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1. TIntroduction

The author of this paner is working in the field of
international studies, not in the field of international |

so this is an effort to lookx from the outside into the field
of international law and report what it looks like. 1 am not
sure whether the specialist in international law will recognize

the picture drawn; 1in all likelihcod he will recognize some
features, not all, and disagree witn the rest. As usual there

may be misunderstandings and difficulties of communication involved
in such cases - so let me state from the veginning that the

present paper is equipped with a gquestion mark not only in the
title, but also - although it does not appear ty~ographically -

all through the paper.

AN Two cosmologies.

To introduce the issue let me make use of a distinction
I have found useful between two ways of looking at ruman, sccial

or for that matter international affairs: the actor-orisnted

O

and the structure-oriented perspectives.<1/ They can Te 3een
as two ways of reflecting social affairs, each of them cetching
something of importance, neither of them sufficient Dut - in
the view of the present authors, each of them necessary.
Together they make for a relatively rich perspective, alone
they function like the eyes of a color-blind person, filtering

out something that are impressions on the eyes of others,

?

m

admitting something. The metaphor is not chosen at random
because there are also colors involved here: one perspective

is more blue (conservative), the other more red (radical) -

one filters out what the other perspective permits into the

eyes of the beholder so that it becomes a part of the immce on
which he would act. And the reader will then have guessed the
general thesis: there 1s something in the legal paradizm clozer
to the actor-oriented percpective.



A choice has been made, for each perspective taken alone
constitutes a language, so to speak, in which certain thincs
can be formulated and others not, or only with great difficulty,
stretching the language and the concepts and the whole underlying
model in such a way that it no longer fits originally into the

basic framework. Needless to say this is also an effort to say

something about why lawyers tend to be conservative, why radios
lawyers are so few - but in a way which does not draw on such
obvvious hypotheses as social origin in the recruitment into the
nrofession, or the constraints put on the lawyer by the natur:

of his Jjob and the vested interests of the employers.

The followin is in schematic form some of the basic proper-

ties on the two sociel cosmologies:

Dimension ACTOR-ORIENTED STRUCTURs=-CO L0
PERSPECTIVE PERSPECTIVE
Basic unit Actors (individuals, Structures (oo’ tl o,
states, others) and relations Lot =co whem)
Pasic acpects Intention oxploitation vo. o v
(rood vs. evil)
Capability Penetration ve., =z troomy
(weak vs. strong)
Presence

(passive vs. active)

Problem of Evil Actors that are
evil, strong, active

explolitative,u &
fragmenting,mansin:i

Sow _to cope with it Make actors good, Make structures eguitable,
or weak or passive autonomous, aclidar:.,
participatory
Bosic approach Focus on evil actor, rocus on wrong structine
institution-building revolutionary chanes
lime cosmology Focus on acts, i.e. Focus on structures,
on events on permanents --

and on processes

forcotten factor Structures, actor- Actors, structure-
invariant aspects invariant aspectis

By and large the column to the left (politically to the ri i)
is what anyone can read any day in the VWestern press.(z) The Loac o



1dea ig that the world is to be understood in terms of
actors, individuals, states and others. As tihere are

many of them, particularly of the former, some selea

te e made in the perception, and the selection is i+ |

of the active and the strong -~ the latter making 1w
the social pyramids visible with the rest turning ou
amorphous mass of the rpassive and weak. Thewrs =

a principle of Chinese boxes involved here. If

see are trained on the world as a whole, the supe:
Lig powers in general and their heads of state and o0

etvc, will be discovered first, and thinking a3 weil

will be in terms of thewm. But fthe eyes can aiso e -

on sub-units and sub-sub-units, and that is how pre s

corporations and assoclations, the heads of familic«:

the husbands, in general) mayors and chairmen ete,

picture. The perspective 1s capable of dissolving ths

mass into actors, but will always overselect the siron.

