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1. Int-roduct ion

The purpose of  th is essay is twofold.

0n the one hand I  at tempt to show that there is a strong l ink-

age between the dominant assumptions made in what I  have el-sewherul

ref  erred t-o as "occidentaf  cosmology in t .he expansion mDcle" and the

epistemology, the basic paradiqms unrJer ly inq internat ional  re lat ions

studies as they are conducted in the very same occicJent,  part icular-

1y in mainstream lJni ted States research in the f ie ld.  In other

words, what is at tempt-ed is not only to out- l ine ma jor  assumptions in

mainstream TR thinkinq, an exercise presr_imably undertaken verV

often, both by those seeinQ t-hemselves as protagonists and antagon-

ists t .o that  intel  lectual  enterpr ise.  The task is more ambit ious:  to

t . ry to show that"  mainstream IR thouqht is exact ly what_ we woulcl

expect i t  to be qiven deeper assrrmpt ions;  t -hat  epistemologv i6 a

manifest-at io;1 of  eosmology, in general .  and in int .ernat ional  re lat ion

studies in part icu. lar"

0n the other hand I  shar l  t ry t .o show that mainstream

thought is not ru1 inq the groLlncJ a tone; that  there is a countertrend.

or countertrends. qiven the general  p luraf ism of occicJental

societ .y,  and more part icularJy the coexistence in that  society of

an tJpper house and a- lower house, an ovel ts ide and an underside, or

however one wants tn express i t . .  l lountertrends are expented" How-

ever,  t -hese cnuntei t rends should to a larqe extent be predictable

f  rom assumpt- ions about the ot-her mode of  occicJental  cosmoloqy, " in
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.)
contracLion" l  More part icular ly,  there should be a refat ion-

ship between the two epistemologies just  as there are between the two

cosmologies:  mainstream IR epistemology should be carr ied bv

el i te universi t ies and more so the higher on the rankinq scal" f  tn"y

are placed (and the closer to secular power,  presumably among other

things engaged in IR pract ice,  not  only IR theory )  ;  be engaged in

more by male than by female researchers in the f ie ld;  more by the

middle-aged and somewhat less by the very old and very young; more by

the hiqhly school-ed, ski l led,  t ra ined and somewhat fess by those less

exposed to school ing in the f ie ld;  more in the countr ies in the

center of  the occident than in the per iphery;  more in the univer-

s i t ies in the cent,er of  those central  countr ies;  and certai-nly more

by those with upper c lass or ig ins and Iess by those coming from

layers mole modest ly placed in society.  In short :  mainstream

densi ty should be extremely high aL central ly placed universiLies

in centraf  corJntr ies cat .er inq Lo upper c lasses i  among middle-aged nr ales

and very wel- l  schooled researchers" And, correspondinqly countertrends

should be carr ied by al l  possible negat ions of  that  rather heady

4
combinat ion,  not only by the tot"al  and complete negat ion.

Let me only add t .hat  I  consider these hypotheses completely

tr i te:  i f  they were not t rue somethinq very strange would have

happened. Added to th is would come t-he recogni t ion that.  chanqes in

the basic out look on somethinq as nrucial .  as the nature of  the wor ld

system wi l l  not  come easi ly.  I t  is  l inked not only to a total  f rame-

work of  int .e l l .ectual  thouqhtf  the paradigms are woven toqether by Lhe

assumptinns known as "epist .emoloqy".  Br: t  those assumptions, in turn,  are nothing but

an g1g] ic* at iqn of  the naLure of  the whole occidenlal  exercise.  Chal lenginq main-

stream IR theory,  hence, is Lantamount to chal lenging the 0ccident.
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2. 0ccidental  Cosmoloqy and (LJS) Internat ional  Relat inns Epist-emolcrqy

I  shal l  d iv ide t -he explorat . ion of  mainstream and countertrend

assumptions in assumptions abnut the struct-ure of  space (meaning

world space ) ;  of  t ime (meaninq histor ical  t ime ) ;  of  persr:n-natr : re

rel-at ions (aetual ly meaninq actor-nature relat iorrs.  the actor in t .h is

ease being the indiv idual  state,  not  the indi  v idual  per:son):  person-

per:son relat ions (meaning stat-e-st .ate relat ions) i  and person-trans-

personal  re lat ions (meaninq state-trans-state relat ion") .5 And t-hen,

at  the end comes knowledge (meaning the structure of  know lerJqe, i .  e "

epistemoloqy )  ; '  as app 11ed t"o internat ional  re lat ions.

I .  SPACE

Mainst-ream assumptinns

The basic oecidental  assLrmpt ion.  abourt  space is that  the orcident is

in the center,  surrounded by a Per iphery of  count-r ies aspir inq to,

some of them even qr, ia l i f  y inq for ,  membership in the [ 'enter wi th an

ott t -er  f r inqe of  actors that  are s imply Evi l f  I f  there is anywhere

this asstJmpt ion shor"r ld be expressed i t .  wr:uld be in internat ional

relat- ions theo"y,  
" ince 

theor ies more easi ly r :onform to under ly inq

assumptions than prsct ice;  prant ice usual ly beinq an imperfent rrani-

festat ion of  theory (and theory a too perfect  ref lect inn of  pract ice).

As wor ld space is div jded into states th is wor:1d mean not"  only t .hat

t -he most-  important r : r  powerfr . r l  s tates are seen as being in the Center and

hence are occident-a1' ,  o* thaL t"ne g1'L.gl- l l l  of  the stat-e system is seen

as being predominant ly in the nccident,  other ef for t -s being aberrat ions.

f ,onsequent ly,  both genesis and basic causal i ty in the stat  e system
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wi l l  be seen as located in the occicJent as Pr ime Mover,  and as basic

mover af  terwards. And in the center of ,  the Centel  1-here yr i l - l  emerqe

one part icular actor,  the uni ted States,wi th a "  eading role, ' ,  re-

lated to i ts parLicular status as a Promissed Land inhabi ted bv a

Chosen People.  IR t-heory would use less bibl ical  terms, suoh as "hegemon",B an{ l
see a Western event,  the Peace of  Westfal ia 1598 as usher ing in a new system for the
whole wor ld.

Count-ertrend assumpt- i  ons

The countertrend would then emphasize aLternat ive ways of  con-

struct inq (both theoret ical ly and in pract ice) t f re wor ld system,

start ing wi th nomadic systems, nei ther sedentary,  nor wi th c lear ly

recoqnized qeographical  br  orders,  leadinq up t-o the almost-  count less

non- 'st"ate actors in the wor ld system today based Dn any inst i tut ion-

al ized l ink bef.ween actors f  rom more than one st"ate,  t ranscendinq

nat ional  borders. :  ?overnment.al  and non-governmental  actors f11rming

int-ernat ional  g, :vernmental  orqanizat ions and internat ional  peoples

9
organiz.at ions,  f  or  non-pnof i . t  and/ar prof  i t  purposes. Llount-ertren<Js

would pick up al ternat ive or ig ins for  a staLe system in the Midcl le

and Far East r  aod f locus on the power potent ia l  of  the non-

occident.  In other wotds,  a munh more cl iverse, less crystal l ized,

more symmetr icr  less biased image of  the wor1d, incl-uding volat i le and

,stable 
peoplets 'ove! ' ,nents-- for  naece, development,  h l rman r iohts,  environment.

