
Dear Friends of Peace, we have been trying to change the security conference for 20 years now. With success?  
Several arƟcles in this "anniversary newspaper" (→ appendix p. 7-14) deal with this quesƟon and how we can now 
move forward. An anniversary to celebrate? Certainly not, but retrospecƟon and reflecƟon are of course appropriate, 
especially at a Ɵme when bellicose thinking is once again shaping public opinion and poliƟcs (→ p. 15). The conflict in 
Ukraine (→ p. 17) has now turned into a war of aƩriƟon and the danger of nuclear weapons being used (→ p.19) is gro-
wing. Instead of rethinking security (→ p. 5-6) and developing long-term strategies based on a logic of peace (→ p. 4) 
and ending wars through serious negoƟaƟons, the logic of war conƟnues to prevail, and the producƟon and export of 
weapons reach unprecedented levels. Add to that the appalling murders in the Middle East, first by the terror of Ha-
mas and then by Israel's excessive violence, also against civilians, in PalesƟne. But even in this inhumane war, there are 
sƟll promising signs of humanity: Combatants for Peace! (→ p. 16) And in some African countries that are hardly no-
Ɵced by Europe, other ways of conflict management are also being used (→p.3). Quo vadis Europe? (→ p. 18) Hopeful-
ly towards a path to peace, which is only possible in an architecture of shared security with Russia. We look forward to 
your reacƟons! 

 
"We have to act now" - climate researchers have been saying for many years 
and I try not to fly, not to drive a car, to eat hardly any meat and if, then only 
organic, to buy organic at all, to turn down my heaƟng thermostats, to collect 
rainwater, to grow vegetables in raised beds - seemingly ridiculous aƩempts 
compared to the big polluters and yet somehow I’m sƟll having a go.  

“We have to act now”, says Rotem Levin, an Israeli peace acƟvist at a Forum 
ZFD event, inviƟng us to take a stand against arms deliveries to his country. 
AŌer three days as an observer at MSC 2023, I no longer dared to oppose arms 
deliveries to Ukraine, especially when I thought of the Ɵred faces of the Klitsch-
ko brothers. Who am I to deny Ukrainians weapons so that they can defend 
themselves?! Don't I have to put up with the accusaƟon that it’s easy for me to 
talk in my country, which is protected by America? Are there good and bad arms 
deliveries? Are arms deliveries the problem or the fact that arms are produced 
in Germany? I oŌen fail because of the complexity of issues, I can't find simple 
answers or any other answers - I freeze up. 

We have to act now – I go to demonstraƟons for democracy and peace. I read 
posters that I find violent: against right-wing extremists, against Nazis,.... I don't 
think the "against" is helpful because it excludes people. 
I also find it difficult when we see ourselves as peace fighters and as the good 
guys, because that automaƟcally means there must also be war-mongers and 
bad guys. In posters such as: "It's Ɵme to show what we would have done 
instead of our (great) grandparents", I read pain regarding our collecƟve past. 
But is our situaƟon comparable to that of a hundred years ago? Perhaps in the 
sense of “resist the beginnings” (nipping it in the bud). Nevertheless, the situaƟ-
on a hundred years ago was different in many ways: the 1920s aŌer the First 
World War with its unrest, system changes, hunger and hardship - the 20s today 
aŌer 78 years of peace, democracy and prosperity - inwardly I aƩack the fellow 
demonstrators with indignaƟon. 

 
 

Small Portrait:       Prof. Dr. 
Hanne-Margret  
Birckenbach 
The Göƫnger 
Friedenspreis 
was awarded to 
her in 2023.
 This is to ho-
nor her many 

years of scienƟfic work on peace 
research. 
In parƟcular, the concept of peace 
logic that she developed has not 
only sƟmulated research into this 
neglected area, but has also provi-
ded important impulses for pracƟ-
cal peace work and security policy. 
The scienƟfically based jusƟfica-
Ɵons for a new way of thinking in 
security policy decisions should 
actually lead to military war logic 
being increasingly recognized as 
obsolete. CongratulaƟons! 

ConƟnuaƟon p. 2► 
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► ConƟnued from p. 1: 

We have to act now - The woman at the hotel recepƟon 
says to me: "It used to be much quieter here. Since all 
the foreigners are here, the police or the ambulance are 
constantly coming." I manage to empathize with her 
pain, that things are changing, that she perhaps feels 
insecure and needs stability and familiarity. At the same 
Ɵme, I don't manage to contradict her, my silence could 
be interpreted as agreement; I would have to say that I 
have a different percepƟon - I flee. 

Freezing, aƩacking, escaping, personally, transgeneraƟo-
nally or collecƟvely point the way to trauma. Trauma 
reduces our ability to connect. One symptom of this is 
that we are not connected to this planet, that we do not 
perceive the destrucƟon of Mother Earth as our own 
pain. We find it difficult or are unable to feel the pain of 
the Ukrainians and the Russians, the pain of the PalesƟ-
nians and the people in Israel (at the same Ɵme). We 
ignore hardship, hunger and misery on other conƟnents, 
the exploitaƟon of others on which our prosperity builds, 
and we allow streams of refugees to be met with walls. 

Another symptom of trauma is "othering" - the separaƟ-
on of "me and the others". "Othering" is heavily trans-
ported and fuelled by the media and social media, and 
leads to polarizaƟon and further division. However, sepa-
raƟon is an illusion as we are stuck here together on this 
globe. What can I change in myself instead of accusing  
 

 
 

others? 

Due to complexity and over-regulaƟon, we are at the 
end of the funcƟonal cultural stage. It is now up to us to 
decide whether we fall back into the dominant cultural 
stage (survival, autocracies, law of the jungle) or take a 
quantum leap into the cultural stage of caring together-
ness, in which individual potenƟals are networked in an 
adaptable way. 

We have to act now – We can react instead of lapsing 
into reacƟvity. We can slow down. We can address 
wounds and scars and transform enemy images. We can 
live a life of honesty and empathy. We can put our po-
tenƟal at the service of “us”. We can recognize our com-
monaliƟes and create new narraƟves and visions - see-

mingly ridiculous aƩempts in 
comparison to what currently 
prevails and yet somehow I 
have a grip again.  

    Anja Ufermann 

5. MUNICH PEACE MEETING 2023 – a space for shared reflecƟon 
 

The Munich Peace MeeƟng (MPM) has developed into an important non-public symposium at which 
● peace science, peace work, the peace movement and MSC network, 
● an in-depth exchange of experts on aspects of security and peace policy takes place, 
● concrete suggesƟons are given for the upcoming MSC in February of 
    each year regarding topics, guests and formats. 
 
On 11 November 2023, we met again in person. 31 people aƩended the 
event organized by our project group at the Catholic Academy in Munich. 
The field of parƟcipants consisted of 6 people from church organizaƟons, 7 
from peace science, 6 from peace work, 4 from the peace movement, 2 
poliƟcians and 6 team members of the Munich Security Conference. 
 
The Munich Peace MeeƟng included two large group phases, as a common 
space for reflecƟon and forethought, as well as a topic-oriented small 
group unit. The following aspects, among others, were introduced: 
The West needs to make concrete and convincing efforts to reshape relaƟ-
ons with the countries of the Global South. 
 
- A value-oriented foreign and security policy needs to be problemaƟzed. 
- The contradicƟon between the narraƟve of system rivalry and opportuniƟes for cooperaƟon across alliance borders 
   needs to be broken down. 
- DiplomaƟc opƟons for shaping the future based on the intersecƟon of interests need to be rediscovered. 
- The numerous exisƟng small peace iniƟaƟves need to be publicized. 
- The EU’s potenƟal in the areas of risk minimizaƟon, disarmament and arms control, diplomaƟc containment, mulƟla 
   teral standing, independent escalaƟon management and peacekeeping on the conƟnent needs to be recognized. 
- A conference on security and cooperaƟon in the Middle East needs to be commemorated, promoted and prepared. 

