
Dear friends of peace,  Naturally, our thoughts currently almost exclusively revolve around Corona. The Security Con-
ference has been postponed, the Peace Conference will take place online - just as our Munich Peace Meeting could only be 
held virtually. Thus, Corona could truly be a cause for reflection, and hopefully for rethinking, as the pandemic has called 
many areas of our lives and previous ways of thinking into question. This particularly applies to our Security Policy, which is 
now backward-looking and calls for rearmament - instead of disarmament, which would serve to invest funds in crisis areas 
such as health, education, poverty, climate and forced displacement. The main topic "Rethinking Security" opens up new 
avenues here (→p.4), and the article "In the shadow of the pandemic" (→p.8) draws attention to the collateral damage of 
the pandemic. New thinking could thus trigger a turnaround, but in which direction? (→p.6) Backward only as a reflection of 
the postwar demand "No more war" (→p.7) and the realization of how disastrous rearmament and nuclear armament are. 
Nuclear weapons would be banned with immediate effect under international law! The MSC does not think much of this, but 
rather about Germany's military leadership role and its participation in interventions. However, these often have different 
effects than just positive ones in the humanitarian field (→p.9). The exhortation for 
peace (→p.1) and for disarmament (→p.11) must therefore be even louder! 

"... urging peace" 
 

Munich and peace - a topic that 
can evoke many associa ons: 
Perhaps you are thinking of the Vic-
tory Gate at the end of Ludwig 
Street? " Dedicated to victory, de-
stroyed by war, urging peace", the 
inscrip on on the south side of the 
gate since its reconstruc on at the 
end of the 1950s tes fies to a Mu-
nich peace mission that was clearly 
felt at the me. But how could Mu-
nich live up to it? Could it be hel-
pful, for example, to gather major 
poli cians for a peace conference? 
Munich's experience with this 
peace policy instrument has so far 
been - to put it mildly - very mixed. 
 
1938 - at the Munich Conference, under the media on of Italian dictator Musso-
lini, Great Britain and France agree to an occupa on of the Sudentenland by 
Hitler's Germany. Although Czechoslovakia is involved, its president is not even 
invited. In Czech, the agreement adopted is called "Munich Betrayal". And the 
"peace for our me" that Prime Minister Chamberlain announces a er his re-
turn to England lasts only a li le less than a year - then World War II begins.  
 
1947 - a er the Second World War, the minister presidents of all the individual 
German states meet for the Munich Minister Presidents' Conference - in view of 
the division into four occupa on zones, it is a noteworthy a empt to form an 
all-German poli cal will. But the ri  between East and West is already so advan-
ced that the conference ends before it can really begin. The reason: irrecon-
cilable differences of opinion about what should be discussed at the con-
ference.  

The li le portrait:                Eugen 
Drewermann 
80-year-old 
theologian, 
church cri c 
and writer 
gave a 
deeply mo-

ving, impressive speech at the So-
viet War Cemetery in Stukenbrock, 
on An -War Day 2020. His words 
needed to be heard at the MSC: 
"You can only have peace if you 
disarm. That is how we escape 
the vicious circle or we will fore-
ver draw the wrong lessons from 
Stukenbrock." "Russia belongs to 
Europe, the militariza on of for-
eign policy must end." And on 
nuclear weapons: 
"Those who come up with this 
kind of Security?! They are a dan-
ger to public safety!" 
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1963 - Western poli cians and military officers, primarily 
from Germany and the USA, meet for the Interna onal 
Military Science Mee ng during the Cold War. The issue 
was building a defense against a communist Eastern 
bloc, which was perceived as a threat. A er the peaceful 
end of the Cold War - thank Gorbachev! - this annual 
mee ng is renamed the Munich Conference on Security 
Policy in 1992. From 1999 on, even Russian poli cians 
are allowed to voice their protest against NATO's east-
ward expansion there. But even Pu n's drama c warning 
of a new Cold War went unheard at the 2007 Munich 
Security Conference.  
 
Can this Munich Security Conference (MSC) make a con-
tribu on to Munich's peace mission? Yes and no. On the 
one hand, it offers opportuni es for dialogue and infor-
mal exchange that transcend the borders of NATO and 
the EU, e.g. with Russia, Iran or China. On the other 
hand, the former defense conference is s ll a forum of 
tradi onal security policy and Western dominance, 
which consolidates and promotes the ideology of the 
indispensability of military force.  
But there is already a new culture of peaceful conflict 
management in Munich - more or less in secret. I'm thin-
king of the city's specialized agencies AKIM and SteG. 
Using the tools of dialog and media on, they try to let all 
sides have their say in conflicts in public spaces or in the 
residen al environment and work out viable solu ons 
together. The "Working Group for the Preven on of Vio-
lence in Schools", the "zammgrau " preven on project 
of the Munich police, and the Munich Media on Center 
also work in this direc on. Occasionally I dream that in 
the future a Munich Peace Academy - based on the con-

cept of the Peace Academy of Rhineland-Pala nate - will 
also become a focal point of Munich's responsibility for 
peace. 

 
However, I am also thinking of the Interna onal Munich 
Peace Conference (IMFK), which since 2003 has sought to 
present an alterna ve to the MSC in terms of content as 
an educa onal event for peace policy. In 2020, the IMFK 
got into very serious public turmoil as a result of an in-
formal inquiry in the mayor's office for a more peace-
poli cally appropriate bearer of the city's gree ng. This 
eventually even led to the cancella on of the conference 
because of feared irreconcilable differences of opinion in 
the audience. The Israeli-Pales nian conflict, which was 
not even on the IMFK program, had cast its shadow over 
the conference. Despite this painful experience, the 
small preparatory group was not discouraged and has 
once again prepared an exci ng program for 2021 
around the concept of "Rethinking Security".  
 