I  h is has consequences for the consLruct ion of  tv i l  in

world space. For mainstream thinking Evi l  would have Lo be Iocated

outside the Center,  possibly in t-he occident not in the Center

( tne assumption is not that  a l l  of  the occident is in the Center,

"on1y" that  the Cent.er is in the occirJent)--such as herei : ic  chr ist ians

moslems, the wronq white people such as Russians and Tr,rrks:  Dr i  n the
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Periphery locat.ed in the Doo-occident,  in pagans and/or colored

peoples.  The countertrend mighL reject  the assumption that Good

and Evi l  can be locaLed in anything l ike a precise manner in wor ld

space and discover shades of  Good and Evi  1 everywhere, possibly

t ied together in a y in/yang fashion--or efse reverse the mapping

of the mainstream and locate Evi l  in the fenter i tsel f  .  0ne candi-

date might be the counLry appointed by mainstream as the center of

the Center,  the Uni ted States,  which then becomes a f  requent re-

cipient of  cert i f icaLes of  Evi l ,  in the "b1ame America f i rst"

t radi t . ion.  Another countertrend view would be to construct  the

United States as a normaL country,  p laying a normal role wi t -h a

normal people inhabi t rng a normal land--1ike al l  others are assumed

to be or shor. t ld be (  according to the countertrend )  .

0ne miqht-  speculat-e about-  t -he mot ivat ion st-r 'uct-ure under ly ing such

heavi ly value- loaden images of  wor ld space, For mainstream t-hinkens, is i t

(over-)  accept 'ance of  the center or (over-)  
re ject ion of  the per iphery,

c l r  both-- for  countertrend thinkers.  is  i t  (over-)  re. ject . ion of '  t -he Center,

(over-)  acceptance of  the Per iphery,  or  both? Distr ibut . ion of  power and

pr iv i leqe as wel l  as analysis of  interact ion pat- terns give qood pointers

t-o a div is ion of  the wor ld in f lenter and Per iphery" but f rom thele t -he

t-ransi t ion t -o a div is ion in t lnod and tv i l  is  not  a l - r :g ical  one. Rathert

i t  is  a part  of  cLassieal-  occidental-  dual ism, seeing the wor l -d in terms

1n
of Good or Evi1,  not  Good and Evi f .  - "



I I T IME

Mainstream agsumptions

The basic assumpti-on in occidental  cosmr: logy is o of  course, the

of progress,  of  the system by and larqe improvirrq oven t ime, ap-

idea

proaching asympt"ot ical ly i ts Truth which in wor ld space (see below)

is Peace. However,  on the way to t .h is catharsis there is cr is is;

the path to salvat ion is not only narrow (meaninq di f ' f icu-1t) ,  but

wrought wi th extreme danqers.  t lat .harsis is nnt guaranteed;

apocalypse, the end of  the whole wor ld system, is another possibi l i t .y

i f  the progress afong that narrow, winding path is not,  wel I  monitored.

More part icular ly,  t .he progress takes the form of the

state system crystal l iz inq whi"ch is one way in wfr ich Good can be

more perfect ly separaLed from Evi l  by containing i t  e i ther wi th in wel l -def ined

conf ines of  stat-es or blocs of  
" t " t "*11 

In th is crvs ta l l ized system

Good can then qradual ly or suddenly overcome F-vi1 t -hrouqh super ior i ty,

wi th the danqer a-1ways lurk inq underneat-h that  i t  may turn out the

othet way around. The key f .a these prnb. lems is f  nund in power,

part inu" lar ly in.Cqq!]1[g.J:yg powBr ( force) which has to sat isfy the

double requirement of  providing super inr i ty needed t .n destroy Evi  I  ,

and at  the same t ime suff ic ient  retal iatory strenqth to deter fv i l

f rom aLLackinq; the two basic ideas enshr ined in mainstream concepts

of balance of  pDWer.  Bglel ! . t - "g l ,p.gygr is t -hen seen HS a means, not

as a bene per se;  the end or qr:a1 is a real  peace where Good has

f inal ly overcome tv i l .  But that-  may st i l l  take some t ime. ln tne

meant ime progress is associated with not only c lyst"al l izat inn nf  the

state system, but.  cT"ystal l izat ion of  the balance of  power mechanisms

within the state system, es.sent ia l ly  seen in terms of  b ipolar a. l l iance
T2

format ion wi th sLates increasingly ral ly ing to the Good camp.



Countertrend assumptions_

Countertrends in the occident wi l I  t i :nd to pir- :k up the idea af

progress and agree with the mainstream that somewhere in the future

there wi l l  be Peace. As to the load t .o catharsis lhere may also

be agreement that  t -he cr  is- i -s carrLr l  lead to apocalypse o but a cul  t

of  apocalypse is more l ikely to be denounced as fascist"  In nDn-

occidental  countertrends, for  instance in the buddhist  sphere of

thought,  osci l lat ing t ime, f rom eterni ty to eterni ty,  wi l l  prevai l

wi th ups and downs, wi th no f  inal  state except in a very remote nirvana"

In th is complex process the count"ert-rend wi l l  f locus on

the crystal l izat ion of  a l ternat ive systenrs,  on al l  k inds of  t rans-

nat ional  actors and see them as mechanisms thrr . rugh which Llood and

Evi l  may mix.  GoocJ being the peaDe forces, Evi l  being the war forc""" lJ

Mixing rather than sort ing becr:mes the metaphor f  or  understandinq of

progress,  br. r t ,  f  or  th is to happen al ternat ive wor ld space actors have

to be cryst .a l l ized. Much broader power coneepts are then introduced

int"o the picture (see below).  An osci l lat ing t ime concept demands a

t iqhter int"eqrat- ion bet-ween means and ends'  meaninq that peace has

essent ia l ly  to be bui l t -  by peaceful  means. Force may be necessary

but never for  nf fensive,  only for  defensive purposes leadinq to doc-

tr ines of  defensive deterrencg, aiming at  making a country " inrJ iqest ib l -e"1.4

Another,  a lso typical ,  countertrend focus wi l l  be

on balance j r f  exchanqe (equi ty)r  part iculary in enonomic rel .at ion=, 
15

but nr: t  only in those, rather than ba. l "ance of  pcrwer in the sense of

force.  And whereas mainst ream thinki  na sees Drcloress in terrns

of decr:easing entropy throuqh sort- ing of  act-ors in terms nf  Good and fv i l

c0untertrend thinkinq wi I  I tend to see progress in terms uf  in-

cresj 'nq entropv, wi th mixing of  actors o. f  ef l  k inds in increasingly complex but by and
Iarge equi table patterns of  interact ion.  l6



IV.  ACTOR-NATURE

Mainstream assumptions

Since the predominant.  acLor in wor ld spar:e is seen as the state the

qeneraJ ocnidental  cosmnlogical  stance-seeing man as ent i t ted t .o be

above nature and, wi th in l imi ts,  to use nature for  h is purpssss- has a

clear consequence for mainstream thinkinq: state-over-nature.

Ul t - imate decis ions abor: t  how nature wi th in the nat ional-  terr i torv

shal l  be used rests wi th the stat ,e as orqanizat ion wi th in the country,

def in inq the nat- ional  i  nterests ancJ how nature can be used not "an sich' j  but

" f , r i  r  mich /uns" .  This al ,so carr ies over to the relat i  on to nat,ure out-

s ide the conf ines of  the nat ion-state,  wi th nature seen as something

over which states may quarrel  and event ia l ly  f ight ;  nature herseff

being conceived r : f  as having no views on the matter.  Mi l i tarv de-

L7struct ive insulLs to nature are hiqhly concrete manifestat ions.

