
Dear Friends of Peace, Since our last issue on MSC 2022, the world has changed: An insane, terrible war is raging 
in Ukraine, escala ng further and further. Instead of a ceasefire, instead of nego a ons, heavier and heavier weapons 
are being delivered to Ukraine, fueled by the media (→p.15), by a policy of war and security logic on the part of NATO, 
Ukraine, and Russia, a logic that will also prevail at the MSC (→p.1 u.3). What are these blind spots of percep on 
(→p.4) that prevent new thinking of a security (→p.11 u.12), so that no one seriously analyzes how this war came 
about, because only then can it also be ended in order to develop a new peace architecture (→p.1 u.14). For this, we 
need peace conferences like Helsinki (→p.6), but not a new peace ethic (→p.7); "Thou shalt not kill" s ll applies with-
out restric on. Therefore, we call for a demonstra on against the logic of war on 18.2.23 (→p.9), against s ll prevailing 
imperial thinking and neocolonialism (→p.5), and for the realiza on of a common house of Europe (→p.1). Instead of 
gigan c rearmament, more civil peace forces should be built up (→p.8) in order to develop a peace plan for Europe 
(→p.14) and to deal with conflicts in a preven ve civil manner. Interes ng ar cles on this topic by our authors, who 
welcome cri cal comments! 

 
 

The Common House of Europe 
 

On December 8th, 2022, something unusual happened: during a public appear-
ance in Rome, Pope Francis‘  voice failed him, he faltered and wept quietly to 
himself. Only after a few long moments could he continue with his plea for peace 
in the Ukraine. Does this not actually say everything about the catastrophe of this 
war in Europe? Could the abysmal grief for so many wounded, crippled, killed, 
the piercing pain over destroyed homes and erased homelands have been con-
veyed any better?  

"War is a failure of humanity", the Pope wrote elsewhere. As early as 1795, I. 
Kant called for general disarmament and the establishment of an international 
organisation in his paper "Perpetual Peace". After the First World War, this was 
realised to some extent by the founding of the League of Nations. However, it 
was not until after the Second World War that the general change in conscious-
ness progressed to the extent that, with the United Nations, there was also a 
general ban on violence for the first time - an essential step towards removing 
war as a matter of course through political means.  

Something strange also happened on May 18th, 2022. At a lecture on the war in 
Ukraine in Dallas, former US President G.W. Bush made an embarrassing slip of 
the tongue. He talked about Russia, Putin and the "decision of one man to launch 
a completely unlawful and brutal invasion of Iraq". Immediately he corrected 
himself, "I mean Ukraine", laughed somewhat sheepishly - "Iraq - whatever - sev-
enty-five", he continued apologetically, alluding to his age. As president, Bush 
had ordered the US attack on Iraq in 2003 - two years after the Islamist terrorist 
attack on the World Trade Center. With its lie that Iraq possessed weapons of 
mass destruction, the Bush administration could not convince the UN Security 
Council even then - the US attack took place anyway. "That's a Freudian slip for 
the ages," is how Bush's involuntary admission of double standards is comment-
ed on Twitter.  

Indeed, the UN Charter gives the Security Council "primary responsibility for the 
maintenance of international peace and security". It is to manage them with the 
help of arms regulations, disarmament, a general staff committee and available 
armed forces. Article 51 grants "in case of an armed attack ... the natural right of 
individual or collective self-defence", but only "until the Security Council has taken 
such measures necessary to maintain international peace and security." Self-
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appointed world policemen are not provided for in the 
UN Charter. 

Soon after the signing of the UN Charter in June 1945, 
however, East-West tensions prevented constructive im-
plementation thereof. Using their right to veto - which in 
principle made sense in terms of realpolitik - the victori-
ous powers of the Second World War blocked important 
decisions in the Security Council. Only M. Gorbatschow, 
the last president of the Soviet Union, set a spiral of de-
escalation with unilateral disarmament advances in mo-
tion, which led to the end of the Cold War and the over-
coming of the Iron Curtain in Europe. At last, the highly 
dangerous confrontation between two nuclear powers 
could be defused. Joy and relief were clearly noticeable, 
not only in Berlin, which had been divided until then, but 
throughout Germany, and indeed worldwide. 

Europe also breathed a sigh of relief. The cornerstone for 
the "Common House of Europe", towards which Gorba-
chev had pointed the way, was laid in November, 1990 
with the adoption of the Charter of Paris . However, in-
stead of resolutely filling the "House Rules for Europe" 
with life together and on equal footing, the West increas-
ingly lapsed into a winner's mentality. The unifying joy 
over defusing the danger of nuclear war gave way to the 
arrogance of a sole "victor in the Cold War". For example, 
H.-E. Richter describes a meeting with Gorbachev on the 
eve of the attack on Iraq: "By all appearances, Gorbachev 
was indeed still uninformed on January 15th, 1991 ... He 
was no longer a partner whose consent had to be asked 
for."  

In his 2019 book "Russian Roulette", former MSC director 
H. Teltschik very comprehensibly describes the develop-
ments that led to the ice age between Russia and the 
West. This alienation is not only based on internal Russian 
developments - from the chaos of the Yeltsin years to an 
increasingly authoritarian Putin presidency. As the MSKv 
project group, we have repeatedly addressed the need for 
self-criticism on the part of the West in our meetings with 

conference leader Ischinger 
and the MSC team. The MSC in 
particular, where W. Putin  
had already disappointedly 
voiced his criticism of the 
West's policy in 2007 ("non-
observance of international 
law", "NATO expansion"), 
could have been a platform for 
understanding. We have re-
peatedly named - unfortunate-
ly in vain - people who could 
have held mediating positions 
at the MSC. In September 
2016, for example, we suggest-
ed  Gorbachev.  We  were  told  

 
 

that only incumbent members of government could speak 
at the MSC.  

As early as in 2021, no Russian guest was scheduled for 
the MSC, which was shortened in time and took place in 
video format due to the pandemic. In 2022, the Russian 
government cancelled its participation altogether, a few 
days before the start of its war of aggression contrary to 
international law. In 2023, the Russian government is no 
longer wanted at the MSC. Instead, the Russian opposi-
tion is to take part. However, work toward peace must 
not be done between like-minded people, but above all 
between difficult partners, between opponents, even be-
tween enemies! For most of my grandparents' genera-
tion, born around 1900, who experienced and suffered 
two world wars with significant German participation, the 
German "no more war" attitude was self-evident. This 
pacifist legacy should be carried out emphatically today as 
responsibility for peace processes, as radical listening, and 
as a creative search for solutions that are consensual for 
all involved. 

Instead, a "turning point" is now being propagated, which 
is nothing more than a relapse into the times of the Thirty 
Years' War with its moral self-certainty. We have just seen 
how quickly the distrust of safety logic can turn into the 
ruthless logic of war. Those who, like ex-Chancellor A. 
Merkel had patiently tried to reach an understanding with 
Putin, now feel a need for justification, as though this lo-
gic of war had always prevailed. But the escalation to-
wards war is not least a sign of resignation. The hope of 
creating security together with the other side has been 
lost. To me, the sharp words of Foreign Minister A. 
Baerbock in January 2022 ring in my ears: "This is not ne-
gotiable!" However, the OSCE Charter (Istanbul 1999) not 
only speaks of the right to choose one's alliance, to which 
Baerbock referred, but also emphasises that states "shall 
not consolidate their security at the expense of the securi-
ty of other states". This would have presupposed treating 
the fears and needs of all parties involved - Eastern Eu-
rope and Russia - equally. Thus, mutual trust might have 
been given a chance.  