And regarding our group project "Changing the Munich 
Security Conference"? For more than 15 years, we have 
been guided by the vision of a Munich Conference for 
Peace Policy, which is what the MSC could evolve into. 
For this future conference, the following should apply: 
The needs of all people and peoples have equal weight; 
security can only be realized together, not against each 
other; the root causes of conflicts (e.g. social injus ce 
and the climate crisis) must be dealt with together in a 
non-violent way. With a peace conference such as this, 
Germany - as a civilian power and as a media ng power - 
could provide global domes c poli cs with an important 
space for dialogue and informal encounters and for in-
terna onal communica on based on a founda on of 
respect. As a dialogue event, it could make an important 
contribu on to breaking down enemy stereotypes.  
 

Our Munich Peace Mee ng (MPM), which took 
place for the second me in 2020, has already 
enabled us to take a small step in this direc on. 
The MPM serves the purpose of linking peace 
science, peace work, peace movement, and the 
MSC. At the MPM on Nov. 27, 2020, 45 invited 
par cipants* had the opportunity for an in-
depth online exchange on the topic of "Peace 
Culture and Peace Literacy - for a Coopera ve 
Global Domes c Policy". There were thema c 
impulses as well as large and small rounds of 
exchange. In addi on, concrete sugges ons for 
the MSC 2021 could be brought in. Whether 
small traces of this will show up in the work of 

the MSC remains to be seen. In any case, we will con -
nue to contribute to Munich's peace mission with our 
resources. 

Thomas Mohr, Vorsitzender MSKv 

Munich Peace Mee ng—virtual this me 



Anja Ufermann: 
The 56th MSC addressed the West’s 
role in the world, linked to the old as-
sump on that only those who have a 
well-equipped arsenal are taken seri-
ously. President Selenskyj (Ukraine) 
commented: "It is impossible to create 
new world rules on the basis of liberal 
values if only select countries are in-

vited,(...) that have a nuclear arsenal or a certain level of 
economic development. Humanity’s problems should be 
addressed by all members of humanity."  
 
A posi ve signal was the presenta on of the Ewald von 
Kleist Award to the UN and Azerbaijan’s rapprochement 
with Armenia: however, joint agreements failed to mate-
rialize. The tasks of this decade demand coopera on. 
President Sarkissian (Armenia)emphasized the necessity 
of "thinking outside the box", when developing new stra-
tegies for ac on. Our poli cians need our support for 
this. We can (no longer) afford to leave them alone. 
 
 

Hubert Heindl:  
With this in mind, President Steinmeier 
encouraged us to con nue working on 
changing the MSC: "I know that many 
people in Germany are concerned that 
the concept of responsibility primarily 
concerns itself with concealing military 
missions abroad. But such an equa on 
is misleading. Responsibility in today's 

world means [...] facing reality [...] and looking for prac -
cal ways to change and improve the world."  
 
I have seen too few such prac cal approaches in my ob-
serva ons. The MSC does not appear ready (yet) to 
address the need to "rethink security." In my view, too 
many discussions are stuck in arbitrariness and superfi-
ciality. The conference needs to be more daring. Once 
they have asked the ques ons on “what is le ” and 
“what is next”, they need to ask for the "Ross und Rei-
ter" (“all perpetrators”) of war, threat and exclusion. 
What ma ers is not a so-called "3-day hype", but the 
commitment and sustainability of ac ons that come out 
of it. 

What our observers no ced at the 2020 Security Conference 

 

2021 repeat observer: Anja Ufermann 
As a trainer for Non-Violent Communica on, one focal point of my observa ons on communica -
on and the design of communica on spaces is: to what extent do structures and se ngs enable 
dialogue and the emergence of new (shared) perspec ves? Do event formats serve to gain a 
be er understanding of the other person's stance or does the situa on remain one of debate 
instead of discourse as has been the case in previous years? In terms of content, I am interested 
in the nuances of Germany's role in the world and the shaping of the transatlan c alliance. Will 
the role of NATO once again be emphasized and considered a priority and will further military 
spending be called for? Or will Germany show itself to be a pioneer in terms of climate protec on, 
diploma c competence and sustainable economic development? In view of the many challenges 
in the world, I will be on the lookout for poli cians who courageously break new ground seeking 

more trust and cohesion in the interna onal community, striving for integra on instead of exclusion. 
  
New observer: Ralf Becker 

As the coordinator of the ini a ve “Rethinking Security”, I would first like to intensively per-
ceive as an observer - the atmosphere, the energy, the actors and their way of opera ng 
and mee ng within the space of the MSC. 
For me, this is the prerequisite and the key to discovering communica on possibili es that 
we can gradually (further) develop, build and expand a er the MSC. 
I first enter the MSC with a ques oning a tude: How do I perceive myself in this space? 
What is showing itself to me? What is the scope for shaping a coopera ve global domes c 
policy? Where and how is it possible to meet on an equal foo ng? 
Where are chances for Western actors to let go of their usual dominance in the "great ga-

me" in favor of an encounter with actors from different cultures from a posi on of equality? Where and how can the 
effec veness of civil security policy be perceived and experienced? What kind of mee ng spaces enable the develop-
ment and expansion of trus ng rela onships? 

 Observer perspec ve for the Security Conference 2021 
 (We do not know yet when the postponed MSC will take place, but our observers are already appointed.) 



Focusing our foreign and security policy on the military 
is unreasonable 
 If Germany were to invest 33 billion euros a year in the 
UN and its ins tu ons instead of the planned 70 billion 
euros (NATO's 2% target) in military security policy, our 
security and peace would be sustainably obtained – in 
one fell swoop the UN would be four mes as effec ve as 
it is now. Accelera ng our coal phase-out and providing 
more decisive support for African states and civil socie es 
to achieve their self-imposed development goals in 2063 
would also make a more sustainable contribu on to com-
ba ng the causes of displacement than further foreign 
deployments of the Bundeswehr (German Armed Forces). 
Increasingly cri cal voices from both academia and 
prac ce on military security policy 
During the summer, in an open dialogue with Ambassa-
dor Ruge, the vice chairman of the MSC, we cited the cri-