Count ert  r  en d ass ump t  i  o ns

Since states const i tute only one set among al l  t -he actors in wor ld

spacer dod since the ul t imate actor is seen as man himsel f '  counter-

t rend thinking wi l l  be quided by _man-in-natuLq ideas. Nature wi l l  be

seen more in i ts own terms, "an sichl 'and ecoloqical  bal-ance emerges

as a major wor ld order value. An important concomitant of  th is

thinking would be the idea of  nature as a common - ! reJ" i taqe of  mankinj l ]B

not exclusiveJ,y belonging Lo a state or t .he people res. id ing on i t .

i r lature is to be used

nat jonal  interesis.

for  human and world interests rather than for

i '  lhere is f ioht ina to hre c lone then with

nature raLher than aqainst  natrrro.  for  instance usir ,q { ' r rests for  h id inq. Mainstream

thinking would tend to bui ld on a host i le at t i tude to forests as the dark abodes of

Evi l ,  have that at t i tude amply conf i rmed by the successf lu l  operat ion of  forest-based

guerr i l las,  and tend to see civ i l izat ion as desylvanizat ion (defores tat ion) whereas

countertrend thinkinq would be concerned with reforestat ion,  and how to reverse the

desert i f icat ion t rend "  l9



V. ACTOR-ACTOR

Mai,nst  ream assumpt i .  r :n

The basic enphasis in ocnidental  cosrTloloqy in qenera 1 wi l  I  be on

indiv idual ism and vert ical ism in the set of  actnrs, AcLors are

seen as carr iers nf  mnt. ivat inns and oapabi l i t ies,  and as basical1y

20
act inq in their  own interesLs. Ihe st .at-e of  nature for  a set  of

2r zzactors.  hence. is anar:ehy ,  The al  ter 'nat- ive to anarchy is hierarchy.

where vert ical ism comes in as a regr-rJ,at inq pr inciple over indiv id-

ual ism. In a sVstem of states these two i .deas translate into st .ate
a7

sovereiqnt.y wi th stat-es act- inq in their  nat- ional  sel f* interest ,"

- \ tat"e-over-stat-e 
conf I icL/r- 'ompet- i t - ion is not only what is tn be ex-

pect-ed as t ,he normal and natura I  stat .e of  af fa i rs"  but-  a lso the

best one can hope for prenisely qiven t-hat-  th is is norrnal  and naLural .

24
Global  dar:winism ,  wi th the survival  of  t .he f i t test .

wi l l  by t"he l -aw of  select ion l .ead trr  the emergence of  super-pDWersf

doomed fo be in cr . rnf l ic t  wi t -h eaeh other s imply because t-hey are the

biggest!"  The fate of  the wor ld wi l l  then hinge on their  atr i l i t -y to

accommodaLe to each other;  i t -  is  f rom t .hem that most problems and also

most solut ions wi  11 have t-o 
"o*u1'  

-The weak wi l  l  d isappear Llnless

they are protect-ed. Foreiqn pol i  cy decis ion-makinq should be - in

the hands of  t .he el i t -es who f  u11y comprehend mainstream pr incipl"es,

not"  ot .hers---a reason whv t"hese issues are not.  sui table fnr  democrat ic

decis ion-making because penpIe in qeneral  are not capab le of  under-

st .anding the intr icaeies of  t .he syst-em and miqht be confused by foggy

not ions of  sol idar i ty (col lect iv ism) and equi ty (hor izontal ism)" The

only af ternat ive to anarehy, which makes US exercise of l  v io lence look

normaf, /natural  is  h ierarchy, which makes US violence i -ook necessary,  even legi t imate.
27
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Countertrend assumptinns

Where mainstream stands for vert ical ism and indiv idual ism and stat . ism

the countertrends wi l l  tend to pick up hor izontal ism and interpret

i t  as sel f - ref iance both in t .he sense of  re ly ing on own resources

( independence) and on equi table exchange ( interdependence),  and shun

2P,
dependency relat ionsl"  This wi l l  then be done within a set t ing of

act ,or  d iversi ty.  State sovereiqnt,y is seen as l imi ted and l imi table

to non-aggressive acf" ion,  and normal state-st .ate relat ions are seen

in terms of ,  cooperat ion and mr: tual-  a id.  I t  is  Kropotkin rather than

Darwin to put i t  that  wav; inter l inkaqes and t- ies and numerous actrrrs

of  very di f ferent k inds,rather than a focus on super-powers.  There is

a st , rong convict ion that Lhe weak amonq these actors wl l l  d isappear precisely

i f  they are "protected".  And denis ion*making, both inside act-ors and

among actors,  is  seen as val id and useful  only i f  i t  is  democrat ic

and f  u l ly  part ic ipatory,  and wit-h a wor ld pol icy rather than " fnreign

pol icy" focus. Cr:untertrend thinki .ng wi  l  l  tend to have a dim view of

the el i tes carry ing mainstream f  igr ; res of  thor-rghL in their  mindq and

wi l l  prefer tn balance them or even overr ide them with broader sources

of legi t imacy. Non-state actors are to play a major role;  how is 1u== 
" l -u"" .29

But t .here is also another corJnt,ert - rend that picks up a reversal  of

t -he Good/Evi l  d istr ibut ion and also sees the "normal"  wor ld as a hierarchy,

presrrmably wi th the ot .her super-power at  the apex of  t "he pyramid" This

countertrend is equal1y based on occidenLal  cosmology in expansion, and

di f fers mainly on this part ictr lar  po- int ,  Non-state actors are aqain

relegat.ed to a \ /ety per ipheral  ro le,  except-  as i  nterqovernmental  act-ors.

Leninist  analysis of  the role of  a strong state based on marxist  c lass analysis would

be located here in i ts ambigui ty:  countertrend, yet  wi th in dominant cosmology.
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VI.  ACTOR-TRANSACTOR

Mainstream assumpLirrns

Peace is the overr id ing value, but not at  any cost:  i t  has to be

understood as the t r iumph of  Good over fv i  I .  Given what has been

said about the corrstruct inn of  wor '1d space, histor ical  t ime, refa-

t ions to nature and relat ions amonq actors abnvei  under ly ing main-

stream peace conceptswi l l  a lways be the idea that the super-power

or super-syst .enr of  which the mainst tearn th inker is a part  wi l l

u l t imately prevai l  and impose i t -s peace on the wor ld.  Today thi  s l -eads

to concepts of  pax americana and,pax.soviet ica,depending Dn t-he author,

BLrt  there is afso the possibi l i ty  of  p€r_q.g-. fu1

co9-U-S-L-SI- ! -g-rentertained by mainstream thinkers in ei t -her camp, hedged

around by a perf 'ect .1y f  unct ioning balance of  power,  i f  not  in the f  orm

nf bal-ance of  t .error.  Thus mainst-ream thouqht would tend towards

power monopoly or power duopoly as v iable soluLions t .o the peace

prclblem,inei ther case seeing the super-powers as t -he source of  the

in
snlut ions.-"  Within t -h is f  ramewr:rk of  th inking summit  meet ings br ing-

ing the two feaders of  the two super-powers toqether at ta in somet-hing

close to theologinal  s igni f icance with the "personal  chemistry" be-

tween those t-wo persons at . ta in inq the character of  Pr ime Mover "  The

super-powers are then seen as carr iers of  somet"hing close to ul t imate

truth fa lsehood, in the present s i tuat . ion l iberal ism/conservat ism/capi ta l ism

on the one hand and marxismlsocial ism on the other.  This Truth is then,

in t -u l -n,  seen as compat- ib le wi th t rue nat ional .  human and nature interests.

In another version the focus would be less on the cl rganizat ion

of the economy and more on t .he c l rganizat . ion of  the pcr l i ty ,  posi t ing
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against  each other democracy arrd mult i  -party sysLems cnnt-ending for

power in f  ree elect . ions on the one hand, and "democrat" ic central ism"

within s ingle part ,y systems exercis ing power wi thout-  the range of

choice given in t ru ly f ree elect" ions--except.r  porhaps, wi th in the party

But the resul t  is  the same: power monopoly or power duopoly.

