

What did Russia’s political leaders perceive when, particularly,45 
the West has terminated arms control treaties since 200146 (ABM, 
INF); failed to sign the AKSE Treaty on further conventional dis-
armament in Europe, which Russia had already signed in 2004; as 
well as rejected inspection offers from the Russian side (Kalinin-
grad)47 and talks on a European security order,48 and ignored calls 
for disarmament (New Start, 2026)? What will people in Russia per-
ceive when, starting in 2026, long-range hypersonic weapons with a 
preemptive first-strike capability are stationed in Germany, thereby 
triggering a new arms race with a general increase in insecurity?49 

Looking further afield: What could we learn about ourselves if 
we take into account what people from the Global South see when 
they look at Europe or the U.S. in terms of economic exploitation or 
climate catastrophe? 

 
Reflecting on the West’s mistakes 
 

“The West has good reasons to reflect on its own mistakes.” With 
these words, the Chairman of the Munich Security Conference 
(MSC), Ambassador Wolfgang Ischinger, described in 2022 the 
West’s blind spot regarding NATO’s decision to admit Ukraine in 
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2008: “Why [did we as Europeans] not reject the U.S. government’s 
initiative much more vehemently in 2008: namely—from Russia’s 
perspective—the crossing of a red line.”50  

Even more fundamentally, the former chair of the Working 
Group for Peace and Conflict Research in Germany, Prof. Dr. Lo-
thar Brock, assesses it as the “biggest mistake” that “after 1990, we 
did not push much more emphatically for the establishment of a 
common security system in Europe that included Russia.”51 

 
A shift in perspective opens new horizons 

 

The log in one’s own eye can only be removed through a shift in 
perspective. Admitting one’s own mistakes opens a realistic view of 
the other party’s legitimate interests—and their illegitimate ones. 
Central to the ethics and Logic of Peace is learning to see through 
the eyes of others—and doing so in a way that others perceive this. 
Only then can one help remove the speck from their eye. 

A change of perspective is not taken for granted in conflicts. Be-
fore and during peace negotiations52, for example, conflicting parties 
initially hold the opposing side solely responsible for tensions and 
construct enemy stereotypes that attribute misconduct solely to the 
other party. 

 
Conflicts must be analyzed comprehensively 
 

From a peace studies perspective, this behavior fuels conflict be-
cause responsibility for the outbreak of violence is attributed solely 
to the opponent.53 Instead, a clear and comprehensive conflict anal-
ysis is required. Armed conflict should never be viewed as unilateral 
action by one party to the conflict, but rather as a consequence of an 
unresolved conflict between two or more parties (e.g., Russia, 
Ukraine, the U.S., and Europe).54 One’s own party’s position 
should not be regarded as the only possible one in conflict analysis.55 
It can be just as influenced by blind spots56 as that of the opponent. 
Furthermore, the opponent’s blind spots, along with distorted con-
clusions, must be understood, even if they are deemed incorrect.  

A Jesus-centered ethic requires considering not only objective in-
terests, but also feelings of dignity or even hatred, when analyzing 



27 

 

relationships between opponents.57 Only in this way can emotions 
(e.g., fear of losing face) be prevented from blocking a peace-pro-
moting exchange of interests. 

Once the conflict is recognized and accepted as a shared conflict, 
measures can be taken to overcome the political paralysis. In a cor-
responding process of conflict transformation, the parties involved 
should initially focus their analyses and measures on their own con-
flict behavior.58 Only by confronting their own mistakes can the par-
ties reach compromises or even new forms of cooperation—similar 
to the “depolarization” of dialogue during the Cold War, which led 
to the resolution of the East-West conflict and various offers of Rus-
sian cooperation. 

 
Self-criticism opens the door to dialogue 
 

Ambassador Ischinger (MSC): “From my experience as a negotiator, 
I know this: if you can create a situation where one party says, ‘I 
admit, we made a mistake there’—that increases the chance that the 
other side will say, ‘We also made a mistake.’ If you can create this 
situation, that’s half the battle in terms of negotiation technique.”59 

In this context, it would be sensible for Western politicians to 
acknowledge that invoking the freedom of every OSCE country to 
join an alliance of its own choosing is always in violation of the 
treaty if it thereby infringes upon the security interests of another 
signatory state. In the European Security Charter (OSCE, Istanbul, 
November 19, 1999, 8), the right to freely choose “security ar-
rangements, including treaties of alliance” is limited by the re-
quirement that states “will not strengthen their security at the ex-
pense of the security of other States.”60 

Instead of ignoring the standard of “collective security,” it would 
be an important step toward peace to acknowledge, in the spirit of 
Ambassador Ischinger, Russia’s insistence on this treaty guarantee. 
This in no way justifies the violence presently being employed by 
Russia, but it does open up prospects for bringing it to an end. 

In the interest of peace in the current conflict, Western Europeans 
should resume direct communication with Russia, for example by 
reopening diplomatic channels of communication.61 Through tradi-
tional diplomacy aimed at conflict resolution and future conflict 
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prevention62, mutual perceptions of threat should be acknowledged 
and overcome.63 
 

“Love your enemies . . .” 

 
You have heard that it was said, ‘You shall love your neighbor and 
hate your enemy.’ But I say to you: Love your enemies and pray for 
those who persecute you, so that you may become children of your 
Father in heaven; for he causes his sun to rise on the evil and the good, 
and sends rain on the righteous and the unrighteous. 
(Matt. 5:43 ff.) 

 
 

This central Christian teaching counters the tendency of common 
sense64 to hate one’s enemies. The opposite of this is intelligent love 
for one’s enemies.65 “Love,” however, does not refer to a romantic 
notion. The concept of agape in the New Testament denotes 
mercy, peacefulness, justice, self-control, and similar qualities.66 
Love in the sense of agape thus refers to a specific form of practical 
commitment. Those who follow Jesus’ recommendation act in ac-
cordance with the regulative idea of being oriented toward the Sha-
lom of the Kingdom of God. Love for one’s enemies brings about 
something unexpected in the relationship with the enemy and can 
thus break open entrenched conflict situations. Even the enemy is 
accepted by God, for God causes rain to fall on the wicked and the 
righteous alike. God’s love also encompasses adversaries in con-
flict.67 Jesus thus recommends “loving even those who have the least 
right to our love.” (Wink)68  

This categorically prohibits the cultivation of enemy stereotypes, 
especially when they are linked to the demonization of individuals, 
groups, or states (systems). 
 
 
Aspects of Peace Ethics 

 
Western media and politics often portray states that reject Western 
dominance as fundamental enemies of the West. These self-created 
enemy stereotypes are then used as a rhetorical trump card when 
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the West itself violates international law, to taboo critical discussion 
of its own actions or to downplay the violations. In contrast, the 
question should rather be: What if peace and international law are 
also threatened and violated by one’s own side—as in the cases of 
the attacks on Iran and Venezuela that violate international law?  

 
Key Principle: Non-Interference 
 

The most important principle of the UN Charter is non-interference 
in the affairs of other states. This principle has been in effect since 
the Peace of Westphalia (1648).69 Nevertheless, Western economic 
sanctions alone, by creating shortages of goods, always devastate 
the most vulnerable social classes in other states (Iraq, Iran, Vene-
zuela, Cuba). Even under military force, it is always the weakest seg-
ments of the population who suffer the most. We must not allow our 
view to be obscured by a so-called “values-oriented”70 foreign pol-
icy, which has now become intertwined with bellicism.71  
 
 
 
The logic of violence that has prevailed until now 

 
The logic of nuclear deterrence is more dangerous today than ever 
before. During the Cold War of the 20th century, it was in the in-
terest of both superpowers to maintain the nuclear stalemate and 
to monitor each other through arms control agreements, the “red tel-
ephone,” and “open skies” for mutual observation flights. Today, 
virtually all arms control agreements have been terminated. 

 
From a deterrence stalemate to offensive forward defense 
 

Instead, the military policy of the U.S. and NATO has focused on 
“forward defense” or conventional—and in specific cases even pre-
ventive and nuclear—first strikes. Multi-domain task forces (land, air, 
sea, space, cyber) operate very rapidly worldwide and are intended 
to ensure that the West continues to dominate the world.72  

First-strike capability, unassailable superiority, and the demor-
alization of the enemy are thus the cornerstones of Western de-
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terrence and also the backdrop to NATO’s eastward expansion. Rus-
sia and China, along with all BRICS nations, clearly perceive this 
logic of dominance but are no longer willing to submit to the West 
in the future (which, as mentioned, in no way justifies the use of 
force by these states, yet represents a key to the general reduction of 
violence in our world). 

 
The pursuit of dominance and influence 
 

To nevertheless justify its own military dominance and the subjuga-
tion of any states expected in the future, the West formulates a “val-
ues-driven,” idealistic foreign policy. The respective adversary is 
deemed evil, and the West itself is deemed good.73 The security 
needs of the opposing side are underestimated and devalued. 

Starting in 2004, and particularly following the 2014 change of 
power in Ukraine—which was significantly supported by the U.S.74 
—, the West contributed significantly to the escalation of tensions 
there. It has repeatedly rejected Russian initiatives for dialogue75 and 
militarily armed Ukraine after 2014.76 Meanwhile, anti-Russian rhet-
oric has spread in politics and the media. Ukraine’s NATO acces-
sion, agreed upon in breach of contract77, became a pretext for the 
attack on the country—an attack that remains unjustifiable regard-
less.  

 
Clinging to irrational enemy stereotypes 
 

Even now (as of spring 2026), NATO is prolonging the “deadly di-
lemma”78 of further escalation. After more than four years of war, 
with immeasurable suffering among the soldiers involved and the 
Ukrainian civilian population, the typical logic of enemy stereotyp-
ing continues to prevail. This remains linked to the projection of 
downright irrational enemy stereotypes, which we all sooner or later 
come to regard as reality ourselves. Thus, without evidence and con-
trary to any rational analysis, it is claimed that Russia will attack 
NATO; that Russia will “remain our enemy forever” (Foreign 
Minister Wadephul)79 and is the “Realm of Evil” (NATO GenSec 
Rutte)80. Russian initiatives for negotiation are countered with: “You 
can’t negotiate with Putin!” 
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In this cultivation of an enemy image, individual persons (e.g., 
President Putin) or systems (e.g., Iran) are demonized as a matter of 
course. Such collective shifts in language regularly take on the char-
acter of propaganda.81  

 
Concealment of Western aggressions 
 

In contrast, Western aggressions that violate international law (such 
as the 1999 bombing of Belgrade, the 2003 Iraq War, the assassina-
tion of Gaddafi in the 2011 Libyan War, the attacks on Iran in 2025 
and 2026, and the hostilities against Venezuela and Cuba in 2026) 
are concealed. All of this points to a militaristic logic taking on a life 
of its own,82 an escalation-induced “clouding of perception”83 , as 
well as “war hysteria”84 , and appears to be developing into “collec-
tive psychosis”85, similar to what occurred during the Cold War. 
From a peace-oriented perspective, this development is alarming. 

