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Abstract

This research applies "communication" as an
intervening variable to the proposition of democratic
peace. The major argument is that communication
between states is a major factor to prevent military
conflicts. Compare to other type of regimes,
democratic states has more communication channels
between or among them, (e.g. trade, culture exchange,
reporter exchange, office or non-official visiting,
dliance, and so on). Decison-makers of two
democratic states are easier than the leader of other
type of regimes to acquire information regarding
enemy's capability and determination of conducting a
war. Thus, they are more likely to agree with the
outcome of a possible conflict. In such a situation, a
war between two democratic states is less likely than
other pairs of states. In other words, the key reason for
peace is not democracy, but communications. Thus,
even non-democratic states can maintain peace for a
long period of time, as long as they can build up
communication channels.  This suggests that the
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democratic peace proposition may not be very useful
in analyzing war and peace between states.
Nevertheless, the way of how they communicateis till
worthwhile learning for other type of states.
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