cal studies published last year on the effec veness of 
military missions abroad1. The fewest objec ons came 
from the military, since the military itself knows and 
describes the limits of its own effec veness best of all - 
see the ar cle „Stabilisierung im Treibsand? - Von Illusio-
nen, Fehlern und Erfolgs-Bedingungen westlicher Stabili-
sierungsbemühungen" (“Stabiliza on in quicksand? -  Illu-
sions, Mistakes and Condi ons for Success in Western 
Stabiliza on Efforts.”) published in the Zeitschri  für In-
nere Führung der Bundeswehr (Journal for Internal Lea-
dership of the German Armed Forces) 03/2020, which 
clearly advocates civilian conflict resolu ons2. 
In the mean me, a government review of 148 interna o-
nal evalua ons of development coopera on with Afgha-
nistan during the period 2008-2018 clearly refutes the 
military's claim that they can create a safe environment 
for necessary and possible development coopera on3. 
Our claim that the ineffec veness of military stabiliza on 
opera ons has meanwhile been scien fically proven and 
is evident, led to intense reac ons, par cularly from the 
ranks of B90/Die Grünen (Alliance90/The Greens)4. The 
Hessische S ung Friedens- und Konflik orschung (Peace 
Research Ins tute Frankfurt) also points out the rela vity 
of this finding: the higher the military deployment and 
the more limited the poli cal goal, the more effec ve 
military means of course are, according to Prof. Dr.  
Deitelhoff in the series of events “Sicherheit neu den- 
ken” ("Rethinking Security") of the Frankfurt a.M. Protes-
tant and Catholic Academy in November 20205. 
_______________________________________________________________________ 

1 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/veranstaltungen/dialog-
mit-der-msc/ 
2 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/media/dl.html?
v=202958 
3 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/media/dl.html?
v=217731 
4 Seeh p://nachtwei.de/ 
5 See h ps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qU17-xVPKoA. 
 

An ini a ve with a broad impact 
Our na onwide ini a ve “Sicherheit neu den-
ken” (“Rethinking Security”), which has been in effect 
since 2019, is supported by 
28 German and 2 European 
organiza ons, including the 
DFG-VK (German Peace 
Society – United War Resis-
ters) as the largest German 
peace associa on, the Frie-
denspfarramt (rectory of 
the peace) and the EAK 
(Protestant Working Group 
for Peace Work and Consci-
en ous Objec on) of the Wür emberg Landeskirche 
(Wür emberg regional church) and the AG Frieden 
(commi ee for peace) of the Rhineland Landeskirche 
(Rhineland regional church), the Catholic peace ini a ve 
Pax Chris , the Physicians for the Preven on of Nuclear 
War, and many more6. 
Since January 2021, the synod of the Evangelical Church 
in the Rhineland has been recommending that its congre-
ga ons, church districts, the Landeskirche (regional 
church) and its ins tu ons consider joining us and taking 
up the impulse of our ini a ve7. 

In 2020, more than 60 mul pliers were 
trained na onwide. They meet in their respec ve regions 
on a monthly basis for digital exchange and networking. 
Mul plier trainings are planned for Baden-Wür emberg, 
Münster, and Wi enberg in 20218. 
Several coopera ng organiza ons are hos ng public   
events at numerous loca ons, including ten academies9.  
 
_______________ 
6 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/
organisa onen_ini a ven.html 
7 See h ps://landessynode.ekir.de/beitrag/ls2021-friedensethischer-
beschluss/ 
8 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/content/
ich_werde_mul plikatorin.html 
9 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/media/dl.html?
v=215244 and Youtube-video, Academy in FFM from 16.11.2020: 
h ps://youtu.be/qU17-xVPKoA 
 

Rethinking security - from military to coopera ve civil security policy 
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Mul plier training 



 

 
 

The project has reached over 7,600 interested par es in 
175 public events in total.  Numerous addi onal events 
are planned10.  

Reports were issued by the FAZ11  (Frankfurter Allgemeine 
Zeitung), as well as the RBB12 (Rundfunk Berlin-
Brandenburg) and the radio sta on Deutschlandfunk Kul-
tur13. The Munich Security Conference in the summer 
2020 was the star ng point where we began a public dia-
logue that was con nued at the Munich Peace Mee ng14 
in November. We were able to present the project at the 
Federa on of German Scien sts’ annual conference, as 
well as to numerous defense officials and other poli ci-
ans in the German Bundestag. 
190 par cipants virtually took part in the annual Sicher-
heit neu denken (Rethinking Security) mee ng in Decem-
ber 2020, including Roman Huber, the managing director 
of Mehr Demokra e, Beatrice Fihn, the managing direc-
tor of ICAN Interna onal, Dr. med. Mar n Herrmann, the 
chairman of the German Climate Change and Health Alli-
ance, and Hubert Heindl from the University of Peace in 
Africa, along with the honorary president of the Club of 
Rome, Ernst U. von Weizsäcker. 
The Ci zens' Council created by the German Bundestag15 
recently also sought our expert advice16 on Germany's 
Role in the World. Plans for a large panel on the ques on 
of "Military opera ons as an effec ve means for peace?" 
are underway at the Ecumenical Church Congress (s ll 

condi onal upon the Coronavirus pandemic situa on).  
Regional contact persons and prominent support 
Meanwhile, there are na onwide regional contact per-
sons for the ini a ve17 and YouTube videos of various  
lengths18. Honorary president of the Club of Rome, Ernst  
________________________ 
10 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/content/
veranstaltungen7151.html 
11 See h ps://www.faz.net/aktuell/poli k/poli sche-buecher/kirche-
und-frieden-16444295.html 
12 See h ps://www.rbb-online.de/rbbkultur/radio/programm/
schema/sendungen/go _und_die_welt/archiv/20200216_0904.html 
13 See h ps://www.deutschlandfunkkultur.de/audio-
archiv.517.de.html?drau:broadcast_id=248 
14 See h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/
dialog_mit_der_msc.html 
15 See h ps://deutschlands-rolle.buergerrat.de/dokumenta on/ 
16 See h ps://deutschlands-rolle.buergerrat.de/dokumenta on/ 
17 siehe h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/kontakt6306.html 
18 siehe h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/html/
youtube_links.html 

 