Furthermore, it is claimed without evidence that Russia will at-
tack Europe, even though all 17 U.S. intelligence agencies, among 
others, rule this out as “almost certain” in 2024.86 In 2025, U.S. intel-
ligence agencies are instead warning of an “unintended escalation” 
of the war in Ukraine between Russia and NATO, potentially lead-
ing to a nuclear war, which is why the war should be brought to an 
acceptable conclusion as quickly as possible.87 If, by contrast, unsub-
stantiated claims of an imminent Russian attack 88 are shielded from 
criticism by being presented as the only possible scenario, then that 
claim is treated as absolute. Such a practice is fundamentalist.89  

It also often happens that the West itself creates actors who, over 
time, turn against the West itself. This is the case in the run-up to 
almost all U.S. wars in the Middle East. The best-known examples 
are the Taliban in Afghanistan and the “rebels” in Syria.90 These en-
emies become mirrors of the West itself. 
 
 
From enemy image to military buildup 

 
A strong enemy image contributes to high military spending, and 
the arms industry contributes to strong enemy images. From a 
church perspective, the close connection between the arms industry 
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and politics through lobbying groups—as observed by organiza-
tions such as Lobby Control or Transparency International—may in-
itially stand out.91 The extraordinarily high profits resulting from 
skyrocketing stock prices are by no means “innocent” economic fig-
ures.92 They are based on the logic that peace is not good for busi-
ness, whereas permanent war is.  

“The structure is simple: Long wars generate long-term con-
tracts. Occupation regimes generate logistical needs. Nation-build-
ing generates construction contracts. Instability generates follow-up 
contracts. The system has no interest in quick solutions. It has an 
interest in perpetuation.”93 

Since financing also depends on individual investment deci-
sions, the European Union has summarily classified military invest-
ments as sustainable.94 This creates a clear conscience for the greed 
of individual investors. 
 
 
Recommendations based on the Logic of Peace  

 
Those who love their enemy oppose such escalation by encouraging 
politics95 to act in accordance with the Logic of Peace and by criticiz-
ing hostile discourse.  

 
Concrete steps toward peace 
 

Diplomatic communication between the EU and Russia should be 
resumed. A first step would be a self-critical analysis of the escala-
tion,96 to explore possible courses of action, topics, and communica-
tion channels. Then a targeted rapprochement could take place97 , 
avoiding “communication patterns of threat and accusation”98 and 
acknowledging the security interests of the other side. Domestically, 
hostile language in politics and the media should be scaled back.  

The churches should criticize the ideology of hostility and reso-
lutely oppose the creation of enemy stereotypes. Furthermore, they 
should demand and conduct objective analyses of the actions and 
language of the “enemy.” Of particular importance in dealing fairly 
with the enemy would be strengthening objective frameworks such 
as international law and applying them to one’s own side’s actions. 
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Western wars of aggression that violate international law—such as 
the one against Iran (March 2026)—must not be justified by Western 
politicians99—no matter how brutal and inhumane the political sys-
tem there may be.  

On the issue of nuclear weapons (as well as chemical and biolog-
ical weapons), the Church and the state are called upon to say a cat-
egorical “No!” considering their immense destructive power and 
long-term impact on uninvolved civilians and future generations. 

Church and, above all, political action guided by the spirit of love 
for one’s enemies can, ideally, contribute to the creation of a new 
European peace order that includes Russia. For Ukraine, what U.S. 
foreign policy experts have previously recommended could be real-
ized: neutrality, security guarantees, and a bridging role between 
East and West.100 

 
No money for arms 
 

Beyond this perspective, the arms industry and its financing 
must be viewed critically. The Church of England’s Pensions 
Board, for example, decided in 2025 to sell arms stocks from its 
own holdings (divestment).101 German churches should follow suit, 
if they have not already done so.  

In the short term, ending the stock market listing of arms com-
panies would promote peace, as would mutually controlled military 
disarmament in the medium term. Churches should label any in-
vestment in arms as unethical. Another important contribution 
would be to support whistleblowers from politics and the arms in-
dustry, thereby contributing to the transparency of democratic pro-
cesses. 
 

 
“Do unto others as you would have them do unto you!” 

(The Golden Rule ) 

 
Do unto others as you would have them do unto you! This is the es-
sence of the Law and the Prophets. (Mt. 7:12) 
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The Golden Rule builds on the commandment of love for one’s 
neighbor in the Old Testament (Lev. 19:18b), yet it dispenses with 
the religious character of a commandment (18b) and formulates a 
general recommendation for action, a regulative idea. It stands in 
the tradition of reciprocity rules found in many cultures and claims 
universal validity, not just for believers. Furthermore, it was used by 
Jesus in the context of loving one’s enemies (Luz)102. Thus, the focus 
is on how to treat strangers and enemies, not like-minded people.103 
The rule requires a shift in perspective. It encourages people to be 
ethically creative. 
 
 
Aspects of peace ethics 

 
The Golden Rule presupposes communication and enables harmo-
nious coexistence through the joint development of norms and 
rules.104 It is a further development of the adoption of perspective in 
the admonition regarding the log and the speck in one’s eyes. How-
ever, it does not focus on self-criticism but emphasizes the recogni-
tion of the other’s human dignity, similar to loving one’s enemies. 

 
Respect for the normative ideas of others 
 

This also includes the recognition of others’ normative ideas, cou-
pled with the desire that one’s own norms be respected in return. 
The Golden Rule allows the other to be the “end” (Kant)105 of one’s 
own actions and does not degrade them to a means. In political prac-
tice, it promotes the mutual recognition of different interests and the 
development of common norms for the nonviolent handling of con-
flicting interests. 

The common negative formulation of the Golden Rule, “Do not 
do unto others…” emphasizes the renunciation of uninvited inter-
ference in the normative orientations of one’s counterpart. Ever 
since the Peace of Westphalia, it has been undisputed that the effects 
of unequal power can be mitigated only through mutual non-inter-
ference. Refraining from interfering in the affairs of others is a form 
of reciprocity. For Kant and the UN Charter, this is also an important 
prerequisite for peace.106 
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The logic of violence that has prevailed until now 

 
The Russian attack on Ukraine constitutes a gross violation of inter-
national law. However, the Western response to it is not entirely in 
compliance with international law either: According to the UN 
Charter (Art. 51), Ukraine does have the right to armed resistance. 
Third states, however, are obligated to restore peace quickly and 
without the use of force (Chapter VI, Articles 33, 36, and 37).107 

Russia’s security interests are also enshrined in international 
law. The war in Ukraine could have been prevented through strict 
adherence to international law by all parties involved.108 

According to the Golden Rule, the West must adhere to interna-
tional law itself if it expects others to do so. This reciprocity is also 
relevant to the concept of security.109  

 
Security—currently confrontational 
 

Today, security is framed in confrontational terms; the actors talk 
about each other rather than with each other. The days of collective 
security and successful rapprochement (CSCE/OSCE) are forgotten. 
The U.S. has abandoned arms control and developed a preemptive 
strike doctrine.110 The German government is de facto abandoning 
international law and supporting the U.S. “might makes right” prin-
ciple as the new world order.111 

Following the rejection of dialogue prior to the war in Ukraine, 
the “willing” Europeans, in violation of international law,112 con-
tinue to block talks with Russia and instead engage in “mono-
logues” (Steingart).113 The impression arises that the elites114 of the 
West tend to view non-Western actors and their interests as illegiti-
mate and think only in terms of their own interests.115 

 
Domestic political consequences 

 

A confrontational foreign policy also fosters a tendency toward au-
thoritarianism domestically: All proposals for non-confrontational 
conflict strategies—and certainly any criticism of the system—are 
regarded as treason, or at the very least as disinformation or an at-
tempt to delegitimize the state. 
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The danger of nuclear weapons is no longer in focus 
 

The disregard for international law is particularly problematic in the 
context of nuclear armament. All agreements reached to date on lim-
iting global nuclear weapons have been terminated. The nuclear-
armed states are not adhering to their obligation under international 
law to dismantle these nuclear weapons according to a mutually 
agreed-upon schedule. Countries such as the U.S. and Russia can 
attack other countries with virtual impunity due to their possession 
of nuclear weapons.  

Consequently, for a long time now, more and more countries 
around the world have been motivated to develop their own nuclear 
weapons and threaten to use them. The respective governments gen-
erally view this acquisition of nuclear weapons as effective protec-
tion against external attacks. Consequently, the bombing of nuclear 
facilities will not prevent proliferation in either the medium or long 
term. Only joint development and reliable adherence to interna-
tional treaties can put an end to the proliferation of nuclear weap-
ons. 

The ban on nuclear weapons enshrined in international law has 
so far been ignored by the nuclear powers and some of their allies.116 
It is irrationally assumed that security in the nuclear age can still be 
achieved through confrontation—even though a regional nuclear 
war (e.g., India/Pakistan) would result in billions of deaths 
(ICAN).117 The illusory political goal is a Europe as the world’s 
fourth major military power. Theologically, this appears to be an at-
tempt to build a tower reaching to the heavens (Genesis 11)—that is, 
hubris, the primordial form of sin. In contrast stands the Golden 
Rule for cooperative strategies. 

Both the Catholic and Protestant churches in Germany and 
worldwide have long denied any ethical justification for the use of 
or the threat with nuclear weapons.118 Unfortunately, they have not 
yet mustered the courage to reject the possession of these weapons 
of mass destruction in accordance with the UN resolution of July 7, 
2017.119 
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Recommendations based on the Logic of Peace  

 
The Golden Rule can indeed be understood as a tool of Peace Logic: 
with regard to an ongoing war (Ukraine), preventive peacekeeping, 
and the West’s self-centeredness. It can initiate dialogues120 on global 
“norm-oriented interest development.”121 In this regard, Interna-
tional agreements provide the normative framework. 