Countertrend assumptions

Iountertrend wou]d share the concern wi th peace as the rr l t imat-e va]ue,

in a sense as a secular srrbst i tute f lor  God, but wi th a di f  ferent

phi losophy as to Good versus Evi l .  The phi losophy of  peace t-ypicaJ-

af  countertrend t .h inkinq might be based on diversi t .y and symbiosis

between these numerous and diverse ar: to"11t Saat-es wi l -1 have to be-

come qood world c i l izens, and t"he same appl ies t"o non-stales.  The

product ion of  norms f  or  9 ood world c i t - izenshi .p wi l l  have to cont inue

unabated, wi th the predi  ctab le consequence that"  sLtper-powers and

others wi th aqgressive inr l inat ions,  seeing themselves as cho.sen to

i?
impnse their  code on the t-otal  system, w' i  l1 chal lenge Lhe rrr les,---

break t-hem, wi thdraw f  rom 
- jur iscJict lonl3 

CounLertrend thinklng miqht

then emphasize broadeninq ci  rc les of  worfd democracy as a basis fnr

a wor l rJ cenLra I  arr thcrr i t  ,  .34 tn t -h is quest f  or  g lobal ism the br,r i ld inq

blocs wi l l  be non-aggressive stat-es fuho wit l  have to play down their

nat ional  interest  in iavor of  wor ld interest-) ,  local  communit ies

and orqanizat ions.  But underpinning i t  a l l ,  as the basic source of

Iegi t imacy would be human interest  and nature interest ,  interpreted

as basic human needs and ecr: loqical .  balance respect ively.  Ihe con*

struct ion of  social  systems and world systems woul"d der ive their

legi t imacy from the capaci ty to sat isfy basic human needs in a sustain-

able process of  "eco-devel  npment- ,"  rat-her than as the embodiment of  a

Truth propagated, by a strong power,  on the wor ld.
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What has been said so far  under these f ive headings, wi th two

sub-headings for each point .  is  an ef  for t  to portray the system as

construeted by mainstream and countertrend respect ively.  The basic

assumption is that  under ly ing these construct ions are cosmologies,

broad, unstated assumpt. ions about real i ty,  wi th the occidental

eosmology in the expansion mode under ly ing mainstream construct ion

and the occidental  cosmology in contract ion mode (and in addi t ion Lo

that non-occidental  cosmologiesr l  under ly ing countertrend thinking. I  have also
l isted as countertrend the marxist /Soviet  inrage mirror inq l iberal /US thought.
What then ernerges under the headings of  mainstream and countei t rend

assumptions above could r ight ly be referred to as i  deorqgy, As

opposed to cosmology i t  is  more speci f ic ,  and expl ic i t ,  out  in the

open f  or  debate so to speak, br: t  c lear ly relat-er]  t -o more basic meLaphors,
assumptions, bel iefs.

But.  the concern here is not so much with wor ld system ideology

as with the epistemology within which that ideology emerges as a

consequence. In other words,  not only the l inkage between unstatec

assumptions and expl ic i t  conclusions, but also the rules for  arr iv inq

at th is l inkage, the basic rul ,es for  the conduct of  inquiry, tn

other words research. Much of  th is is impl ic i t  in what has been said

above; what wi l l  now be done is an ef for t  to c lar i fy the l inkaqes furt-her.

More part icular ly,  what-  I  shal l  at tempt-  to show is that-  g iven r :er ta in

epistemoloqicaJ pr. inciples mainstream inLernaLional  re lat ions t .heory

almost has to become as indicated. In other words,  those construct ing

that theory,  in the name of rat ional i ty,  are merely reading a code not
of  their  own making into real i tyr  expl icat ing that code to themselves

and others.  But th is aLso appl ies to the countertrends only that  here

there is more var i -at ion;  based on dominant occidental ,  recessive

occidental  and non-oceidental  cosmoloqies.
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3.  Mainstream vs.  Countertrend in Internat ional  Relat ions Research:

Knowl edqe/Epi  stemo loqy

In the universe of  quests for  knowledge there is not only one

but several  epistemologies.  Choices have to be made and Lhese

choices are-- that  is our assumption-- to a large extent bui l t  into

the general  cosmology of  the c iv i l izat iorq or the sub-civ iTizat ions,

the cul tures.  0f  an epistemology one might demand the fol lowing:

there should be a def in i t ion of  what k inds of  th ings in the

uni-verse are worth looking at  (  tne uni ts of  anal_ysis )  ;  what is

worth looking at  wi th in these uni ts ( the var iables of  analysis) ;  and

f i6p one in generaJ qoes about solv ing what coul-d be cal Ied Lwo

basic problems of  knowledge: the lg: t -problem (descr iLt ion) and the

why-probLem (explanat ion).  Put di f ferent ly- '  what is qeneral ly ac-

cepted as val id data and as val id theory? to th is could t .hen be

added a th i rd quest ion:  what is accepted as val id value?

This gives us three major categor ies for  the descr ipt ion of

epistemologies:  uniLs of  analysis,  var iables of  analysis and

paradigms f lor  anal-ysis.  The lat ter  is  more basict  so th is is where

we start .
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I .  PARADIGMS FOR ANALYSIS

Mainstream assumptions

The basic mainstream assumptions are the basi .c assumptions concerning

the const i  tut ion of  knowledge in occidental"  cosmology in qeneral  :

-?tgl l r lgm, .d_l{g!_t l l - i_g_[,  and -e_rnpir ic ism. That which is to be known is to

be subdiv ided into separat-e,  detachab"le uni ts (at .omism, f raqment-at ion).  The

descr ipt ion of  them is to be in terms of  separable dimensions or

var iables (segmentat ion).  Whereas the number of  uni ts can be verv

1arge, unl imited, the number of  var iables should be kept relat ively sma1l;

but the opposi te prof i le is also possible (  nomothet ic vs ideographic
7f

approach"= )  .  "

I t  is  a lso ent i re ly legi t imate to l imi t  onesel f  to var iables

def ined within a part icular universe of  d iscourse ca1led a discipl- ine

(p"y at tent ion to the double meaning of  th is word!) ,  in easu the

discinl ine of  internat ional  re lat ions ( lq) .  Pro posi t ions are then

establ ished relat ing the var iables and these proposi t ions are l inked

together in verbal  construct ions using natural"  and/or art i f ic ia l

languages ( for  instance mathematics )  ,  connect ing the proposi t ions in

deduct ive chains ( tneory-bLr i ld inq).  This enLerpr ise is supposed to

be "empir ic ist" ,  meaninq that a norrespondence between data and

theory is the goal  of  the exercise (a11 proposi t ions deducted from

the theory should be empir ical  1y ver i f ied;  a l1 proposi t . ions already

ver i f ied should be deduct ib le) .  The enterpr ise is "value-free":  i t

is  about what l t ,  not  about.  what mighL be desirable cr  rFnrcf tahl  e

lJnder ly ing the exercise is the assumption

that proposi t ions may be true or f  a lse!  and that deduct ions may be

val id or inval id:  there is no thi rd al ternat ive ( ter t ium non datur) .
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Moreover,  a proposi t ion cannot be both t rue and faIse,  nor can a

deduct ion be both val id and inval id ( the l -aw of  contradict ion,  or

rather of  non*contradict ion).  This gives a sharp dual ism in the

universe between that which is and that which is not.  Real i tv is

seen as essent ia l ly  stable and the goal  is  to arr ive at  stable,  unambiquous

theor ies able to ref lect  that  essent ia l ty stable rea. l , i ty ,36

Countertrend assumptions

Again,  lhe choice has been made in the eosmology i tsef f :  knowledge

has to refer to total  ent i t ies in a comprehensive manner meaning that

real i ty should not be subdiv ided into separate uni ts,  and descr ip-

t ions shoul-d ei ther be in terms of  a very large number of  var iables

or in terms of  extremely r ich character izat ions.  Fraqmentat ion of

uni ts and segmentat ion of  descr ipt ions are to be avoided. The approach

should be globa1 and whol ist lc.