But how can we find a way out of the logic of war now 
that each side knows only victory as its goal? War and the 
formation of friend-foe fronts are mutually dependent. 
How is it possible to keep an eye on the complexity and 
multi-layered nature of the conflict? Can the MSC help us 
to do so? The new MSC event series "Zeiten-
wende" (“Turning point“) gives rise to fears that the MSC, 
under its new conference director C. Heusgen,  sees itself 
as a company that lectures the German population on the 
necessity of rearmament and readiness for war. And 
Heusgen himself has already distinguished himself several 
times as a propagandist of more massive arms deliveries 
to Ukraine. These are grim times for the Common House 
of Europe!  

Thomas Mohr, Chairman MSKv 



 

After the departure of Wolfgang Ischinger, the MSKv (Münchener Sicherheitskonferenz verändern) (“Changing the Mu-
nich Security Conference”) was able to hold a first meeting with the new head of the Munich Security Conference 
(MSC), Christoph Heusgen, on 10.03.2022. Following a short introduction of the association, we pointed out the two-
facedness of the MSC: despite the invitation of states such as China and Iran, the conference was very Western-

oriented. We also criticised the predominantly military un-
derstanding of security in general and the debate on arms 
deliveries to the Ukraine in particular. Ambassador 
Heusgen stressed that his priority lay with resolving con-
flicts on the basis of international law. At the same time, he 
said, Germany must assume more (military) responsibility - 
also in the war against Ukraine: after the latter's renuncia-
tion of nuclear weapons, the country must now be protect-
ed. In response to our critical question as to whether arms 
deliveries were not merely prolonging the war, Heusgen 
expressed his conviction that the Ukraine would win. Our 
proposals for an MSC side event about the concept of 
"rethinking security" and for a moderation style based on 
mutual listening were unfortunately received with little en-
thusiasm. After taking stock of the Munich Peace Meeting, 
it remained unclear to what extent proposals and impulses 
had already found their way into the planning of the MSC. 
We were assured, however, that two MSKv observers could 
continue to be sent to the conference and that our project’s 
newsletter would be linked for MSC participants. Ambassa-
dor Heusgen was in principle also open to a joint public 
event. 

Alessja Neuner 

2021 repeat observer: Anja Ufermann 
 As a trainer for Nonviolent Communica on, one focus of my observa on is on communica on, as 
well as the design of communica on spaces: to what extent does the structure and se ng of a 
communica on space enable dialogue and the emergence of new (shared) perspec ves? Do the 
event formats serve to gain a be er understanding of the other person's view or does it remain – 
as it has in previous years – a debate instead of ac ve listening and discourse? In terms of con-
tent, I am interested in Ambassador Heusgen’s design of the MSC: what has changed? What 
(new) priori es will be set? Dr. Franke has announced that double standards on the part of the 
West will be cri cally scru nised. There will also be an a empt to be er understand the perspec-

ves of the 38 countries that either voted against or abstained in the UN General Assembly's con-
demna on of Russia's invasion of Ukraine. I am curious to see how these aspects are reflected at the conference. 
 
New observer: Ralf Becker 
As the coordinator of the ini a ve “Rethinking Security”, I would first like to intensively perceive 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 development and expansion of trus ng rela onships? 

Observer perspective for the Security Conference 2023 



As organisers of the Munich Peace 
Mee ng, we asked ourselves how it 
is possible that people in the 21st 
century s ll regard "waging war" as 
an adequate means of poli cal ac-

on and that global arms expendi-
tures have reached record levels. 
We set out to find our blind spots - 
those powerful mechanisms of ac on that impede or 
even prevent further development towards a peaceful 
coexistence. On October 7th, 2022, about 40 represent-
a ves of the peace movement, peace studies and peace 
work exchanged ideas with the Munich Security Confer-
ence’s (MSC) team and formulated impulses for the 
MSC 2023. 

One topic we addressed in plenary was the “impact of 
transgenera onal and collec ve trauma”. For example, 
what (unconscious) impact does the fact that my grand-
father fought Russian soldiers in the First World War 
have on my life and my view of the world?  Are there 
feelings of shame or guilt in me that cloud my clear 
view of today's Russian leadership? Transgenera onal 
and collec ve trauma is passed on from genera on to 
genera on. Individual and group percep ons and ac-

ons are influenced by them. Trauma-informedness and 
trauma-awareness are therefore needed in society, pol-
i cs and the media. The MSC could address this issue, 
for example, through facilitated large group processes. 

In the past year, I have discovered my own privilege, 
namely that in certain areas of my life, I need not bear 
the consequences of my ac ons myself. This mainly has 
something to do with my consumerism and something I 
must grapple with. Western countries are also called 
upon to end colonial con nuity and neo-colonialism in 
their rela ons with Africa and to work together in the 

spirit of partnership. This also con-
cerns, among other things, the form 
of trade agreements. Globalisa on as 
we know it has come to its end eco-
nomically, ecologically and poli cally. 
According to Wolfgang Kessler, we 
therefore need new framework con-
di ons for globalisa on that is both 

fair and sustainable (redistribu on of wealth, regionali-
sa on of the economy, fair trade instead of free trade, 
climate protec on in all agreements and fair supply 
chains). 

As women, we are invited to fully develop our quali es 
and dissolve compe on amongst ourselves. For men it 
is important to reflect where they keep women small 
and where they can offer them more space. At the po-
li cal level it is not only about having higher propor ons 
of women, but also about a commitment to "feminist" 
principles. In Victoria Scheyer's view, this can be 
achieved, among other things, through new narra ves 
on security and gender roles, as well as a gender-
sensi ve approach to human rights. It is both important 
to involve those affected, local NGOs and feminist civil 
society, and to create spaces for par cipa on.  

In my own private sphere, I am able to look at which 
enemy images I carry within me, where I stand in terms 
of right and wrong and where I consider my values to 
be be er than those of others. In the poli cal sphere, it 
takes honesty to realise that foreign policy is also al-
ways interest-driven poli cs. The postula on of a value
-driven foreign policy obscures this fact and fuels polari-
sa on towards good democracies and bad autocracies. 
China, among others, is affected by this. China has de-
veloped into an economic-technological compe tor. 
Since the failure of the "change through trade" strategy, 

Prof. Dr. Heberer sees the following new 
approaches: Responsible ethics instead of 
ideological ethics, readiness for dialogue & 
dialogue skills, as well as mul ple communi-
ca on structures. Last but not least, we are 
called upon to strive for a world free of nu-
clear weapons. A commitment to a cooper-
a ve, mul lateral world order and the end 
of all double standards, personally and po-
li cally, offers prospects for a more peaceful 
world. 

A detailed report on the Munich Peace 
Mee ng (MPM) can be found on our web-
site. 

Anja Ufermann 

4. MUNICH PEACE MEETING 
Shining a light on blind spots and integra ng them for a peaceful coexistence of humankind 

        What can the Munich Secur ty Conference contribute? 

We used to wonder 
 where war lived,  
what it was that made it so vile.  
And now we realize  
that we know where it lives...  
inside ourselves. 
Albert Camus, Diary 1935 - 1942 



Since the end of the East-West conflict, many former co-
lonies have suffered further armed conflicts, which are 
not always linked to poli cal ideologies, but depend on 
geopoli cs and the "securing of raw materials". In African 
countries especially, the hunt for resources on the part of 
industrialised countries leads to the „provoca on“ of ar-
med conflicts or the perpetua on of exis ng conflicts. Of 
course, this does not happen without the support of local 
poli cal forces and collaborators. Moreover, even today, 
negrophobia and racism lead to the intensifica on of con-
flicts and to the trivialisa on of their consequences, just 
as they did during the mes of the enslavement of black 
people.  