In the context of the war in Ukraine, a legal framework exists in 
the form of the UN Charter’s obligation to maintain peace and in 
form of the CSCE/OSCE treaties. Russia and the West have violated 
these norms. From the perspective of peace research, a negotiation 
process should be initiated that critically examines the actions and 
justifications of the parties and aims for a “reform” of their ap-
proach.122  

 
Dialogue on mutual interests and their legitimacy 
 

The culturally universal Golden Rule could help foster a dialogue 
within the normative framework (UN, OSCE, etc.) regarding mutual 
interests and their legitimacy. For example: “Would you want other 
states to station offensive missiles on your border without your con-
trol?” Since this is likely to be rejected, the dialogue could take a so-
lution-oriented approach, for instance by negotiating broadly on 
mutual disarmament and arms control. A corresponding process of 
“interest development”123 involving all stakeholders could reconcile 
interests with norms.  

The principle of “error tolerance”124 would lead to a self-critical 
analysis of the policies pursued to date by all parties involved, in-
cluding sanctions policy and its boomerang effect on Europe’s fu-
ture viability. For Ukraine, a politically and security-technically sup-
ported neutrality would be a possible peace-promoting outcome 
(Vad).125 

 
Security through disclosure of desires and intentions 
 

With regard to the concept of security, the Golden Rule presupposes 
that wishes and intentions are mutually disclosed, which creates 
trust and predictability. This was a key to the success of the German-
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Russian policy of détente in the 1970s and 1980s. The concept of 
common security has faded due to the neglect of international 
forums such as the OSCE, the NATO-Russia Council, and the G8. 
This neglect had specific triggers in each case (mostly Russia’s use 
of force)—but was fundamentally rooted in the U.S.’s global quest 
for hegemony. Germany, too, today pursues a concept of exclusive 
military security, with massive rearmament and comprehensive 
civil society preparations for war.  

Preventive diplomacy, on the other hand, would be conducive to 
peace.126 Above all, as a permanent institution, it would take prece-
dence over all other aspects of exclusive security. The UN’s Agenda 
for Peace (1992)127 provides a framework for this.  

Preventive measures128 such as confidence-building steps, relia-
ble fact-finding, early warning systems, joint international police 
structures129, and UN peacekeeping forces are of current importance. 
Measures for peacemaking and peacekeeping also remain rele-
vant.130 “Security with” is always better than “security against.”131  

In the context of Ukraine, the proposal by a group of military of-
ficials and diplomats dated January 5, 2026, exemplifies ways to 
build peace.132  

This proposal discusses territorial issues, NATO membership, 
and security guarantees for peace talks with Russia, with the inter-
ests of both sides being paramount. For a more comprehensive secu-
rity strategy and the role of Germany and Europe within it, the West 
would need to step out of its “monologue.” 

 
Western dominance—to be replaced by global cooperation 
 

The West’s self-centeredness in a changing world stands in contrast 
to the Golden Rule. It should be replaced by a strategy based on 
broad dialogue. This requires a serious dialogue with political rivals 
and the Global South, such as the BRICS countries. This is how it is 
programmatically formulated, for example, in the positive scenario 
of the “RETHINKING SECURITY” initiative (Sicherheit neu Denken), 
“Europe’s Role for Peace in the World.”133 

All of this is all the more urgent because the confrontational fo-
cus on self-interest—as observed at the 2026 Munich Security Con-
ference—is once again bringing global transatlantic dominance to 
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the forefront.134 In response, Germany and the European Union 
should return to their founding principles of non-military peace-
keeping. Above all, Western dominance worldwide must be re-
placed by cooperation. 

In this regard, the UN proves to be of lasting value. In his 2025 
report “The True Cost of Peace”135, Secretary-General António Gu-
terres lists five points to consider: (1) peaceful conflict resolution 
through diplomacy; (2) disarmament and arms control; (3) trans-
parency in the arms industry; (4) financing for development; (5) 
human security through sustainable development. 

Ultimately, the question arises: what vision do we, as citizens, 
have for the future of Germany and Europe? Do we want to become 
a heavily armed and aggressive power that plunders raw materials; 
a “fourth world power” locked in rivalry and conflict with its imme-
diate neighbors and all other inhabitants of the globe? Or do we 
want to make the commitment to peace—born of our German and 
European history—the foundation of our vision for a peaceful future 
and help foster peace worldwide?136 
 
 
 
 
 
3.3 ǀ  Jesus’ Victory Over Violence 

 
The commandment to love one’s neighbor as oneself is expanded by 
Jesus. He challenged his followers to love even their enemies, to re-
nounce violence and retaliation, and to resist the unjust actions of 
the powerful in a nonviolent manner. Jesus lived what he preached. 
He stood with the victims of the ruling system of his time, not with 
the powerful or their accomplices. He did not use violence and dis-
tanced himself from the armed group of resistance fighters against 
the Roman occupation (Zealots).  

He was aware of the risks associated with his message of the 
Kingdom of God and accepted slander, torture, and death by cruci-
fixion. He neither tried to flee nor did he defend himself with vio-
lence against the soldiers who arrested him or the authorities who 
sentenced him to death and sought the crowd’s approval for it. 
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Beware the temptation of a political ethic of strength 
 

Like Jesus, countless people before and after him have been mur-
dered because they criticized the unjust actions of those in power. 
Jesus was resistant and nonviolent, but not naive. He was fully 
aware of the danger. He faced it and had to endure torture and 
death. From the earliest days until today, Christians have under-
stood the message of Jesus’ resurrection by God as Jesus’ victory 
over death and over the forces of destruction.  

Thus, for believers, Jesus’ death on the cross becomes a sign of 
life. By suffering violence, Jesus frees us from the temptation of a 
political ethic of strength. His followers, on the other hand, become 
people of protest against death and against the culture of violence in 
the form of injustice, the military, and war. 

We understand discipleship on the path of peace not merely as 
an individual choice, but as a matter for the whole Church. It has the 
task of creating opportunities for services of peace and reconcilia-
tion. Jesus trusts us to make peace, to bring about reconciliation, to 
overcome evil with good, and to practice love for our enemies.  

 
 
The prohibition against killing—not relativized 
 

We seek to advance a culture of peace and nonviolence rooted in 
reverence for all life (Albert Schweitzer). We reject the belief in the 
apparent necessity of violence and resist the temptation to act vio-
lently or to relativize the prohibition against killing. We serve life by 
standing up for the dignity and lives of all fellow human beings and 
living creatures, as well as by seeking ways to resolve conflicts with-
out violence. 

When we look to Jesus Christ, we recognize what God desires for 
this world: “For the kingdom of God is righteousness and peace and 
joy in the Holy Spirit” (Rom 14:17). Trusting in God’s Spirit, we gain 
the strength to endure exclusion, threats, and suffering, and as the 
Church of Jesus, to fight together for a more just and peaceful world 
through nonviolent means. 
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3.4 ǀ  Overcoming the Myth of Violence 

 
Belief in the myth of the redemptive power of violence is the most 
widespread religion in the world, the true world religion (Wink)137 . 
The (mostly male) armed hero, one of “the good guys,” triumphs 
over “the bad guys” by destroying them. This false myth pervades 
religious scriptures and is portrayed and celebrated in many films 
today. Neither Christianity nor other religions are free from it. That 
is why it is an ongoing task to debunk this myth and to question the 
seemingly “self-evident” legitimization of violence and weapons. 

 
Churches should expose deception 
 

When considering the crises mentioned at the outset, the myth of the 
redemptive power of violence offers psychological relief. For by fo-
cusing on enemy stereotypes and military prowess, other problems 
become virtually invisible. The churches owe it to the world to ex-
pose this deception—just as Isaiah exposed the idols in Babylon as 
fetishes.138 

According to Christian belief, God has redeemed the world 
through the cross and resurrection (2 Corinthians 5:19; Colossians 
1:19–20).139 It is now up to us, as Christians, to act accordingly, to 
contribute to the liberation from sin and violence, and to work to-
ward overcoming war. We do not need the idol named “violence.” 
Instead, we join in the “rejection of the spirit, logic, and practice of 
deterrence” by the Federation of Protestant Churches in the GDR 
(1983) and the Ecumenical Assemblies in Dresden and Magdeburg 
(1988/89). Guided by Shalom, we can stand together with all people 
of good will worldwide for peace, justice, and the preservation of 
creation. 
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4. ǀ  Peace Logic, Political Science 

and Practical Love for One’s Enemies 
 
 
 

The sociological approach known as “Peace Logic,” published by a 
research team led by Prof. Dr. Hanne-Margret Birckenbach140 as 
part of the Platform for Civil Conflict Management, explains the 
meaning of loving one’s enemies in contrast to military-security 
logic. 

 
Military-security logic 
 

In military-security logic, peace becomes a secondary goal. This is 
because it is assumed that the cause of insecurity originates from an 
opposing side, whose threatening actions can be repelled by force if 
necessary. When both sides think and act in a similar military-secu-
rity logic, this results in a self-perpetuating arms race. Resources are 
no longer directed toward building and maintaining peaceful rela-
tions, but rather toward defensive measures: isolation, severing of 
communication, and arms buildup. Relations deteriorate and unin-
tentionally amplify risks to the point where conflicts escalate into 
war. 

 
Violence prevention and reduction through Peace Logic 
 

A security policy grounded in Peace Logic aims to prevent and avert 
such developments. Security policy based on Peace Logic therefore 
follows a different, conflict-theoretical basic assumption. This 
holds that the cause of insecurity does not lie solely with the oppos-
ing side. Rather, it lies in the relationships between the relevant 
elites on both sides. Each side bears its own share of responsibility 
for these relationships, as the threat and use of violence are always 
the result of complex conflicts. I can unilaterally change my own 
contribution to the conflict and thereby also influence the relation-
ships. From a peace-logical perspective, the connection between 
peace and security cannot arise through demarcation, the cessation 
of dialogical communication, or rearmament and preparation for 
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military confrontation, but only through a peace-building transfor-
mation of mutual relationships. 
 