0n the other hando these larqe ent i t ies such as "societyrror

"wor ld" are noL without inner l i fe.  There is inner tension

between what is metaphor ical-1y referred to as ' t lorcest ' ,  There is

waxing and waning, in othet words dialect ics.  The answer to the

quest ion UU? is not "because what I  just  said can be deduced from

more basic/general  proposiLions" but "beeause of  the working of  the

dialect ic in the ent i ty."  Since human beings are a part  of  th is

dialect ic they may inFluence the dialect ic through their  conscious-

ness,which is why val"ues enter-al thouqh not wi thout l imi tat ions.  To

state what is desirable and regret table and evaluate real i ty f rom

those angles is completely legi t imate scient i f ical ly '  as is afso to

project  a potent iaf  real i ty more in conformity wi th what is desirable
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and less wi th what is regret table (  a l though dial"ecLics wi l l  inform

us that total  pur i ty of  Good or tv i t  is  meaninqless).  Rather than

being "value-free" the scient i f ic  enterpr ise shou. ld be "vaIue-expI ic i t " .

The contradictory nature of  empir ical  real i ty should be ful ]y real ized

al though i t  may be unclear whether that  a lso presupposes a contra-

dictory languaqe in order tn ref lect  contradictory real i ty.  At  any

rate,  real i ty is y in/yanq rather than dual ist  and for that  reason

essent ia l ly  unstable,  even transcending i tsel f  into new ent i t ies the

dialect ical  Iaws of  which are unknown (naa thev been known we would

already have been t .here).

At.  t -h is point  peace research t-akes of f .  not"  only wi th an expl i r : i t

value-or ientat . ion in favor of  peace! but afso as an ef for t  to counter-

cn* |ho Froa-entat ion of  the uni ts and the segmentat ion of  the

var iables.  Uni ts are t ied together in more global  perspect ives,  which

in IR research means a Dreference for wor ld (order)  studies

to comparat ive intra-state analysis and inter-state relat ional  analysis.

Var iables are t ied together in more whol ist . ic  images, which in IR

research would mean a prelerence for ef for ts to see conf igurat ions

of structures and processes, not merely one, two or three var lables,  a1I

baken from the same social  science discipl ine.



1B

I I .  UNITS OF ANALYSIS

Mainstream assumptions

Mainstream thought descr ib ing the wor ld system wi l l  Look for uni ts

of  analysis and not have much di f f icul ty f inding them: they wi l l

have to be actors.  From the point  of  v iew of  IR research t .he most

obvious actors would be states at  the interstate level ,  and potent nat ional

decis ion-makers at  the intrastale leve1, which then yields an agenda

for internat ional  refaLion studies.  The vocabulary for  analysis woul-d be such

dichotomies as good vs.  evi l - ,  strong vs.  weak and act ive vs.  passive,

wi th a part icular fas 'c inat ion for  the strong, evi l  and passive actor

that may become act ive,  Mot ivat ion and capabi l i ty ,  in other words.

Actors are seen as crystal l  ized, eQUippud with mot ivat ion (good

vs. evi l )  and capahi l i ty  (strong vs,  weak).  The world then has to

be constructed as an interstate system with decis ions carr ied by

indiv idual  actors,  at  1east.  Decis ion-making is seen as taking place

within an expl ic i t  language of  d iscourse simi lar  to that  enjoyed by

the mainstream thinker,  making decis ion*makj .nq rat ional- ,  using cost-

37
benef iL anal-ysis as a major conceptual  tool"  In doing so the focus

wi l l  nat .ural" ly be on the most important actors and decis ion-makers,

in other words on super-people wi th in super-powers,

Countertrend assumptions

For a countertrend the choice is not unambiguous excepL in the

sense that bv def in i t ion i t  has to be di f ferent f rom the mainsLream
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choice' I f  the uni t  of l  analysis has to be an ent i ty,  then one possibi l i ty

is to focus on structures,  thus making the anal-ysis structure-

or iented rather than aetor-or iented. Where mainstream thinking wi l l

focus on states in the wor ld spaee and foreign pol i .cy decis ion-makerq

in the social  space, countertrend analysis might also focus on world

space and social  space, but then discuss wor ld S_t=gpeLursl .  and

soci-al-  . ,stJuc-turq.  The vocabulary for r  d iscussion of  structures
JR

might be in terms of  how exptoi tat ivdiney are (enr iching parts of l

the structure at  the expense of  impover ishing other parts or keeping

them at the same tevel) ,  and how that vert ical i ty of  the structure is

maintained by impeding consciousness-format ion through the top dog pene-

i rat ion of  the consciousness of  the under dog or seqmentat ion of  h is lher

vis ions of  real i tyf  and by impedinq organizat ion /nobi l izat iop f rom the bop

through fragmentat ion of  unclerdogs away from each other,  or  marginal , iza-

! ion of '  them from the center of  soni  rLy.39 Social  structural ism, not indiv iduaf.

However,  countertrend thinking also has o ' ther possibi l i t ies.

Real i ty does not only consist  of  wor ld space and social-  space, there

is al-so ( inner)  human space and nature space, The more whol ist ic and

global  or ientat ion typical  of  countertrend anal-ysis might focus more on

human space (  " the psychology cl f  internat ional  re. lat ions ")  and nature

sPace (  " the ecology of  internat ional  re lat ions" )  .  Where mainstream

anal"ysis no doubt wi l l  explore the " l inkage" between social-  space

and world space, part icular ly in the form of foreign pol icy decis ion-

makin+ countertrend analysis wi l t  extend analysis to human space and

nature space and in addi t i r :n take in cuf tural  space to see what codes

hidden in curture may be direct ing what happens in other sp"""" .40
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However,  oLher cnuntertrend analysts might focus more cln actors;

and provide a t ransi t ion bet.ween a purely structure--or iented and a

purely act .or  -or iented perspect ive by analysinq actors in statu

lascendi ,  as they are being born.  The key factors in that  type of

analysis would be the process of  consciousness - format ion and organ*

izaLionlmobi l izat ion as condi t ions for  the struggte Lo be born as

actors,  wi th recognized mot ivat ion and capabi l i ty ,  not  only .  seen

as "part ies" in hiqhlv vert ical  strr . r r : : t , r r res"

Essent ia l lv  th is would mean that to the countertrender t .he

world is ul t imately an int .er-people system, and decis ions are

ul t imately carr ied by people,  only some of them being el i tes.  More-

over,  a focus on human space would cal l  to the at tent ion the

41
possibi l i t fes of  i r rat- ional-  decis ion-making, through distorted

t t? L3
cogni t ion-I-percept ion) o distorted emot ions--(mental  d isorders) and directed

44
Dv hidden codes in cosmology ancl  ideology, personal i ty and nat ional-

i ty.  Considerable doubt would be thrown on the cost-benef i t

analysis paradigm, point inq,  f  or  instance, to f  he role of  absol .ut"e

fai th as a basic oonst i tuent in human ident i ty,  permit t inq no

barqa j -n.  Thus, the f  r :cus woul  d be more on peopl .e 's dreams and images

t-han on expl ic i t  statements by super-people in super-powers "

In a sense,mainstream analysis remains fa i thful  to the old ideal

of  esLabl ishing IR as a di .scipl ing,  d iscipl in inS themselves wit -h an
/r5

0ccam r^zor*, t  f  ocussing on t"he wor l r l  as an int-er-st-at .e system.