Among the strong and actlve there will be an ovoerss
of the "evil" ones, those who have already throuch the:-
nroven that they are evil as well as those who may be suwje=o
cf evit intentions. The causes of evil are seen to ver

them, expressed in their acts of threats,of inclinationr

in evil acts. One may gpeculate why there is so muon
on the good actors and the good acts - and one poussi
tionn may be as follows: "let us protect ocurselves

and then hope there will also be something good",

sense, the mentality of frightened people expnsed 5o 10 -

of nature - the opposite attitude would be "let ws L0
and promote the good and hope there will not be too muoi
The guestion then is, what to do witn such aoto

the answer 1s in terms of converting them, weskening i

depriving them of capability, or making them more I
obtain this institutions have to be built, all the

against the evil act, and particularly against the aco

of collectively organized evil known as internsl or i

It should be noted that within this framework of
act is an event, it 1s not a state of affairs, a
thing that was, is and probably will continue to
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a slowly changing process. On the contrary, it is a discontin-
ous jump, something that is but was different a moment agc,

and may well be different thereafter. Thus, T am walking in the
street with my bag, then suddenly 1 lie in the gutter with no

the thief can be seen at ao distance, bag firmly in hand,

Limsell on one of those small, highly efficient motorbikes.
st there was"peace', then suddenly there is "war". Of course,
1is opens for the posczcibility of a continuum between the

(4)

process and the jump: the steep curve.

If one should characterize this perspective, not politi-
cally which will be done later, but from a nurely perceptual point
of view, one might argue that the perspective is somswhat primitive,
as taken out of an early stage of cognitive development. It
focusses on concrete entities, individuals, and appoints them the
key building blocs - using social stratiiiziiion and simple
threat-perception as filtering mechanisms for selecting indivi-
duals that merit particular attention. TFurther, il focusses on
sndden changes in the state of affiirs of these individuals,
building on the contrast effect between what was and what s,

It captures very well a change of property - something "mine"

that suddenly becomes "yours', or a sudden death from a looze

brick or a shot fired in anger - but does not capture well tue

slow transfer of wealth known as exploitation, nor the slow

death known as starvation. Thus, there is something simplistic

in the perspective, almost infantile but in this there 13 also

st
concept~formation. True, there are also abstractlions as when

3

ength: in its concreteness lies a protection azainzst exessive

collective actors are introduced - ez., states, but again the
reropective 1s best at capturing the concrete actors, or even
1Loequipping it with concreteness by stipulating that a state
vhould be a territorially contiguous unit with recognizable and
recagnized borders,with some kind of power-center (so that
otners would know which actors to have as addressee of letters

or bhullets).
This 1s not the place to engage in the exercise of
cuggesting frultful usages of the four word-pairs mentioned

avove as basic in the language of structural discourse - that

has been done elsewhere, Clearly, in this perspective such
phenomena as exploitation (the first dimensions) and imperialism

(011 four combined) are all fassbar - to use that excellent



trerman word -~ because the language has been built thai

Hlore important, however, is that this perspective oui-

of evil (if one assumes that material or non-maie 1ol
ment, sven to the point of somatic or spiritual dfoaih

that do not ppose evil actors. Thug, an im ».

pr
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structure can have disastrous conseguences an’

no evil intention; what 1s defined as motors mas o

culerly strong (because only a small part of z ot

up in any particular actor); and those actors maw b

cularly active., In fact, they may only be doins ohs i
te

1t is millions of such acts that constitu

add up to an imperialist structure. o, if
done unto somebody, where is the evil actocr on v
Where 1is that particular event that should trigzcs

into action? Answer - nowhere, at no time; nothi

Thus, things that cannot easily be captur:

verspective can be captured in the other; sugge:s

they are complementary. Roth of them are too onc .-

sees evil in terms of sudden events and sugpests oo
something permanent - an institution; the other uaa.

terms of somethings permanent - the wrong structura

a5 remedy a sudden event - a revolution. One verspas

to be structure~blind, the other tends to be acior
the sense of being insensitive to the peculizyic

and categorize them merely as "bourgeois", "nruiero

as Ycenter" vs, "peripherv", etc. Thua, cur corteonli.-
b + 4 ]

certainly not that one is wrong and the other rig. .,

each of them is incomplete without for that reason

that thelir combination would be "complete'" - thus, they

oth too weak on the dimension of time, and toco undiale

5, The legal perspective.

