
Universalism and the Philosophers that influenced the founders of the USA 

The founding of the United States was not merely a colonial rebellion; it was an experiment 
in applying universal principles to political life. The philosophers who most influenced that 
founding—John Locke, Montesquieu, Jean-Jacques Rousseau, and later interpreters such 
as Immanuel Kant—did not argue for rights that belonged only to Englishmen or 
Americans. They argued for rights that belong to human beings as such. Universalism—the 
idea that moral and political principles apply equally to all persons—was the moral 
foundation beneath the American experiment. If those same universalist ideas were 
incorporated into a planetary constitution and democratic republic of Earth, they could 
provide a framework for greater peace, freedom, justice, and fairness for all humanity. 

Universalism begins with a simple but profound claim: human dignity does not depend on 
nationality, race, religion, or geography. Locke’s theory of natural rights held that every 
person possesses inherent rights to life, liberty, and property by virtue of being human. 
These rights are not granted by governments; governments exist to secure them. When the 
authors of the Declaration of Independence wrote that “all men are created equal,” they 
were expressing a universalist claim. While their application was imperfect and 
incomplete, the principle itself transcended borders. 

A planetary democratic republic built upon such principles would begin by affirming that all 
human beings possess equal political and civil rights under a shared constitutional 
framework. No child would be outside the protection of fundamental rights because of the 
accident of birth in a particular nation. The right to due process, freedom of conscience, 
speech, and equal protection under law would become planetary guarantees rather than 
privileges unevenly distributed by geography. 

Montesquieu’s theory of the separation of powers would be equally essential. He argued 
that liberty depends on the division of governmental authority into legislative, executive, 
and judicial branches that check and balance one another. At the planetary level, this 
structure could prevent the concentration of power that has so often led to tyranny and 
war. A global bicameral legislative framework, comprising one chamber with proportional 
representation based on population and another with equal representation for all regions, 
has the potential to balance democratic equality and federal diversity effectively.  An 
independent judiciary could safeguard constitutional rights against both majoritarian 
excess and executive overreach. 

Rousseau’s concept of popular sovereignty—that legitimate government rests on the 
consent of the governed—would also take on global meaning. In a world where decisions 
about climate, nuclear weapons, oceans, pandemics, and global finance already 



transcend borders, democratic consent should operate at the same scale as the problems 
themselves. A planetary republic would not erase local and national governments; rather, it 
would function as a federal system in which authority is exercised at the lowest effective 
level, reserving global powers for genuinely global issues. 

Kant’s vision in “Perpetual Peace” further strengthens the universalist case. He argued that 
republican governments, bound by law and accountable to citizens, are less likely to wage 
aggressive war. If this is true at the national level, it is even more compelling at the 
planetary level. A democratic republic of Earth would internalize war in the same way 
modern states have largely internalized civil conflict—transforming armed rivalry between 
sovereign states into legal and political disputes resolved within constitutional institutions. 
Just as the original thirteen states gave up certain war-making prerogatives to form a more 
perfect union, nations could retain cultural and local autonomy while renouncing unilateral 
warfare. 

Peace would follow not from sentiment but from structure. A single constitutional order 
would remove incentives for military competition between sovereign states. Freedom 
would expand because fundamental rights would be guaranteed across borders. Justice 
would deepen through universal access to impartial courts and equal legal standards. 
Fairness would increase as global decision-making better reflected both population and 
regional balance, allowing more voices to be heard. 

Critics fear that a planetary republic would create an all-powerful global government. Yet 
the American founding itself offers a counter-model: federalism. The United States 
Constitution carefully enumerated limited powers to the federal government while 
reserving others to the states. A planetary constitution could follow the same principle, 
limiting global authority to matters that cannot be effectively addressed by nations alone—
such as climate stabilization, control of weapons of mass destruction, protection of the 
global commons, and the enforcement of universal human rights. 

Universalism also implies moral reciprocity. If it is wrong for a government to deny rights to 
its own citizens, it is wrong to tolerate systems that deny those rights elsewhere. A 
planetary democratic republic would institutionalize this reciprocity, ensuring that no 
government could shield injustice behind claims of absolute sovereignty. 

The American experiment has always been aspirational—an effort to align political 
institutions with universal principles of equality and liberty. Its history includes failures and 
contradictions, but its philosophical foundation remains powerful. Extending those 
universalist ideas beyond national boundaries is not a rejection of the founding ideals; it is 
their logical fulfillment. 



Despite worldwide conflict, climate issues, economic disparity, and rapid technological 
change, politics remain outpaced by human interdependence.  Universalism teaches that 
moral community already encompasses all people. A democratic republic of the planet 
would seek to align political community with that moral reality. By grounding a planetary 
constitution in the universal principles articulated by the Enlightenment philosophers who 
shaped the American founding, humanity could move closer to a world characterized not 
by competing sovereignties and recurring violence, but by shared governance, equal 
dignity, and a durable peace rooted in law. 

 