CounterLrend t-hinkers are t"ry ing 1-o l ive up to anot.her ideaI,  t -hat  nf

general  analysis;  general ized social  science (social  svstem) analvsis.
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I I  ]  .  VARIABLES OF ANALYSIS

Maj.nstream assumptions

Mainstream thinking wouLd see t .he wor ld as an interstate system,

and the relat ional  component in the system in terms of  pp1^re!*  _rqlal
ha.

t igps. .  Power,  in turn,  would be seen as powet-over-othersl"as

the capaci ty to make others do what one wants them to do, even to

the point  that .  mainstream thought.  wi l l  neglect  other ways of  look-

ing at  power.  Power can then be convenient ly div ided into four

types: mi l i tary,  economic,  cul tural-  and pol i t ical ,  the ]at ter

being conceived of  as the power to make decis ions as to what.  types

of power (or mix of  the three types) is to be used.

l" la instream thinking may perhaps be div ided intcr  t -hree schools:

reaf ists focusing on mi l j - tary power ol  force, ,  assuming that th is is

what the interstate svstem is about when one cuts down to the bone.

to t . f ie Realpol i t ik  I  marxists f  ocusing on economic poweg especial ly

Lhat which der ives f , rom ownership over means of  product iory and

l iberafs who might-  a lso focus on economic power but more on how

comDeti t ive advantaoes can be used to the advantace of  those whs have them

Liberafs miqht

ever,  and woul-d tend to see

be int  erested in cul tural  power,  how-

west-eln cufture as wor ld

cul ture (and western history as wor ld history,  unj-versal iz ing west-ern

sot-- ia1 history as "modernizat ion")  and al-so on pol i t i -ca1 inst i tu-

t ion-bui ld ing in the form of democrat ic inst i tut ions,  presumably

able to control  the bureaucrat ic-corporate- intel l igentsia complexes*

With th is broad range they are,  of  course, the best prospects for  countertrends.

I  f  the tendency to focus on super-people in super-powers
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is  combined with focus on mi l i tary power '  then mainstream analysis

may almost reduce to an analysis of  nuclear power decis ion-making,

at  present in two, perhaps f ive or somewhat more countr ies in the

wor1d. A substant ia l  port ion of  mainst . ream work wi l l  be in th is category

not as a del iberate choice,  but as an expression of  the inner code.

Countertrend assumptions

The basic di f ference l ies in another conceptual izat ion of  power,  as

power-over-sel f .  For mi l i tary power to work there has to be f lear;

the ant idote is fear lessness. For economic power to work there has to

be dependency i  the ant idote is se1f,-suf f ic iency.  And for cul turaf

power to work al ienat- ion is a condi t ion and the ant idote is ident i ty"

The combinat ion of  fear lessness, sel f -suf f ic iency and ident- i ty adds
41

up to sel  r - re l iance and patterns of  non-violence, meaning a power-

over--onesel f  so stronq that the only way of  qet t ing a handle on

such people is throuqh total  destruct ion.

Hence, rat-her than f  ocus on mi l i tary power alone r :ountertrend

analysis wi l l  focus on al l  forms of '  pnwer.  Rather than analyzinq

comparat ive advantages in terms of l  product ion factors countertrend

analysis wi l I  focus on potent ia ls for  sel f  - re l iance ( includinq

autarky or sef f -sr : f f ic iency in the product ion for  human needs, in

order to avoid dependence)" And, far  f rom accept- ing western cul ture

as world cul ture the focus wourld be on how digni ty and ident- i ty can

evolve thror-rgh the growth of  other cul tures. Pol i t inal  decis ion-

making power is assumed to der ive f rom some basic pattern of  consent

in the people.  I f  that  consent is wi thdrawn decis ion-making power can

no lonqer be exerci .sed--and that is the basic formula under ly ing the
IrB

countertrend fascinat ion wi th c iv i l  d isobedience or"peop1" pow". ' l '
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Mainstream vs.  Cor:nterLrend: A Summary

In the next two paqes the reader wi l l  f ind a summary of  what

has been said in sect i -ons 2 and 3 respect ively,  one page for

each. Most of  the points made in the text  are incorporated in the

summaries,  but  perhaps in a too condensed formu. lat ion.  Some points

can now be made, having put the cards on the tab1e, so to speak.

First ,  the two smal l  words separat ing 14ainstream ancj  Counter-

t rend on top of  the summaries,  or  and and, are important.  0f  eourse,

the social  funct ion,  intended ol  not ,  of ,  mainstream IR thinking is

to legi t imize the t ransf ormat- ion of  cosmoloqy in th is f ie ld to expl ic i t

ideoloqy, wi th in the scient i f ic  enterpr ise;  just  as the social  funct ion

of countertrend research in th is l ie ld is to do the opposi te,  legi t -

in ize counter- ideoloqy more or less consciously anchored in deeper

assumptions, ei ther in al ternat ive occidental  cosmologyr or non-

occidenta 1 cosmoloqy, or both.  In short ,  the basic tenor of  th is

paper is a dim view of  the "pure tat ional i ty"  of  the scient i f ic

enterpr iseo assuminq that researchers in general ,  ancl  researchers in

such a tor"rchy f ie ld as internat. ional  pol i t ics in part icular,  l ike

everybody el .se.  are dr iven by hidden codes. To -b_e_*eqj lg l ! t_U_q_-_I-g. :01_g.,

pr_,qqUp_p_o_q.eq. a hiqh lqvef_*o-f_ awareness of-  ! f 'g9_sl : Ikags:. ,  of ten much

better seen in, t l - r -e wr i t ten or oral  prodLrct . ion l rom "the other s ide"

than in oneserf  .4tr"ol ic i tness rather than a myst ical ,  undef ined

, ,object . iv i ty, ,wo., , ]_o.* ; ; ' ; ;?d- ' -"u";

quest ion (" is that  rea1ly so?",  "what makes me think that  th is is

the case?"),  a lways beinq wi l l ing to probe one revel  deeper.  Easi ly

said,  d i f f icul t  to achieve, rarely done.
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OCCIDENTAL COSMOLOGY AND MAINSTRTAM VS. COUNTERTREND

IN US INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS STUDIES

2l)

Ca tegor ies MAINSTREAM I
A

F
Fo

C0UNTERTRET\DS

SPACE

Construct ion of the state systems:

Occident as Power Center;
A focus on Evi l  outside the Center

. in heret ic occident and/or Periphery
US with " Ieadirg role" l  Chosen People

Alternat ive world systems (nomadic, etc.)
le,  Far East)

power potent ial  of  non-Occident
No focus on Evi l ,  or Evi l  in the Center,
heret ic 0ccident and/or Periphery are Good
US to Play normal role;  l ike al l  others

TIME

Idea oF Prooress:
Crisis-catharsis-apocalypse

Crystal l ization of the state system
Good overcorning Evil through system

superiorityi deterrence
Balance through retal iatory deterrence
Crystal l ization ofa balance of power

sort ing system; al l iances
Low entropy, separat ion

Osci l lat ino Time/Idea of Progress:
Cris is and catharsis,  but too much
emphasis on apocalypse seen as fascist
Crystal l izat ion of al ternat ive systems
Good penetrat ing Evi l ,  mixing, osei l lat ion

Broader power concepts; defensive deterrence
Crystal l izat ion of balance of exchange systeml

High entropy, mixing

ACTOR
NATURE

Emphasis on:
STATE-over-NATURE
Nature t'Ftir mich,/uns"; Interest

Mil i tary insults to Nature

Emphasis on:
MAN-in-NATURE; common heri tage
Nature t tan sicH'!  eco-balance

Defense compatible with Nature

ACTOR-
ACTOR

Emphasis on:
Vert ical ism,/individualism, statism
State sovereignty; national self-

interest
STATE-over-STATE conf l ict l  competit ion
Global darwinism; super-powers
Weak wil l  disappear unless protected
E.I i t istforeign policy decision-making

Emphasis oni
Horizontal ism=self-rel iance; actor diversi ty
Limited state sovereignty, non-aggressiveness

STATE-STATE cooperat ion, mutual aid
Inter- l inkages; t ies;  numerous actors
Weak wi l l  d isappear i f  "protected"
Democrat ic world pol icy decision-making

ACTOR-
TRANS_
ACTOR

Emphasis on:
PEACE: tr iurnph of l  Good over Evi l
pax americana; pax soviet ica
peaceful  co-existence
super-powers as source of  solut ions
sunrni t  meet ings as ul t imate author i ty
super-powers as carr iers of  t ruth,
compat ib le wi th t rue
nat ional ,  human and nature interests