The following table (large-format illustration on the following 
pages) illustrates the difference between military security logic and 
Peace Logic: 
 
 

 
 

Table ǀ  Difference between military security logic and Peace Logic 
 

→ pages 44-45 
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The Logic of Peace at a Glance 
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In line with this approach by Peace Logic, the long-standing chairs 
of the Working Group for Peace and Conflict Research in Germany, 
Prof. Dr. Lothar Brock, and of the Munich Security Conference, Am-
bassador Wolfgang Ischinger, among others, speak of major mis-
takes made by the West in the run-up to the war in Ukraine.141 

 
Project “From dialogue on contested narratives 

to improved understanding” 
 

The project “Contested-Narratives-Dialogue,” funded by the Ger-
man Foreign Office in 2018, exemplifies the differing perspectives of 
Russia and the West on the Ukraine conflict—and thereby highlights 
concrete starting points for a possible and necessary resolution of 
the conflict142 . A key issue in the conflict is thus Ukraine’s prospect 
of joining NATO, decided in 2008. Another key issue is the failure to 
establish a common European security architecture—agreed upon 
in the 1990 Charter of Paris—that would integrate Russia on an 
equal footing. 

 
Statements by the Working Group Peace Logic (AG Friedenslogik) 
 

Statements by the AG Friedenslogik accordingly highlight concrete 
possibilities for action informed by Peace Logic in the Ukraine con-
flict. 

 
Rethinking Security Initiative (Sicherheit Neu Denken, SND) 
 

The Rethinking Security Initiative works similarly, proposing, 
among other things, UN rather than NATO security guarantees for 
Ukraine as a sustainable peaceful solution to the war in Ukraine. The 
initiative, which emerged from regional churches, regularly pub-
lishes position papers to help understand complex conflicts and 
highlights corresponding constructive solutions as well as positive 
future scenarios. SND also brings proposals to discussions with for-
eign and security policymakers in Germany and Europe, including 
at the Munich Security Conference and the Conference of European 
Churches. 
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The initiative is supported by numerous regional churches and 
over 150 organizations. It outlines realistic paths toward a humane, 
de-escalating security policy in the spirit of a “world domestic pol-
icy” described as early as 1963 by Carl Friedrich von Weizsäcker:143 
international diplomacy, cooperation, fairness, sustainable life-
styles, and an international police force. Examples from around the 
world demonstrate the effectiveness of civilian conflict management 
and nonviolent resistance, even in situations of military occupa-
tion.144 

 
Further Approaches to a Civil Security Policy 

 

The German Federal Government’s Guidelines on Civilian Crisis 
Prevention, Conflict Management, and Peacebuilding  also highlight 
the diverse spectrum of peacebuilding policies.  

Practical tools for constructively and nonviolently addressing so-
cial and international conflicts145 include, among others, the media-
tion procedures of the Federal Foreign Office, the Center for Inter-
national Peace Operations, the Civil Peace Service, Peace Brigades 
International, the Nonviolent Peace Force, the Association for Social 
Defense, the Campaign for Defense Without Weapons, the Action 
Committee Service for Peace, the Workshop for Nonviolent Action, 
as well as Nonviolent Communication and the voluntary initiative 
Living Without Arms. 
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5. ǀ  Options for Action by 

Christians 
 
 
 
 

Every Christian can put the biblical recommendations of a shift in 
perspective, love for one’s enemies, and the Golden Rule into prac-
tice according to their own abilities and in this way contribute to 
peace in the world in the spirit of Shalom. 

 
The Four-Ear Model 
 

To this end, a wide variety of practical tools can be learned and ap-
plied, many of which have already become widespread in recent 
decades. The Four-Ears Model by Schulz von Thun provides a foun-
dational understanding. It describes how differently we can per-
ceive, understand, and interpret messages from others. 

 
Active Listening 
 

In active listening (wikipedia.de), we practice repeating what the 
other person has said. This sharpens our awareness of how much 
we regularly interpret and misinterpret what we hear—things the 
other person either didn’t say or didn’t mean. We repeat the other 
person’s statements until they give the okay: “Yes, now you’ve un-
derstood me.” 

At first, such exercises often feel artificial and awkward. Yet they 
make a big difference in everyday life. 

 
Nonviolent Communication 
 

Nonviolent Communication (NVC) goes beyond active listening. It 
promotes awareness of the feelings and needs underlying our (com-
munication) behavior. NVC offers a practically unlimited range of 
learning and practice opportunities for perceiving and distinguish-
ing between one’s own and others’ feelings and needs. NVC enables 
us to listen empathetically even to messages from the other person 
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that appear hostile. This makes it possible to formulate our own 
messages in a way that fosters peace. 

NVC is based on relatively simple four-step exercises. These en-
able the development of communication skills for personal, profes-
sional, social, and international conflict situations. 

 
Mediation 
 

The widely established field of mediation offers effective methods 
for the nonviolent resolution of conflicts ranging from interpersonal 
to international disputes. For example, in school mediation, the abil-
ity to shift perspectives is practiced. Training programs are offered 
by the Federal Association for Mediation, among others. 

 
Association for Nonviolent Action 
 

The Association for Nonviolent Action offers a range of programs—
from brief introductory and continuing education sessions to a two-
and-a-half-year part-time training program for peace workers—all 
grounded in Christian spirituality.146 

 
Church Peace Services 
 

Within the Action Community for Peace (AGDF), numerous organ-
izations of the Civil Peace Service (such as Pro Peace and EIRENE) 
offer a wide range of continuing education and training opportuni-
ties. Within the Catholic Church, for example, Agiamondo and Cari-
tas International are active. Anyone wishing to work as a (Christian) 
peace specialist in Germany or abroad, either part-time or full-time, 
within the framework of the Civil Peace Service, can contact these 
organizations.147 

 
Studying Peace Studies 
 

Finally, various degree programs in peace and conflict studies and 
peace education also provide a solid foundation for professional 
practice.  
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Solidarity and sustainability in everyday life 
 

In everyday life, everyone can contribute to the realization of God’s 
peace on earth by consciously adopting a lifestyle and economic 
practices rooted in solidarity and sustainability. Here, too, there is a 
wide range of concrete opportunities for learning and implementa-
tion: here and here. 

 
Financing peace 

 

In addition, Christians can support all these instruments and initia-
tives—which receive little to no government funding—through fi-
nancial contributions. 
 

“To be true followers of Jesus today also includes embracing his teach-
ing about nonviolence.” 
 

Pope Francis in his message 
for World Peace Day 2017148 
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6. ǀ  Ways for the churches to act 
 
 
 
 

Churches can and should act as peacemakers in accordance with the 
mission established by Jesus Christ. Whether a small initiative or a 
large national church, according to Jesus’ will, his church lives in 
critical distance from and in solidarity with the society surrounding 
it. For example, several synods of the Federation of Protestant 
Churches in the GDR (BEK) in the 1980s clearly rejected the “spirit, 
logic, and practice of deterrence.”149 

 
Skepticism toward political promises of salvation 
 

We agree with the Mennonite understanding of the church’s mis-
sion: “The church maintains a distance from governments and espe-
cially from empires. It views with skepticism their religious exalta-
tion, promises of peace and salvation, as exemplified in the Pax 
Romana, the U.S. ‘Manifest Destiny,’ the Nazi ‘salvation’ message, 
the Russian ‘Mir’ concept, etc. The church participates in the exodus 
from enslaving systems of violence.”150 

The church lives in the eschatological tension between ‘already’ 
and ‘not yet.’ It lives in the presence of Christ, the already present 
reality of God, yet is aware that the universal realization of peace 
and justice is not something it can achieve on its own. 

In times of massive rearmament, churches should unequivocally 
advocate for disarmament and be a strong, clear voice for peace and 
the dismantling of enemy stereotypes.151 

The EKD peace memorandum Living from God’s Peace – Care for 
Just Peace („Aus Gottes Frieden leben – für gerechten Frieden 
sorgen“) from 2007 demonstrated the diverse ways in which 
churches can fulfill this mission: through education and upbringing, 
by strengthening universal institutions, advocating for the reduction 
of military capabilities, and expanding civil conflict management. 

The statement by the Catholic bishops, Peace to This House 
(“Friede diesem Haus”), from 2024, also comprehensively de-
scribes possible political approaches to overcoming violence as 
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well as numerous areas of action for the Church’s commitment to 
peace.152 

From the range of options available to the Church for nonviolent 
conflict transformation, crisis prevention, and peacemaking, we pre-
sent two examples here: 

 
Commitment to Civil Conflict Management 

and peace promotion 
 

As previously outlined, the scientifically grounded concept of 
Peace Logic and its practical application facilitate the implemen-
tation of the biblical mandate for peace (see Chapter 3).  
Churches can and should act as peacemakers by … 
 
•  clearly and unequivocally advocate for these peace perspec-

tives in the political arena and demand their implementation; 
•  calling for all states to accede to the UN “Treaty on the Prohibi-

tion of Nuclear Weapons” (TPNW); 
•  launch concrete and sustainable national and international 

peace initiatives to overcome existing or impending violence; 
•  develop, promote, and support training and education pro-

grams for peacemakers to implement the biblical recommenda-
tions of a change in perspective, love for one’s enemies, and the 
Golden Rule; 

•  publicize, finance, promote, and support volunteer153 and pro-
fessional national and international peace services; 

•  finance and establish a network of peace promoters154 in Ger-
many and Europe as a model for corresponding government 
programs; 

•  demand government funding for continuing education and 
training programs in constructive conflict management; 

•  promote policies of state and civil society crisis prevention, non-
violent conflict management, and peacebuilding; 

•  raise awareness of positive examples of international crisis 
prevention, nonviolent conflict resolution, and peacebuild-
ing worldwide; 

•  as recommended in the statement by the Catholic bishops, “to 
counter the nightmarish visions of a humanity tearing itself 
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apart with powerful images of successful coexistence among 
people and nations” (DBK 2024, p. 210). 

•  and actively support initiatives such as “Rethinking Security—
From Military to Civil Security Policy”155 as a contribution to a 
peace-oriented political culture (EKD 2025, para. 14). 

 
Support for Conscientious Objection  
 

With the transformation of early Christianity from a Jewish sect into 
the Roman state church, beginning in the fourth century, the origi-
nally negative attitude toward war also changed.156 Church Father 
Augustine (4th/5th century) formulated conditions in his doctrine of 
just war under which participation in war would be permissible for 
Christians. Since then, the major churches have supported all the 
wars waged by their respective national authorities—right up to the 
present day, including and especially in Germany!  