Foto: Humphrey Mulemba 

       Kant‘s key questions: 
 
Wha t can I  know? 
What can I  hope for? 
What can I  do? 



 

New observer: Ralf Becker 
As the coordinator of the iniƟaƟve “Rethinking Security”, I would first like to intensively perceive 
as an observer - the atmosphere, the energy, the actors and their way of operaƟng and meeƟng 
within the space of the MSC. 
For me, this is the prerequisite and the key to discovering communicaƟon possibiliƟes that we 
can gradually (further) develop, build and expand aŌer the MSC. 
I first enter the MSC with a quesƟoning aƫtude: How do I perceive myself in this space? What is 
showing itself to me? What is the scope for shaping a cooperaƟve global domesƟc policy? Whe-
re and how is it possible to meet on an equal fooƟng? 
Where are chances for Western actors to let go of their usual dominance in the "great game" in 
favor of an encounter with actors from different cultures from a posiƟon of equality? Where and 
how can the effecƟveness of civil security policy be perceived and experienced? What kind of 

meeƟng spaces enable the development and expansion of trusƟng relaƟonships? 
 
New observer: MaƩhias Linnemann 

This year I will be aƩending the security conference as an observer for the MSKverändern project group. 
It will be my first Ɵme at the MSC. So I'm really looking forward to seeing what awaits me there. 
I haven't been working at MSKv for very long. But the direct connecƟon to the world's most important 
conference of its kind made me very curious right from the start: what influence can we as a small pro-
ject group have on the contents of such a large and well-known conference? 
Even if our work as MSKv will certainly not lead to a complete rethink, we can sƟll provide small impulses 
in some places, ask the "right" quesƟons and thus make those responsible reflect. 
This year's Security Conference is likely to be heavily influenced by developments in the war in Ukraine. 
The signs there conƟnue to point to escalaƟon. There have been no negoƟaƟons with Russia for some 
Ɵme. Added to this are the conflicts in Israel/Gaza and in the Red Sea. Here, too, diplomacy is leading a 

miserable existence. Who even talks anymore about Sudan and other African states where large parts of the populaƟon are 
also suffering from armed conflicts? 
What role can Germany play in resolving the conflicts? What can we expect from the EU as a contribuƟon to containing and 
resolving the destrucƟve conflicts? How does the USA as the (sƟll) leading internaƟonal power view this? 
It is important to take every opportunity to present and discuss an alternaƟve, non-violent approach to conflict resoluƟon. 
Because: violence does not bring peace. 

Observer perspective for the Security Conference 2023 

 

Time is Out ! – 60 years MSC: So what?  
 

MSC consigned to history?  
Helping the military complex to take hold, giving bloc thinking and transatlanƟc (NATO) self-indulgence a stage is “cool”, 
outdated. Sooner or later, all that will be leŌ for the MSC is the discharge house. In the Global South, security and jusƟce are 
recognized as an inseparable binomial based on historical and omnipresent everyday experience. Southern alliances acƟvely 
challenge the global community when, for example, they abstain en masse from predetermined votes in the UN. When 
countries of the Global South denounce war, arbitrary killings and displacement at the InternaƟonal Court of JusƟce. 
Giving „Rethinking Security“ a stage 
From our networking with the non-violent acƟon of civil society and non-violent policy proposals in the Global South, we 
know what potenƟal for posiƟve change exists there and is growing rapidly. Civil society, religions and regional organizaƟons 
across the conƟnent are exposing the "myth of redempƟve violence" in the decades-long uselessness of "peacekeepers". A 
"Rethinking African Security" is formulated from the successful pracƟce of conflict poliƟcs that overcomes violence, the rec-
onciliaƟon of interests and conflict healing. 
"Sustainable security" as a themaƟc line 
We disƟnguish between "negaƟve peace" and "posiƟve peace". "NegaƟve peace" 
is the paradigm of the MSC and we are once again counƟng down the forums and 
panels that want to sound out how discord and war can be tamed through power, 
violence and flimsy diplomacy. But "posiƟve peace" arises when security is no long-
er delegated to external troops, but is (re)placed in the hands of local, village com-
muniƟes, who build, maintain and take responsibility for it. But does an "MSC at 
60" have the sense for this and the standing to give an impetus to the world and 
the internaƟonal community? "I am not convinced". 
 
Hubert HEINDL, Regensburg, Developmental sociologist. Has been working in the 
(African) peace movement for decades and is head of the non-violent crisis inter-
venƟon program INOVAR in various African countries. 

Rethinking African Security: Embassy of the 
African Union in the Great Lakes Region, 
Nov. 2023 



In December 2024, SPD parliamentary group leader 
Rolf Mützenich warned us to take the peace re-
quirement of the German consƟtuƟon seriously 
and to pay aƩenƟon to how we can achieve peace-
ful condiƟons. In reality, the governing parƟes have 
shown no ideas about this. If changing the peace 
policy of the Munich Security Conference (MSC) 
had succeeded, then it would have discussed how 
the pursuit of security can be reconciled with the 
UN’s peace policy agendas. The concepts for this 
have long since been developed. They complement 
one another. Their common 
feature is that states do not 
seek to achieve their naƟonal 
security in opposiƟon to other 
states and not at the expense 
of people outside their own 
camp. 

CollecƟve security emerges 
when states align themselves 
with the norms of the UN Char-
ter. It prohibits wars of aggres-
sion and calls for the peaceful 
resoluƟon of disputes in case of 
conflict. All UN members have 
commiƩed to this. There is a 
lack of willingness to invest in 
the means of peaceful conflict 
resoluƟon. 

CooperaƟve security emerges 
when states, despite conflict, 
cooperate for mutual benefit in 
areas such as arms control, fossil-free energy pro-
ducƟon and medical research, and therefore devel-
op an interest in its conƟnuaƟon. There is a lack of 
willingness to take the experience of a large num-
ber of UN organizaƟons seriously and to make use 
of it. 

CollecƟve security emerges when states, in accord-
ance with the UN Charter, develop lasƟng pracƟces 
independent of crises, in which trust can be built 
through transparency and regular exchange. There 
is sƟll a spark of this in the OrganizaƟon for Securi-
ty and Co-operaƟon in Europe (OSCE). There is a 
lack of willingness to adapt pracƟces to the 
changed bloc formaƟon in such a way that transat-

lanƟc relaƟons do not impair pan-European rela-
Ɵons. 

Human security emerges when states take the vital 
interests of all people into account and work per-
sistently to overcome direct, structural and cultural 
violence. The concept is menƟoned in the German 
government's NaƟonal Security Strategy. The ap-
proach of a feminist foreign policy also has the po-
tenƟal to increase human security. There is a lack 
of willingness to abandon the disƟncƟon between 

people who need to be pro-
tected and those who need less 
protecƟon. 

 All four concepts were devel-
oped before the global poliƟcal 
upheavals of the 1990s. At that 
Ɵme, it was sƟll assumed that 
they could be implemented by 
a Ɵght-knit circle of state man-
agement personnel. Today we 
are aware of the need for di-
verse civil society forms of vio-
lence prevenƟon, conflict 
transformaƟon and cross-level 
cooperaƟon. This is widely rec-
ognized in development coop-
eraƟon. There is a lack of will-
ingness to open up security 
policy to socio-poliƟcal parƟci-
paƟon. 

Given the predominance of co-
ercive, defensive and deter-

rence thinking, it seems very difficult for German 
poliƟcians to publicly parƟcipate in consideraƟons 
for the further development of a peace-compaƟble 
security policy. Thinking barriers have piled up in 
the parliamentary sphere that seem impenetrable 
to outsiders. Only a dialog can clarify which impuls-
es would be necessary from civil society to win 
over parliamentarians for an enlightened, contem-
porary and peace-poliƟcally effecƟve security poli-
cy. The MSC is sƟll no place for this. The Munich 
Peace Conference could become one.  

