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The Peace Experiment

A Thought Experiment on Civilian Invasion

What would happen if ten million people set out on foot toward the world’s hottest conflict zone—not to fight, not to protest, but simply to stand in peace?

This provocative and deeply thought-provoking book offers a scientific–speculative reconstruction of an unprecedented act of civilian mobilization. Through an interdisciplinary approach, the author examines the imagined event’s consequences: societal reactions, logistical impossibilities, state resistance, military doctrines, and storms in the media and political arenas—all arising from a single question: Is there a peaceful mass so large it can no longer be ignored?

Ten Million Footsteps is more than just a thought experiment. It is a mirror, reflecting how much we still believe in the power of collective, non-violent action.

Introduction – Why a Thought Experiment?

The limits of social experiments: why this cannot be carried out safely in reality.

What would happen if ten million people set out on foot toward an active war zone—not with weapons, not with flags, not with threats, but with nothing more than the power of peaceful presence?

This book explores that question—as a thought experiment. It does not aim to predict the future, nor is it a political campaign or a manifesto. Rather, it is an interdisciplinary inquiry that helps imagine and analyze an extreme yet, in human terms, conceivable scenario. An event situated at the collision point of social action and power structures—one that, in all likelihood, could never be carried out safely in the real world.
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Why It Cannot Be Realized in Reality

The peaceful march of ten million people may at first evoke a romantic, even inspiring image: a shared, global act of conscience where people—regardless of nationality, religion, or political belief—say no to violence. But reality is not ideal. And that is precisely why this question must be examined not in the real world, but within a theoretical space.

1. Security Risks
The movement of such a vast crowd—even with peaceful intentions—poses extraordinary security challenges. Border zones, minefields, active military operations, improvised defensive lines, and firing positions all mean there is no guarantee that accidents or tragedies could be avoided. A single misunderstood gesture or miscommunicated signal could trigger a fatal response from armed forces.

2. Political Consequences
For the countries receiving the participants—especially one engaged in war—such an event would not signify a peaceful gathering, but a potential domestic, diplomatic, and military crisis. In the eyes of some states, a mass of civilians could even be perceived as a form of hybrid warfare, interpreted as deliberate destabilization.

3. Humanitarian and Logistical Limitations
The physical presence of ten million people in a single region—even for just 48 hours—could lead to infrastructure collapse, shortages of essential supplies, and public health emergencies. This could happen even if participants remained peaceful and disciplined. Ensuring access to drinking water, food, medical care, and shelter for such a vast crowd would, in itself, be a challenge on a continental scale.
4. Susceptibility to Manipulation and Extremist Reactions
Such an action would almost certainly become a target for disinformation campaigns, extremist groups, or provocateurs. Even the violent behavior of a few dozen individuals could be enough to discredit the entire movement—or worse, turn it into a bloodbath.
5. Ethical Dilemmas
Who would organize such an event? Who would take responsibility? Who would decide on the objective and set the limits? Mass mobilizations of this nature are ethically and legally controversial—especially if they draw in vulnerable populations, such as the elderly or children.
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This is precisely why we do not seek its realization, but its understanding. What does this thought experiment reveal about how society functions?

How would power, the media, the economy, the individual, and the crowd react to such a possibility?

The following chapters explore this imagined scenario step by step, as if it could actually happen—
yet always with the reminder: this is not a plan, but a mirror.

The Methodology of the Thought Experiment
How can a non-existent event help us understand society?
Reality is often too complex, too dangerous, or too sensitive for certain questions to be examined directly through empirical means. This is why, for centuries, science and philosophy have relied on a special tool: the thought experiment. It is not about altering reality, but about temporarily suspending it—so that we can see more clearly how we think, how we decide, and how we might behave under different circumstances.

This book is built on such a thought experiment: it presents an extreme, yet conceivable, situation and explores the potential social, economic, moral, environmental, and political consequences that could follow from it.
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The Roots of the Method – Philosophical and Social Science Precedents

John Rawls: The Veil of Ignorance
John Rawls’s famous theory of justice is based on a unique thought experiment: we imagine that we do not yet know who we will be in society—rich or poor, healthy or ill, male or female—and must therefore create fair rules without knowing our own position. This “veil of ignorance” helps avoid self-interest-driven decisions and reveals which principles we truly consider just. While Rawls’s experiment was theoretical, it fundamentally reshaped political philosophy.
Stanley Milgram: Obedience and Moral Tension
In Stanley Milgram’s social psychology experiments, participants were instructed—under the guise of a scientific study—to (apparently) inflict pain on another person. The results were shocking: the majority obeyed orders, even when they had moral doubts. Although the experiment was real, today it would no longer be ethical to conduct it in the same way—hence, thought-experimental reinterpretations now help in processing and understanding its findings.
Einstein: Riding on a Beam of Light
Albert Einstein famously imagined, as a teenager, what it would be like to travel alongside a beam of light. Although he had no laboratory, this imagined scenario ultimately revolutionized physics and laid the foundation for the theory of relativity. It demonstrates that the thought experiment is not “lightweight science,” but a space for intellectual courage.
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What Does the Thought Experiment Make Possible?