Industrialised countries'- and emerging economies’ inte-
rests in the African con nent’s raw materials is increasing 
more and more. In many countries, colonial structures 
con nue to prevail in the form of colonial con nuity and 
neo-colonialism. Compe on for the con nent’s re-
sources between countries such as China, Russia, Euro-
pean countries, Turkey and the USA has lead to conflicts 
(Brussels, 3.9.2020/COM, 2020). The majority of conflicts 
on the con nent are referred to as civil wars, when in fact 
they are proxy wars. Important examples are the Biafra 
wars, the Angola wars and the Sudan wars. Even today, 
the conflicts in Ethiopia, in Congo or in Mali show that the 
struggle for resources is the main mo va on of these 
wars (SIPRI databases). Due to the interests of industria-
lised countries and emerging economies for resources 

such as coltan, bauxite, oil, gaz, diamond, gold and 
others, armed conflicts are ignited or intensified. These 
various conflicts and their consequences, which cause 
millions of deaths, are intensified as a result of negro-
phobia and racism. 

Negrophobia and racism can traced back historically, 
among other things, in the historical enslavement of 
black people and colonisa on. The reason behind these 
events is that colonial powers do not see the local popu-
la ons as human beings, but as sub-humans. The aims 
and objec ves of these colonial powers was to make the 
places habitable for white people and to help themselves 

to resources: Civilising Missions (Pervillé Guy: 1975, 
349; Marmer 2013). Examples of this type of men-
tality and its consequences are the genocides of the 
Herero and Nama (1904-1908), as well as the vari-
ous colonial "pacifica on" and "puni ve" expedi -
ons of the French, English, Germans, Portuguese 
and Dutch. In this process of colonisa on, black pe-
ople are considered "sub-human", therefore the 
killings that take place aroused neither emo on nor 
empathy, and these deaths are mostly considered 
collateral damage. It is important for colonial po-
wers to occupy territories and appropriate re-
sources („sleeping sickness“ pa ents in the 1905/06 
expedi on)1). Today, negrophobia and racism con -
nues to prevail, and the vic ms’ suffering, death 
and inhumane living condi ons remain unseen. As a 
result, no serious ac on is taken to end armed con-
flicts, but rather they are exacerbated to facilitate 
control over- and the exploita on of resources. The 
current conflicts on the African con nent, such as in 

Congo, Mali, Ethiopia and Chad are examples of a combi-
na on of negrophobia, racism and compe on between 
industrialised countries for strategic resources. 
1)[h ps://www.deutschlandfunk.de/menschenexperimente-robert-
koch-und-die-verbrechen-von-100.html]. 

Houngbedji, Gbeognin Mickael 

Bayreuth International Graduate School of 
African Studies (BIGSAS), Universität Bay-
reuth 
Cluster of Excellence “Contestations of the 
Liberal Script (SCRIPTS)”, Freie Universität 
Berlin,  
E-Mail:  
mickael.houngbedji@hotmail.com 

Monument to the memory of the enslavement of the black people  
at the then market of the enslaved people in Savalou, Benin.  
"An enslaved person is marked on the back with a red-hot  
piece of iron marked".  
Foto: Gbeognin Mickael Houngbedji, 2018  

Colonial mentality and neo-colonialism as a cause of the aggrava on of conflicts 
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"Don't worry, Andrea," my colleague Andrei, a former Rus-
sian air force officer, said cheerfully to me on the morning 
of 24 February 2022 in the office of the Organisa on for 
Security and Coopera on in Europe (OSCE) Special Monito-
ring Mission in Mariupol. "In three or four days it will all be 
over. Mariupol and Ukraine will be demilitarised and dena-

zified and 
calm will re-
turn." Mo-
ments before, 
I had been 
woken up in 
my flat, two 
kilometres 
from the har-
bour, by near-
by explosions 

and ra ling windows.  
Since December 2021, I had been on daily patrol as an OSCE 
monitor, first in the area of Donetsk, the district capital, 
and was then transferred to Mariupol.  
From January 2022 at the latest, with the escala ng in-
crease in ceasefire viola ons on the so-called "Contact 
Line", our "workplace", it was clear to me that Russia would 
a ack Ukraine and that there would be bloody house-to-
house figh ng in the strategically important port city of Ma-
riupol in par cular. 
The OSCE mission leadership and the German government 
were s ll hoping for a nego ated solu on with Pu n, while 
the Americans and the Bri sh had already withdrawn their 
staff from the mission for security reasons ten days before 
Russia's a ack. The tension among us remaining monitors 
grew from day to day. On 25 February, we finally got the 
green light to evacuate: With some of our Ukrainian collea-
gues, their children and pets, we drove for two days in long 
convoys of armoured vehicles across Ukraine towards Chi-
sinau in Moldova. A true exodus. Never knowing what 
would happen in the next moment. Only a few days later, 
Ukrainian colleagues remaining in Mariupol reported count-
less dead bodies lining the paths around the OSCE office. 
Sad end to the OSCE observer mission in Ukraine: A Ukrai-
nian colleague was killed in a bomb a ack in Kharkiv. Four 
Ukrainian colleagues were arrested by Russian troops. Two 
of them were sentenced to ten years imprisonment for 
"high treason" because of their work for the OSCE, the 
other two are s ll imprisoned to this day. On 31 March, 
2022, Russia ended the work of the OSCE mission in Ukrai-
ne with its veto. 
 
Now the ques on arises: What has OSCE's work actually 
achieved since its deployment in 2014? Was it able to con-
tribute to a peaceful resolu on of the conflict, and if so: 
what? 
The mandate of the OSCE Special Monitoring Mission to 
Ukraine provided for 500 staff to monitor the situa on im-
par ally and objec vely, to establish facts about ceasefire 
viola ons, to report on them and to foster dialogue 
between the par es to the conflict on the ground.  
To this end, we monitors - regre ably always with an in-
sufficient con ngent of 200-250 monitors in the east of Uk-
raine - worked together with authori es at all levels as well 
as with civil society, ethnic and religious groups and local 
communi es. We not only monitored the withdrawal of 
heavy weapons under the Minsk Agreement, but also local 
and temporary ceasefire agreements to repair damaged 

infrastructure and restore water electricity and hea ng to 
millions of people on both sides. We monitored the "Entry-
Exit-Checkpoints " in the conflict area so that people could 
visit their rela ves on the other side, take part in family 
celebra ons and receive their social security payments.  
On our patrols, which included Russian na onals, we ga-
thered informa on, secured facts and sent a daily report to 
Vienna, OSCE headquarters, where it was published on the 
website. For all to see. 
Only - who read our reports? Who followed the minor and 
major successes - and failures - of the so-called "Trilateral 
Contact Group", in which the OSCE sought a diploma c so-
lu on to the conflict together with representa ves of Ukrai-
ne and the Russian Federa on? Who paid a en on to our 
human rights work? 
 