U. von Weizsäcker, re red bishop Bärbel War enberg-
Po er, our regional bishop, Franz Alt, several well-known 
ar sts and numerous celebri es now support our ini a -
ve.  
German Trade Union Confedera on Chairman Reiner 
Hoffmann provided the following quote for our ini a ve: 
"What we need is a fundamentally new way of thinking. 
What we need is an expanded understanding of security. 
An understanding of security that focuses on a socially 
just transi on to a climate-neutral economy, that relies 
on social rather than military security, that relies on con-
flict preven on and crisis preven on, that does not 
constantly create new causes of displacement but aims to 
combat the causes of displacement. This also means that 
we need more money many mes over than we currently 
spend on development coopera on and humanitarian 
aid. Disarmament instead of rearmament - there is no 
way around it." 
Interna onal networking 
A similar project based on the Baden model is now being 
developed in the Netherlands19. In Great Britain, 
"Rethinking Security" is having comparable success to our 
German ini a ve20, and we have also seen similar break-
throughs in the USA21. 
In Austria, the Fellowship for Reconcilia on will hold its 
annual mee ng on our project in 2021. The Swiss Peace 
Council will make rethinking security the focus of its 75th 
anniversary event22. The Bremen-based peace founda on 
Die Schwelle and the European ecumenical peace church 
network of communi es Church and Peace is planning an 
interna onal conference on rethinking security in 2022.  

Ralf Becker 
 
Ralf Becker is the coordinator of the na onwide civil society-
church ini a ve "Sicherheit neu denken – (“Rethinking Securi-
ty”) - from Military to Civil Security Policy" on behalf of the 
Evangelical Landeskirche (regional church) in Baden. 
Previously, he worked for several years as coordinator of the 
associa on 
"gewal rei handeln - ökumenisch Frieden lernen" (“ac ng wit-
hout violence -  learning of peace ecumenically”) 
(www.gewal reihandeln.org), which trains peace experts na-

onwide. 
From 1994 to 2000 Ralf Becker was involved in the concep on 
and management of the campaign "Erlassjahr 2000" (“Jubilee 
2000”) (www.erlassjahr.de). From 1998 to 2001, he worked as 
a consultant for the study Zukun sfähiges Deutschland 
(Sustainable Germany) at the Catholic Bishops’ Organisa on for 
Development Coopera on  Misereor . From 2002 to 2006 he 
worked in the Zukun  Ini a ve of the Katholisch-Soziale Ins -
tut (Catholic Social Ins tute) of the Archdiocese of Cologne. 
_____________________ 
19 siehe h ps://samenveilig.earth/project-veiligheid-hoe-dan/ 
20 siehe www.rethinkingsecurity.org.uk 
21 siehe www.sharedsecurity.org 
22 siehe h ps://www.friedensrat.ch/jubilaeumsveranstaltung-wie-zivil-
kann-sicherheitspoli k-sein-vortrag-und-hearing/  
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We are now not only in the midst of a Corona crisis, but 
we are confronted with several crises at once: a climate 
crisis, an educa on crisis, a biodiversity crisis, a refugee 
crisis, a hunger crisis, an energy crisis, a crisis of de-
mocracy, etc. In many areas of the biosphere, we have 
already significantly exceeded the planetary limits of 
available resources. The Anthropocene, with its crisis-like 
effects caused by homo sapiens, would therefore truly be 
reason enough to think about how we can put a stop to 
this through immediate, decisive ac on. This is the occa-
sion for a turning point in me, a reversal in order to 
make room for a new path, one that does not allow for 
the "business as usual" approach, which is what led to 
these crises. 

A special edi on of the Mu-
nich Security Report publis-
hed by the Munich Security 
Conference (MSC) is en tled 
"Zeitenwende/
Wendezeiten” (“Turning 
point / Epochal Change”). 
Anyone who thinks they will 
find the answer to the crises 
through this reversal will be 
bi erly disappointed. 
Nothing of what one might 

call "new thinking" is to be found in it; on the contrary, it 
expresses a relapse into Cold War mes.  

The speeches held by Gauck, Steinmeier and von-der-
Leyen at the MSC 2014 containing appeals to "assume 
more responsibility" are even being hyped up as a 
"Munich consensus" in order to reinforce this demand for 
"more" - including, of course, defense spending - and 
even extend to Germany's required "leadership role" in 
the EU. The increase in defense spending by, a er all, 
40% since 2014, is acknowledged, but in order to be able 
to "act sovereignly" and also "defend European interests 
effec vely" Germany would have to "mobilize 
considerably more resources," the report says. 

Is this military-
centric thinking the 
answer to the world's 
drama c crises? Whi-
le the Corona crisis 

alone is cos ng us 3-digit billions - debts, for the next ge-
nera on-, while our health and educa on systems are 
reaching their limits, not to men on the necessary invest-
ments in climate protec on, the MSC can think of nothing 
be er than to call for the expansion of already excessive 
arms spending. Not a single one of the current crises can 

be a task for security policy through military means. All 
military opera ons worldwide, some of which Germany 
has been involved in, have only caused disastrous devas-
ta on and instability, so that hunger, flight, environmen-
tal damage and violence to people and nature have only 
been magnified. 

The Pope declared that hunger is not a tragedy, but a 
disgrace. He appealed, "A courageous decision would be 
to use the money needed for weapons or other military 
spending to set up a global fund to eradicate hunger defi-
ni vely...." And while UN Secretary General Guterres 
exclaims, "The frenzy of the virus reveals the follies of 
war," the NATO Secretary General proclaims that NATO's 
readiness is unrestricted despite Corona and that increa-
sing arms spending is essen al. 

The central argument of the report calling for "more" mi-
litariza on, which is also used again and again by poli ci-
ans, is of a moral nature and reads "responsibility". Wolf-
gang Ischinger already writes in his book "World in Dan-
ger": "The pacifist delegates the conflict and its solu on 
to the others. This is convenient, but does not show 
responsibility and is therefore morally reprehensible." It 
is apparently that simple. The fact that responsibility also 
means ac ve ac on, especially in view of German history, 
namely to work more intensively for peace by civilian me-
ans, as is already being done by thousands of peace spe-
cialists around the world, and thus does not mean 
"ducking away" or "looking the other way," is incompre-
hensible to tradi onal military thinking. That is why  
Ischinger quotes Frederick the Great: "Diplomacy without 
weapons is like an orchestra without instruments." 
Therefore, there is as li le about civil conflict manage-
ment in the report as there is about disarmament and 
arms control. 