However, adherence to the criteria of the so-called “doctrine of 
just war” (e.g., protection of the civilian population, the harm caused 
by war must not exceed the harm of forgoing defense) is no longer 
possible in today’s reality of war. Therefore, conscientious objection 
should be elevated by the churches to a Christian standard. 

 
Conscientious objection as a Christian standard 
 

After more than 20,000 German soldiers were executed for conscien-
tious objection during World War II, Anna Haag, a member of the 
Württemberg state parliament, proposed incorporating the funda-
mental right to conscientious objection into the Constitution of the 
new Federal Republic (Art. 4,3). When Germany was remilitarized 
ten years after World War II, the churches worked to ensure that a 
civilian alternative service outside the German Army (Bundeswehr) 
was established for conscientious objectors. They also offered con-
scripts who decided to refuse military service counseling and sup-
port for the state’s examination of conscience. 

The Catholic and Protestant churches currently view both mili-
tary service and conscientious objection as possible options for 
Christians. In contrast, the leadership of the Protestant churches in 
the GDR emphasized as early as 1965: “Rather, the objectors, […] 
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and also the construction soldiers, […] bear a clearer witness to 
our Lord’s present commandment of peace” (than regular sol-
diers).157 

In our understanding, the church fulfills its mission only as a 
church of peace. 

 
Called to bear clear witness to peace 
 

Church and Peace puts it this way: “It [the church] is called to bear 
clear witness to peace in a world of violence and war. The commit-
ment to this clear foundation is the impetus for practical, nonviolent 
engagement alongside the victims of violence and war and excludes 
the use of weapons. Counseling for those subject to military service 
must also be based on this theological stance.”158 

We do not fail to recognize that for our fellow citizens who sup-
port the military, the protection of freedom, democracy, and state 
sovereignty is a matter of great concern. However, based on all his-
torical and contemporary experience and in light of today’s wea-
ponry, it does not seem possible to us to achieve this through the use 
of military force. Human life must not be sacrificed, neither in our 
own country nor in an enemy state. The World Council of Churches 
expressed this insight at its founding assembly in Amsterdam in 
1948: War is “contrary to the will of God”. 

 
Church commitment to overcoming war 
 

For this reason, we believe that both the churches and the state have 
a duty to commit unequivocally to overcoming war. This entails the 
development of a concept for civil security policy and a foreign and 
security policy aligned with it. Equally urgent are arms control, dis-
armament, and the global recognition of the ban on nuclear weapons 
and other weapons of mass destruction. The threat of their use is 
tantamount to the threat of genocide. 
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“Peace be with you” (John 20:19, 21) is his Word that does not merely 
desire peace, but truly brings about a lasting transformation in those 
who receive it, and consequently in all of reality. (…) Peace exists; it 
wants to dwell within us.  It has the gentle power to enlighten and ex-
pand our understanding; it resists and overcomes violence.”  
 

Pope Leo XIV on World Peace Day 2026159 
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7. ǀ  Positive Examples 

of Christian peacemaking 
 
 
 
Churches and their members around the world are committed to 
implementing nonviolent strategies to promote peace, often in col-
laboration with members of other religions. Examples are described 
in detail in the following two books: 
 
•  Markus WEINGARDT: Was Frieden schafft: Religiöse Friedensarbeit –

Akteure, Beispiele, Methoden (What Creates Peace: Religious Peace 

Work – Actors, Examples, Methods). 2014. 
Ten methods of constructive conflict management are de-
scribed, and their application is illustrated using an example 
from both the international and national contexts. A story- and 
image-rich, engaging, and practical book about concrete work 
for peace. 
 

•  Markus WEINGARDT: Religion macht Frieden (Religion Makes Peace). 

2007. 

Drawing on over 40 international case studies, Weingardt ex-
amines the impressive peace-building potential of religions in 
political violent conflicts, e.g., the role of the Catholic Church in 
the “Rosary Revolution” in the Philippines, which led to the dic-
tator’s downfall. 

 
 
Further examples of the Church’s peacemaking efforts: 

 
•  Sant’Egidio 

The Christian community of Sant’Egidio, based in Rome, has 
served as a mediator and observer in numerous successful 
peace negotiations, including those for Guatemala, Kosovo, 
Ivory Coast, and South Sudan. Its most significant diplomatic 
achievement was brokering the 1992 peace treaty for Mozam-
bique, which ended a 16-year civil war; in this effort, 
Sant’Egidio collaborated with the UN and numerous nations.160 
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In 2025, the rebel groups 3R and UPC in the Central African Re-
public laid down their arms. The Community of Sant’Egidio 
played a decisive role in the dialogue between the rebel leaders 
and state institutions.161 

 
•  European ecclesial peace network 

Church and Peace 
The ecumenical peace church network Church and Peace 
brings together Christian communities, church congrega-
tions, educational institutions, peace organizations, and 
peace services from across Europe. As a meeting place and 
forum for dialogue, the network provides space for reflection 
and acts as a catalyst for joint projects.162 
 

•  Global network Religions for Peace 
As the world’s largest interfaith organization, Religions for 
Peace is committed to international peace policy and civil so-
ciety’s responsibility for the common good of all people. 
Based in New York, the network of 90 national member associ-
ations, regional and local groups, and religious leaders works 
closely with the United Nations on an international level.163 
 

•  Pilgrimage of Justice and Peace / 
World Council of Churches 
As part of its Pilgrimage of Justice and Peace, the World Council 
of Churches (WCC) encourages all its member churches to en-
gage in peacemaking efforts in order to renew the true calling 
of the church through a shared commitment to the vital con-
cerns of justice and peace and to heal a world full of conflict, 
injustice, and pain… and to take concrete steps forward to trans-
form injustice and violence.164 
As a foundational document, the WCC Assembly adopted a 
declaration on the path of just peace in 2013.165 
 

•  Pathways to Peace / Conference of European Churches 
The Conference of European Churches (CEC) was founded in 
1959 as a peace organization and played a significant role in 
overcoming the Cold War after World War II. 
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Its “Pathways to Peace” initiative promotes justice, reconcilia-
tion, and peace as a coordinated response by the European 
church community to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine in 2022. The 
initiative fosters collaboration among church leaders, intellectu-
als, and academic institutions to prepare for peace in Ukraine 
and engages in dialogue with European institutions.166 
 

•  Peace ethics process in Baden 
In 2013, following a broad participatory discussion process, the 
Evangelical Regional Church in Baden adopted an exemplary 
path toward a church of just peace: “Guide our feet into the 
way of peace (Luke 1:79) – a contribution to the discussion from 
the Evangelical Regional Church in Baden.”167 One of the 12 
concrete measures was the development of a exit scenario for 
military peacekeeping: “Rethinking Security. From Military 
to Civil Security Policy.”168 This initiative also served as the im-
petus for the founding of the Freiburg Peace Institute at the local 
Protestant University of Applied Sciences. 
The brochure “Becoming a Church of Just Peace: A 10-Year Jour-
ney—Documentation of the Peace Ethics Process in Baden,” 
published in 2023, describes the subsequent implementation of 
the resolution.169 
 

•  Conciliar Process for Justice, Peace, 
and the Integrity of Creation 
The Conciliar Process of mutual commitment to justice, peace, 
and the integrity of creation, proclaimed by the WCC Assem-
bly in Vancouver, Canada (1983), traces its origins to an initia-
tive by the Protestant churches in the GDR in cooperation with 
the ecumenical grassroots in the EKD170 and has had an enor-
mous, global, spiritual, and political impact. This process in-
spired, among other things, the convening of the first UN Con-
ference on Environment and Development in Rio de Janeiro, 
Brazil (1992). 

 
•  Nonviolent Revolution in Germany 1989 

Since the late 1970s, the churches in the GDR had already taken 
up the impetus of the Conference on Security and Cooperation 
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in Europe (CSCE) and later of the World Council of Churches’ 
Conciliar Process for Justice, Peace, and the Integrity of Crea-
tion, which they themselves had initiated.171 
Nationwide peace education programs, annual conferences, 
and the organization and hosting of large ecumenical gather-
ings in Dresden and Magdeburg made possible the system-
transforming nonviolent demonstrations of 1989 and the nonvi-
olent fall of the Berlin Wall, thereby making a major contribu-
tion to the nonviolent end of the Cold War and the subsequent 
far-reaching military disarmament in Europe. Crucial to the 
nonviolent course of the large demonstration that began at St. 
Nicholas Church in Leipzig on October 9, 1989, was the 
“Swords to Plowshares” movement within the churches172 . 

 
•  Kairos Palestine 

Kairos Palestine is the largest nonviolent Palestinian Christian 
movement. It emerged in 2009 as a cry for help from the Pales-
tinian people to the international community amid their desper-
ate situation. Its historic Kairos document on peace theology, 
“The Hour of Truth—A Word of Faith, Hope, and Love from 
the Heart of the Suffering of the Palestinian People”,173 was 
signed by all the leaders of the thirteen Christian denominations 
of the churches in the Holy Land. An international network of 
commitment and prayer emerged. In November 2025, the 
next generation published the Kairos II document, “Faith in 
the Face of Genocide”.174 
 
 

•  Truth and reconciliation commissions 
in Rwanda, South Africa, Guatemala 
Christian churches also played a significant role in the Truth 
and Reconciliation Commissions in Rwanda, South Africa, and 
Guatemala, as well as in numerous other countries, contributing 
to peaceful transformation processes in these nations following 
civil wars.175 
The chair of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission estab-
lished in 1996 to address the crimes of apartheid policy in South 
Africa was the black archbishop and Nobel Peace Prize laureate 
Desmond Tutu. One of the commission’s goals was to bring 
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victims and perpetrators into a ‘dialogue’ and thus create a 
foundation for the reconciliation of the divided population 
groups. The priority here was listening to and acknowledging 
each other’s experiences.176 
 

•  Pax Christi / Catholic Nonviolence Initiative 
Pax Christi International promotes an understanding of active 
nonviolence within the Catholic Church through the Catholic 
Nonviolence Initiative (CNI) and the Catholic Institute for Non-
violence in Rome.177 
 

•  Peace Churches 
Well-known peace churches that have identified with Jesus’s 
mission of peace for centuries include the Mennonites178, the 
Church of the Brethren179, and the Society of Friends (also 
known as “Quakers”)180. 
“Nonviolence is, in the traditions of the historic peace churches, 
not only an essential element of theological ethics but also a 
‘regulative principle’ of all theological reflection. … Social re-
sponsibility is shaped by the Christian values and way of life 
(following Jesus) of a visible church that seeks alternatives to 
the use of direct, indirect, systemic, cultural, and epistemic vio-
lence.”181  
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8. ǀ  References to other peace documents 
 
 
 
This ecumenical peace document focuses on a topic that is also ad-
dressed by many church bodies. 
 