Far too rarely have our observa ons been used as a basis 
for argumenta on or even as a basis for decision-making.  
This cannot have been due to the quality of our work. But 
what was the reason then? Had our mission in Ukraine - as 
some have said - degenerated into a fig leaf of Western 
peace policy? 
In fact, the OSCE as an ins tu on has lost poli cal weight 
over the last 20 years. Unlike Russia, which wanted to make 
it a "mini-UN" for all security-related issues in Europe, the 
West, under the leadership of the US, was more concerned 
with NATO, focusing on its expansion in the East instead of 
an inclusive European security order and strengthening the 
OSCE as a key pan-European organisa on. With the result 
that Russia now only wants to nego ate bilaterally with the 
USA, then with NATO and finally within the OSCE.  
And this despite the fact that OSCE's toolbox is full of hel-
pful resources: From transparency and risk-reducing mea-
sures to agreements on military manoeuvres, everything is 
in there. And much more. A look at the history of the OSCE 
shows how it succeeded in building trust and collec vely 
securing peace in Europe during the coldest days of the 
Cold War in the framework of the Helsinki Conferences of 
1973-1975.  
 
What now? 
The OSCE is the only security organisa on in which everyo-
ne who is important for the European security architecture 
sits at eye level at one table. It emerged from confronta on 
during the Cold War and was founded by countries that - 
like today - had very different interests but wanted to pre-
vent an escala on.  
Even if the future of the OSCE seems fragile, its work is mo-
re necessary than ever. A request by Ukraine to expel Russi-
a from the OSCE has been fended off. Helga Schmidt, OSCE 
Secretary General, spoke out in favour of Russia remaining 
and set up a new programme with a voluntary group of sta-
tes, including the Federal Republic of Germany. Since 1 No-
vember 2022, the OSCE has con nued to support Ukraine in 
its reforms and reconstruc on.  
The OSCE has not yet found its new role. But hopefully the 
West remembers that it was the OSCE that once inspired 
confidence among bi er opponents. And that now is the 

me to give it more a en on, money and exper se. 
 

We need peace conferences in Helsinki 

German Foreign Minister Baerbock in Mariupol on 8 Februar, 2022 

Andrea Behm, 
lawyer, MA Peace Researcher and former monitor of the  

OSCE Special Monitoring Mission to Ukraine 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
                                                       
 
 
     

 

Does peace ethics lay in ruins and need to be revised, does 
the Ukraine war also mean a "turning point" for the peace 
movement and its principles? This is not only bi erly or 
angrily demanded by bellicists in panel discussions and the 
media, but also called into ques on by unse led peace-
moving people due to the shock of the brutal war.  

Whenever unpopular measures are to be taken, there is 
talk of a "turning point" because this metaphor appa-
rently legi mises everything as a general jus fica on and 
should no longer be ques oned. Pseudo-plausibility thus 
makes it possible to accept even unusual ac ons, because 
it is supposedly a "turning point". Cri cs of the peace mo-
vement claim that they are all naive, dreamers, caught up 
in fair-weather ethics, that non-violence has proven to be 
just "nonsense" and that the church's peace ethics is 
"pony yard theology" („Kumbaya“- a tude theology). The 
FAZ writes: "We need an ethic of war". Does this mean 
that the Chris an churches have reverted from the ethical 
paradigm of "just peace" to that of "just war", which has 
been valid as a maxim since Augus ne, although no war 
has ever been just since then? 

This gives off the impression that peace ethics originated 
during a me of peace and harmony and therefore supp-
ressed violence and war. But the war in Ukraine is not a 

completely new situa on, it is not even the first war in 
post-war Europe. All other wars taking place in the Middle 
East, Iraq, Syria, Libya, Yemen have only been perceived 
differently, but imagery of Grozny, Aleppo, Fallujah or Tri-
poli has been no less terrifying than what we have seen in 
Mariupol or Butsha. 

Chris an peace ethics – whether Catholic or Protestant – 
has never been purely pacifist; despite the new vision of 
"just peace", only the primacy of non-violence was de-
manded, however, it also always tolerated the possibility 
of "ul ma ra o", namely violent ac on in excep onal situ-
a ons. "Condi o humana" is not only based on a posi ve 
anthropology, but always includes the existence of nega -
vity in the form of violence. The ethical maxim for the hig-
hest possible form of non-violence con nues to exist, 
there is no need to revise anything. The tension between 
absolute pacifism and so-called responsibility pacifism has 
existed since Kant. Even during the rearmament debates 
in the 1980s, ideological pacifists were played off against 
“responsible” pacifists - an idle dispute over concepts, 
because passive pacifists who only cul vate their ideolo-
gies and retreat into their individualis c shells of "without 
me" never really existed.  

That Jesus and Kant ignored the consequences of ethical 
ac on, is untrue of course. On the contrary: if we do not 

strictly heed elementary principles, the consequence is 
that we will never get out of the spiral of violence and 
lies.  Kant, Erasmus von Ro erdam, Gandhi, Bertha von 
Su ner and Bonhoeffer always saw the necessity of dri-
ving spokes into the wheel of injus ce in extreme 
emergencies. But we cannot do this simply with wea-
pons, otherwise our morals and human rights will also fall 
under these wheels. Therefore, it is necessary to debate 
about concrete possibili es for ac on of “responsible“ 
pacifism, and no one should be vilified in the process. This 
is made par cularly difficult by the dilemma that all these 
situa ons we find ourselves in do not allow for simple ans-
wers only. Every alterna ve course of ac on also carries 
the possibility of someone becoming guilty. This is not to 
say that there is no need to ra onally weigh these alterna-

ves in order to minimise the impact of harm for each op-
on respec vely. The fact that this can only be done by 

es ma on, conjecture and specula on does not make it 
any easier. So, it is not surprising that churches or the 
ethics council take different posi ons on arms deliveries, 
not because the ethical maxims have changed, but becau-
se the respec ve assessment of the consequences of ac-

on differs. 

The priority for non-violence tolerates so-called rights-
preserving or rights-restoring violence. But what law is at 

stake and who is to enforce it? Is the West, NATO, the 
USA, the world's policeman? War crimes that have been 
commi ed in the name of a so-called "Western value sys-
tem" again and again, where people who make this public, 
like Assange or Snowden, are persecuted, under which 
torture and illegal imprisonment like in Guantanamo are 
tolerated, in which the Interna onal Court of Jus ce is not 
recognised, a value system under which lies are also told 
before the UN Security Council (Iraq War), wars are waged 
in viola on of interna onal law and execu ons are or-
dered with drones? This is what makes the West so un-
trustworthy, these different standards of law for itself 
and for the so-called "evil" opponent. 

When an escala on of conflict has entered the war stage, 
i.e. the baby has already fallen into the well, the peace 
movement is accused of being at the end of its tether. Of 
course, it is then very difficult to find non-violent solu -
ons. But every conflict - also in the case of Ukraine - has a 
history, the analysis of which shows that at all stages of 
escala on there would have been many possibili es to 
have a de-escala on effect. Much more important than 
the „ul ma ra o“ is therefore the „prima ra o“ of preven-

ve conflict management, where most conflicts can be 
successfully resolved without violence. There are many 
examples of this. 

„A "turning point" for peace ethics? 

Erwin Schelbert 



 

 

A s mulus from MSC? Is community-based security being considered? 
 
Military and social failure in Afghanistan, the fragility of the current climate and energy 
behaviour in economy and society, the threat of a possible nuclear war in Ukraine put 
the German government under heavy pressure: reac ng by the announcement of a na-

onal security strategy. The project group "Changing the Munich Security Conference!" 
has prepared a side event for the MSC with its coopera ons in the Global South, which 
brings useful insights of this successful prac ce for Germany's security concepts. For be-
yond a shallow poli cal manoeuvre, a security strategy can only seriously succeed if the 
"na onal" is linked to "world home affaires" and if it is clarified which paradigm defines 
security and strategy?  

