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Military-diplomatic relations in the understanding of Immanuel Kant

The authors of the article reveal ideas about international relations in the light of the socio-
political philosophy of the representatives of classical German thought of the 18th-19th centuries. In
particular, the approach to world geopolitics by the outstanding German philosopher Immanuel Kant is
considered. The problem of interpretation of international relations in the philosophy of Immaniul Kant
belongs to the late period of his philosophical work. In this regard, the authors consider the ideas of I.
Kant in the light of modern problems, prospects and trends in the field of international relations.
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Introduction

International relations have always played a key role in the education,
development, prosperity, and further decline of many state entities. In this regard, a large
number of different concepts, currents, political movements and factions have been
formed, which in one way or another represented one or another model of the
geopolitical structure on our planet.

Today, the problem of constructive relations between states is extremely acute.
Since time immemorial, humanity has been in a state of potential or actual conflict. The
nature of human relationships is such that each individual, society or state has its own
specific interest in something. And in order to protect its interests, as well as to satisfy
certain social, economic, political needs and demands, humanity is forced to fight in the
field of human ambitions. All this again leads us to the fact that we must radically
reconsider the principles and priorities of the planetary, universal human scale. One of
those who at one time raised the issue of the urgent need for the moral existence of the
whole of mankind was the German thinker Immanuel Kant (1724-1804). And to solve
many problems related to international relations, he wrote his famous work Perpetual
Peace: A Philosophical Sketch [1].

In this paper, the authors draw some parallels of the modern picture of international
relations with the content of the work Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch by
Immanuel Kant.
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Methodological basis

As a methodological basis, two methods were used — the dialectical method and the
method of historical-logical comparative studies. These methods contribute to the
consideration of the topic of the article both from the point of view of opposites and
contradictions within the thematic perspective itself (the dialectical method), and the
analysis of the geopolitical picture of the world in its study from various historical and
logical positions (the method of historical and logical comparative studies).

Main body

Immanuel Kant’s treatise Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch (Zum ewigen
Frieden) was published in 1795. It is a kind of main work in the list of so-called ‘small
treatises’ of the German thinker, which he published in 1794-1798. Kant begins his
work in a peculiar way: “We need not try to decide whether this satirical inscription,
(once found on a Dutch innkeeper’s signboard above the picture of a churchyard) is
aimed at mankind in general, or at the rulers of states in particular, unwearying in their
love of war, or perhaps only at the philosophers who cherish the sweet dream of
perpetual peace. The author of this sketch would make one stipulation, however” [2]. In
the book, Kant explores some of the ideas that later became associated with democracy,
the world of commercial gain [3], and the institutionalization of interstate relations [4].

Kant’s work is framed in a manner typical of him, just as the style of narration
itself is in many respects similar to how his social and moral postulates are set forth in
his famous work Critique of Practical Reason, in which Kant raises the burning
problems of ethical norms, moral education and values, practice of moral consciousness
in the sphere of interpersonal relations. At the same time, there is a certain tilt towards
the style of international treaties, whereby one gets the impression that Kant framed his
political treatise as an international treaty, according to which countries and peoples
should live and whose principles they should follow in the future. And it is true, since
Kant conceived, first of all, a certain global document of an international scale, the main
purpose of which was to call on all states to adhere to the ethics of good neighborly
existence. That is, the Kantian treatise is, by and large, a model of eternal peace between
states.

The basis of the treatise was Kant’s observations of contemporary diplomatic,
historical, and geopolitical situation, which he mentions in the text of his treatise.

Kant provides a kind of recipe by which the world powers and other countries can
achieve more than positive results and constructive achievements in the field of world
politics. There are six ingredients in this recipe:

1. No secret peace treaty can be considered justified if it contains some hidden
pretext for unleashing war in the future;
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2. No independent states (no matter how large their territory) can fall under the rule
of another state through the right of inheritance, exchange, purchase, or, worst of all, by
gift.