Emphasis on:
PEACE: diversi ty and symbiosis
States a on-aggressive
Non-states as good world c i t izens, l inking st i
Broadening circ les oF world democracy
World Central  Author i ty
Global ism cum LocaLism
Downplaying nat ional  interest ;  wor ld interest
Human interest  & nature interest  as basic:

survival ,  wel l -being, ident i ty and free-
dom: eco-balance

soci i l 'and woi ld soace to serve human/naturest

Lei



L)TABLE I I

OCCIDINTAL EPISTEMOLOGY AND MAINSTREAM V5. COUNTTRTREND
IN US INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS STUDIES

)a tegorq MAINSTREAM 9
a

COUNTER TRENDr
a

I . Paradiqms for analysis:

atomist ic i  f ragmented, segmented
deduct ive

r icism-"vaIue-free"
non-daturfter

Paradiqms for analysis:

whol ist ic.  q lobal
dialect ic
crtEEIFni & constructivism
iE-IlF?i. I lffiGd i c t i o n s
yin-yanq, unstable, t ranscending

I I Uni ts of  analysis:

Actors (states) fqood-evi l
J strong-weak

Actors (dec. makers) lrct ive-passive

Crystal l ized actors:
motivation & capabil i ty

World as Inter-State System
Decisions carried by Eli tes

--rational decision-making

--cost-benef i t  analysis

Focus on Super-Powers;  Super-People

Units oF analysis:

r
Structure (cul tural)  |  exploi tat ive

I
Structure (world) { Runutration

I segmentation

Structure (social) I  f""gt"ntation

I  
marOinal izat ion

Structure (human)
Structure (nature)
Actors in statu nascendi:
conscioffion
i;;;;;;; --- -il;B;ii;;ti;-i "t r uss, e

World as Inter-People System
Decisions carr ied ul t imately by People

- - i r rar io n^,<oi :n i l3:  :# l i : i : ' "
\ - f r idden codes (cosmology)

--absolute fa i ths

Focus on Peoplets Dreams; Images

I i I . Var iables of  analvsis:

Power-over-others

Mi l i tary:  Realpol i t ik
Economic:  ownership of  means of  product io

comparat ive advantages
Cultural :  Western cul ture as wor ld eul tur
Pol i t ical :  Inst i tut ion-bui ld ino

Variables of  analysis:

powe r_over _se 1f_<__..'-e 
rf -re riance____. 

non_vro r ence
al, l  forms of power
sel f - re l iance; autarky

digni ty,  ident i ty,  other cul tures
withdrawal of  consent,  c iv i l  d isobedience

t 'People Powert '
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However,  th is does noL answer the quest ion of  which perspect ive,

mainstream g count.ertrend, corresponds better to real i ty.  0ne answer

might be: maybe mainstream corresponds better to empir ical  real i ty,  bgi lg1

todayi  count.ertrend to potent ia l  real i ty,  ber,-ominq. The quest, ion is which

real iLy is more real  to Lhe person who asks the quest ion.  But I  would

draw from this very tentat ive formulat ion one simple concfusion: the

solut ion of  the mainstream-countertrend ant inomy does not l ie in

choosinq one or the other,  i t  is  not  a quest ion of  e i ther-or,  but

possibly of  br : th-and. They are both pr isms through which real i ty may

be comprehended, wi th some, but not unl- imited dissolut ion power.

The point  can be made that mainstream thinking is more crystal-

I ized, plays on a more narrow band. whereas countertrend thinkinq

sprawls out in many di f ferent direct . ions as mainstream thinking can

be neqated by neqat ing any one poj-nt  in i ts assumptions (and they are

many, look at  the two sheets summariz ing the argument )  .  To take one

example:  mainstream thinking tends to see hierarchy as the only

al ternat. ive to anarchy, and to take a dim view of  anarchy. In inter-

st-ate economic r :e1a t ions th is broad perspect ive would lead to a high

leve1 of  acceptance of  economic dependency refat ions,  for  instance as

legi t - imized under the ideology of  comparat ive advantages. ClearJ-y,

the negat ion of  dependency can be explored in Lwo direct ions:  as

independence (  sel f -suf f ic iency,  autarky )  and as interdependence

(mutr-ra1 benef i t ,  equi ty )  .  A typical  countertrend f  avor i te in economic

relat ions,  sef f ' - re l iance, picks up both at  the same t ime, and in so

doing in a sense represents a th i rd neqat ionl l  Ho*ever,  needless to

say, i t  woufd also be possible t .o portray one countertrend as a

narrow band of  insight and then display an array of  mainstream nega-

Lions around i t .



27

The posi t ion taken in th is paper,  the eclect . icboth-and posi t ion,

in a sense leads to the t r iv ia l  concfusion that a department of

pol i t ieal  science in generalr  and internaLional  re lat ions in part icular

should be plural ist ic o present ing al l  v iews, at tempt ing to relate them

to deeper layers of  indiv idual  and col lect ive sub-consciousness. A

fess t r i te conclusion would be that th is plural ism should apply to the

very nucleus of  IR thinkinq and wri t ing,  and to the per iphery-- t ry ing

to eounteract  the present high correlat ion between mainstream thought

in the centet  and countertrend thinking in the per iphery--apart  f rom

the presence of  mainstream thought in per iphery places very eager to

gain center recogni t ion,  But th is co.rrelat ion is not so easi ly

broken down as i t  re l"ates to something much more important than science

as an intel lectual-  enterpr isei  IR as foreign pol icy legi t imat ion.

A second cornment wi l l  then go in the direct ion of  explor ing

somewhat more systemat ical ly what everything said above means in

terms of  the intel lectual  sty les enLertained by mainstream and counter-
52

trend respect ively "  In another context ,  sty le has been discussed in

terms of  four act iv i t ies t"hat"  int .e l lectuals everywhere seem to enqage

in,  paradigm-expl"orat i r :n,  descr ipt ig l lor  data-col lect ion explanat ion

or theory-format ion,  and then commentary on how other intel lectuaLs

carry orJt .  one or more ol  these three act iv i t ies.  In st i l l  another

'Jcontext  th is has been expanded further to include what intel l -ectuals

do noL necessar i  1,y engaqe in,  cr i t ic ism ( relat inq data and value )  ,

construct" iv ism (retat inq theory and value )  I  educat ion (meaning of

people in general ,  social  educat ion o not only universi ty educat ion of

students)1and aet ion (meaning in society in general ,  social  pol i t ics,
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not only universi ty pol i t ics) .  What woufd be the strength and the

weaknesses of  mainstream and countertrend, respect ively along these

eight dimensions?

I th ink i t  can be stated that mainstream thouqht is rather weak

on paradigm-explorat ion,  and in qeneral  wi l l  resist  looking into i ts

own assumptiona try ing to generate and reproduce the myth of  being "object iver"

total lv detached, ploceeding from a basef ine of  tabula rasa, wi th no

assumpticrns what-soever.  0n the other hand they wouf d be very strong

on descr ipt- ion,  both in the form of documentat ion for  more qual i tat ive

analysis and operat ional izat ion as a prelude to more quant i tat ive

analysis.  Mainstream would tend to be very qood at  th is point ,  but

then be much weaker when i t  comes to explanat ion,  to theory-folmat ion.

coul-d imagine two reasore for  th is r  Theor ies have a tendency

to open for v is ions of  potent ia l  real i ty"  whereas data,  by def in i t ion,

st ick to empir ical  real i ty " I f  the under ly ing assumption is that

we l ive in the best of  a l l  possible wor lds,  wi th some except ions here

and there,  now and then, the invi tat ion to engage in extensive and

deep theory-f  ormat ion might-  tend to be re. jected. 0n the other hand,

mainst-ream would certainly be strong on commentarV. Flut  that  main-

st-ream would share wi th any intel lectual  current in any f ie ld:  i f

there is anything intel lecLuals love to do everywhele,  at  a1l  t imes,

t .hen i t  would be precisely to enqage in commentary on other intel lec-

tr-ra1s, issuing cert i f icat-es t -hat would combine t .he descr ipt ive

( label ing;  'hhich school  is  th id ' )wi th cr i t ic ism. In one sense t-he

present paper is also an exernise in that  k ind r : f  act iv i ty.
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When i t  comes Lo cr i t ic ism, construct j -v ism, educat ion and act ion

mainstream thinking would tend to procJaim that these act iv i t ies 1ie

outside the legi t imate scope of  intel lecLual  l i feo and for that  reason

can only be engaged in outside working hours,  as "pr ivate c i t izens".