“what now comes will have the vices and v

the caricature to scme, and important insight to oftior

Ho doubt it is exaeggerated, and there is absolutely 5.

Q’g
that 1t applies better to criminal law than to civil

something will be said about that later.

We shall asume that the basic constitueni o

rerspective 1s the juridical person or entity as come




legal norms apply . They are norm-

JIRTERS -0 )J @ .
el capable of Tzoeiving norms - some o1 them ms

cornesubjec in the senss of

e duridical person o e g dndividual o ocollowt
ovhie datter case some ndividuals within the oo
v specific tasks Lo pariorm din a legal contex!

e ecase there are soume lLimitations, not ol

not the

of

tdical persons (not children, ment

Ul

dgelined in terms

other categories

Characterictic oF T scns a8

idi

-nd capabilities,

qu cal per

equipped with Intentions

carmot be juridical persons, they do not posgess o
ness., They cannot be rnorm-objects whose acts ©

by applying standards to classify behavior as r::
wrong ~ standards that come out of draft I~ i;

been ratified by appropriazte bodies. I the il
thern the application of standards should to A
poescibly verlfying the coaclusion, convictins Too ook
sanctions with a view 1o ubtaining non-evil Lo »vioz

tnture for the same nctor or other actors to whom
would apply (usually tihers 1o alco trhe nessibllity

some validation
noey at

wible of playing

ol by an ~ppropriate competence

least
the

in fact, in theory: a juridical

4L

role as anobject of all

First, as alresdy pninted outs: the 2ui:
¢ , and one eculvped with at least fhe couaos by

iongs and cavabilitics, and being

mne
i

sex, race

7 also be
e
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1, lmposing
in thne

Soame norms
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For baving

enacting

Ve, dnan evil way, sisanlng thereby infrazceting norms properly
: red at,
oecond, the lcoa. verspective tries to uge tvn of the
o methods under "ho o ocope with It" o in the proooding action:

making actorm %
them of free time or froe mon“y (<A
forms of"ﬂurLWfP\l nt);

L
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making actor: D
deterring trem
and general

ive by imprisoning

prevention

{rom an% evil-doing (ind
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lowever, there ic very little, if any at all, empnais oo
making actors "good" Dby converting them - thic 1o (=i
another actor-oriented institution: the church, 7o oo

gtem is very poor in terms of positive approacae. - iy

that 1g not a consequence of its actor-~orientation, «nl. ocue
additional property of the system, Such religiorns a:
Christianity are much stronger in this regard by beirns mors

symmetric, showing both what is right and what i wron.,

trying to instill a desire to the former and not = ol
encouraging the good-deoer into activity through ooon oo of
eternal rewards, discouraging the evil-doer ints %
passivity through threats of eternal punishment. .-

of them have concrete actors as their subjects, w.s. . - =i
portant difference that Christianity tends to focus . 0 -

dual actors to the neslect of the collective ones ~ wver o=

the colj

o}

subservient to the top individual actors insid

actors.

Third; it is important “f not absco:

the evil act is intended. There 1s zsuch a
but that concept also shows the imucriance
to the dimension of intention. Tack of intention, moreso:

does not necessarily mean consciouslessness. It could o o rizar
that there is an intention but in another direction.

the soldier who kills not with the intention of harm

but with the intention of defendins himself, his

¢

]

b
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dom, socialism. In other words there has to be scu.

coincidence between subjective intention and objec:. w2 ‘irn:
for certificates of guilt to be distributed in the o - cation

vrocess,

Fourth: not only is the verspective actor o nted,
1t ls also what one might call negatively structurec-o-iented,
Thus, 1f an actor commits an act that can be secn oo "normal’
in the nrecise sense that other actors in the sawme pooition

commit the same acts in the same situation; in other words,

L the act is actor-invariant, then it is not captured .n thie

particular grid. One husband who beats his wife may be

reported, evaluated, convicted, punished; one billiorn rurbands
who exploit one billion or so wives in an institution called
marriage are left undetected, unreported etc. One zolidier who

commits a My Lal massacre is punished; half a million who engage
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LULvoor Andirectly O less explicit masoacr-n coas wapenished,
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ngness to praisi the unusual and not aotr e ooy
comiant can alsgo be coen as o price necesgary oo oo L ihoge

gave vested interest 1o thne structure. eetlons

~v o will generally bs the deople on top of the ot !
quz ctio or global, zad prefer paradigms, luages o nhual

sorks 1n geneval thow Locates "evli L™ sp o treoooa o
avsev-spnecific, not in ftue normal and a

c
vords in that which is nuilt nto the structure.