•  We suspend the usual frameworks: there is no need to provide immediate practical answers to every question. We can explore dilemmas without real-world consequences.

•  Social forces come into sharp focus: power, media, civic courage, institutional responses, individual morality.

•  We filter out the usual defensive reflexes: when something hasn’t actually happened, people find it easier to talk about it—and to think it through more honestly.

•  We can allow for complexity: the goal is not to simplify or to “state the truth,” but to deepen the act of thinking.



What This Thought Experiment Is Not


•  It is not activism, though it raises moral questions. It does not aim to mobilize crowds.

•  It is not a simulation, model, or video game. It is not a programmed world, but a theoretical speculation about human decisions.

•  It is not prophecy or prediction. The book does not claim this will happen—only examines what it would mean if it did.



This methodological foundation allows the chapters that follow to move away from the question:

"Is it possible to do this?"
and instead ask:
"What does it reveal about us if we imagine it happening?"

The Goal: Mapping the Impact of an Unprecedented Peace Action

This book is not a utopia, not a publicity campaign, and not a tactical handbook. It has one single purpose: to think through what would happen if a peaceful, civilian-led action of unprecedented scale were to take place in one of the world’s hottest geopolitical conflict zones.

What Is This Thought Experiment?
It revolves around a single, central question:
What would happen if 10 million people began walking toward Eastern Ukraine and stood peacefully—without any political flags, demands, or weapons—for two days at the Ukrainian border, as a single gesture against the war?

This scenario is neither likely nor impossible—which makes it especially suitable for exploration as a thought experiment.

Why Is It Worth Thinking Through?


•  Because in the modern world, the space for civil society is shrinking, while global crises are becoming ever more complex. Such an action would go beyond the usual tools.

•  Because a single sequence of peaceful actions could disrupt systems—politically, militarily, logistically, and in the media.

•  Because the consequences of individual and collective decisions are worth examining in a risk-free space, before any similar ideas could even arise in the real world.

•  Because the image—10 million people, silent, unarmed, together—would in itself be a moral mirror for the world.
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What Can We Gain from It?

This thought experiment will not end the war. It does not replace diplomacy, security policy, or humanitarian aid. What it offers is:


•  A space for reflection, in which we can map:

•  Social reactions (fear, solidarity, apathy, hope)

•  State responses (leniency, rejection, violence)

•  Economic consequences (mobilization, supply, border traffic)

•  Environmental and infrastructural challenges (logistics, water, food, hygiene)

•  Media dynamics (attention, distortion, disinformation)

•  Long-term political and moral lessons



And What We Can Avoid


•  No need for real-world risk-taking. This is not provocation. Not organizing. Not a protest. It is a theoretical examination.

•  No crossing of ethical boundaries: no one is exposed to physical or psychological danger.

•  No relativizing of war or suffering. The aim of the book is precisely to make their weight more tangible, not to obscure it.


The following chapters systematically unfold this premise. The structure of the book is based on a single principle: first we imagine it happening, then we think through what it would set in motion—in individuals, in systems, in worlds.

The goal is not to find the answer.
The goal is to dare to think through a question that no one has yet dared to ask seriously.
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Chapter 1 – The Call: How Does Such an Idea Come Into Being?
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1.1. Possible Scenarios: Who Could Launch Such a Movement?
An action of the scale of ten million people peacefully marching to the edge of a war zone does not emerge on its own. There are no traditional playbooks for it. The history books of the world offer no precedent. This raises the question: what forces, individuals, or circumstances could set in motion such an unimaginably large-scale peace initiative?
Below are several possible scenarios, each with a different point of origin:

1.1.1. Activists: The Spark Comes from Below
In this scenario, the idea originates from a small but deeply committed group of civil activists. These are people who have long confronted the senselessness of wars around the world and have come to realize that every tool so far has failed. Protests, petitions, lobbying—they have all proven ineffective. Only one genuine mobilizing force remains: the sheer weight of mass presence.

•  Young peace activists from different countries meet at an international forum.

•  A speech by a Ukrainian civilian survivor or war refugee serves as the spark.

•  A simple statement begins circulating on social media:
"What if we just went there... all of us?"

The activists quickly understand that they must avoid working through official political channels—the key is self-organization, decentralized communication, and viral spread.

1.1.2. War Survivors: Personal Trauma Becomes a Collective Voice
Another deeply human possibility: pain itself speaks. A small community—perhaps survivors from the ruins of Mariupol or Bakhmut—records a video message. They do not demand; they do not accuse
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1.3. The Role of Communication Tools


1.3.1. Decentralized and Censorship-Resistant Communication







1.3.2. The Power of Viral Content: TikTok, Reels, Shorts










1.3.3. The Paradoxical Role of Traditional Media
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1.3.4. Symbols, Memes, and Linguistic Codes
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