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Selections from the “Supplements” to Kant's “Perpetial Peace”

Perpetual peace geiaranteed by no less an authority than the great aNature
herself... The mechanical process of nature vishlyibits the purposive plan of producing
concord among men, even against their will andedd®y means of their very discord. This
design, if we regard it as a compelling cause whese of operation are unknown to us, is
calledfate. But if we consider its purposive function wittiime world’s development, whereby it
appears as the underlying wisdom of a higher calmaying the way towards the objective goal
of the human race and predetermining the world&dugion, we call itprovidence...

But before we define this guarantee more precisedymust first examine the situation in
which nature has placed the actors in her greatage, for it is this situation which ultimately
demands the guarantee of peace. We may next énmparhat manner the guarantee is provided.

Nature’s provisional arrangement is as followsstly, she has taken care that human
And thirdly, she has compelled them by the samens&a enter into more or less legal
relationships. It is in itself wonderful that masan still grow in the cold wastes around the
Arctic Ocean; theeindeer can scrape it out from beneath the snow and aaitself serve as
nourishment or as a draft animal for the OstiakSamoyeds. Similarly, the sandy salt deserts
contain thecamel, which seems as if it had been crafted for travglbver them in order that
they might not be left unutilised. But evidenceadekign in nature emerges even more clearly
when we realize that the shores of the Arctic Oa@annhabited not only by fur-bearing
animals, but also by seals, walruses and whalessevitesh provides food and whose fat
provides warmth for the native inhabitants. Nagicare arouses most admiration, however, by
carrying driftwood to these treeless regions, wittenyone knowing exactly where it comes
from. For if they did not have this material, tregtives would not be able to construct either
boats or weapons, or dwellings in which to livendAhey have enough to do iaking war on the
animals to live in peace among themselves. Buag probably nothing but war whiclhove
them into these regions. And the finsstrument of war among all the animals which man
learned to domesticate in the course of peopliegetirth was thiorse... Salt andiron were
next discovered, and were perhaps the first astioldrade between nations to be in demand
everywhere. In this way, nations first entered peaceful relations with one another, and thus
achieved mutual understanding, community of intsraad peaceful relations, even with the
most distant of their fellows.

In seeing that mecould live everywhere on earth, nature has at the sanee t
despotically willed that theshould live everywhere, even against their own inclinasio And
this obligation does not rest upon any conceptudy @vhich might bind them to fulfill it in



accordance with a moral law; on the contrary, rahas chosen war as a means of attaining this
end.

...And what else but war, nature’s means of peoglwgwhole earth, can have driven
the Eskimos so far North—for they are quite didtinem all other American races, and are
perhaps descended from European adventurers @marncnes; the Pesherae have been driven
South into Tierra del Fuego in the same mannerr its&lf, however, does not require any
particular motivation, for it seems to be ingrainedhuman nature, and even to be regarded as
something noble to which man is inspired by hielo¥ honour, without selfish motives. Thus
warlike courage, with the American savages as thigir European counterparts in medieval
times, is held to be of great and immediate valueg—aot justin times of war (as might be
expected), but alsim order that there may be war. Thus wars are often starteélyngy display
this quality, so that war itself is invested withiaherentdignity; for even philosophers have
eulogized it as a kind of ennobling influence omirfargetting the Greek saying that ‘war is bad
in that it produces more it produces more evil pedlpan it destroys’. So much, then, for what
nature does to furthdrer own end with respect to the human race as an animal specie

...We may therefore say that natuneesistibly wills that right should eventually gain the
upper hand. What men have neglected to do withaltely happen of its own accord, albeit
with much inconvenience. As Bouterwek puts ittHé reed is bent too far, it breaks; and he
who wants too much gets nothing.’

The idea of international right presupposes tipaisde existence of many independent
adjoining states. And such a state of affairsgeatially a state of war, unless there is a féddera
union to prevent hostilities breaking out. Buthe light of the idea of reason, this state i3 il
be preferred to an amalgamation of the separaiensatnder a single power which has
overruled the rest and created a universal monarEby the laws progressively lose their impact
as the government increases its range, and a sedisspotism, after crushing the germs of
goodness, will finally lapse into anarchy...