While the pope in his 
New Year's message 
calls for a "culture of 
mindfulness," the re-
port dares to speak 
euphemis cally of a 
"strategic culture" and says that since the polls show that 
the majority of Germans do not see themselves threate-
ned by enemies and therefore reject nuclear weapons 
and more armaments, at least the will of the "poli cal 
class" for a "leading role for Germany" must be expres-
sed.  

Do we really need leaders again? Economically we assu-
me this role yes! We should not proceed militarily, but 
"serve peace in the world" (preamble of the German Ba-
sic Law)! 

“Turning Point – Epochal Change” - but in what direc on?!  

Erwin Schelbert 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

                                                       
 
 
     

 

The Treaty on the Prohibi on of Nuclear Weapons has 
entered into full force! A reason to rejoice! Yes, but: so 
far only 51 states have ra fied it. Germany is not one of 
them! Contrary to the Bundestag resolu on of 2010 con-
cerning the withdrawal of nuclear weapons, they con -
nue to be stored in Büchel, as Germany remains adamant 
about nuclear par cipa on. In large-scale maneuvers, 
such as Steadfast Noon, nuclear war is demonstra vely 
rehearsed; addi onally, the armament plans laid out by 
the Minister of Defense include: U.S. F-18 bombers, Air-
bus Eurofighters, and German-French combat aircra s 
with a ack capabili es for the Future Combat Air System. 
And, what is usually forgo en: war is constantly being 
waged on German soil: the U.S. Air Base in Ramstein 
coordinates the control of combat drone missions against 
suspected terrorists in Iraq, Afghanistan and Yemen, 
where they mainly hit the civilian popula on. One should 
also remember that, contrary to the promise made by 
then U.S. Secretary of State James A. Baker to Dietrich 
Genscher not to expand eastward, NATO is now posi o-
ned on its western border with Russia. 

 

In order to make all this palatable to the war-weary po-
pula on, lies are highly beneficial - as is always the case 
before a war! Thus, today again and again, all major me-
dia outlets directly or in passing, vividly and diligently 
paint a picture of the enemy "aggressive Russia”. 

All this gives me great concern about the future mankind 
and the planet earth that has been entrusted to him! 

 

And the "Munich Security Conference"? My thought is: 
isn't that an inherent promise in its very name? The Eng-
lish word “security” comes from the La n word 
“securitas”, which is derived from se cura = without wor-
ry! As such, the security conference claims - one could 
assume - to help us, the popula on, to not have to worry 
for our lives, and eliminates the fear of loss and suffering! 
As Ambassador Wolfgang Ischinger con nues to assure 
us again and again: The grandees of poli cs, business, 
science and military gather annually in Munich, not for 
the sake of strategic planning, but only for the exchange 
of thoughts on crisis management. To secure peace! 
However, this reminds me of another La n dictum of the 
war-loving Roman Empire: Si vis pacem para bellum! If 
you want peace, prepare for war! 

 

Are these prepara ons for war? In order to secure 
peace? The "Na onal Security Act", founded in 1947 is 
the basis for all wars by the USA a er the Second World 
War. It includes, among other things, the establishment 

of a Na onal Security Council NSC and the Central Intelli-
gence Agency CIA. NATO, founded two years later, en-
sures the dependence of the member states on the domi-
nant USA. Thus, Germany, which, like Europe, was com-
mi ed to peace a er the wars of the 20th century, is 
now, as a NATO member, under pressure from the U.S. to 
provide more aid to the defense of the Western 
"common values" and the alleged spread of democracy: 
through material and ac ve par cipa on in so-called 
"humanitarian interven ons" that ul mately turn out to 
be regime-change wars against unpopular regimes. A er 
all, since the end of the bloc confronta on, the U.S. sees 
its world dominance dwindling, and so it fears the com-
pe on of strengthening empires, such as China, Russia 
and yes, even a united Europe! Which they try to keep as 
their obedient ally! Successfully, so it seems! 

 

That scares me! I know what war means, because I expe-
rienced it painfully as a child firsthand: the wailing of the 
sirens that woke us from our sleep, the thundering of the 
an -aircra  guns, the anxious hours in the cellar during 
the air raids: will it hit us this me? Or will we s ll be able 
to get away? The incendiary bombs that one night actual-
ly destroyed our apartment in Berlin, my childhood ho-
me; the loss of my father, who never returned from a 
visit to our priest and whose deporta on and death in a 
Polish prison camp my mother and I only learned about 
two years later... 

So, for many years, the people said: "No more war!" 

And today it can only be said "Si vis pacem para pacem!" 
If you want peace, prepare for peace! 

No more war!? 

Mechthild Schreiber 

The destroyed Berlin 1945, Quelle: Autorin 



 

 

 
Covid is truly a 
“polypandemic,” in 
which the secondary 
effects of public 
health policies may 
cause more suffering 
than the disease it-
self. Sharp rises in 
hunger, poverty, ad-
dic on, depression, 
and so forth show us 
the dangers of ma-
king decisions based 
on isolated variables 
of cases and deaths.  

 

Covid presents a crisis of confidence for the developed 
world. We think we are the most advanced and we are 
used to instruc ng Africa on how to manage society. 
Oddly, Africa has some of the world’s lowest Covid num-
bers (except for its most modernized country, South Afri-
ca), despite a general con nua on of normal lifestyles 
and heavy reliance on herbal medicine. Who needs who-
se exper se?  

  

Is our modern lifestyle and a high GDP the ul mate ans-
wer? Maybe we would be happier, more connected, mo-
re fulfilled – and even healthier – with a more tradi onal, 
local, low-tech lifestyle. 

 

The mindset of colonialism persists in our me. In the 
Special Edi on of the Munich Security Report 
“Polypandemic” the Western World appears s ll as the 
torch barriers of the whole world: everybody else needs 
our help and exper se, our investment, our knowledge 
etc. In fact a lot of problems we are trying to fix are 
caused by this whole mindset. Are we really so sure we 
have all the answers as to how human life ought to be 
lived? 