In our document, we have incorporated suggestions from the World 
Council of Churches (WCC), the global Catholic Church, and 
Christian peace initiatives: 
 

•  Message from Pope Leo XIV for World Peace Day 2026182 
•  Christian Call for Peace, Hanover 2025183 
•  Message from Pope Francis for World Peace Day 2017184  
•  European Peace Document “Charta Oecumenica” 

(ACK 2001)185 
•  Ecumenical Assembly, Dresden 1989186 
•  Statements of the World Council of Churches187 . 

 
Our approach differs significantly in theological, ethical, and politi-
cal terms from the following documents of German churches: 
 

•  Peace Memorandum of the Council of the EKD from 
2025188 

•  Statement on Peace by the German Bishops from 2024189 
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Seeing the world through the eyes of others 

 
“Peace requires the ability to see the world through the eyes of oth-
ers—including, and especially, through the eyes of those we have 
learned to call adversaries or enemies. It begins by listening to the 
other’s story, not by telling one’s own. It begins neither with the 
contemplation of the  n a r c i s s i s t i c  worldview nor the image 
of the enemy, but with stepping out of the cabinet of images and 
entering a reality under the sun, in which we recognize that we, too, 
cast a shadow. If someone shows you an image and says this is your 
enemy whom you must fight, first take a close look at who is speak-
ing to you. What is this person’s story? Have they contributed to 
peace in the past? Why do they want to drag you into battle? If 
someone tells you that you must go to war for the sake of good 
against evil, examine the ‘good’ ones, study their deeds—and then 
look at the image of the enemy. Ask yourself who created it—and 
how. Try to form your own picture. Listen to the stories of those 
who are supposed to be your enemies, in their own words. Study 
their deeds as well. Try to understand them, even if you don’t ap-
prove of them. And then, only then, draw your conclusions.” 
 

Fabian Scheidler190 
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9. ǀ  The Lord’s Prayer . . . 
 
 
 
The question for us as Christians is not whether nonviolence works, 
but whether we want the peaceful path to peace; whether we have 
hope for this world, whether we, as followers of Jesus, are ready to 
be the light of the world and the salt of the earth, and to politically 
develop peace without weapons. 

The Lord’s Prayer, placed by the evangelist Matthew in the mid-
dle of the Sermon on the Mount, is a spiritual source of strength for 
living according to Jesus’ teachings in this real world today. Let us 
act in such a way that we do not stand in the way of God’s Shalom, 
but move toward the kingdom of justice and peace. 
Let us ask what God’s will is for our present time. Let us ask to be 
preserved from the temptation to fight evil with evil means, even to 
the point of threatening the destruction of all life. Let us ask God for 
deliverance from our reliance on violence. 
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Appendix 
 
 

Supporters 
 

 
Supporting Organizations 

 
“Taxes into Plowshares” campaign within the Peace Tax Network e.V. 

Bonhoeffer-Niemöller Foundation 

Christians in the German Peace Society – United War Resisters (DFG-
VK) 

Church and Peace 

Protestant Working Group for Conscientious Objectors 
Württemberg (EAK) 

Forum on Peace Ethics in the Evangelical Regional Church of Baden 
(FFE) 

Women’s Group “On the Move for Life” 

Main-Taunus Peace Initiative 

Peace Ministry of the Evangelical Regional Church in Württemberg 

Acting Nonviolently – Learning Peace Ecumenically, Inc.  

Green Alternative, Inc. 

Christian Peace Appeal Initiative 

Initiative for Rethinking Security 

International Fellowship of Reconciliation – German Branch 

IPPNW – International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War | 

Physicians with Social Responsibility, Inc. German Section 

Kairos Europe, Heidelberg  

Ecumenical Initiative for the Reform or Abolition of Military Chap-
laincy 

Ecumenical Institute for Peace Theology 

pax christi ǀ German Section 

Solidarity Church in the Rhineland 

Workshop for Nonviolent Action Baden  



65 

 

Individual Supporters 

 
Gerd BAUZ ǀ Organizational Consultant ǀ Frankfurt am Main 

Dietrich BECKER-HINRICHS ǀ Retired Pastor ǀ Lahr 

Prof. Dr. Hanne-Margret BIRCKENBACH ǀ Peace researcher ǀ Hamburg 

Susanne BÖDECKER ǀ DFG-VK Staff Member and Consultant for KDV ǀ 

Stuttgart 

Paul BOSLER ǀ Pastor ǀ Nürtingen 

Dr. Eberhard BÜRGER ǀ Retired Pastor ǀ Magdeburg 

Peter BÜRGER ǀ Theologian and Publicist ǀ Düsseldorf 

Susanne BÜTTNER ǀ Dean of the Baden-Württemberg Correctional Sys-
tem ǀ Schwäbisch Gmünd 

Maria BUCHWITZ ǀ Chair of the pax christi Diocesan Association of 
Münster ǀ Münster 

Dr. Angelika CLAUSSEN ǀ President of IPPNW Europe ǀ Bielefeld 

Dr. Ulrich DUCHROW ǀ Professor of Systematic Theology and 
Social Ethics ǀ Heidelberg 

Horst FIßMER ǀ Retired Pastor ǀ Minden 

Erich FREHSE ǀ Retired Pastor ǀ Bonn 

Prof. Dr. Josef FREISE ǀ Christian-Muslim Peace Initiative Germany ǀ 

Neuwied 

Hartmut FRIEDRICH ǀ Theologian and Retired Pastor ǀ Gaggenau 

Dr. Gudula FRIELING ǀ Teacher ǀ Dortmund 

Dr. Ulrich van GEMMEREN ǀ Retired Managing Director ǀ Merzhausen  

Udo GROTZ ǀ Retired pastor and religious education teacher ǀ 

Heitersheim 

Rita HORSTMANN ǀ Retired pastor ǀ Cologne 

Stefanie INTVEEN ǀ Mediator ǀ Cologne 

Aline JUNG ǀ Housewife and organizer of the “Unterwegs für das 
Leben” pilgrimage routes ǀ Ettenheim 

Christian KELLER ǀ Theologian and retired dean ǀ Villingen / Black For-
est 

Gerhard KERN ǀ President of the Main-Taunus Peace Initiative, retired 
teacher and concert singer ǀ Hofheim am Taunus 

Retired Professor Dr. Rainer KESSLER ǀ Old Testament scholar ǀ Frank-
furt am Main 
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Dr. Heinz KLIPPERT ǀ Economist, learning researcher, peace educator ǀ 

Landau 

Karl Wilhelm KOCH ǀ B.S. in Chemical Engineering, author of the tech-
nical book “Nuclear Power Accidents” ǀ Mehren 

Robert KÖLBLIN ǀ B.S. in Electrical Engineering, Conscientious Objector 

ǀ Lörrach 

Prof. Dr. Elke KRAHMANN ǀ Political scientist ǀ Kiel 

Wolfgang KRAUß ǀ Theological Assistant at the Mennonite Congrega-
tion in Augsburg 

Dr. Matthias KREPLIN ǀ Senior Church Council Member and Pastor ǀ 

Karlsruhe 

Thomas-Dietrich LEHMANN ǀ Protestant prison chaplain ǀ  
Berlin 

Johannes MAIER ǀ Director of the Ecumenical Peace Discussion Group ǀ 

Waldkirch-Kollnau 

Dr. Eberhard MÜLLER ǀ Biologist and Theologian ǀ Zell am Harmers-
bach 

Reinhard MÜLLER ǀ Retired Pastor, Vice Chair of the Bonhoeffer-Nie-
möller Foundation ǀ Nieder Seifersdorf 

Monika NITSCH ǀ Retired Protestant religion teacher ǀ Düsseldorf 

Jacqueline OLESEN ǀ Peace Officer of the Evangelical Peace Congrega-
tion ǀ Baden-Baden 

Prof. Dr. Gottfried ORTH ǀ Theologian ǀ Rothenburg ob der Tauber 

Klaus SCHITTICH ǀ Global Citizen and Human Rights Activist ǀ Freiburg 

Rainer SCHMID ǀ Theologian and Religious Education Teacher ǀ Ulm / 
Danube  

Michael SCHWEITZER ǀ Retired Pastor ǀ Ellenhausen 

Thomas Carl SCHWOERER ǀ National Spokesperson for the German 
Peace 
Society – United War Resisters (DFG-VK) 

Prof. Dr. em. Franz SEGBERS ǀ Social ethicist ǀ Konstanz 

PD Dr. Stefan SILBER ǀ Theologian ǀ Saarbrücken 

Richard STRODEL ǀ Deacon, Member of IKF Bavaria ǀ Neustadt ǀ Coburg 

Klaus WAIDITSCHKA ǀ Editor of Friedenssteuer-Nachrichten and Board 
Member of CPTI ǀ Mannheim 

Dr. Klaus WAZLAWIK ǀ Deep Drilling Engineer ǀ Berlin 
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Markus WEBER ǀ Certified Theologian, Coordinator for Peace Education 
&  
pax christi in the Archdiocese ǀ Freiburg 

Dr. Markus WEINGARDT ǀ Peace and conflict researcher ǀ Tübingen 

Dominik WEIß ǀ Deacon and Theologian ǀ Baiersbronn 

Prof. Dr. Dr. h.c. Dietrich WERNER ǀ Theologian ǀ Berlin 

Birgit WORZALLA-LAPP ǀ Peace educator, staff member at pax christi 
and the Peace Light Campaign ǀ St. Märgen 

Andreas ZUMACH ǀ Journalist and Author ǀ Berlin 
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The Editorial Group 
 
 
 
Ralf Becker, social entrepreneur, coordinator of the “Rethinking Secu-
rity” (Sicherheit Neu Denken) initiative since 2019, coordinator of “Non-
violent Action – Ecumenical Peace Education” (Gewaltlos handeln – 
ökumenisch Frieden lernen e.V.) from 2012 to 2019. Involved, among 
other things, in the Speakers’ Council of the Platform for Civil Conflict 
Management, in church development in the dioceses of Paderborn and 
Münster, the “Jubilee 2000” campaign, as well as the coordination of in-
ternational sustainability dialogues and the implementation of the 
study “Zukunftsfähiges Deutschland” (A Sustainable Germany) at the 
aid organization Misereor. 