 
Prof. Dr. Hanne-Margret Birckenbach  

Author of the book „Friedenslogik verstehen“  
(“Understanding peace policy”) 

S h a p i n g  s e c u r i t y  p o l i c y  t o  p r o m o t e  p e a c e  



Rethinking security strategically in Ɵmes of war 

Stop and overcome violence! In Israel and PalesƟne. In Ukraine. Globally. 

We are currently witnessing a frightening increase of violence around the world. The impulse paper "Rethinking Secu-
rity Strategies" of the German Rethinking Security IniƟaƟve  reflects on this development, the increasing climate crisis 
and the German Federal Government's NaƟonal Security Strategy published in 2023: 

1. The role of military security logic in the current mulƟ - crisis - learning from Ukraine, Afghanistan, Mali,  
      Somalia and Kenya 
The military security logic that conƟnues to shape our world even aŌer the end of the Second World War contributes 
significantly to the current global mulƟ-crisis. The security strategies of NATO, Israel, Russia, Ukraine and our German 
government completely ignore this negaƟve share of military security logic in the mulƟ-crisis. We can learn from neg-
aƟve experiences in Ukraine, Afghanistan and Mali, as well as from posiƟve experiences in Kenya and Somalia. 
"With a highly armed army, with more and more isolaƟon and surveillance, there is no more security for Israel. This is 
the lesson of the terror of October 7," emphasizes a German public media commentary on October 25.  
The Combatants for Peace, former fighters from Israel and PalesƟne, state: "As we are part of this centuries-old vio-
lent conflict, we know its price and its fuƟlity. Today, more than ever before in the past, we claim that there is no mili-
tary soluƟon to the conflict; violence begets violence; revenge fuels revenge." 
 
2. Helping to overcome the trauma of violence in the Middle East through a clear commitment by Germany to end 
     the violence and enabling a Conference on Security and CooperaƟon (CSC) 
The spiral of violence associated with the traumas of the Shoah and the Nakba can only be stopped by a clear vote on 
nonviolence from the outside. As Germans, we are connected to the trauma of violence in the Middle East. We will 
saƟsfy our historical responsibility by taking a clear and unequivocal stand towards all parƟes involved to stop the 
violence. 
The spiral of violence in the Middle East can only be overcome by means of a joint regional fight against criminal acts 
of violence, including the Arab states – combined with negoƟaƟons and a poliƟcal process with the aim of an equal 
coexistence of the Israeli and PalesƟnian populaƟons.  
A sustained commitment of the Arab states to Israel's security, on the other hand, is only possible in conjuncƟon with 
a credible perspecƟve for PalesƟnian self-determinaƟon. Germany should therefore devote its energies to the estab-
lishment of a Conference on Security and CooperaƟon in the Middle East (CSME). 
 
3. Resolving conflicts with peace logic instead of friend-foe thinking 
We cannot prevent conflicts between states, but we can de-escalate them. And we can resolve them in such a way 
that security from violence increases for all sides.  
A fundamental way out of violence is offered by the scienƟfic approach to deal with conflicts in peace logic. 
 
4. Focusing on the world's No. 1 challenge: the climate crisis  
As if by direct violence, our security is endangered worldwide especially by the climate crisis. The German Federal 
Government's NaƟonal Security Strategy idenƟfies the climate crisis as a driver of internaƟonal conflict and the enor-
mous global investments needed for ecological transformaƟon. 
But the adherence to military rearmament is prevenƟng the necessary decisive tackle of the climate crisis, both na-
Ɵonally and internaƟonally. Only if we focus our efforts worldwide and systemaƟcally to reduce CO2 emissions can 
we master the climate crisis together, similar to overcoming the hole in the ozone layer. 
 
5. RespecƟng naƟonal and planetary boundaries 
It is right and important to resolutely oppose Russia's aƩempt to forcibly shiŌ naƟonal borders in Ukraine. And the 
freedom and security of all of us is extremely threatened by the transgression of the ecological limits of our planet. 
These limits must also be taken into account in our security strategies. 
  
 

ConƟnuaƟon p. 6► 



 

 

                                                                                                                                            
► ConƟnued from p. 5: 

6. DecolonizaƟon: Overcoming Wasteful Lifestyles 
The current world order ensures an excess prosperity for the rich upper class of all countries that exceeds the plane-
tary boundaries. These privileges are also secured militarily around the world. The overall high standard of living of the 
Western community of states, which cannot be generalized to all people, is rightly perceived as unfair and promotes 
refugee movements. 

7. Shaping internaƟonal relaƟons on an equal fooƟng 
The BRICS countries are striving for internaƟonal relaƟons on an equal fooƟng. Most countries in the Global South 
have not joined Western sancƟons against Russia because they see the West's behavior – including in the Ukraine war 
– as an aƩempt to maintain Western dominance.  

We need new negoƟaƟons for a universally respected internaƟonal security order. China's Global Security IniƟaƟve 
(GSI) is a suitable proposal for this. 
8. Shaping global reconciliaƟon and understanding 
The recogniƟon of Europe's climate and colonial debt as well as our share in the escalaƟon of violence in Ukraine and 
the Middle East can open up paths to global reconciliaƟon and understanding and enable new trust. 
9. Respect internaƟonal law and human rights 
As the Western world / NATO, our governments, like others, repeatedly disregard human rights and internaƟonal law – 
and apply double standards to war crimes commiƩed by Russia and Israel, to the incomprehension of the Global South. 
Acknowledging and changing one's own misconduct strengthens internaƟonal law and trust. 
10. ParƟcipaƟon as a democraƟc means of overcoming violence 
Broad democraƟc parƟcipaƟon promotes non-violent soluƟons to conflicts. We also need what is possible domesƟcally 
as an internaƟonal norm in the direcƟon of a global domesƟc policy. 
ParƟcipaƟon as a democraƟc means of overcoming violence cannot be spread by means of military dominance. As a 
basis, it needs fair property relaƟons in all countries of the Global North and the Global South. 
11. Preserving open spaces for debate 
It is important to maintain and create open spaces for debate.  
We should resist the temptaƟon to meet the burden of controversial debate by restricƟng freedom of expression and 
freedom of the press. 
12. Working together instead of against each other to expand regional and global security structures 
We need the priority of expanding inclusive and thus more stable regional and 
global security structures that are based on the concepts of common security 
rather than exclusive military alliances.  
The OrganizaƟon for Security and CooperaƟon in Europe (OSCE) and the Confer-
ence on Security and CooperaƟon in the Middle East (CSME) are suitable for this 
purpose. 
Women's and other civil society organizaƟons must be fully involved in these 
structures and processes.  
13. Controlled disarmament worldwide 
We need comprehensive internaƟonal disarmament treaƟes and a shiŌ from 
military to civilian security policy.  

Ralf Becker 
Coordinator of the German Rethink-
ing Security IniƟaƟve 
www.sicherheitneudenken.de 

"In a threatening Ɵme, the new impulse paper 'Rethinking Security Strategies' is 
quite excellent. We must stop and overcome violence where we can. We need 
fairness towards other parts of the world. We need to cooperate instead of rival-
ry!"  
Prof. Dr. Ernst Ulrich von Weizsäcker, Honorary President of the Club of Rome  
"Since its founding more than 60 years ago, the Munich Security Conference has 
always tried to rethink the topic of security and is happy about every well-
founded contribuƟon to the debate. Against this background, we welcome the 
new paper of the IniƟaƟve Rethinking Security."  
Dr. Benedikt Franke, Chief ExecuƟve Officer Munich Security Conference  

http://www.sicherheitneudenken.de


 

 

When I was invited in May 2004 
both verbally by Sepp RoƩmayr († 
2014) and in wriƟng by Isolde Te-
schner († 2017) to a meeƟng on 1 
June 2004 on the topic of 
"Forming a working group: Chan-
ging the Munich Military Con-
ference", I had no idea that this 

acƟvity would sƟll keep me busy 20 years later. In 
January of the same year, Klaus MiƩlmeier had al-
ready presented a call to change the "Security Con-
ference" as part of the Peace IniƟaƟve ChrisƟans in 
the Munich region and showed it to me shortly 
aŌerwards. I was already familiar with the idea and 
most of the people involved from the Munich 
peace movement. I was glad that a group had for-
med here that wanted to work on a very specific 
peace policy issue while focusing on methods of 
non-violence and dialog. 