3. States should strive to permanently abolish armies that are constantly at the
ready, because this potentially contains a threat from one state to another and can serve
as a pretext for the start of a military conflict;

4. Conflicts between states cannot be a reason and a pretext for writing off any
debts from them or at least reducing the amount of these debts;

5. Every state has the right to develop its own constitution, and therefore no other
state has the right to claim the abolition or change of the constitution of another
independent state;

6. If it so happens that a conflict between states does take place, then no state
should, during this conflict, use such inhumane actions as means of achieving victory,
which will make it impossible for mutual confidence in the subsequent peace. Such
actions may include the use of secret assassins (percussores), poisoners (venefici),
breaking capitulations, and inciting treason (perduellio).

Thus, we see that Kant, with all seriousness, approached not only the resolution of
the interstate conflicts that were in force at that time, but also, in a certain sense, firmly
believed that some points (for example, the abolition of the active military forces and the
army) could be applied and that such an application will ultimately have a positive
effect.

Kant also gives a kind of model within which any state can both achieve its own
independence and maintain it within the framework of the current constitution, the
system of power and the scheme of interaction between the government and the people.
His model of building peace between states is based on the following three fundamental
points:

I.  «The civil constitution of each state shall be republican»

Il.  «The law of nations shall be founded on a federation of free states»

I1l. «The rights of men, as citizens of the world, shall be limited to the conditions

of universal hospitality» [5].

It is in this form that Kant presents the systems of recommendations, by applying
which, in his deep conviction, one can achieve the most positive results in the field of
international relations.

Of course, Kant lived in the era of the heyday of European empires, which used
rather open militarism as the main form of interstate relations, and also did not scoff at
times to resort to open intimidation of each other. Therefore, the appearance of Kant's
treatise, dedicated to clear and direct recommendations for the peaceful coexistence of
states, is a kind of manifesto of that time towards harmony and harmony in the
international arena.

To date, Kant's treatise Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch is more than
relevant, since almost all the postulates of Kant’s work are reflected in the light of those



globalization processes in which the modern world is drawn. The activities of
international organizations, the ideas of social equality and an ideal state, the problems
of globalization and cultural, national identity and many other problems lead us to the
fact that modern humanity is simply obliged to rethink many processes and phenomena
of the current era. Therefore, many of Kant’s ideas, described by him in his essay, are
still relevant.

However, there are also those who are rather critical of the content of Kant’s
Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch. With all the constructive feedback, a few of
the most important criticisms of the analysts should be noted.

First, in his work, Kant can be said to ignore the diversity of political, legal, and
socio-economic systems of states that exist throughout the world. He views the
development of mankind through the prism of a purely European model of peaceful
coexistence, which leads to a limited understanding of the general model of the state
structure.

Secondly, Kant puts the complete political and economic sovereignty of the
country at the forefront of the state structure, which leads to the fact that absolutely
every country must exist in absolute independence from other countries, which is
impossible in practice. Moreover, some countries and even entire regions find it
profitable to be dependent on other countries that are far superior in economic, political,
military power.

Thirdly, Kant practically ignores the phenomenon of cultural and national diversity
within one country. Everyone knows that a large number of countries are multi-ethnic,
multi-cultural and multi-confessional, that is, from the inside they consist of such a
variety of ethnic and cultural-religious elements that it is sometimes difficult to outline a
general idea of the country.

If we compare Kant’s work with modern socio-political doctrines, then it will be
closest in content and ideological tendencies to liberalism, since liberalism, for all its
heterogeneity, gravitates toward the universalism of postulates and the hegemony of
hope for a brighter future in relations between states. In this regard, utilitarianism
somewhat contradicts Kant, which, despite the craving for the universal dominance of a
single political and legal system, nevertheless promotes other values than the theory of
contract and peaceful coexistence in the Kantian understanding. In general, Kant stands
on the position of the peaceful nature of relations between state formations, which
nevertheless marks his work Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch as a work with
positive prospects in the theory of political and legal doctrines.