If one does not want to, the two cannot argue! 
 

The poli cal-military complex is using the current crisis and war situa on as an opportunity to anchor in all thinking the 
narra ve of an alterna ve-less to violence-based military ac on. Anyone who remembers or tries to develop alterna-

ves is defamed. Those affected by crises and violence in the Global South counter a killing-based security strategy 
with courageous civil society concepts and ac ons. One-dimensional, mechanis c, warmongering security can claim its 
effec veness only in destruc on of the enemy. Civilised, community-based security is capitalizing on process-oriented 
and future-oriented dynamics in balancing (interests and vic ms), reconcilia on, coopera on and the resilience of en-

re socie es facing crises, hos lity, and manipula on. 
 
Germany has been ac vely suppor ng and working with considerable resources the approach of civil security since the 
green-socio-democrats’ government at the beginning of the century. However, the "Civil Peace Service", na onal 
peace and conflict programmes are usually implemented half-heartedly. The experiences there are not taken into ac-
count in security considera ons and the analysis of complex crisis scenarios (Afghanistan, Ukraine, Syria, China). The 
real alterna ves that exist in civil society in many countries, including UN "human security" programmes, are sup-
pressed, or deliberately neglected. 
 
Significance is not only evident in WHAT is done, but especially HOW it is done. 
 

The experiences, prac ces, and mechanisms that the invited protagonists have prepared for MSC formulate an indeed 
uncomfortable challenge to the intellectual and conceptual integrity of MSC, poli cs and repor ng media. We realize 
and demonstrate: 
 

 

 

 

(+) Women and men each contribute their own share. In many cases it is women who impacts most in reconcilia on 
and community togetherness. War, violence, destruc on is male. "We women do not deny the ego of the soldier or 
policeman when we ask him not to use his weapon." 
 
(+) Civil society actors deal "fairly" with people in (power) structures. Nobody is excluded. A crucial difference to the 
ritualised theatre of diplomacy lies in the awareness and prac ce that no result can be inclusive and sustainable if the 
process leading to it is not also inclusive. Thusly, not only in Ukraine it is necessary to include the historical situa on 
and its evalua on by the various actors and vic m groups in peace nego a ons and reconcilia on. 

 

 

 

Humanity First – Rethinking Security 
A challenging look at Germany's Na onal Security Strategy 

It is not the enemy you have to 
fight, but the error that your 
neighbour commits when he 
comes so far as to consider 
himself your enemy. (Ghandi)  

(+) Non-violent ac on by civil society actors is successful even in situa ons of 
extreme repression and lawlessness. In interna onal poli cs and diplomacy, it is 
argued that nothing can be achieved in ongoing wars "with the prayer book". But 
civil society conflict treatment show that there are enough people who know 
how to de-escalate violence and create protec on for the popula on.  

At the moment of going to press, MSC has announced that there will be no 
MSKv side event this year. This deprives MSC of a progressive profile at a 

me when poli cians are regularly exhor ng governments around the 
world to involve civil society. Obviously, however, not out of democra c 
convic on: once again, wastepaper instead of turn of an era.  

Hubert HEINDL, Regensburg, is 
sociologist, Director of University 
of Peace in Africa and the African 
non-violent interven on program 
INOVAR, MSKv ac ve since 2019  



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                       
 
 
     

 

A Call to Demonstrate on the occasion of 
 the Munich Security Conference 2023 

We at the project group "Changing the Munich Security Conference" (MSKv) are 
not protes ng against the existence of a conference that focuses on the topic of 
security. As our name indicates, our work aims to change of the Munich Security 
Conference (MSC), namely to transform it into a conference for peace policy! For 
this vision to become reality, a societal rethinking of global security is necessary. 

As the MSKv project group, we have been involved with the Munich Security Con-
ference’s events and publica ons for many years. In the process, we have no ced a 
two-faced aspect of it: On the one hand, the MSC offers opportuni es for dialogue 
and informal exchange that transcends the borders of NATO and the EU, e.g. with 
Iran, China and, by 2020, Russia. On the other hand, the former defence conference 
is a pla orm of tradi onal security policy and Western dominance, which consoli-
dates and promotes the ideology that military force is indispensible. 

This year's MSC is special in two ways: Firstly, it takes place almost exactly one year 
a er the start of the Russian war of aggression on Ukraine. Secondly, a new leader, 
namely Ambassador Christoph Heusgen, is in charge. Will the exchange across bloc 
borders remain a trademark of the MSC? Or does the MSC see itself only as a pro-
paganda forum for a militaris c "turning point"? In any case, Heusgen did not invite 
anyone from the Russian government to the MSC, but instead invited representa -
ves of the Russian opposi on. We think this is a mistake, because a sustainable 
peace agreement is only possible through nego a ons with poli cal opponents.  

Join us on Saturday, February 18th, 2023 at 1pm at the Stachus in Munich! 

Take to the streets with us against war and military armament, for global social jus-
ce, for the expansion of instruments of civil conflict transforma on and the 

strengthening of ins tu ons for collec ve security such as the Organisa on for 
Security and Coopera on in Europe (OSCE) and the UN, for solidarity with those 
fleeing war, hunger and the destruc on of their homelands, and for a social-
ecological transforma on to protect nature and stop climate change! For us, this 
also includes the training of peace workers. 

The war in Ukraine must be brought to an end. We stand for an immediate 
ceasefire and for nego a ons! An increase in Western arms deliveries will not end 
the war, nor will the perpetua on of Russia's war ac ons. We think: Europe must 
develop strategies to find a way out of the war and back towards an order of peace.  

 

The annual demonstra on at the MSC offers the opportunity to make how many 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                       
 
 
     

 

people want a peaceful, an ecologically responsible and a social jus ce-oriented policy 
publicly visible, and how many ini a ves and organisa ons are commi ed to this goal 
throughout the year. Media outlets that have traveled to Munich for the Security Con-
ference can see this as a clear signal of peace from civil society in Germany and spread it 
worldwide. 

This is why the MSKv project group supports the calls for protests by the „Ak onsbündnis 
gegen die NATO-Sicherheitskonferenz“ ("Ac ve Alliance against the NATO Security Con-
ference") again this year, even if we do not share all of their formula ons and demands. 

We as the project group MSKv rely on dialogue, exchange and fair discussion with the re-
presenta ves of the MSC. This means showing eachother mutual respect, pu ng oursel-
ves in their shoes in order to understand their perspec ve, but without having to agree 
with them. 

We have been working with this spirit in mind since our first call to "Change the Munich 
Security Conference" in 2004 and the founding of our associa on in 2006. Annual mee-

ngs were held with former MSC director Ambassador Wolfgang Ischinger and his staff 
from 2008 to 2021, crea ng an atmosphere of mutual interest. We also met the new con-
ference leader Ambassador Christoph Heusgen in the spring of 2022. We will con nue our 
cri cal dialogue and selec ve coopera on with MSC officials at specific events.  

Our influence has extended successfully on those responsible for the MSC in the following 
ways:  

  - We have been represented at the MSC with one observer since 2009 and with  two  
       since 2012 - this will be the case again in 2023. 

  - Since 2015, we have been bringing ac ve, civil peace work to the visitors of the MSC 
    through examples from crisis areas in side events. - Unfortunately not in 2023.  

  - Since 2018, joint public events have been held annually by MSKv and MSC on  peace 
    policy topics. - Also planned again for 2023.  