From the early days, I remember lengthy discus-
sions about the group's iniƟal acƟviƟes, the name 
and logo of the project, the statutes and mission 
statement of the associaƟon to be founded. There 
were also inspiring moments, such as when we 
prepared a workshop for the 2005 Peace Con-
ference - where I presented my vision of a "Munich 
Conference for Peace and JusƟce" for the first Ɵme 
- or when we put together the first issue of our 
project newspaper for the Security Conference in 
February 2006. AŌer a two-year preparaƟon pro-
cess, the associaƟon was finally founded on 7 April 
2006 with eight people. 

As envisaged in our project descripƟon, we sought 
contact with the MSC and its then director, Horst 
Teltschik. However, it never went beyond exchan-
ging leƩers with Teltschik. From 2006 onwards, we 
began working with the sponsors of the Munich 
Peace Conference - the peace movement's annual 
alternaƟve event to the MSC - and in 2007 we 
twice invited people to a “Time of Dialog" on the 
topics of "military" and "security". 

In February 2008, Wolfgang Ischinger was 
presented to the MSC as the future conference lea-
der. In March 2008, we contacted the German Em-

bassy in London, where Ischinger was sƟll Ambas-
sador at the Ɵme, and in July - shortly aŌer he had 
taken up his post in Munich - the four of us were 
able to talk to him in his sƟll almost empty office. 
Over the years, our project group has had a total of 
15 meeƟngs with Ambassador Ischinger. At the 
2009 Security Conference, the first one he chaired, 
Ischinger offered our associaƟon the parƟcipaƟon 
of an observer. In the voƟng process within the 
group, I was chosen. This not only led to accusaƟ-
ons in the press from the Munich anƟ-war move-
ment that I was allowing myself to be misused as a 
"fig leaf" for the conference, but also to an inter-
view with me being published in three Munich dail-
y newspapers the day aŌer the conference. As well 
as criƟcizing the MSC, I was also able to publicize 
peace policy posiƟons and contribute to a posiƟve 
image of the peace movement. In the meanƟme, I 
have aƩended the MSC seven Ɵmes as an observer 
- a kind of second-class parƟcipant. In the years in 
between, it was important to me to aƩend peace 
conferences and peace demonstraƟons. From 
2012, we had the opportunity to send two obser-
vers to the MSC. In addiƟon to members of the 
associaƟon, we were also able to give peace rese-
arch students and personaliƟes such as Daniela 
Dahn, Mohssen Massarrat and Hans Christof v. 
Sponeck access to the MSC. 

Twenty years aŌer the start of our efforts to chan-
ge the Munich Security Conference, the quesƟon 
arises: What has our dialog iniƟaƟve achieved? This 
can be summarized in 6 points: (1) RelaƟonship 
building: We have established contact with the 
MSC team, are known there and work together on 
specific projects. We also met with the new con-
ference leader Heusgen on his first official working 
day in Munich in March 2022. (2) Knowledge ac-
quisiƟon: As a project group, we have built up ex-
perƟse and a reputaƟon in the field of security con-
ferences. Our annual on-site observaƟon of the 
conference also contributed to this. For example, 
we were asked to write an arƟcle about the MSC 
for the magazine WissenschaŌ & Frieden (Science 
& Peace) (issue 4/2016). 

              Continuation p. 8► 

 

20 years of calls for change at the Security Conference 
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3) Munich Peace MeeƟng: With this annual non-
public exchange of experts from peace science, 
peace work and the peace movement with the 
MSC, we have created a new format to introduce 
peace policy impulses into the work of the MSC. 
This expert discussion took place for the fiŌh Ɵme 
in November 2023. (4) Side events: Since 2015, 
we have been trying to familiarize MSC parƟci-
pants with acƟve peace work through side events. 
Our cooperaƟon partners: Forum Civil Peace Ser-
vice, APTE and others. (5) Public events: Since 
2018, we have organized several discussion 
events with representaƟves of the MSC on peace 
policy topics. (6) Media interest: Our acƟviƟes 
occasionally lead to a certain amount of media 
aƩenƟon, which we use to raise awareness of 
peace logical thinking and civil conflict transfor-
maƟon. Our website, think e-mails, social media 
and this project newspaper  also serve this purpo-
se.  

Over the past 20 years, the former 
“Werkkundetagung” (military science conference) 
has changed several Ɵmes. At the city's security 
conference recepƟon on 6 February 2004, the 
then Mayor of Munich, ChrisƟan Ude, wanted the 
number of parƟcipants to be expanded, e.g. to 
include the UN, the Red Cross, Amnesty InternaƟ-
onal, the Commissioner for Refugees, UNICEF and 
UNESCO. All of these organizaƟons are now re-
presented at the MSC. RepresentaƟves from Rus-
sia, Iran and then Human Rights Watch were al-
ready invited to the security conference under 
conference leader Teltschik. Teltschik's con-
ference moƩo "Peace through dialog" was thus at 
least given a certain jusƟficaƟon. Conference lea-
der Ischinger then succeeded in winning over a 
high-ranking Chinese representaƟve to the MSC. 
The MSC thus offered more than just self-
assurance for the West. Under Ischinger, the Mu-
nich Security Conference was expanded in many 
ways: themaƟcally, through parƟcipants from 
NGOs (Greenpeace, ICAN, etc.), through side 
events, through publicaƟons, through further 
events throughout the year, also elsewhere. Abas-
sador Christoph Heusgen decided to invite on- 
 

 

 

ly representaƟves of the opposiƟon from Russia – 
which had launched its aƩack on Ukraine a year 

earlier - and Iran to the first MSC in 2023, for 
which he was responsible as conference leader. 
This is in line with an increasingly moralizing Ger-
man foreign policy, which apparently puts more 
trust in the raised index finger more than the 
outstretched hand. 

It sƟll seems to me that the most important as-
pect of the MSC is that it is a plaƞorm with a huge 
impact. Every year, the message of the indis-
pensability of military force is proclaimed to the 
populaƟon and disseminated by the numerous 
media outlets. The 2023 conference in parƟcular 
was very much staged as a war propaganda con-
ference: PuƟn is evil, PuƟn's Russia alone is to bla-
me for the war in Ukraine and must lose it, PuƟn 
must be punished, and the "rules-based internaƟ-
onal order" restored. Self-criƟcism from the 
West? None. A second level of the MSC is networ-
king and backroom deals. Arms deals or peace 
talks can take place there, e.g. the meeƟng 
between the presidents of Armenia and Azerbai-
jan in 2023. A third level of the MSC are the some-
Ɵmes quite aƩracƟve specialist events in the pa-
rallel programme at the Bayrischer Hof, offered by 
various companies, foundaƟons, specialist orga-
nizaƟons or even the Ministry of Development, 
accessible to MSC parƟcipants and observers aŌer 
prior registraƟon. For some years now, a fourth 
level is for MSC events offered specifically for the 
general public in conjuncƟon with the conference. 

Whether or what the annual demonstraƟons and 
the impulses of our associaƟon have contributed 
to these changes must remain open. It is also 
quesƟonable whether the overall changes will go 
in the direcƟon of our vision of a Munich Con-
ference for Peace Policy. In our peace policy 
work, we can only hope for the long-term posiƟve 
effect of perseverance. I would therefore like to 
conclude with a quote from Albert Camus: "We 
must imagine Sisyphus as a happy man." 