  

The great promise of technological utopia, which seemed 
inevitable a genera on ago, is in ruins. For all our com-
munica ons technology, we experience less community, 
connec on, and belonging than our parents or grandpa-
rents did. Health has stopped improving, new autoimmu-
ne diseases are rampant, and the ecology is under inten-
sifying stress. “Progress” seems to have reached a limit. 
Therefore, many of us are searching for answers beyond 
the worldviews that have carried us to this point. 

 

We need openness, humility and willingness to transcend 
our cultural assump ons. We have to accept that we  

 
maybe don’t know as 
much as we thought. 
We are trapped in a 
story that has ceased 
working.  

 

Part of that story is 
the mindset of the 
fight: Why do we 
speak of the “fight” 
against climate chan-
ge, against Covid, 
against poverty, 
against racism…? We 
are addicted to finding 

enemies, to reducing complex problems to single, con-
trollable causes. Another way is possible. We could 
reconceive security in terms of strong rela onships of 
mutual dependency. We could conceive health in those 
terms too – rela onships to each other, to the microbial 
world, to soil, to the rest of ecology. Otherwise we are 
locked into an endless war on the symptoms of our isola-

on, domina ng, and othering of the world. 

 

In retrospect, will we find that the collateral damage of 
the pandemic was huger than the pandemic itself? Can 
we recognize other values beyond risk minimiza on and 
death postponement? Yes, both these are important, but 
they should stand alongside values like sociality, seeing 
smiles, singing together, enjoying rela onship, and having 
independent livelihoods. Peoples’ dreams are falling into 
pieces right now. Children are missing key developmental 
windows. 

 

The biggest crisis Covid has exposed is polariza on, the 
intense divisions in society. If that doesn’t change, we will 
never solve our problems and we will never have real 
security. We have to stop diagnosing problems in terms 
of how stupid and evil the other side is. We have to ask, 
how is the behavior I condemn a symptom of a complex 
situa on? How am I part of that situa on? How is my na-

on part of it? And what is mine to do, in changing it? 
 

Anja Ufermann is interna onal cer fied trainer for Nonviolent 
Communica on. She works as trainer & coach and organizes 
events on reconcilia on and social change.  
She is board member at MSKverändern e.V. and co-ini ator of 
the Munich Peace Mee ng. 

Charles Eisenstein is an American cultural philosopher and au-
thor. In addi on to his wri ng ac vi es, he works as a speaker 
and freelance lecturer. As a cultural visionary, he is concerned 
with redesigning our coexistence towards a culture of connec-
tedness.  
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In this article, I want to shed light on some recent developments in the organisation of the use of military force in con-
temporary conflicts. These shifts are observable in Sub-Sahara Africa, and the Middle East and North Africa. In my inter-
pretation (shared by others)1 , they have to do with a change in priorities of powerful states, notably the US, but also Eu-
ropean states, after the attacks of 9/11 and the disastrous outcomes of the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq: Western states 
prioritise “stability” and countering terrorism over human security and democratisation, and they can no longer sell 
deadly and unsuccessful military adventures to their publics. Thus, rather than aiming at democratic transformation and 
the protection of human rights, they opt for cooperation with dictators and sometimes dubious non-state actors, in or-
der to contain transnational terrorism (and migration), and support “stabilising actors” (e.g., Egyptian president as-Sisi) 
and long-term allies (e.g., the Saudi regime) irrespective of their repressive measures and human rights abuse.  
This has led to several developments. First, there is a general trend that regional (e.g., Arab authoritarian states or regio-
nal organisations, such as the African Union) and local actors (e.g., certain armed groups, such as the Peshmerga) are in-
creasingly involved, and relied upon, in military operations of different sorts, be that UN-sanctioned (peace-keeping/
stabilisation) missions or multilateral interventions in the framework of counter-terrorism. These actors, second, usually 
take over the “hard work” in armed conflict: ground operations, direct involvement on the battleground, active fighting. 
Third, well-known actors from the times of liberal interventions, i.e., Western states, NATO etc., have not disappeared – 
rather, they have taken over more invisible roles, such as drone warfare, support and training missions, intelligence-led 
operations, targeted killings etc.  
How are these trends problematic? First, the West has begun outsourcing responsibility for their agendas, or problems 
they had caused at least partially in the first place, to other actors – who, of course, pursue their own agendas, too, which 
are often directly opposed to anything that could be called liberal values. Second, the sheer complexity of actor constella-
tions in recent military interventions and missions has disastrous consequences for accountability: who did what when 
and where is a question that is extremely hard to answer. The problem is aggravated by the fact that authoritarian states 
often escape forms of public, let alone democratic, control – and that democracies increasingly rely on invisible forms of 
activity, which are, conveniently, also less lethal to their own soldiers. This means that their public’s interest in closely ob-
serving what is going on diminishes. Finally, it is naïve to assume that the short-term gain of precarious stability will not 
backfire in the long term. People whose rights are systematically abused, who suffer from physical violence, repression, 
and persecution, and who do not have any chance to make their voice heard in decision-making processes will eventually 
protest. One would have thought that the Arab uprisings taught those a lesson who thought that supporting dictators 
would be a safe gamble. Stability bought at the prize of human and democratic rights is bound to be superficial.  
What can politicians, peace activists, and the public in Germany and the West make of these observations? Decision-
makers might want to consider that their priorities, stabilisation and counter-terrorism, and the means used to pursue 
them, outsourcing and concealment, are not necessarily part of a long-term strategy that contributes to more (human) 
security within and without their domestic societies. Activists should look out for actors and issue that are not the “usual 
suspects” in order to detect problematic practices and find out how we can contribute to countering them here, even 
though their consequences are tangible to people elsewhere. For example, we should be very critical of a simplistic 
“Islamist terrorism” narrative that legitimises not only military activities by, and legislation which reduces freedom, in the 
West, but also gives dictators in other countries plausible arguments for selling their repressive measures against certain 
groups that threaten their power. Finally, the public should insist on accountability, particularly with regard to opaque 
intervention constellations that harm the attribution of responsibility for actions taken in conflict zones. As members of a 
democratic and wealthy society, we are privileged – and we owe it to those who are less lucky to make use of our rights 
and powers for their sake, too. 
 