  - Since 2019, we have been organising the Munich Peace Mee ng, at which na onwi-       
    de representa ves from peace science, peace work and the peace movement enter    
    in construc ve dialogue on the topic of security and peace with those responsible at  
    the MSC. - The fourth Munich Peace Mee ng took place in October, 2022. 

The main purpose of our par cipa on in the demonstra on is that we wish to place em-
phasis on crea ve and non-violent protest. We promote civil conflict transforma on and a 
rededica on of arms spending to a sustainable civil security policy as described by the 
campaign "Rethinking Security".  
 

This text was adopted by the project group "Changing the Munich Security Conference" on 
19.01.2023. Also decided on 19.01.2023 was the fundamental support of the call for demon-
stra ons 2023 by the "Ak onsbündnis gegen die NATO-Sicherheitskonferenz". 

 



 

 

 
 
In light of the war in Ukraine and the widespread pro-
military a tude in poli cs, civil society and the media, 
can the supporters of the na onwide ini a ve 
"Rethinking Security" (SND) now "pack up their bags"? 
There is only talk about tanks and military ac vi es being  
necessary to save the Ukrainian people and to achieve a 
favourable nego a ng posi on for Ukraine. Pacifism will 
get us nowhere in the face of aggressive Russian military 
power. Wasn’t Germany's military restraint, the poor 
state of the Bundeswehr (German armed forces), virtual-
ly what encouraged the autocrat Pu n to a ack the 
Ukraine and what allowed for the worst atroci es to oc-
cur? Even hitherto peace-minded people are some mes 
so violently struck by these ques ons that they abandon 
their pacifist stance. 

I would like to bring the following points into considera-
on:  

1. A pacifist policy cannot have failed because, with the 
excep on of military-free Costa Rica, it does not yet ex-
ist. What has once again failed is the a empt to prevent 
wars with military and nuclear deterrence. 

2. Germany’s policy of an enormous increase in rearma-
ment signifies the intensifica on of a strategy that has 
already proven to be unsuccessful. The associated danger 
of escala on into a war between NATO and Russia is ap-
proaching that of the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962. It is 
le  to Pu n to decide whether the Western arms deliver-
ies and training of Ukrainian soldiers in Western states 
mean NATO's entry into the war and en tle him to fur-
ther escala on.  

3. The fact that the Ukrainian government, but also the 
NATO states, only see 
the military approach 
and at the same me 
accept the catastrophic 
human, ecological and 
economic consequences 
of war, can only be ex-
plained by the fact that 
they are either unaware 
of the possibili es of 
peace-logical poli cs, as 
well as civil conflict man-
agement, or, that the 

associated risks seem more serious to them than those of 
the current war.  

4. When faced with the dilemma between preserving 
state sovereignty and protec ng human life, the la er 
should be given priority.1) Lost sovereignty can be re-
gained a er years, the health of the maimed and the 
lives of hundreds of thousands killed, cannot.  

5. In the present development, it is important to think in 
terms of peace logic, i.e. to do anything that will lead to 
an early ceasefire. This also requires a concrete offer of 
nego a ons on the part of the West. If the expansion of 
NATO to the east played a significant role in the run-up 
to the current war, the West's declara on that it will re-
frain from admi ng Ukraine to NATO could provide 
Pu n with the necessary means of saving face for a con-
cession on his part.  

5. Recently, more and more people have been asking 
what a future peace order in Europe could look like. The 
SND scenario offers concrete answers to this ques on: 
The third of five pillars describes an inclusive security 
infrastructure based on partnership. To this end, the Or-
ganisa on for Security and Coopera on (OSCE), which 
encompasses all European states, must be upgraded and 
expanded. At the beginning of the year, the SND expert 
group published the book "Wel nnenpoli k und Interna-

onale Polizei"2) (“Global Domes c Policy and Interna-
onal Police“), in which the OSCE, which un l now has 

been underfunded, is seen as the instrument of a com-
mon European security policy. 

Conclusion: Security urgently needs to be rethought - 
namely in civilian terms. 
 

1) In my opinion, this is also required by Art. 1 and 2, according to 
which All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights.. 
See also 1 Kings 3:16 ff. 

2) h ps://www.vandenhoeck-ruprecht-verlage.com/themen-
entdecken/literatur-sprach-und-kulturwissenscha en/
interdisziplinaere-geisteswissenscha /57967/wel nnenpoli k-und-
interna onale-polizei 

Rethinking security - even after a year of war in Ukraine? 

Theodor Ziegler 
 Dr. phil. Theodor Ziegler is a member of the 

 coordina ng group of the ini a ve “Rethinking Security”. 



 

 

 
 
A na onwide ini a ve for a sustainable peace policy has been formed on the ba-
sis of the Baden scenario since 2019 with 50 German and European suppor ng 
organisa ons, "Rethinking Security. From military to civil security policy" and is 
set to run un l 2040.  Among the suppor ng organisa ons are the DFG-VK 
(German Peace Society – United War Resisters), specialist offices of numerous 
regional churches, the Catholic peace ini a ve Pax Chris , and the IPPNW 
(Interna onal Physicians for the Preven on of Nuclear War). They ac vely call for 
a paradigm shi  in German and European policy towards sustainable peacebuild-
ing. 

By the end of 2022, more than 200 facilitators had been trained na onwide, and 
academies and regional networks had organised over 400 events on rethinking security. 

The ini a ve has engaged in public dialogue with the Munich Security Conference, as well as with the German Police 
University, the UN Department of Peace Opera ons in New York, and other various experts on the development and 
expansion of interna onal police. The ini a ve is also holding talks with the Bundeswehr (German Armed Forces) 
Command and Staff College, the Centre for Internal Leadership of the Bundeswehr, youth officers and the Bundeswehr 
Associa on. 

The scenario was presented at an annual conference of the Federa on of German Scien sts, as well as in numerous 
discussions with leading poli cians in the German Bundestag. Through a broad-based campaign, the Ini a ve 2022 
succeeded in preven ng the planned budget cuts for civil crisis preven on and conflict transforma on. 

Many prominent figures supported the ini a ve. This is how the former German Trade Union chairman Reiner Hoff-
mann put it:  

"What we need is a fundamental rethinking. What we need is an expanded understanding of security. An understand-
ing of security that focuses on the socially just transi on to a climate-neutral economy, that focuses on social rather 
than military security, that focuses on conflict preven on and crisis preven on, that does not always generate new 
causes of flight, but aims to combat the causes of flight. This also means that we need a mul ple of today's spending on 
development coopera on and humanitarian aid. Disarmament instead of upgrading – there is no way around it." 

Interna onal networking 
In the Netherlands, a separate scenario is being developed. In Great Britain, "Rethinking Security" has a comparable 
enlightening effect, and there is also similar departures in the USA.  

In Austria, a broad ac on alliance for peace, neutrality and non-violence supports “Rethinking Security”. In Italy, a cor-
responding bill is being discussed in two chambers of the Senate, and in Switzerland, as well as in countries in Africa, 
ini a ves are forming to work out scenarios for the development of civil-police security policy. 

 Imam Kobine and Cardinal Nzapalainga, the representa ves of the Muslims and Catholics of the Central African Re-
public (CAR), as well as Marie-Noelle Koyara, Chairperson of the Associa on of Ac ve Non-Violence of the CAR and 
Minister of Defence from 2015 to 2021, describe themselves as representa ves of “Rethinking Security” in Africa.  