Conclusion
To date, Kant’s general idea that states oriented toward constructive coexistence

will actively promote peace, especially in the field of trade relations, has formed the
basis of modern European thought, and is also one of the priority areas of world political
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practice. Kant’s recommendations were presented in American liberal internationalism
promoted by Woodrow Wilson. As well, Kant’s advice and recommendations were
presented in the 1940s in the international program of the United Nations [6]. Thus,
thanks to the contribution of such eminent thinkers as Immanuel Kant, modern humanity
has a great chance of developing an effective strategy for interstate relations, since such

an approach greatly increases the prospect of further cooperation between countries,
peoples, and different cultures.
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A.b. lockoxxanoBa, A.C. TineyGekoB
. KanT TYcinyiHaeri dCKepu-AuIIOMATHSIJIBIK KaTbIHACTAP

Makana aBropmapsl XVIII-XIX racelpinapnarbsl  KJIAQCCUKaNblK HeMIC OWIIBUITAPBIHBIH
oneyMeTTiK-casick  QUIOCOQUACHl  afAChbIHAA  XalbIKAPAJIbIK  KaTblHACTap  Typajbl  OHJIapbl
KapacTeIpbUIaJbl. ATam aiTKaHga, KepHekTi HeMmic ¢umiocopsl Mmmanyun KaHTTBIH oneMuiik
reocasicaTka Ke3Kapachl aWkplHAanajael. Mvmanuyn Kant ¢dunocopusichiHIarsl —XalbIKapallbIK
KaThIHACTAP/bl TYCIHAIPY Moceseci OHbIH (PMIOCO(MUSIIBIK IIBIFAPMAIIbUIBIFBIHBIH COHFbI KE3€HIHE
xataapl. Ocbirad  OaimanpicTel  aBTopiap W.KanTTeiH wpesymapeiH  3amManayd  mpobiiemanap,
NEPCIIEKTUBAJIAp MEH TEHACHUUAIAP XaJIBIKaPAJIBIK KaThIHACTAP TYPFBICBIHAH TaJllaHa/bl.

Kinm ce30ep: ocKepu-IUIIOMATUANBIK KaThIHACTAp, ONIEMIIK TreocascaT, >kahaHIbIK
OeOITIIUIIK KemiciMi, )kahaHTaHy, oJeMIIK UMITepUsIap.

A.b. lockoxanoBa, A.C. Tyneybekos
Boenno-apuniiomarnueckue orHomenus B nonumManuu U. Kanra
ABTOpBI CTaThbMl PACKPHIBAIOT TPEACTABICHUS] O MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHUSIX B CBETE

COLMAIbHO-TIONIUTHYECKON (puitocopun npeacraButeneil kmaccuyeckoi Hemenkon mpiciu XV IH-XIX
BEKOB. B yacTHOCTH, paccMaTpuBaeTcs MOAXOJ K MUPOBOM I'€ONOJUTHKE CO CTOPOHBI BBIJAIOIIETOCs



Hemenkoro ¢punocodpa Mmmanyuna Kanra. [Ipobiema uHTEpIpeTaiiy MEXIyHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIICHUH B
¢unocopun M. Kanta oTHOCHTCS K MO3AHEMY MEPUOY €ro (Gpuiaocopckoro TBOpuecTBa. B 3Toif cBsizn
aBTOpPHI paccMaTtpuBatoT uien M. Kanra B cBeTe cOBpeMEHHBIX MPOOJIeM, MEPCIIeKTUB M TEHACHIUH B
cdepe MexTyHAPOAHBIX OTHOIICHHH.

Knrouegvie cnosa: BOEHHO-IUIIIOMATUYECKUE OTHOIICHUS,, MUPOBasi T€OMOJIUTUKA, TJI00ATbHBIN
MHPOBOM JTIOrOBOP, TI100aTH3aIKs, MUPOBBIE UMIICPHUH.
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