Author informa on 
Hanna Pfeifer is Professor of Poli cal Science, with a Focus on Radicalisa on and Violence Research, at Goethe Univer-
sity Frankfurt and the Peace Research Ins tute Frankfurt. All opinions expressed in this ar cle are her own and do not 
represent the posi on of either of the ins tu ons she is affiliated with. 
 
_________________________________ 
1  Some per nent publica ons by es mated colleagues: Louise Wiuff Moe and Anna Geis (2020): From liberal interven onism to 
stabilisa on: A new consensus on norm-downsizing in interven ons in Africa, Global Cons tu onalism 9:2, 387–412; John Karlsrud 
(2019): From liberal peacebuilding to stabiliza on and counterterrorism, Interna onal Peacekeeping 26:1, 1-21. 
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Germany's "new responsibility in the world" is now once 
again on the poli cal agenda, par cularly in view of the 
possible normalisa on of transatlan c rela ons with the 
new US administra on. The MSC will again try to under-
pin its status with the proclama on of this slogan. But 
what is "new" about thought pa erns and concepts that 
imagine responsibility only with arsenals of weapons, 
threatening backdrops and exclusion? What is “new” if 
this responsibility is seen as se led with a grow to 2% 
GDP military defence (and aggression?) budget? Let's 
wait and see how the MSC addresses the issue in its 
events and debates without manipula ve superficiality. 
Will it really live up to its diagnosis of a "turning me/
turning point" – “Zeitenwende/Wendezeiten” with seri-
ous new and non-biased impulses and insights? 
 
Living peace – instead of "If you want peace, prepare for 
war". 
With the call for "Living Peace" in their campaign 2020, all 
catholic development agencies of Germany together with 
all dioceses describe the aspira on, experience and com-
mitment to peace of their partners in the Global South. 
Linked by the project task force "Changing the Munich 
Security Conference", the campaign was present at the 
MSC 2020: the church leader of the Central African Re-
public, Cardinal Nzapalainga, together with the country's 
defence minister, presented their prac ce of "Living 
Peace" in this war-torn country for discussion. There, and 
in all countries of the world, people are countering the 
weapons’ violence, rebellion and exclusion with a reality 
of reconcilia on, social balancing of conflic ng interests, 
social par cipa on, promo ng resilience to ideologies of 
revenge and counter-violence. For 20 years, MISEREOR 
has been paying special a en on to suppor ng peace 
projects in the Great Lakes region of Africa, which lives 
genocide, violent (military) coups and con nued denial of 
human rights. These projects and MISEREOR have 
learned that, in order to respond to such disrupted condi-

ons, it cannot work calling for back warded violence-
based "security thinking", or to offer "development aid" 
as usual. 
 
Partners in One World - Security through civil society 
competence 
A major long-term evalua on of seven special projects in 
the three countries of the region recently gave top scores 
for their impact on local socie es. The projects show that 
"living peace" is possible even in a violent country and a 
violent world situa on: projects offer psychosocial sup-
port to overcome trauma; accompany media on 

between vic m and perpetrator for sustainable reconcili-
a on; set up savings and credit funds to be jointly mana-
ged and used by formerly hos le groups; organise poli -
cal processes of ci zen par cipa on and good gover-
nance at village and district level; test a "jus ce of repara-

on" based on tradi onal cultural assets as an alterna ve 
to simple criminal jus ce. 2% of GDP for such interna o-
nal work would thus materialize Germany's responsibility 
in a very different way: namely, to expand a peace prac-

ce that is locally civil society rooted, poli cally relevant 
and focused on crea ng socially dynamic, inclusive securi-
ty. Instead of violently thinking and mechanically paying 
for threatening and exclusion. 
 
Peace means differently - "Rethinking Security” 
The development agencies and dioceses would like to 
con nue their campaign in 2021: bases on non-violent, 
community-oriented, civil-society prac ce of their part-
ners. They proclaim alterna ve approaches to Peace buil-
ding. For this, poli cs and (interna onal) ins tu ons 
must receive incen ves and impulses to open-up to 
“rethink security". Let us check MSC if it can be such a 
space to open-up and to become a peace-relevant world 
forum from Germany. The prac ce of civil society in Ger-
many and the prac ce in partner countries of the develo-
pment agencies show evidence of a new and different 
way of Peace building and Peace keeping: and that is the 
serious and sustainable "new responsibility". 
 

 MISEREOR – Partnership in Peace and Reconciliation 
Rethinking peace and security through social cohesion! 

Since years German development agencies are manifes ng the "new responsibility of Germany" in their support and 
work with local civil society partners around the world  

Hubert HEINDL, APTE - Regensburg 
Director African Program of Nonviolent 
civil crisis interven on INOVAR 

Safeguarding security agencies: Police peacebuilding instead of vio-
lence-based military threats. Peace demonstra on in a provincial 
capital of the Central African Republic.                         © Photo: Author  



 

 
 

HOW MUCH ARMAMENT IS HARMFUL? 
Many poli cians at home and abroad say that Germany 
does too li le for defense and for the military.  
It is also true that the USA, with a military budget of mo-
re than $700 billion, has an expenditure that far outstrips 
that of Europe and for which there is no hope of catching 
up. Germany does not in fact make a comparable contri-
bu on, despite its military expenditures having risen 
sharply by 10% to $50 billion.  Even rela ve to their na -
onal product, Germany's military expenditure of 1.8% is 
only half of what the Russians or Americans must spend: 

Military expenditure is supposed to serve as protec on 
against possible, conceivable a acks. Must we incur the-
se expenditures as we would otherwise be defenseless 
against the acute threat of an a ack carried out by a sta-
te far away from Germany? 

Now NATO is posi oned at the Narva River in Estonia 
just outside St. Petersburg. In the past, the "Warsaw 
Pact" was posi oned just outside Hamburg. 