#hat about the actor who commits evili oo rupo iiazs
i otructural context -~ in other word Loune
riant? The bully, fthe veremnial bully - wios

Jte ruess would be that fthis particular psrsca o QUL AYEes

coiidty of evil acts, vut oick, mentally insarc

e fact that he canvot function normally . o0 o

it other words, the condition for issulng a rer.

evilness 1s that the actor not only ensgag
formful behavior in some context, Hut that 0 o oo o0 e

aL the astoms of a consclious choice, as cometsins awlinsrate,
o oproven by the circumstonce that 1. gj}

belter - in the same conitext ot in eard

o /were not Gommitted. Thus, the legal

—
o]

- up two borders: ~ne against the structurls-i~ . o b v
, the other agairnoi the actor-invariantewv: !

rhher of them falls witnin the paradigm

At this point cue might ask: why shov
wabd the legal paradism be capable of catolr
~id that not be an ever zreater danger, in=
suoohnt--form capable of coming to grips witn every i setweey
foovn and earth -~ even toove the heavens intoe porod oo o0 Do low
zrth, into the oiber place?

This is a wvalid voind

3

it seems,; and wo g

ch ol a general theory of evil, complete witi .:7 o  la
ceecanlsms for 1ts eradicticon,  There have been el
loowan history and they tend to serve as a rationsic 00 0. timise
very nowerful elites who in the name of the evadiclt. o o S
canmrboevils at least commensurate with those ther o pried
:radicate - cfr., the Jnguisition in Catholic ourope, bose

~burning in Protestant “urope.



But there is another argument in this

Thus, to the extent that law 15 cocmpatible with ove vovraliom
rather than another, and the paradigms or perspnectives & home
5 & I B

selves are parts of a political reality favoring ooue

han other views and groups and parties, law be

43 an intellectual game it 1s innocuous, but as

Tactor permeating much of the thinking on interiaiior. o
domestic relations it is far from innocuous. Tause, ¢ o dar

from innocuous that it is much more easy within

paradigm to define military aggression than to isf

aggression" - so much more easy that quotation ma: « " .o o be
introduced for the latter. Why? Becauvse mil i2v0 o o ooon
satisfies all the characteristics built into the ot -~ riented

perspective: 1t is made by actors that have to he

(from the point of view of the viectim), no doubt ars oo =0
N p b

or at least believe so themselves (otherwise they v

would nothave encaged in such acts) and certainly ors - i vel,
In fact, their activity comes out 2c a concret. acu, = .- of
ageression - e.g. a sudden invasion, a bombing of an T
Compare this to economic aggression that just ic: there
vertical division of labor, exploitation in other word &
periphery is dependent on the center, conditioned, ‘ oAty

the total structure splits the periphery and unites tre

and 1t draws a line between first and second clas:
in the system - whether the system is a factory. ¢ @ . = &on
international economic system.,

To take but one aspect cf this: it 18 =sc.0 oo 2ec

who should be punished 1f an act of milit
e

performed. The system may not be capabl

punishment soit aims at the more modest idea of
through balance of power policies in lieu of that -~ .t cicept
for the empirical difficulty in finding the initiai oo

actio-reactio chaing of provocations and counter—orow-

disguised as defensive responses,there is, at leagt, 4
speaking something somewhere that fits the model. Ilot 5o with

economic aggression: the first step may be so imperceniible

and in addition not easily classified as "evil': . s
a firm makes a small irvestment In the form of « o einaonl ol
or non-governmental technical assistance project and toe

best intentions ~- and after some time the imperialict oiructure

is there, in full blecom. ho is guilty? Can ocvne ovr

structure and bring it before the court - or make it row



10 -

ino, atoning for them? Hot so0 easy, for the simole vensnn

ot the structure io not o juridical person bt aow
botbract, something one cannot eacily draw a Line oroos !t ond

ayoeccolos

1ed

The latter, lhowcver, ic no longer zo 4o

oo be, for with the advent of the trancnatioci!