Thomas Mohr, Chairman MSKv 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                       
 
 
     

 

 

Erwin Schelbert 

 

 



 

 

When the project group „Münchner Sicherheits-
konferenz verändern“ (“Changing the Munich 
Security Conference“) was founded in 2004, I heard 
many skepƟcal voices. Will peace acƟvists allow 
themselves to be taken in by the Security Con-
ference (MSK) and serve as a “fig leaf" for an event 
like the MSK that is based on security logic instead 
of one of peace? What is the point of such a dialog, 
which can never take place on an equal fooƟng in 
terms of the balance of power, strength and mo-
ney? 
As a peace officer of the InternaƟonal Fellowship of 
ReconciliaƟon, I followed the "MSKv experiment" 
with great interest from the start. Dialogs, exchan-
ges and fair debates with poliƟcal opponents - prin-
ciples of the Fellowship of ReconciliaƟon as well - 
aroused my curiosity about the specific work of this 
group. 
 The 20-year track record of the iniƟaƟve, which 
became a registered 
associaƟon in 2006, is im-
pressive. It is a testament 
to perseverance and the 
fact that those involved 
never gave up hope for 
construcƟve changes. 
From 2008 to 2021, an 
annual dialog meeƟng 
was held in Munich with 
MSK "boss" Ambassador 
Wolfgang Ischinger and 
his employees, which I 
aƩended several Ɵmes as 
a guest. 
I found the atmosphere 
to be open - there were 
no taboos. The diffe-
rences in the assessment 
of global poliƟcal 
conflicts and how to deal 
with them construcƟvely became clear. I learned a 
lot of new things one could not read about in 
(trade) newspapers. 
The MSK team noted down suggesƟons and also 
names of peace experts suggested by the MSKv 
group - and occasionally these names actually 
appeared later on the list of MSK speakers. 
The group has been represented at the MSK by one 
observer since 2009 and by two since 2012 and can 
enter into dialog at the Bayrischer Hof. 
Since 2015, the MSKv has been introducing MSK 

visitors to acƟve civil peace work in side events u-

sing examples from crisis areas. 
Since 2018, MSKv and MSK have held joint public 
events on peace policy topics every year. 
In May 2019, those responsible at the MSKv asked 
me whether I would be willing to take part in a pa-
nel discussion with Ambassador Wolfgang Ischin-
ger. At that Ɵme, I was a long-standing moderator 
of the InternaƟonal Munich Peace Conference 
which, since its incepƟon in 2003, sees itself as a 
civil alternaƟve event to the MSK. 
The fact that Mr. Ischinger, for his part, was willing 
to engage in a controversial two-hour discussion 
with me in front of an audience at the Literatur-
haus München, chaired and moderated by Anja 
Ufermann (MSKv), on major global poliƟcal issues 
such as Ukraine, North Korea and Syria, may also 
have had something to do with our previous en-
counters. The theme of the evening was 
"Differences and similariƟes between peace and 

security policy" - and we 
clearly highlighted these. 
Since 2019, MSKv acƟ-
vists have been organi-
zing the "Munich Peace 
MeeƟng", at which na-
Ɵonwide representaƟves 
from peace research, 
peace work and the 
peace movement enter 
into a construcƟve dialog 
with MSK officials on the 
topic of security and 
peace. As a parƟcipant, I 
have already learned to 
appreciate this dialog 
several Ɵmes - both ana-
log and digital. 
There has also already 
been a first meeƟng of 
MSKv acƟvists with the 

new conference leader, Ambassador Christoph 
Heusgen - and I wish the MSKv associaƟon conƟnu-
ed creaƟvity and new acƟvists. 
MSKv's campaigning for civil conflict transformaƟ-
on and for a reallocaƟon of defence spending to a 
sustainable civilian Peace Policy is currently more 
important than ever. 
 

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

InternaƟonal Fellowship of ReconciliaƟon 

Peace work must not give up hope - MSKv is not in vain 

May 2019: München, Literaturhaus, panel discussion with Wolf-
gang Ischinger, leader of the security conference, on the topic 
"Differences and similariƟes between peace and security po-
licy", Clemens Ronnefeldt, Anja Ufermann (ModeraƟon), Wolf-
gang Ischinger (from leŌ to right) 
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Immanuel Kant is said not so much to have presented facts about individual philosophers and their theories during his 
Ɵme as a private lecturer at the university, but rather to have used his lessons to teach students how to philosophize, 
i.e. the art of quesƟoning and thinking. Kant was an inspiring person for those who listened to him. 
InspiraƟon comes from people who are highly commiƩed, authenƟc and modest, who have realisƟc self-knowledge 
and strong self-discipline and who encourage and sƟmulate others to be creaƟve and think for themselves. 
Our "Changing Munich Security Conference" project was launched 20 years ago by people who were capable of inspir-
ing others, including Klaus MiƩlmeier, Sepp RoƩmayr and Isolde Teschner. 
It all began in 2004 with aŌernoon meeƟngs at home around a round table: the iniƟators passionately discussed ideas 
for changing security policy, shared their thoughts, quesƟoned, disagreed, thought outside the box with joy, wrestled 
with ideas and distanced themselves... came together, developed flashes of inspiraƟon and forged concrete plans.  
Anything was possible! The result of their intensive discussions was the first call: 
„Changing the Munich Security Conference!“ The basic idea behind it was: 
"Security that relies on military force reaps violence. That is why we want a publicly funded security conference to dis-
cuss civilian security systems that correspond to the spirit of the consƟtuƟon. In our city, we want to contribute to 
overcoming thinking that is fixated on violent soluƟons. With this proposal, we address all commiƩed and responsible 
ciƟzens of our country: Let us work together to develop a humane understanding of security in jusƟce and peace!" 

 
Klaus MiƩlmeier's deep personal concern and intelligent forethought inspired him to achieve 
change. He wrote in the first issue of our project newspaper: "I am parƟcularly concerned that 
nuclear armaments are increasingly and apparently irrevocably threatening the conƟnued exist-
ence of humanity and the enƟre biosphere. - As Albert Einstein foresaw, we face a clear choice: 
either live in a world of endless, unbearable mutual threat - and ulƟmately perish - or make an 
honest aƩempt to bring about mutual trust. Only in this way, not through threats, can lasƟng 
peace be achieved. We are all called upon to make our contribuƟon to this, and the MSKverän-
dern project is intended to serve this goal."  
 

Sepp RoƩmayr moƟvated others with his unshakeable confidence and his ability to conceive 
projects with foresight. His statement in the first project newspaper was: "The core problem of 
collecƟve security is not this or that people, this or that hosƟle group, this economic system or 
that culture, but the general trust in the military potenƟal for violence itself. Belief in this idol 
prevents honest conflict resoluƟon and generates war. I would like to see a Munich Security 
Conference worthy of the name address this issue." 
 

 
Isolde Teschner was the ponderer in this trio. As an experienced trainer in non-violent communi-
caƟon, she set the tone for the collaboraƟon, without a single lecture, just through her calm pres-
ence. She wrote: "My concern is that on the way to our common goal of changing the Munich 
Security Conference, the effecƟveness of non-violent communicaƟon and dialog is made known 
and tangible to the interested public. If we begin to dismantle enemy stereotypes, break down 
prejudices and take the needs of everyone into account, this aƫtude will be a first step on the 
way to human security." 
 

 
What all three iniƟators had in common was that they were able to inspire people to get involved in the new project 
and that they credibly exemplified the hope for change and a peaceful world. All three were characterized by a high 
level of commitment, authenƟcity and humility, self-knowledge and self-discipline. And all three have significantly ad-
vanced the Münchner Sicherheitskonferenz verändern (Changing the Munich Security Conference) project with their 
iniƟaƟves and ideas, and have repeatedly sƟmulated to foresee, reflect and think further. 
Working with people like this is graƟfying and inspiring. We are grateful for that! 

Katharina Rottmayr-Czerny 

Inspirational people in our project  



   

 

 
   Wh y par tic i pa te??  
M oti ve s  of  a cti ve  membe rs ….  