Peace for Future 

Peace4future.de offers na onwide peace mentor training for 18- to 28-year olds and promotes the ini a ve on Face-
book, Instagram and Twi er.  

Campaign 2022-2025 

The ini a ve responded to the Munich Security Conference 2022 Security Report with a Rethinking Security Report 
2022. The ini a ve reacted to the war in Ukraine in March 2022 with, among other things, impulses for a determined 
and level-headed response to Pu n's war. In addi on, the ini a ve is ac vely involved in the development of a Na on-
al Security Strategy and the strengthening of civil security policy instruments in the 2023 federal budget.  

By 2025, a first poli cal decision in Germany for a fundamental paradigm shi  from military to civil security policy 
should be reached.  

Further informa on can be found under:  
h ps://www.sicherheitneudenken.de/sicherheit-neu-
denken-unsere-vision/interna onal/englisch/ and 
h ps://www.peace4future.de/ 

A broad-based ini a ve  

Theodor Ziegler 
 Dr. phil. Theodor Ziegler is a member of the 

 coordina ng group of the ini a ve “Rethinking Security”. 



  

Lay down your arms! Peace logic instead of war logic!  
Appeal against the Ukraine war and for demonstra ons 
for peace and disarmament.  
  
NatWiss condemns Russia's a ack against Ukraine, 
which is unjus fiable and violates the rules of interna o-
nal law, with incalculable vic ms and damages. At the 
same me, we do not forget that in the run-up to the 
war, warnings and sugges ons were ignored, principles 
of war preven on and peacekeeping were disregarded. 
The knowledge about causes of war and peace solu ons  
must be used to stop the acts of war and to avoid further 
spirals of escala on. Therefore, we demonstrate for 
peace and against all militarism!  
  
In this war, everyone stands to lose, no ma er who dec-
lares themselves the "victor" on the rubble and graves. 
The main vic ms are the people of Ukraine, the dead, 
the wounded and those fleeing. The consequences also 
affect the people of Russia and people all over the world. 
The interna onal law loses, the European peace order 
and civil society. The damages and costs of war destroy 
the condi ons  for  sustainable  peace  and  the  solu on  
of  global  problems:  Poverty  and  hunger, displacement 
and flight, environmental destruc on and climate chan-
ge. A nuclear war would be the end of humanity: No Fu-
ture!  
  
Sacrificed is also the truth. War propaganda dominates 
on all sides. The overheated echo chamber of war indig-
na on erases earlier knowledge that is needed for the 
future. Hardly any ques ons are asked about how the 
catastrophe came about, who drove the spiral of escala-

on for decades. Is it just Pu n, who has been declared a 
demon, or also NATO, which a er winning the Cold War  
expanded  across  all  borders  to  the  brink  of  war?  
Those  who  have  undermined  peace  with rearmament 
and military interven ons, and who have even broken 
interna onal law, are bad advisors for peaceful solu -
ons. Driven by the arms industry that earns money from 
war, these forces have long been pushing for a "turning 
point" in geopoli cal power struggles and a further rear 

 
ming  of  NATO,  making  the  world  more  insecure.  
With  the  start  of  the  war,  the  German government  
doubled its military spending,  which  had  risen  sharply  
in  recent  years,  and  now exceeds that of Russia alone 
before the war. Figh ng weapons with even more wea-
pons is no more sustainable than countering climate 
change with air condi oning.  
  
In the face of oblivion, it is the duty of science to ac vate 
knowledge about war and peace in order to end the Uk-
raine war and prevent further wars:  
  
1. We say no to economic wars, arms deliveries and 

military ac ons that have fuelled the spiral  of  
escala on  before  and  during  this  war,   and we  
reject  sanc ons  that  affect popula ons worldwi-
de. 
  

2.   We  support  humanitarian  aid  for  refugees  and  
   vic ms  of  violence,  as  well  as  the development 
   of links with civil  society and the  peace    move-
   ment in Russia and  Ukraine   to mobilise    move-
   ments to end the war.  
 
3.   We  oppose  the  a empts  to  push  for  total  war  
   in  all  areas  of  society  and  to  support authori- 
   tarian structures of militarism, obedience  to  war 
   and prohibi ons of thought, with civil society  and 
   its civil principles for human  coexistence and con-
   flict resolu on.  
 
4.   It is the forces pushing for war that belong in the 
   dock, not the peace forces who have  been shou-
   ng "Lay down your arms!" and warning  against 
   war since Bertha von Su ner, more urgently than 
   ever.   
 
5.    The  logic  of  war  must  be  replaced  by  the logic  
   of  peace:  deescala on,  diplomacy,  immediate  
   cessa on  of  hos li es,  withdrawal of  weapons,  
   nego a on  and  media on between  the  par es  
   to  the conflict,  protec on  and  strengthening  of  
   interna onal  law, crea on of a European and glo-
   bal peace architecture including Russia and China. 
  
6.   Instead   of  a   turning   point   for  weapons  and
   war,  the   world  needs  a  turning   point   for dis-
   armament and peace, for common security in  the 
   house of Europe, for sustainability and the solu -
   on of the global problems on our planet.  
  
We call for joint demonstra ons for these goals.  
  
Natural Scien sts' Ini a ve Responsibility for Peace and 
Sustainability (NatWiss)  



 

 
 

 

Geography is not alterable. Of Russia's roughly 17 million 
square kilometres - across 11 me zones - about 77% is 
in the Asian part of the country, east of the Urals, and 
about 23% in the European part, west of the Urals. 

Around 85% of the approximately 145 million people in 
Russia currently live in the European part of the Russian 
Federa on, making Russia by far the most populous 
country in Europe - followed by Germany. 

Russia belongs to Europe, both for cultural reasons - 
Fyodor Dostoevsky, Lev Tolstoy, the Bolshoi Theatre, 
Dmitri Shostakovich, Igor Stravinsky, Sergei Prokofiev, 
Sergei Rachmaninov – as well as for religious reasons - 
Russia is majority Chris an. 

Neither Napoleon nor Hitler were able to conquer Russia 
- in both wars, countless people lost their lives in Russia. 
Germany's reconcilia on with Russia - e.g. through town-
twinning, academic exchange and cultural programmes - 
is s ll pending. 

There will be a me a er President Vladimir Pu n - and 
the regime associated with him - when the upheavals 
that have erupted because of the war in Ukraine can be 
overcome again. It is important to think long-term about 
this me - and to prepare for it. 

Recalling the Palme Plan of 1982 

Those who seek a medium- and long-term peace plan for 
Europe today - with Russia - can s ll be inspired by the so
-called Palme Plan of 1982, named a er the former Swe-
dish Prime Minister Olof Palme, who contributed signifi-
cantly to overcoming the East-West conflict and to the 
German reunifica on in 1989/1990: 

“The costs and dangers of the arms race, the increase in 
poli cal tension and instability, the persistence of con-
ven onal military conflicts, the rising danger of nuclear 
war, the growing economic and social burdens of military 
spending - all these problems will not be solved if the na-

ons of the world con nue pursuing security through 
their usual means. 

As long as they unilaterally and stubbornly try to protect 
their own na onal interests and behave as if they can 
achieve security at the expense of others, they will fail. 
The well-trodden path of military compe on is a dead 
end; it cannot lead to peace and security. (...) 

To this end, we urge all na ons to rethink their security 
policies. We hope that poli cal leaders and ordinary peo-
ple around the world will come to realise, as we have, 
that security can only be achieved together, through 
common coopera on.1)" 

Results of the 
“Conference 
on the Future 
of Europe“ : 

On March 
10th, 2021, the 
President of 
the European 
Parliament, 
David Sassoli, 
among others, 
signed the 
Joint Declara-

on on the 
Conference on 
the Future of 
Europe.  