RAE )

CTUC ) there is more of a 2nincidence than tr
hetween structures ani acltors. In the transnatico-. 1 Tosrorn
cion the four structurally negative propertiss veio ool

o [ e
- ; PRI N

aoove as characteristics ¢f a wrong strucitrrs (o0 < 0 o0 Eore
other dimensions and definitions) are built v b corporati
viiich In turn is an actor - having a cevter ~7 oo o0 il
"uwind" capable of formulating goals and devicii: hoober w5 Lo
obtein them. Within the TNC the general impericoilice Lo olure
13 replicated, only that the "countries™ = o= Moonsaoloe

the center-periphery idea is expressed mors sodltly b o

terms, even female terms: mother vs. Zaughter (oo

Use res the same, with the maragers of the Vdio

o
L5

t
<t
e

panles being the center in the Periphery of
conveyor belts of administrative decisions, productic =~ 725

and products and research findings.,

In a sense the tronsnational cornoration:.
~uting themselves, are making themselves more ac:o:
Popal paradigm. The debate is over to what exter
areountable and how they can shift everything are .
1te only show up (il at all) in places where
"Iriendly climate to business", and labor~intens -

onle carried out in plazces whnere the labor 1s cho-; o uranie
to defend themselves and ficht for their interes . :
vi dwportant debate, but even more important .o e delbono aver

-4

cne can identify the non-incorporated stru

soon as a code of conduct for THNCs is

oty nappen 1T for no other reason simply because ¢ 0 o inbla

the THCs will be transformed so as to compli:

S

]

tecn pelatable aspects to the non-incorporated paris

Lol wordd economic shbructure. Again, the ar:

it law might be mystifying, providing a prefence 1.0

tiing 1o being done to a problem while in reality it Jo pburng
sruched under the carpet ~ and the carpet 1s provideo 1o bhe
el pattern forcing some parts of the ciructure nto o “orm

which is fassbar by the varadigm, concealing the total v hure

4 the number of professionals capable of doing 11 .+ . _lently
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Again, this is not an arziment against lao o oo =03
as suchy only a critique of them inscofar ano e
n mystification of social reality - in other wor o - SRR

reople start believing that they constitute a rercr. ' - vulid
approach to all aspects of social 1ife, That 1o sk Anm
obvious to most: for instance, most people wou'lo L L
are not too good at catching a process, they ars

coming to grips with a stat%?affairs, with a =et

Ly this we do not merely think of the obvious, 1w - LoluTe
i ever-changing and the intulitions for 'L
new laws slowly zo that they tend tc be

cial reality they are supposed not only to warlion
the task of social science), but to regulate. e T
thinking of the circumstance that laws sowmerow ° 1 malidg
dynamism and dialectics into their visicra. e SUh A
eculate a state of offairs where certain acts 7o Coabed,
The rest is left open, the focus on the evil act oo - ot

of free play for the good acts, the deeds - bu. tono- over-
thelecs something frozen about the image iven. 1. fooult

to conceive of 1t differently: A "dynamic" law indicor

from the beginning that what is forvidden todayv mar be 20 v fted

after 1 January next vear not only invites the evii-i~ -+ - =
a pattern of postponed sratification; it also frecwos =
dynamism of a society, not only the soczal =statios.

other hand, however, this difficulty in imagining

legal system may also be a sign of how "braln-wscle ' o0 nag
become by the present paradigm, 5o poor in reasoniuas . o the

dimension of time.