I find the indispensable com-
mitment of the associaƟon 
members to the work of the 
MSKv (and beyond) inspiring 
and moƟvaƟng. It is very en-
riching to work with such a 
diverse range of people from 
different age groups, each of 
whom contributes their own 
knowledge, experience and 
perspecƟves. You can always 
learn something new! 
        
Elena Sender 
 

 
... because I always want to go from 
"dreams" to acƟon: together with people 
who have the ability and the courage to 
look behind the scenes, to expose the inte-
rests of militarizaƟon and to oppose them 
acƟvely and non-violently. “Don't sleep 
whilst the stewards of the world are busy! 

Be troublesome, be sand, 
not the oil in the gears of 
the world" (Günter Eich, 
1951 (!), radio play 
“Dreams“). 
 

Hubert Heindl 

My involvement in the project 
group is primarily moƟvated by 
people like Mechthild and Er-
win. Their knowledge, their per-
specƟves and their acƟons inspi-
re me. ContribuƟng to dialog, 
building bridges, especially whe-
re perspecƟves are far apart, is 
a personal maƩer of concern. 
Bringing impulses to the Munich 
Security Conference, no maƩer 
how small, gives 
me meaning 
and effecƟven-
ess. 
 
Anja  Ufermann 



 

 
 

 

 
A few days ago, I noƟced an older press release: The 
then Federal Foreign Minister Heiko Maas visited Hiro-
shima in November 2019. His entry in the memorial 
book concludes with the sentence: "For a peaceful world 
without nuclear weapons." 

 

Maas was presumably thinking of the US nuclear bombs 
staƟoned at Büchel Air Base: the so-called nuclear shar-
ing agreement prohibits the Federal Republic from pos-
sessing and deploying nuclear weapons. However, these 
must sƟll be tolerated on German soil and transported 
by German jets and pilots on the orders of the US Presi-
dent and, in the worst case, deployed. To this end, there 
are regular maneuvers with the euphemisƟc name 
"Steadfast Noon". 

 

The military aircraŌs currently available will be replaced 
in the near future: the German government will provide 
around 10 billion euros for the purchase of around 35 
F35 jets. The maintenance contracts, which will run for 
many years, will consume billions more. One thing is cer-
tain: a very good deal for Lockheed MarƟn. 

 What about the increase in security for the populaƟon 
of the Federal Republic of Germany? Wouldn't these 
very weapons be the preferred target in an armed con-
flict? If so, what would be the consequences for the civil-
ian populaƟon, whose protecƟon is the primary con-
cern? 

 

 

 

From the "Munich Security Conference" to a 

"Munich Conference for Peace Policy" 

 

A conference where peace policy groups have the same 
importance as the US State Department. A conference 
where "security" is not confused with the amount of 
weapons and the number of military bases around the 
world. 

 

Non-violently and tenaciously. 

 

MaƩhias Linnemann 
 
 

Our path, a utopia? 

The world of tomorrow will be, must be, 
a society 
based on non-violence. 
It may seem a distant goal, 
an impracƟcal Utopia. 
But it is 
not in the least unobtainable, 
since it can 
be worked for 
here and now. 
 
Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi 



 

 

 

The preamble to the consƟtuƟon states: "... inspired by 
the will to serve peace in the world...". Was this the 
government's impetus when formulaƟng the "NaƟonal 
Security Strategy" (NSS) in June 2023 and when drawing 
up the "Defense Policy Guidelines" (VPR) in November 
2023? 
None of this can be seen in the spirit of these policy 
statements; on the contrary, the bellicose furor teutoni-
cus of warfare at all levels has obviously taken hold of 
those in power. So it comes as no surprise that arma-
ment is being used right down to the language of poliƟcs. 
Is this the so-called “turning point", in which only more 
armaments are to be built up, in which war-weariness is 
preached against and calls are made for militancy and 
war training? War training, mind you, not only for milita-
ry equipment with "special funds" and an increase in the 
budget (2% of GDP), but also for the enƟre populaƟon 
mentally ("turnaround in the thinking") and by increa-
sing "resilience", i.e. the ability to withstand Ɵmes of 
war. 
While thousands of veterans in the USA take their own 
lives every year because they can no longer cope with 
the post-traumaƟc stress of an inhumane war, we want 
to introduce a "Veterans' Day" to commemorate the 
"heroes" of an equally dirty war somewhere in the 
world. The honor of the fatherland is being praised again 
and 17-year-olds are being draŌed into the Bundeswehr 
to enlist. To promote this, more youth officers are to be 
sent to schools again. The civil clause at universiƟes is 
also increasingly being called into quesƟon. 
With the returns on arms manufacturing increasing so 
immeasurably, producƟon must also be ramped up and 
weapons must be modernized (including nuclear wea-
pons and their delivery systems). Arms exports can then 
also be expanded and deliveries to war zones (e.g. Ukrai-
ne, the Middle East) and countries that trample on hu-
man rights (e.g. Saudi Arabia) appear legiƟmate. Never 
before has there been such a high level of arms exports 
(SIPRI). In such a climate of military thinking, is it any 
wonder that people are once again considering introdu-
cing compulsory military service or, because Germany's 
nuclear parƟcipaƟon is apparently no longer sufficient, 
that there are even calls for Germany to have its own 
nuclear weapons (former Foreign Minister Fischer)? De-
terrence through one's own defensiveness should appa-
rently be total! 
On the other hand, pacifists are being insulted 
("traitors") and the budget for civil peace services and 
peace-promoƟng development cooperaƟon is drasƟcally 
cut. Deserters and conscienƟous objectors find it diffi-

cult to obtain asylum here. The examples could go on 
and on. 
What is evident here as poliƟcal pracƟce is unmistakably 
codified in the NaƟonal Security Strategy and in the De-
fense Policy Guidelines. Since Russia is seen as the 
"greatest threat to peace and security", the Bundeswehr 
(Federal Armed Forces) must become "one of the most 
capable convenƟonal armed forces in Europe" and Ger-
many must be developed into a military hub for NATO. 
"The challenge to our security extends to all areas of life" 
is the jusƟficaƟon for the total demand for “military pre-
paredness”. 
The fact that the climate crisis, resource crisis, pande-
mics, refugee crisis and other problems cannot be solved 
naƟonally, but only in an internaƟonal security architec-
ture based on a policy of peace logic and common 
security, is largely ignored here. Instead of following the 
German government's guidelines from 2017 "PrevenƟng 
crises, managing conflicts, promoƟng peace", which 
clearly express the "priority for civilians", the Alliance's 
"deterrence capability" is to be increased. This requires 
Federal Armed Forces that are ready at all Ɵmes to "fight 
with a claim to success in high-intensity combat". Nu-
clear sharing is reaffirmed as a massive deterrent; not a 
word is said about the Treaty on the ProhibiƟon of Nu-
clear Weapons. Instead of war training, we should call 
for “peace training”! 

 
Common security in Europe can only be achieved in a 
peace order with Russia. There is talk of "integrated 
security" without making it clear what this means for 
other countries and how the concept of "human securi-
ty" is possible. For a peaceful future, the central state-
ment of the Palme Report of 1982 sƟll applies: "Both 
sides must achieve security, not from the opponent, but 
together with him". This requires a high degree of diplo-
macy and dialog skills that are not evident in the NSS and 
the VPR. But it could perhaps be pracƟced at the Munich 
Security Conference if there was the will to do so. 

 Erwin Schelbert 

NaƟonal Security Strategy - Defense Policy Guidelines  
for a Germany ready for war 



 

 

 

Calls for the destrucƟon of Israel can be heard, 

On the other side, Netanyahu's revenge: 

the never-ending killings and expulsions in Gaza, with the 
aim of destroying Hamas.... 

We hear about protests against this atrocious war. Yes, 
but is there also a powerful movement for posiƟve 
construcƟve resistance? 

Yes, there is! 