All Europeans should be given the opportunity to present 
their expecta ons for the future of the EU within the 
framework of a grassroots democra c approach. 

On May 9th, 2022, the conference concluded its work 
a er months of intensive delibera on.2)  A total of 49 
well-founded proposals for the future refer to the topics 
of economy, social jus ce and employment; educa on, 
culture, youth and sports; digital transforma on; democ-
racy in Europe; values and rights, rule of law, security; 
climate change and environment; health; migra on. 

The implementa on of this plan contains numerous im-
pulses for a peace plan for Europe - including Russia, 
which will remain an indispensable part of Europe simply 
because of its contribu on to overcoming the climate 
catastrophe. 

 
1) h ps://www.naturfreunde.de/sites/default/files/
a achments/nf_argumenta onsbroschuere_frieden_2022.pdf 
2) h ps://futureu.europa.eu/de/pages/repor ng 

A peace plan for Europe — including Russia 

Clemens Ronnefeldt 
Referee for peace issues at the German branch of the  

Interna onal Associa on for Reconcilia on 
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As a 92-year old pacifist I also condemn Pu n's "military 
opera on" in Ukraine. There is no way to sugarcoat it! 
But perhaps one need explain it in order to understand 
it? Without suppor ng it!  

Like almost all the world's leaders, the Russian president 
is guided by the logic of war and reacts to violence with 
counter-violence!  For - and this is what the media fails 
to men on in their daily reports on the "war of aggressi-
on in viola on of interna onal law" - Pu n's interven on 
is firstly a reac on to the Ukrainian army's 8-year war 
against their Russian-speaking compatriots in the Don-
bass with 14,000 dead (81% on the Russian side, accord-
ing to the Organisa on for Security and Coopera on in 
Europe (OSCE)). What also remains unmen oned is the 
Russian argument that the Donbass Republics had been 
recognised by Russia under interna onal law and that 
mutual assistance agreements had been concluded with 
them, on the basis of which Russia then claimed the right 
to "collec ve self-defence" (UN Charter Art. 51). 

Pu n had also clearly warned that if the con nuous 
bombardment of eastern Ukraine did not stop, he would 
"take appropriate military-technical retaliatory mea-
sures!” So the Western poli cal establishment was 
hardly surprised, all the less so because the implementa-

on of the Minsk II agreement, which is binding under 
interna onal law, had already been abandoned while 
Pu n s ll believed in the diploma c solu on; which was 
used by the West to gain me for the armament of Ukra-
ine. We also know from a ZEIT interview with Angela 
Merkel that she saw the agreement as an "a empt to 
buy Ukraine me". (This was also confirmed by Poros-
henko and Hollande).  

NATO bases around Russia had long been accepted; now, 
however, NATO had advanced to Russia's border - 
contrary to hollow promises. Russia's demand in 2021 
for an agreement with the USA to "develop appropriate 
responses to security challenges and threats through 
construc ve dialogue based on mutual respect and 
recogni on of security interests" was not met by the 
USA. What Pu n obviously then refused to accept were 
Ukraine's efforts to become a member of NATO and the 
threat to li  the nuclear waiver! 

On the basis of this historical background, it can be con-
cluded that the West was not only expec ng an a ack by 
the Russians, but had provoked it! The war was "wanted 
and prepared" (Jürgen Rose of Darmstädter Signal) in 
order to wear down Russia. As even the RAND Corpora -
on reveals, the USA has had the goal of weakening Russia  

 
since the found-
ing of NATO in 
1949. Ukraine is 
to serve as their 
deployment area. 
 
 

If there is to be 
talk of a "turning 
point", it did not 
take place on 
February 24th, 
2022, but in No-
vember, 2013 
with Yanuk-
ovych's refusal to 
sign the Associa-

on Agreement 
with the EU, 
which triggered 
the Maidan Upri-
sing. A welcome 
opportunity for 
the US to mobilise its tested poten al for regime change! 
Encouraged by John McCain to overthrow the govern-
ment, orchestrated by Under-Secretary of State Victoria 
Nuland, financed by American billionaires, fueled by the 
fascist OUN, the uprising actually ended with the fall of 
Yanukovych and a US-directed "Kiev oligarch regime". 
This was not recognised by the majority Russian popula-

on of eastern Ukraine, which led Kiev to the above-
men oned war. One of the many illegal wars started or 
supported by the USA! In Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, Sy-
ria...! Where is there any men on of the breach in inter-
na onal law there? 

All these facts, raised by many American poli cal insi-
ders, went unmen oned in most of the media in America 
and Europe! But the ques on remains, why? 

It would be a noble task of the MSC to play a media ng 
role and listen to these American voices that show un-
derstanding for Russia's vital security interests and ad-
mit, like George Kennan, former US ambassador to Russi-
a, that "NATO's eastward enlargement was the most di-
sastrous mistake in American policy in the en re post-
war period"!  

How about a construc ve dialogue with Vladimir Pu n at 
the MSC, Mr Heusgen? 

 
 

What the media is withholding from us 



 

 

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 dia-
logue. 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 Securi-
ty 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 
Petra-Kelly-Founda on, the Cultural Department of the City of Mu-
nich and Katholischer Fonds (Catholic fund for world-church and 
development-related educa on and public rela ons work). We are 
members 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 2023 (An -Security Conference Demonstra on 
2023). 
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Events 
 Interna onale Münchner Friedenskonferenz  
   www.friedenskonferenz.info  
 Zivilgesellscha  und vermeintliche „Zeitenwende“ 
Friday, 17.02.2023, 19:00—22:00 Uhr  
 Altes Rathaus, Marienplatz 
Saturday, 18.02.2023, 10:00 —12:00 Uhr 

Hochschule für Philosophie, Kaulbachstr. 31-33 
Workshop „Soziale Verteidigung“ 

Saturday, 18.02.2023, 19:00 —21:30 Uhr 
Hochschule für Philosophie 

      Kriegsinteressen -Afghanistan/Ukraine  
Saturday, 18.02.2023, 13 Uhr, Stachus-Karlsplatz 

An -Siko-Bündnis, Protest gegen die  
Münchner Sicherheitskonferenz www.an siko.de 

Sunday, 19.2.23, 11 Uhr, EineWeltHaus 
Punk-Rock-Lyrik-Lesung  „Make Punk NOT War“! 
Schwanthalerstr. 80 

Sunday, 19.2.23, 15:00 –16:30 Uhr 
Petra-Kelly-S ung, Presseclub München 
Marienplatz 22 
„Nach der Konferenz“ - Eine Nachbetrachtung 
www.petrakellys ung.de 

Sunday, 19.2.23, 18 Uhr 
Friedensgebet der Religionen 
Nazarethkirche, Barbarossastr. 3 

Beten für den Frieden during the Munich Security 
Conference  v. 17.2. –19.2.23      www.erzbistum-
muenchen.de/cms-media/media-57934820.pdf 

 
“It is wrong to take the side of any of the warring armies, 
it is necessary to stand on the side of peace and justice. Self
-defence can and should be carried out by nonviolent and 
unarmed methods.  
Any brutal government is illegitimate, and nothing justi-
fies the oppression of people and bloodshed for the illusory 
goals of total control or conquest of territories.” 
 
 
Extract from the Statement of the Ukranian Pacifist Movement (21.9.22) 
 

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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