/hat then, one might ask, would happen +~ L o Zziiern

of argumentation if one changes from the paradicsm - © o0 7

lew to thet of evil law - law less as an ingbsruume:s oaws
v line between proscribed and permitted and mere 0 o» coomrument

that seeks to develop, in fact, adequate struchure
not the instrument needed, a way of catching, in noowesav Dorm,

an image of a good social reality?
to
It is, and it iz not., It can be/the e:

f the "good" social reality is informed by o 7ok

ge o
insight in structural aspects of society, and in coicl oroccagen

But we have argued above that this insight is not

the legal paradigm simply because it 80 one-zsided oot n favoer

ol the actor-oriented perspective. Aind it is definitel. =0t to

the extent that it iz based on contractual relatiorns Lo lLuacn
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collective actors, (1) because the individuals sirming or
entering the contract will tend to be from the ton of the collec~

15, and

1ilve actor and their relation to the res. may bve
(7)) vecause parties at the top may have harmony of interess
exnressed in the contract that does not carry deeper down in
tie two social pyramides (for which "collective achar’ [ o
euphemism) they represent. Thus it is that contracts o
treatles may become "scrap of paper"; they are intrn-el it
contracts not reflecting the structures in which these celites

cre embedded. 3Signatures and elite agreement are too west nd

teo blased as instruments of social cohesion., 4 musrlilu

who enters into an agreement with the oppreszor o Tet adenen-

dence on certain conditlong may be accused by T e oo ool

having committed a sell-out - and what is the wvelus - ¥
‘ ) . MRS OV B SR N
sirmature 1f he 1s no longer a leauer?< Jme what exton . ses

such structural ties really enter into trhe considerat. o

To take a more specific example: imagcine
establish a treaty about the nodules down on the ocen 7 R

. 8 . . . ‘
on the Seabed.( ) Their content iz metzllic: wanganess, ~:orel,
cobalt, copper. Governments conclude a treaty that ~ive

techmologically developed countries (i.e. mainly inite- --es

(9]
”
~—

~dd the JSoviet Union and those who can invest in the i
the right to mine the ocean floor against payment ~% - = ~iles

b an international seabed authority and (the o

developing countries. A new inter-governmentzl o o
has been born. Activity starts and the followin~ cosnoo o o5
activated: nodules are mined, the metallic conten®t = ~vaoted,

1t is processed and marketed and the vproceeds are

O
@l
[©]
H

tihe costs, for reinvestment, for profit - axnd for royolirien,
'ne latter, however, being money, Ilow 1into the empty vank

accounts of Third world governments and elites rather than nto

tre empty stomachs of Third world masses; and in those
accounts - governmental or non-governmental - they tenc Lo be

oat to purposec that are either private, or public in o w . toal

cdoes not benefit the masses. One reason is very simpie: moncy

can be uzed, for the satisfection of basic material wnoed | bt

it presupposes a number of conversion mechanisme, = netuo:
. ‘nencial institutions and - if there is much of it - o carital-

+
i

intenslive technology all of which is likely to generate very



vertical, center-periphery type ctructures and alzc b0 voios

£

the final product out of the reach of the manues,

But there is no need to oo into the volic:ica =0 oomics

of these processes. Whalt 1s needed to see wha

actvally much simpler: the bagsic material nsed.
food, clothes, shelter, health, education - o~

the metal content in terms of Mn, Ni, Co and Uu
b $

nezligible. To believe that there is a simple o0 0 0 -
nicm by means of money is naive,; the detours v oo,
being few and often too capital-intensive. Foreosio: T8

2lso the distincet possibility that the metal w.ot

not be processed into "bads" (arms - the military <o ovot o s

a demand structure that is highly compatible wi Le
supply structure) rather than goods, and even . o oo ool
those with empty stomachs, directly cor v, selling. oo

elites with vested inferests in the status qu.

wvorld countries. Seen in this perspective it 1. - SERTIN
if a treaty is signed, well knoing that even tr ek
accomplishment. The treaty might W€11 be built ove:r - Lonavels

s0lid harmony of interests at the elite levels: th= 1770 v tp

of the industrialized countries in raw material:s /7~
vowers in additicn to this the needs of their militey - PR
to be ahead of all others and the need +to structurs v 0 CnTd

in such a way that their technological

intc power - eg., by focussing on nodules and de
out of reach for most other countries), and

non-industrialized eliftes in convertitle currency .