Rami Elhanan stands here on behalf of former soldiers of 
the IDF (Israel Defense Forces) who, together with for-
mer PalesƟnian freedom fighters such as Bassam Ara-
min, have come together in the Combatants for Peace to 
find a path other than that of revenge and retaliaƟon: 
one of dialog, understanding and reconciliaƟon! Thus 
they refuse to obey those responsible for the murder 
and expulsion of innocent children, women and men in 
Gaza, or for the hostage-taking and murder of Jewish 
Israeli civilians! 

The organizaƟon offers former fighters from both sides 
the space to listen to each other, to try to understand 
each other through dialog in order to ulƟmately reconci-
le and - like Bassam and Rami - even become friends, 
"brothers". 

They both lost their daughters to the hatred between the 
two peoples: Smadar, Rami's 14-year-old daughter, was 
killed in a Hamas suicide bombing - an act of retaliaƟon 
against a new seƩlement in East Jerusalem - in 1993; 
Bassam's 10-year-old Abir was hit by a deadly rubber 
bullet from an Israeli border police vehicle on her way to 
school in 1997. 

At their informaƟon event here in Munich, I asked them 
how they were able to arrive at this peaceful aƫtude in a 
society that is set on hatred towards its opponents. Here 
the friends took two different paths. 

Bassam was in prison for 7 years, long before Abir's 
death, for throwing stones at Israeli tanks and had Ɵme 
"to understand Israeli society and what moƟvates Israe-
lis. This really shook my view of the world!” And the 
thought of never seeing Abir again: “Revenge? By killing 
other people's children? Does that ease the pain?“ have 
helped him "to also see the vicƟm in the shooter: of his 
upbringing, his society, the Israeli occupaƟon regime.“ 

In the case of Rami, who had only served in the IDF as a 
tank mechanic, his basic aƫtude towards jusƟce, huma-
nity and peace had probably already prepared the 
ground on which an energy of powerful resistance could 
grow through anger and pain and be used against the 
hosƟle trend of the poliƟcal and media elite of the state 

of Israel. For him, too, it was the realizaƟon that „she 
won’t come back.“ The vicious circle of violence cannot 
be broken by killing other people's children, but only by 
talking to one another. "It's extremely difficult, but it's 
possible!" 

The focus of the Combatants for Peace is on humanity: 
You see the child - not the naƟonality; you feel the pain 
of the other within yourself, seek jusƟce - not retribuƟ-
on; you share fear and grief, exchange stories - of loss, of 
survival! 

It is important to them to pass on their personal experi-
ences and those of non-violent communicaƟon to 
society as a means of overcoming conflict - in events at 
schools, universiƟes and youth groups all over the world. 
And with it the convicƟon that the PalesƟnian/Israeli 
conflict, like any other, cannot be resolved by force of 
arms, but only through dialog and understanding. 

They were not oŌen met with approval, but rather re-
sistance, as with Rami, for example, when he encoun-
tered a PalesƟnian school principal who told the children 
not to listen to him, otherwise the struggle for freedom 
would be weakened. Or hatred: he had to listen to Israeli 
schoolchildren saying "it's a shame that I wasn't blown 
up together with my daughter". 

Nevertheless, the cell has now become a movement, 
with many regional groups working successfully in their 
area! And in our German groups working for Israeli/
PalesƟnian reconciliaƟon, there was nothing but appro-
val and warm applause for Bassam and Rami! 

Finally, a statement by the Jewish Israeli Rami Elhanan: 

"SubjugaƟng and humiliaƟng people for years without 
any democraƟc right is not Jewish - period." 

And a quesƟon for Mr. Heusgen and his MSC: 

How do you see "the values" of Germany, which uncon-
diƟonally shows solidarity with Israel, which is ravaging 
the land of PalesƟne, killing, subjugaƟng and humiliaƟng 
its people, and supplying it with weapons worth 20 milli-
on euros? 

        Mechthild Schreiber 

 



 

 

 

At forumZFD (forum Civil Peace Service), we have oŌen been asked over the last two years "How does peace work 
work in Ɵmes of war? Is that even possible?". My first reacƟon was always "Of course! When else are you supposed 
to make peace if not in war?". Now I would like to insert a pause between the quesƟon and its answer. An honest an-
swer to this quesƟon is: "It depends on how you define peace work." Since Russia's aƩack on Ukrainian territory in 
February 2022, the word peace has suffered greatly. With the escalaƟon of violence in the Middle East, a shiŌ in dis-
course is conƟnuing in which calls against military aƩacks and calls for peaceful soluƟons are being taken out of 
context and poliƟcized. This is about peace in the sense of an absence of war, about diplomacy and negoƟaƟons for a 
ceasefire and an end to hosƟliƟes. 
The work of forumZFD is based on a broader concept of peace. It aims to tackle the causes of violence and promote 
structural changes such as insƟtuƟonal reforms, the establishment of commissions for reconciliaƟon work and spaces 
for dialog between the opposing groups at community level. That's right, many of these tasks arise in a post-war sce-
nario. So the quesƟon is enƟrely jusƟfied. What tools remain for our current work in Ukraine? Together with our part-
ners, we monitor and analyze the current needs of the civilian populaƟon, which are necessary for sustainable peace 
in the long term. 
Our goal is clear: a more resilient, more acƟve civil society. We want everyone to be able to get involved without fear. 
We transform the anger that we oŌen encounter, as well as the omnipresent fear, into producƟve energy. Our pro-
jects aim to bridge the deep divides in society and pave the way for sustainable peace and mutual understanding. 
Through mutual learning and authenƟc partnerships, we 
expand the understanding and methods of peace work. 
One example is the iniƟaƟve founded by Aljona and Dmit-
rij called "From Heart to Heart" in Mykolaiv. The town in 
southern Ukraine is less than an hour away from the front 
line. It is easy to imagine the mood in the small town: 
Fear, anger, worry about the future, limited economic op-
portuniƟes and the associated lack of help and prospects. 
Many people don't know how to deal with the constant 
stress of war. "The number of suicidal thoughts among 
young people has risen alarmingly," reports Aljona. Every 
Saturday, between 20 and 30 women, men and children come together to shake the burden of war from their shoul-
ders through theater, painƟng or poƩery. Thanks to the gentle guidance of the arƟsts and therapists, parƟcipants o-
pen up to others with their worries, fears and dreams, creaƟng a warm and caring community. It has been scienƟfical-
ly proven that the effects of a traumaƟc experience are determined less by the event itself than by the environment 
in which the event can be processed and integrated. That is why it is so important to create such spaces now, during 
the war, and thus address individual and social or collecƟve traumas. 

forumZFD projects in Ukraine: 
Trauma work and psychosocial support 
Our empatheƟc advisory services offer individual and collecƟve support. They address the psychological stress caused 
by the ongoing conflict and strengthen the social fabric. We also promote arƟsƟc iniƟaƟves such as improvisaƟonal 
theater, in which people can creaƟvely process their worries and fears. 
PromoƟng local and virtual communiƟes 
The revitalizaƟon of the courtyards in Odessa and the support of an online parent community help to bring people 
together and strengthen them in difficult Ɵmes. 
EducaƟonal iniƟaƟves for peace 
Our school projects and workshops, such as "Peaceful School", train young people to become ambassadors for peace. 
Coming to terms with the past 
The "War Childhood Museum" in Kiev and the art project "Past / Future / Art" are crucial for remembrance work. 
They offer insights into the effects of war on children and promote an inclusive and non-judgmental approach to the 
past. 
More informaƟon: hƩps://www.forumzfd.de/en/ukraine 

Ada Hakobyan, Project manager in the Ukraine team of forumZFD. 

The work of forumZFD (forum Civil Peace Service) in Ukraine 

Mykolaiv 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
There has also been no diplomacy of any kind in Ukraine 
for some Ɵme now. Not only Russia, but also Ukraine 
and its suppliers of money and weapons in the West are 
relying on a military soluƟon. But with what perspec-
Ɵve? 

