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Kant's doctrine of Republican Peace argues that if citizens of a country are engaged in the country such that it is one, then the citizens publicly own up that they will be cautious not to endanger it (Müller, 2004). The motive for being cautious is that citizens do not endanger their lives and property when they engage in war. In a non-republican or non-democratic constitution, leaders are always at war with their subjects for their own interests since they have no property at risk.  Such leaders usually re-direct war to their subjects when they get into conflicts with other states instead of setting up policies and frameworks to stop the war as it would be in a republic state. 

The doctrine is based on the assumption that a republic would not be willing to outsource the conflicts it is engaged in by employing forces to fight for them or by distinguishing the army from the ordinary citizens. The republic has active citizenship. The perception of citizenship in a republic is more active than in most existing models of the state. The main feature of Kant's doctrine of Republican peace is universality which is characterized by transferability and communicability. A republican nation has a set of rules commonly referred to as conditions of universal hospitality since they are non-enforceable rules. 

According to the doctrine, for peace and republicanism to spread in the world nations have to integrate and enforce republican freedoms. Kant claims that with enough time and a considerable amount of violence, republican states should be able to evolve. The power of this doctrine lies in the fact that it is possible to develop a moral nation whether the citizens are moral themselves or not. Kant claims that whether citizens are moral or not, a nation can act correctly due to their perception of right conduct from their political lives. Kant argues that the interests supported by republic nations are more peaceful.

Kant's idea of Republican peace has been discussed by other philosophers like Professor Jurgen Habermas and John Rawls. Jurgen Habermas seeks, just like Kant, to transform public international laws that are state-centered. Habermas argues that transforming the law would develop a framework that legitimizes war as a way of resolving conflicts (Jabri, 2007). Habermas rejects the idea of repression through monopoly of power. Perpetual peace cannot be achieved through creation of a one-state world even of a federal kind. In his discussion, he argues that transforming the public international laws would result in citizens being perceived as members of a cosmopolitan commonwealth instead of just mere citizens of their states. 

World citizenship would mean that legal systems are globalized. To achieve this, nations have to give up their sovereignty to higher authorities. Perpetual peace is achieved by unifying sovereign states promoting state citizenship to world citizenship. The transformation completely allows for changes in political power even in matters related to external relations among states. It would result to disappearance of the differences between internal and external sovereignty of states. The global inclusion of all states cultivates perpetual peace. 

John Rawls in The Law of Peoples discusses how citizens can live peacefully together in a world where justice exists. In a free society, citizens have different views of the world. They have different beliefs in religion, different perceptions of what is right and wrong. Their lifestyles and interpersonal relations differ. Democratic nations have state laws and regulations that equalize rights and set the economy in one way or another. For Rawl, peace can exist between states even when they are not entirely democratic (Brooks, 2008). Rawls argues that unifying a nation comes with its challenges. These challenges include stability and legitimacy. Stability is the challenge posed by citizens who are unwilling to adhere to state laws and regulations that are imposed on them by a political system whose leaders have beliefs and interests different to theirs. Peace and social order cannot reign for long in such a state unless citizens are willing to obey the law. 

Legitimacy lacks in a state's political system to coerce or impose political power on their citizens. It is not legitimate or even easy to coerce citizens who have different perceptions of the world to follow and adhere to just one law. John Rawls in The Law of Peoples discusses the theory of political liberalism to respond to the challenges of stability and legitimacy. Rawl assumes that no tolerable nation could have social order and peace for long. He joins Kant in asserting that a global state would be a result of war between nations who seek their political independence. His focus is internationalism and not cosmopolitanism. The Law of Peoples is a policy that guides interactions between a liberal and a non-liberal state. The primary motivators of Rawl's Law of Peoples include mass killings, oppression and injustice, denial of freedom of conscience, poverty, and starvation, and religious persecutions which are evils of humanity. Another motivator is the fact that peace will be achieved only by eliminating unjust social policies and development of decent institutions. 

  To sum up, it is apparent that the three approaches agree on eliminating the great evils of humanity to achieve social order and stability in peace. They approach the issue of peace in a similar manner focusing on the citizens and laws of a state. Kent and John Rawl have a similar argument about democracy and state sovereignty. Perpetual peace can only be achieved through respect of a state's laws, its citizens, and their interests. However, they differ in some aspects. Kant's idea of perpetual republican peace is criticized by Jurgen Habermas who argues that peace is achieved through promoting state citizenship to global citizenship where there exists only one global law. Kant's idea of perpetual peace is Republican while Rawl's is international.
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