Our point is that the legal paradigm too &

to that kind of outcome. Of course, there ars i o aniosms

such as the idea of composing the national dels . - , Lownpre

reprecentative manner. More particularly, if

mainly of hungry and angry people the results i~ oL ivent
put such people would not be mlonfihig, and inco .. SRS

the instruments. It is also possible that wiih
cates being women there might have been lesg fawo

etals and more with food - hence less of a

more on ocean-farming of various kinds. But the o .. .ot
is that such safeguards do not follow automatical! .

aradigm, they are not built into it. The treatics

are between actors that are states and will refieot o Lo oo of
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state (or national) interests; not necessarily the "lower level!
actors and their interests - human needs. The vperspective is
not only short on the structure between actors; it is also short
on the structure within actors - preserving and promoting the
billard ball image of national actors.

4. Conclusion

For that reason a justified scepticism: no war on
legal thinking - there are those who have used it very well
and for purposes serving the progress of mankind., But the
pasic paradigm is too one-sided, too biased. Time has come
for a basic change, not only for clever intra-paradigmatic
maneuvers. OSuch a task will not be carried out by international
law commissions - so let us hope that some of the new forces
emerging in the world can lay the ground -or a new paradizm
combining the actor- and structure-oriented perspectives and
promoting an Iinternational law that would be human law and not
stop at the gates of the state, but bridge the gap hetween

collective and individual actors better than is done todar.



* Contribution to the Liber Amicorum Discipulcrumgue Frof,.Dr.

B.V.A, RO1ling,., 1t 1is a special pleasure for me Lo contribute
},

to this lFestschrift, to a man whose dedication to peace in

general and peace research in particular has been of such a great
significance in recent years. As a member of the Ixecutive
Committee of the Interrnational Peace Research Association in

the years from its early start in 1964 £i11 1971, the years

vhen ROling was Secretary General, I had occasion $o admire

how he was pursuing the goal of keeping the association, and
ang-national

thereby the whole idea of peace research as =z 1

O
3

and trans-disciplinary venture alive and growin:

first difficult years, before there was much in terms of research
findings, new paradigms, contact with political actorz etc.

Today the field of research can no longer be uprcoted - in

those days 1t easily could, and many were willing to do so -

none of them able., To a large extent due to Bert =2nd his

clear vision, always finding a rhad through four big conferences,
at the same time making important contributions to the research -
pursuing the lines so clearly seen in his work as member cf the
Tokyo tribunal, and in his famous books about (non-expanding)

law in an expanding world.

(L.

(1) Tor more on thris, see The True ‘orlds, . Trancnationa
Perspective, New York 1977, chapter ? 1

(2) TFor an effort to explore this theme, relating 1t to news
communication, see Johan Galtung and ilari Holmboe “uge, "The
structure of Foreign Tews", Iissays in Peace Research, Vol.IV, 4,
Copenhagen, Ejlers, 1977.

(3) One reflection of this asymmetry is found in the rather

strong asymmetry between the amount of money, manpower anﬁ
institution-building devoted to punishment (fines, imprisonment etc)
and devoted to rewards (medals, orders, citationss,

(4) This theme is explored in chapter 9 of Methodolosy and
Tdeology, Copenhagen, Ejlers, 1977.

(5) In "A Structural Theory of Imperialism", ¥ssays in Peace
lesearch, Vol.IV, 1% - and particularly in the form it Is given
az 4.,17-2 in the book mentioned in footnote (1) the four struc-
tural properties of exploitation, penetration/dependency,
fragmentation and marginalization are combined into one: imperia-
lism. In a sense this constitutes one possible precization of
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the idea of "structural violence" firct developed - inspired

by my work on Gandhi in the 1950's together with Arne Nsss, in
"Violence, Peace and Peace Research", Issays in Peace Research,
Vol.I, 4, Copenhagen, Ljlers, 1975.

(6) Tor a discussion of this more explicit version of +the
legal paradigm, see "Two Approaches to Disarmament", sssays in
Peace Research, Vol.II, 3, particularly pp. 56-62,

(7) On the other hand, any one who bargains on behalf of others
can make use of this to claim that his hands are tied.

(8) Tor more details see "Human Needs, National I
World Politics: The Law of the Sea Conference", Ig
Research, Vol.V, 13, Copenhagen, Ljlers, 1978.

nterests and
says in Feace