"The misconcepƟon that conflicts can only be resolved 
by force, that we first have to win militarily, that we first 
have to deal a devastaƟng blow to the other side in or-
der to achieve peace, has once again prevailed." 

 

The EU as a peace project? 

French and Germans aren’t 
shooƟng at each other. 

 

 
And this is certainly to the economic and poliƟcal detri-
ment of the EU and its member states. 

Although a further escalaƟon in the current wars would 
endanger rather than increase the EU's security, it sup-
ports the US course without reservaƟon. 

 

What are Western values really worth? 

We are the good guys. Russians, Chinese, 
Iranians etc. supposedly the bad guys. 

 

The EU as a peace power, not a military one 
The EU must - in its own interests alone - step out of the 
shadow of the US. An independent foreign policy must 
be pursued that is not based on US geopoliƟcs, which is 

largely conceptless and oŌen ag-
gressive. The EU needs a language 
of diplomacy, of de-escalaƟon. 
This applies above all to Russia 
and China. 

 

 

More armament. More "war capability". More peace in security?  
Where is Europe heading? 



 

 

 

One of Russia's main 
reasons for the war was and is to prevent US nuclear 
weapons from being staƟoned on Ukraine territory. The 
use of nuclear weapons is possible. Deterrence is sƟll 
working. Russia is limiƟng the war to Ukraine and the US 
has announced that it will not intervene with its own 
troops. 

The Ukrainian leadership wants to esca-
late the war by aƩacking targets in Russia, e.g. airfields 
or the bridge over the Kerch Strait. 

The aƩack on targets far behind the front 
line is intended to impair the Russian armed forces' abil-
ity to wage war. 

 
The Russian leadership sƟll seems to accept that new 
weapons and ammuniƟon are constantly being delivered 
to the front. At the moment, it looks as if Russia has the 
upper hand in the war of aƩriƟon against Ukraine. 
UnƟl now, Russian 
policy has been that 
nuclear weapons 
would only be used 
in the event of an 
existenƟal threat to 
the state. This high 
threshold could be 
lowered in the 
course of a protract-
ed war. So use tacƟ-
cal nuclear weapons 
to avoid defeat on 
the baƩlefield, or 
even, according to 
the Hiroshima principle, 100.000 dead enemies save the 
lives of tens of thousands of your own soldiers. The Rus-
sian forces could use tacƟcal nuclear weapons directly 
at the front against aƩacking troops. The ciƟes already 
largely destroyed by convenƟonal warfare would then 
also be contaminated by nuclear weapons. Russia could 
use tacƟcal nuclear weapons against the supply routes 
in Ukraine and also against the command structures of 
the Ukrainian armed forces. Even then, the radioacƟve 
fall-out is likely to kill Ukrainian and Russian civilians. 
The US bases in Germany, where supplies are organized 
and the Ukrainian war effort is supported, are also rele-
vant to the war effort in Ukraine. Would the USA re-

spond to a "pinprick aƩack" on Ramstein with a nuclear 
retaliatory strike? 

How could an escalaƟon be stopped then? What scenari-
os did the various presidents and chancellors discuss dur-
ing their long talks? 

There is no nuclear shield, there is only deter-
rence through the threat of retaliaƟon. 
There is sƟll a high poliƟcal inhibiƟon threshold against 
the use of nuclear weapons. Should the war situaƟon 
change to Russia's disadvantage, the use of nuclear 
weapons is enƟrely possible. AŌer the first use of a Rus-
sian nuclear weapon, the USA and Russia have a com-
mon interest in limiƟng the war to Europe. 

To prevent an escalaƟon, someone 
would have to give in at some point and get out. 

 

One con-
crete proposal for 
easing tensions 
could be to renego-
Ɵate the INF Treaty, 
which bans missiles 
with nuclear weap-
ons with a range of 
more than 500 km. 
Even if the war in 
Ukraine is frozen on 
the current front 

line, the next round of nuclear armament with long-
range and super-fast missiles, which have long been un-
der development, is imminent. 

  

  
  

Managing Director DFG-VK 

"Danger of nuclear war in Europe? Risk of escalation through arms deliveries to Ukraine?" 



 

 

About us 
Our vision is a Munich Conference for Peace 
Policy, a forum for fair global cooperaƟon, 
from which iniƟaƟves for a just, ecological 
and non-violent world domesƟc 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 parƟcipants of the Security Conference as well as 
with the interested public.  
Our organisaƟon: The project group "Changing the Munich Securi-
ty Conference" is a registered non-profit associaƟon whose work is 
strengthened by interested individuals from Munich peace groups.  
Our cooperaƟon partners: The project group is financially sup-
ported by the Pax-ChrisƟ 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 
Cultural Department of the City of Munich, the Köhler FoundaƟon, 
the Katholischer Fonds (Catholic fund for world-church and develo-
pment-related educaƟon and public relaƟons work) and the Petra-
Kelly-FoundaƟon. We are members of the InternaƟonal Munich 
Peace Conference and cooperate with the Munich School of Philo-
sophy, the forum- ZFD (Civil Peace Service Forum), APTE, etc. We 
support the campaign “Sicherheit neu denken” ("Rethinking 
Security") and the call for the AnƟ-Siko-Demo 2024 (AnƟ-Security 
Conference DemonstraƟon 2024). 
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Events 
 InternaƟonale Münchner Friedenskonferenz  
   www.friedenskonferenz.info  
 „Quo vadis Europa?“ 
 

Friday, 16.02.2024, 19:00—22:00 Uhr  
Freiheitshalle, Rainer-Werner-Fassbinder-Platz 1 
Saturday, 17.02.2024, 10:00 —12:00 Uhr 

Hochschule für Philosophie, Kaulbachstr. 31-33 
Workshops (u.a.Widerstand/Gefahr Rechts) 

Saturday, 17.02.2024, 19:00 —21:30 Uhr 
Hochschule für Philosophie 

      Alternativen zu Kapitalismus/Militarismus 
Saturday, 17.02.2024, 13 Uhr, Stachus-Karlsplatz 

AnƟ-Siko-Bündnis, Protest gegen die  
Münchner Sicherheitskonferenz www.anƟsiko.de 

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

Sunday, 18.2.24, 18 Uhr 
Friedensgebet der Religionen 
Nazarethkirche, Barbarossastr. 3 

 

Beten für den Frieden during the Munich Security 
Conference  v. 17.2. –19.2.24, Bürgersaalkirche 

      17.2.24, 16 Uhr Friedensgebet Pax ChrisƟ/MSKv    

We and the others: We see the various forms of acƟon of the Munich peace movement - demonstraƟons, peace con-
ference, peace prayer, dialogue - as complementary pillars that support the criƟcal examinaƟon of the current security 
conference. 
Donate: We need the support of the interested public, that is, of you. This can be done through idealisƟc (cooperaƟon) 
and financial support: Your donaƟon to us is tax deducƟble.   
Feedback:  We are pleased about your opinion by feedback, also in criƟcal form!   

To those who waver  
 

You say:  
It looks bad for our cause.  
The darkness grows. 
Our forces lessen.  
Now, aŌer we worked for so many years,  
We are in a more difficult posiƟon  
Than at the start.  
 

But the enemy stands, stronger than ever.  
His forces seem to have grown.  
He has taken on  
An invincible appearance.  
 

We, however, have made mistakes, 
There is no denying it.  
Our numbers are dwindling.           
                       

Our slogans are in disarray. 
Some of our words 
the enemy has twisted 
Beyond recogniƟon.  
 

What is now false, 
of what we have said?  
Some or all? 
Who do we sƟll count on?  
Are we leŌ over, 
Thrown out of the living stream? 
Shall we remain behind 
Understanding no one and 
Understood by none? 
Have we got to be lucky? This you ask. 
 

Expect no answer other than your own. 
 

              Bertolt Brecht 
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