 
Karen Hinrichs, retired pastor, theologian, and educator; 1989–2004 par-
ish pastor and 2004–2019 senior church councilor of the Evangelical Re-
gional Church in Baden; 2020–2025 lecturer and executive director of the 
Peace Institute at the Protestant University of Applied Sciences in Frei-
burg. Publications on peace education and theology.  Member of, among 
others: Ecumenical Institute for Peace Theology, Gewaltfrei Handeln – 
Ökumenisch Frieden Lernen e.V., International Fellowship of Reconcil-
iation – German Branch, Church and Peace. 

 
Heinrich Schäfer, Prof. Dr. Dr. (ret.), sociologist and Protestant theolo-
gian, Bielefeld University; formerly at the Universidad Bíblica Latino-
americana, Costa Rica; since the late 1970s, he has been engaged in field 
research during two wars and other academic work in Latin America 
and Germany, focusing on the topic of “Conflict and Peace” from soci-
ological and theological perspectives. His theological approach is a so-
ciologically informed liberation theology.  

 
Theodor Ziegler, Dr. phil., Baiersbronn, religious educator. He contrib-
uted to the peace ethics discussion process of the Baden Regional 
Church as well as to the development of the scenario “Rethinking Secu-
rity: From Military to Civil Security Policy” and is a member of the Ecu-
menical Institute for Peace Theology as well as of the German Peace So-
ciety – United Opponents of War. Dissertation: “Motives and Alterna-
tive Concepts of Christian Pacifists.” 



69 

 

Notes 
 
 
 
In accordance with the responsibility of sovereign citizens under the 
Constitution of the Federal Republic of Germany and the legal pro-
visions of the United Nations, our theological and political state-
ments in this text are based on many years of thorough research. To 
make this at least somewhat transparent to the readers, we provide 
extensive notes. We apologize that, for reasons of time and re-
sources, we cannot provide some German titles in their English ver-
sion.   
 

“Have the courage to use your own understanding!” 
(Immanuel Kant, 1784) 

 
 

1  Attributed to Yitzhak RABIN, 1994. Stylistic adaptation by Gordon Matthews.  
2  We quote Bible passages from the current ecumenical standard version in Ger-

man and translate them into English, taking into account the original Hebrew 
or Greek text, respectively. 

3  This distinction between peace and (military) security was also made by Die-
trich +BONHOEFFER Rede.  

4  Hanne-Margret +BIRCKENBACH Friedenslogik. See also the website of Professor 
Birckenbach’s team: https://pzkb.de/friedenslogik/.  

5  It is impossible to list here the vast number of current analyses in academic 
literature and established media in their entirety. Here is a selection: 
BAAB, Patrik. Front. BRZEZINSKI Weltmacht (= Chessboard). DIESEN Ukraine. 
HOFBAUER Feindbild. KATCHANOVSKI Maidan. KATCHANOVSKI War.  
KOSTNER Ukrainekrieg. KRONAUER Ukraine. MOUSSEAU and DEVILLERS War.  

NIDA-RÜMELIN Perspektiven. NIDA-RÜMELIN Epochenbruch. RICHTER An-

griffskrieg. SAROTTE Schritt. SASSE Ukraine. VERHEUGEN and ERLER Weg.  
In addition, publications, speeches, and interviews with experts such as Ret. 
Gen. Harald Kujat, John Mearsheimer, Jeffrey D. Sachs, Seymour Hersh, Anatol 
Lieven, Benjamin Abelow, Andreas Zumach, Marty Havryshko, Herfried 
Münkler, Gen. Carsten Breuer, Sabine Fischer, Karl Schlögel, etc. 
In addition, various websites of governments, international organizations (UN, 
OSCE, EU…), think tanks, and academic journals in Germany (such as 
https://ukraine-nachrichten.de/), Ukraine, the U.S., and Russia. 
Finally, for an entertaining and classic piece of journalism, we recommend: 
SCHOLL-LATOUR Zangengriff.  

6  See, for example, for an assessment of the war in the Near and Middle East that 
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escalated in 2026 from a Christian perspective:  
https://www.oikoumene.org/de/resources/documents/joint-ecumenical-state 
ment-on-the-widening-conflict-in-the-middle-east. LÜDERS Krieg. From an Is-
raeli perspective on „7. Oktober“ see former intelligence officer Ron LESHEM 
Feuer.  

7  Russia’s role in the escalation of the Ukraine conflict is described, for example, 
in the following titles:  
EUROPÄISCHE KOMMISSION Mythen. KRAFT Rechtfertigung. LANGE NATO. 
LANGE and MASALA Krieg.  

8  “We knew that the story of the international rules-based order was partly false: 
that the strongest powers exempted themselves from the order when neces-
sary, that trade rules were enforced asymmetrically. […] What does it mean for 
middle powers to live the truth? – First of all, it means calling reality by its 
name.” CARNEY Auftritt. Original in video: Carney Speech. WIMALASENA Car-

ney. 
9  Thesis III reads that war must be abolished through a sustained and progres-

sive effort. WEIZSÄCKER Thesen. Also available on the EKD website (https:// 
www.ekd.de/ekd_de/ds_doc/Heidelberger_Thesen.pdf). 

10  IPPNW Kirche. Other experts see the danger already at 0.5 percent. 
11  ENDT Gazastreifen.  
12  HELLER Waffen.  
13  DEUTSCHLANDFUNK Militärausgaben. 
14  According to its financial plan, the German government plans to drastically 

increase German military spending to around 152 billion euros by 2029. (BUN-

DESMINISTERIUM DER VERTEIDIGUNG Bündnis) Combined with the additional 
1.5 percent pledged to NATO for further defense-related expenditures, this re-
sults in planned expenditures of 217 billion euros, which amounts to more than 
half of the total federal budget revenue of 421 billion euros planned for 2029. 
(BUNDESFINANZMINISTERIUM Bundeshaushalt).  

15  OEHME Gerechtigkeit.  
16  SCHEIDLER Friedenstüchtig.  
17  Serious interpersonal or religious misconduct was sometimes punished by 

the death penalty in the Old Testament. Likewise, in wars of defense, conquest, 
and retribution, killing (supposedly) on God’s behalf was considered a matter 
of course (e.g., Leviticus 26:6; Judges 4:17; or Joshua 9:15). In contrast, the Ten 
Commandments’ prohibition against killing (Exodus 20:13) forbids killing out-
right. Even military leaders, faced with the gruesome reality of war, asked 
themselves: “Must the sword devour without ceasing? Do you not know that 
this will lead to a bitter end?” (2 Samuel 2:26). Military service was rejected in 
the same way in early Christianity: “God has forbidden us to kill,” states the 
Church Father Lactantius (aprox. 250–325). “For,” he continues, “it is the same 
whether you kill someone with the sword or with the word, since killing is 
forbidden.” See also: Das biblische Tötungsverbot und das Töten im Krieg, in: 
Jahrbuch Bibli-sche Theologie 2026 (in preparation). We owe the exegetical in-
sights and the reception in the Early Church to this article. 
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18  In classical prophecy—especially in Isaiah, Jeremiah, and Micah—and in the 

theological tradition built upon them, the term is an important topos for both 
negative and positive peace. The semantic range of the Semitic root šlm encom-
passes primarily two concepts: “on the one hand, ‘peace, friendliness,’ often in 
clear contrast to war and enmity; on the other hand, ‘well-being, prosperity, 
happiness,’ whereby the emphasis is often very strongly on concrete material 
goods.” (GERLEMANN šlm)  

19  Interesting biblical examples can be found in Markus WEINGARDT Kon-

fliktbearbeitung.  
20  This approach is similar to that of Latin American liberation theology and the 

socially ethical Geneva ecumenism. From a theological perspective, it is out-
lined as a European-style contextual theology; from a sociological perspective, 
as an epistemologically grounded theory of practice. The peace-ethical judg-
ments presented here are thus reflected upon theologically and sociologically 
in two respects: exegetically and with regard to current social conditions. – Lit-
erature on this topic: WORLD COUNCIL OF CHURCHES Violence. SCHÄFER 

Praxis. Similar: CASALIS Ideen. On sociology: SCHÄFER Epistemology. SCHÄFER 

Praxeology. In concise form: SCHÄFER, SEIBERT und TOVAR Religion. 
21  Through the methods of critical exegesis—such as in the excellent commen-

tary on Matthew by LUZ (EKK)–-the level of Jesus’ words is first uncovered 
and then positioned within the power structures of the time using a power-
sensitive social theory (Bourdieu)–-similar to the work of Gerd Theißen or 
Luise Schottroff. From a systematic-theological perspective, the orientations 
derived from exegesis are situated within current social contexts, particularly 
conflicts; this is also done using power-sensitive sociological and political sci-
ence theories and on the basis of scholarly analysis of current conflicts (e.g., 
Ukraine, Gaza, Iran…). In this way, the development of theological-ethical 
judgments becomes transparent—both exegetically and systematically—with 
regard to their socio-political conditions. There is no recourse to denomina-
tional dogmas or to social common sense. – Bibliography: THEIßEN  Je-

susbewegung. THEIßEN Sozialgeschichte. SCHOTTROFF Gleichnisse. 
22  From a theological perspective, this approach does indeed contradict a fun-

damentally negative view of humanity, which describes all people as “evil 
from youth,” in order to establish authority as a corrective. But it does not con-
tradict the concept of sin if one reads Genesis 1 through 11 systematically (cf. 
WESTERMANN Genesis). Chapters 1 through 11 of Genesis deal with all of hu-
manity; the human condition, in contrast to the history of Israel beginning in 
chapter 12. Sin as a generally human phenomenon is initially (Gen. 3, the ser-
pent) the mental willingness to elevate oneself, one’s own group, or one’s own 
values to an absolute (“like God”) and to pass categorical judgments on others 
(“good/evil”) such as the fundamentalist demonization of an opponent, among 
other things. The myth of Cain and Abel then dramatizes the realization of this 
attitude through action, in this case murder (Gen. 4). The Tower of Babel (Gen. 
11) addresses the creation of a hierarchical society that seeks to take God’s place 
in order to exercise power worldwide. The logic of enmity instead of Shalom! 
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In between, however, Genesis 1–11 also offers positive etiologies of cultural 
creation: livestock herding and life in tents, life in urban spaces, the music of 
zither and flute players, and metalworkers as the sons of Cain (Gen. 4:20–22). 
(For the cultural-historical background, see SCHAIK and MICHEL Tagebuch.) In 
summary, it can be said that these 11 chapters present a tension between crea-
tion and destruction, which often resolves in the direction of destruction. The 
positive forces under the promises of the divine rainbow (Gen. 9:13), however, 
are by no means considered to have been extinguished.  
From a social science perspective, there can be little doubt that humans are ca-
pable of cooperation and that, throughout history, they have built entire civili-
zations through cooperation—just not neoliberal ones. Julian NIDA-RÜMELIN 

(Epochenbruch, p. 68 ff.) draws attention to the significance of this fact for social 
philosophy. The anthropologists GRAEBER and WENGROW (Humanity) rewrite 
much of world history from the perspective of indigenous cultures. Among other 
things, one learns that the problems with class society and the control of the few 
through the use of violence began; but also that many indigenous societies 
were organized through cooperation and that in these societies there was al-
ways the freedom to conceive of and create alternatives. Amitav GHOSH (Mus-

katnuss) provides excellent, well-researched, and literarily masterful insight 
into the alternative to this—the destructive violence of European colonialism 
and neocolonialism. In light of the current escalation of neocolonialism, the fol-
lowing works are recommended from a wealth of social science literature: 
KLEIN Schock and BEVINS Jakarta. 