According to its cons tu on, the European Union is obli-
gated to serve the cause of peace. It cannot and must 
not engage in aggression against Russia. If it is perceived 
differently from Russia's point of view (possibly an offen-
sive-alliance), then this is a consequence of Russia's own 
behavior even in the recent past: the annexa on of terri-
tories of Ukraine (the Crimea and the Donbass) was und-
oubtedly an act of aggression contrary to interna onal 
law. 

We will not accuse the Western 
states of having plans for aggressi-
on or pre-emp ve war under the 
leadership of the USA. - and espe-
cially not the European Union, 
which, by virtue of its cons tu on, 
is obligated to preserve and promote peace. Russia, on 
the other hand, with its limited capabili es, its low na o-
nal product and its small popula on (150 million people 
compared to the 550 million in the European Union) is so 

marginalized that only insane poli cians (with a poten al 
death wish) could intend to a ack from there. 

If we want to rule out plans of aggression for the future, 
we must think about steps to promote peace - it must be 
clear to the current and future leaders of Russia (and 
China) that no inten ons of aggression are to be expec-
ted from the states of the European Union - but also 
from the USA. 

The European Union is obligated by the Treaty of Lisbon 
to behave in a way that promotes peace. The USA is pro-

grammed to adapt to the 
poli cs of each individual 
president, thus poten al-
ly engaging in sharp chan-
ges in behavioral 
pa erns. 

The current U.S. presi-
dent, Joe Biden, maintains a basic a tude that promotes 
peace - in contrast to his predecessor. 

It is now up to the German government to con nue 
shaping the prudent policies of the past decades and not 
to give in to pressure from other states, nor from mem-
bers of its own parliamentary base. Germany needs to 
focus more on development aid for the world’s poorest 
states and peoples than on demands for more money for 
the military.  

Should this take place, Germany will have complied with 
the du es outlined by the Cons tu on and by the Euro-
pean Union and the people of the European Union work-
ing and living in increasing prosperity, would have an 
increasing willingness provide help to the poorest states 
in the world.  

The tensions that exist in those 
places are based on the extreme 
poverty, the o en mes all- present 
malnutri on, but also the lack of 
clean drinking water. If we are to 
take these talks of One World seri-
ously, then we must not avert our 

gaze from these plights and ques on funds that are to be 
invested in more and newer weapons systems - there are 
other areas in this world that deserve our a en on. 

Dr. Wolfram Rohde-Liebenau    

APPEAL by IALANA Deutschland e.V. - Associa on for the Law of Peace - German Sec on of 
the Interna onal Associa on of Lawyers Against Nuclear Arms  
Join the Treaty on the Prohibi on of Nuclear Weapons - Stop Germany's Nuclear Rearmament! 
Dear Dr. Merkel, 
we hereby address you and at the same me all members of the Federal Government and 
the members of the German Bundestag with the urgent appeal: 
Sign and ra fy the Treaty on the Prohibi on of Nuclear Weapons! The whole le er at: h ps://appell.ialana.de/ 

Size of the military budget 
  

2008 in $ billions 2008 % of GNP 2018 in $ billions 2018 % of GNP 
USA 607 4 650 3,2 
Russia 58,6 3,5 61,4 3,9 
Germany 46,8 1,3 49,5 1,8 



 

 

About us 
 

Our vision is a Munich Conference for Peace 
Policy, a forum for fair global coopera on, 
from which ini a ves for a just, ecological 
and non-violent world domes c policy will 
be launched. 
Our path  is one of non-violence and dialogue. We provide impulses 
and seek dialogue with the organizers, sponsors and par cipants of 
the Security Conference as well as with the interested public.  
Our organisa on: The project group "Changing the Munich Security 
Conference" is a registered non-profit associa on whose work is 
strengthened by interested individuals from Munich peace groups.  
Our coopera on partners: The project group is financially sup-
ported by the Pax-Chris  diocesan office of the Archdiocese of Mu-
nich and Freising and the Kokon office of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church in Bavaria. For individual events, we cooperate with the Pet-
ra-Kelly-Founda on, the Cultural Department of the City of Munich 
and Katholischer Fonds (Catholic fund for world-church and develo-
pment-related educa on and public rela ons work). We are mem-
bers of the Interna onal Munich Peace Conference and cooperate 
with the Munich School of Philosophy, the forum- ZFD (Civil Peace 
Service Forum), APTE, etc. We support the campaign “Sicherheit neu 
denken” ("Rethinking Security") and the call for the An -Siko-Demo 
2021 (An -Security Conference Demonstra on 2021). 
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Events 
Friday, 19.02.2021,  
14.00  Uhr - 22.00 Uhr  
Friedenskonferenz  online 
www.friedenskonferenz.info 
Friedensakademie: Mit dem 
Konzept „Sicherheit neu den-
ken“ 
14:30  Uhr – 19:00 Uhr 
Friedensforum:  

          20:00 Uhr — 22:00 Uhr 
Saturday, 20.2.2021, 14:00 Uhr  

Marienplatz 
Münchner Friedensbündnis, protest against the 
Munich Security Conference 

Saturday/Sunday, 27. - 28. Februar 2021 
Gemeinsames Haus Europa - Für ein Europa, 
das Frieden wagt 
Online-Jahreskonferenz der Koopera on für den 
Frieden, Anmeldung bi e bis 23. Februar 2021  
bei: info@koop-frieden.de Tel.: 0228 69 29 04  

Friday/ Sunday, 12.—14. Februar 2021 
Die (Re)konstruk on der Welt , medico interna-

onal  -  Hilfe. Solidarität. Poli k. 
Registra on: www.reconstruc on-of-the-
world.org 

„Every war leaves our world worse than it 

was before. War is a failure of politics and of 

humanity, a shameful capitulation, a stinging 

defeat before the forces of evil… 

Let us ask the victims.” 

Pope Francis                   („Fratelli tu   197“, Oktober 2020) 

We and  the others: We see the various forms of ac on of the Munich peace movement - demonstra ons, peace con-
ference, peace prayer, dialogue - as complementary pillars that support the cri cal examina on of the current security 
conference. 
Donate: We need the support of the interested public, that is, of you. This can be done through idealis c 
(coopera on) and financial support: Your dona on to us is tax deduc ble.   
Feedback:  We are pleased about your opinion by feedback, also in cri cal form!   
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