23  Church tradition has done what institutions often do with context-dependent 
language and corresponding statements: they transform them into command-
ments to be obeyed, no matter where or when. Consequently, the recommenda-
tions of the Sermon on the Mount (and others) are largely not viewed as con-
text-dependent and meaningful recommendations, but as radical command-
ments. This gives rise to the problem of applying commandments according to 
deontological ethics. Traditional Catholic teaching requires adherence to the 
“commandments” of the Sermon on the Mount only of church officials—in con-
trast to the Ten Commandments in the Torah to be obeyed by everybody. In 
the Lutheran tradition, the “commandments” of the Sermon on the Mount are 
considered relevant only for Christians as individuals. Reformed Christians 
tend to view them as tools of Christian education. Consequently, with regard 
to the Sermon on the Mount and many prophets, the purpose-driven teleology 
of alignment with the regulative idea of the Kingdom of God is lost; moreover 
the situational creativity of Jesus’ recommendations is destroyed. It is also sig-
nificant here that Jesus’ words did not arise from a position of ecclesiastical-
institutional power, but from the perspective of marginalized people.  

24  This is (according to LUZ EKK, p. 185 ff.) a central text of the Sermon on the 
Mount, the original form of which likely goes back to Jesus himself. The “Our 
Father” draws attention to prayer—more precisely, supplication—as a form of 
practice within the Sermon on the Mount (LUZ EKK, p. 189). 

25  Instead of seeking peaceful diplomatic means and reducing human suffering 
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in accordance with Article 2 and chapt. 6 of the UN Charter, Germany, together 
with other European countries, has blocked diplomacy. It has rather escalated the 
conflict in Ukraine and thus prolonged human suffering. This policy at the ex-
pense of the Ukrainian civilian population is further intensified in the new “Stra-
tegic Partnership”: Ukrainian men who have fled are now to be sent back to serve 
on the front lines, and military-technical cooperation aims to launch attacks on 
Russia. One cannot help but get the impression that German politicians want to 
wage a proxy war against Russia at the expense of the Ukrainian civilian popula-
tion. GOTTSCHALK Drohnenunternehmen. LOST IN EUROPE Protektorat. 

26  This does not, of course, imply the exclusion of law and jurisdiction. But it is 
a strong argument for aligning law and jurisdiction with the right of all people 
to physical life and corresponding living conditions.  

27  A regulative idea (pure reason) does not constitute knowledge, but rather di-
rects thought toward specific goals, such as freedom, God (practical reason), or 
indeed the Kingdom of God. 

28  The same applies to Isaiah 2. 
29  This is the case, for example, with the IG Metall union at the Ford plants in Co-

logne (DEUTSCHE FRIEDENSGESELLSCHAFT Kriegswirtschaft) and is a long-stand-
ing tradition among dockworkers in the Mediterranean region (WEISS Dock-

workers)  
30  The “Swords into Plowshares” emblem was developed by retired Pastor Har-

ald Bretschneider of Dresden (https://www.ekd.de/bretschneider-erfinder-
symbol-schwerter-zu-pflugscharen-50293.htm). 

31  LUZ EKK, p. 279 ff. The phrase “Do not judge…” in verse 1 goes back to Jesus 
and is then explained by subsequent redaction. The image of the log illustrates 
the recommendation not to judge in that the self of the judge is cast in a new 
light. The judge becomes the one being judged. The “log” in one’s own eye 
means that this person is virtually completely blind and cannot judge the speck 
in the other’s eye at all (LUZ EKK, p. 379 ff.). Luz continues: It is not a matter of 
not sticking one’s nose into others’ affairs. Rather, the focus is on community-
oriented behavior, in which the speck in another’s eye also constitutes an im-
pairment. Judging is therefore out of place; instead, the focus should be on 
helping others—for example, through a change of perspective and diplomacy. 

32  EISENSTEIN (Friedenszeitalter) explains the so-called mirror principle, which 
follows the logic of self-criticism and is at work in both love for one’s enemies 
and the Golden Rule. 

33  This is the so-called Level 2 perspective-taking (or shift 2 in perspective). In a 
Level 1 shift in perspective, one merely perceives that the other person also sees 
something I have perceived (such as a gun barrel). In Level 2 perspective-tak-
ing, one perceives that the other person sees the same object from a different 
angle or perspective and thus as something different (the barrel of the gun from 
the muzzle and thus as a threat). Markus Barth explains that taking on another 
person’s perspective means more than simply directing one’s attention to that 
person […]. Rather, perspective-taking allows one to develop an understand-
ing of how the other person is affected by the situation. (BARTH Perspective-
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Taking. An investigation of group-based guilt and perspective-taking using the 
examples of German colonial crimes in Namibia and the expulsion of Polish 
citizens during World War II.) In our peace-treatise, we use the term “change 
of perspective” to avoid the implication that “taking on” means identifying 
with the position of the other party (“Putin sympathizers”). For the debate on 
the two terms, see HASCHEM-HUSCH Perspective-Shifting. An interesting jour-
nalistic attempt to “crawl into” the Russian mindset: FASBENDER  Augen. 

34  BIRCKENBACH Friedenslogik, p. 21. 
35  Examples include the undermining of Ukrainian-Russian peace efforts in Is-

tanbul in March/April 2022 or the misguided recommendation of a Ukrainian 
offensive in 2023. CHARAP and RADCHENKO Talks. 

36  Numerous treaties confirm that while signatory states have the freedom to 
choose their alliances, this must not be done at the expense of the security of 
other states. This has long been Russia’s primary concern regarding NATO’s 
eastward expansion.  
We refer to the following official treaties: the Two Plus Four Treaty (September 
12, 1990).” September 12, 1990 (hereinafter referred to as the “Two Plus Four 
Treaty”). The preamble states that, in the interest of consolidating world peace 
and in the interest of a just and lasting peace order in Europe, the security in-
terests of each [contracting party] must be taken into account; and that cooper-
ation, arms control, disarmament, and confidence-building are necessary for 
this purpose. In this spirit of collective security, the consideration of the secu-
rity interests of each contracting state was enshrined in the following treaties, 
among others. “Charter of Paris for a New Europe.” Meeting of Heads of State 
and Government of the participating States of the Conference on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE). Paris, November 21, 1990. (hereinafter cited as 
the “Charter of Paris”); NATO and the Russian Federation: “NATO-Russia 
Founding Act – Founding Act on Mutual Relations, Cooperation and Security 
between NATO and the Russian Federation signed in Paris, France, May 27, 
1997.” NATO – Official text, Paris, May 27, 1997 (hereinafter cited as: 
NATO-Russia Founding Act). Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe: “OSCE Istanbul Summit. European Security Charter 1999 – German 
(2000).” OSCE, November 19, 1999, (hereinafter cited as “OSCE 1999”).  
It is true that NATO has never contractually committed to refraining from east-
ward expansion. (See SAROTTE Schritt) However, this very commitment indeed 
has been made and recorded in many speeches and protocols of East-West 
talks. Depending on one’s legal interpretation, they may therefore be legally 
binding. From a peace-logical perspective, retracting important verbal assur-
ances is certainly not a friendly act. For the verbal assurances (e.g., Foreign 

Minister GENSCHER, NATO Secretary General WÖRNER, etc.), see NATIONAL 

SECURITY ARCHIVE Gorbachev. NATIONAL SECURITY ARCHIVE Yeltsin.   
37  Threat to Russian security in violation of the guaranteed “collective security” 

under the Two-Plus-Four Treaty (September 12, 1990); the Charter of Paris for 
a New Europe (1990); and the European Security Charter (1999). 

38  KISSINGER Avoid. KENNAN Error. NORDEN Allianz. BRZEZINSKI Aggression. 
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Following the regime change in Kyiv in 2014, Brzezinski warns the West 
against insisting on Ukraine’s admission to NATO: “The West should reassure 
Russia that it is not seeking to draw Ukraine into NATO or to turn it against 
Russia.” He also strongly advises the West to engage in compromise-oriented 
negotiations with Russia. BRZEZINSKI Krieg. MATLOCK There. On the U.S. stra-
tegic concept for Eurasia (without a NATO option for Ukraine), see BRZEZINSKI 
Weltmacht; an excellent overview of the lead-up to and causes of the war in 
Ukraine can be found in KOSTNER Chancen. 

39  HOß Merz. Friedrich MERZ: “Das Versprechen der EU-Mitgliedschaft bleibe 
ebenso bestehen wie die Nato-Beitrittsperspektive, versicherte Merz. Für 
beides müsse aber zunächst der Krieg aufhören” (The promise of EU member-
ship remains just as valid as the prospect of NATO accession, Merz assured. 
But for both, the war must first come to an end). According to reports, Michael 
Roth is maintaining the call for Ukraine’s partial accession to NATO: TAGESS-

PIEGEL EDITORIAL TEAM Beitritt. As foreign minister, Annalena Baerbock spoke 
out in favor of Ukraine’s admission to NATO ahead of the 2025 Munich Secu-
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