No doubt.  many mainstream t .h inkers are ext . remely strong in al l  four

f ie lds,  buL"out-s ide working hours ' ,  thus wi thdrawing these four

act iv i t ies f rom the realm of  intel lectual  d iscourse and dialogue in

qeneral .  Their  v iewsmight appear on 0p-Ed pages; their  proposals f ind

their  ways into the corr idors of  power where the basic assumptions are

the same as that of  mainstream thought,  growing out of  the same

cosmological l i  fer t i le soi l ;  they might engage in educat ion of  the masses

havinq mainstream media (press,  broadcast inq,  te levis ion) at  their

disposal ;  and they miqht engage in act ion or in act iv i ty leading up to

act ion,  for  instance as consul tants,  advisors to the CIA and simi lar

aqencies.54

0f course. countert  rencJ thouqhL would have an other prof i le.

They woufd gain much of  t -heir  legi t imacv from paradigm-explorat ion,

more part icular ly by t ry ing to show how mainstream thinkers are the

(more or l -ess unwit t ing) tout-h-pieces of  deeper- ly ing assumpLions, some

of thern found in cosmology and ideology, others in nat ional i ty and

even in personal i t .y.  Countertrend wi l l  be quick to point  out  how these

assumptions vary wi- th space and t ime; whether coLrntertrend

thinkers are equal ly good to explore their  own pararJigms is another

quest ion.  And they miqht also tend to be somewhat weaker than main-

stream thinkers on the purely descr ipt ive task,  tending to jump
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straiqht to cr i t ic ism, seeing data in the stark I iqht  of  stronq

and deeply held values, where shades and nuances in the data miqhL also

tend to disappe€r "  un the other hand, countertrenci  th inkers might also

become very stronq aL t .heory format ion precisely because they woul-d

be interested in theol ies capable of  cover inq more cogni t ive terr i -

tory than empir ical  real i ty alone, and for that  reason push theory

f  orma t ion deeper drrwn or hi-gher up (  or  whatever be the di  rect ion)

in order to get at  var iables held to be constant,  or  wi th in a very

l imited range of  var iaLir :n in currenL empir ical  real i ty,  and capable

of producing one er more pot.ent iaf  real i t ies when qiven a wider

play of  var iat iont5rxample:  a higher Ievef of  -wor1d consciousness

amDnq people in general  and woi:1d pol icy-making el i tes in part icular;

a higher level  of  ecoloqical  threat perceived as a threat to human-

kind as a whole,  would change many relat ions among states,  emphasiz ing wor ld interest .

Leavinq aside the obvious predi lect ion of  any intel lectual  for

i  nt  e 11ec tua 1 comm e nt .a rv Lhe concern of  the countertrent. . i  wi th

cr i t ic isn/construct iv ism is,  of  courser the mainsLay of  counLertrend

thouqhL. Vis ions, images, bl t repr ints.  I  th ink i t  can be said that

the methodoloqy of  construct iv ism has not been developed near ly so

far as the methodology of  empir ic ism, and this is a shorteoming in

count.ertrend approaches--possibly one that can be remedied relat ively

55
easi ly.  But at  th is point  a basic weakness of  countertrend act iv i ty

emerqes: a countertrend thinker may have explored his construct ions

to the point  that  he actual)y l ives wi th his soul  in potent ia l

real i f .y,  a l thoLrqh his body has to remain in empir ical  real i ty,  of ten
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in c- lose vic in i ty of  the bodies of  mainsLream t-hinkers who do not

permit  t .heirselves to f l icker and wander arorrnd in such l -henret inal

constrr-rcts.  The countertrend thinker wi l l  immediately proceed to

educat ion about the empir ical ,  t .he pot-ent ia l  and the way leadinq

from one to the other (as he sees i t ) .  and then trr  act ion-- in other

words engage in strategv "  To him these are leqi t imi te parts of

intel lectr :a l"  act iv iLy,  tn be enqaged in dur inq workinq hours and to

be la id on the anademic t -ablet  so to speak, f  or  inspect i .on,  inter-

subject ive communicaLion and dialoque" In most casese I  asstJme, t .h is

wot- t fd then br inq up the stronq point  of  the counterLrend t-hinker as

pol i t ical  animal;  he wi l l  tend Lo act  in the open, assuminq that-  h is

audience wi l l  be amonq people in general  rather than amonq the

el i tes.  He wi l  l  appeal  t -o counter-el i tes and ant i -e1i t -es,  possibty

reachino nei ther.

Thus, t -he prof i les di f fer ,  and even very much so, They inter-

sect  only at  one point- ,  in the commentary,  Lo a larqe extent on each

other.  But that  commentary is,  of  course, important:  i t  may open

for dialogue'  a l thouqh in general  i t  does not.  And one reason i t  does

noL shoul-d become clear f rom what has been said;  mainstream and

eountertrend are s imply di f ferent.  even very di f ferent"  The di l fer-

ence is nr: t  only in t .erms of  scient i f ic  prodr:ct . ion,  cominq up with

contradicLory images; nor in ideolcrqy which, being expl ic i t - ,  can

be bui l t  into t -he f indings, or at  least  the theor ies- I t  is  located at  the

deeper level  of  t ,he hidden asstJmpt ions as to what is natrrral .  and

norma I ,  in other words cosmologv, Some miqht-  a lso l -ocate di f  f  er-

ences in personal i ty,  in other words in personal  characte.r  st-rur- ' ture
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and in nat ionaf i tv.  in other words in nat ional  character structure,

I  would doubt that .  these di f ferences ate unambiquous, assuming that

much the same kind of  people f rom var iorJs nat inns become intel-

lectuals anyhow, and that they woul-d have more personal i ty t ra i ts in

common than would discr iminate between them. But that  may perhaps

remain as an interesLing, al thouqh hardly very f ru i t fu l ,  theme of

f  ur ther research.

Third,  there are,  of  coLrrse, th.edetermina11ts of  the content of

mainstream thought- ,  and bv impl icat ion of  countertrend thought,  that

are more structural ,  less cu, l - tura1. Let me just  short ly touch on

such determinants,  referr inq to the U. S. internat ional  re laLions

Fie1d.

(1) The larqer the Depart-ment of  pol i t icaf  science, the more

special ized the f ie lds of  study of  any s inqle pol i t ical  scient ist  in

gene13l ,  and internt ional  re lat ionist  in part icular.  In European

universiLies,  not-  to ment ion Third b/or1d universi t ies where there

might be only one professor in the f ie ld that-  s inqle person is

sr-rpposedto cover more or ,1 ess the totaf  arena. SpeciaI izat i r :n makes

i t  very di f f icul t .  to develop a whol ist ic peuspect ive,  makinq t-he

special ist  on internat ionaf organizat ion.c very weak on interna-

t ional  economics and vice versa. This v ice may then be turned into

a vir tue by prais ing what nan be achieved through special i  zat ion

(more detai led knowledge),  not  lament ing what is lost  ( tne abi l i t .y

to see interconnect ions )  .  The deeper t -he special izat ion,  t .he more

segmented the knowledge in the f ie ld.  Deeper aspects of  cul ture and

structure are Lost s ight  of  (e.g.r  t tcosmologyt ' ) .  A segmented knowl-

edge gr id captures di f ferences (" .g.  between US "administrat ionstr)  much
bgtter than simi lar i t ies.  fssence gets lost ,
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(2) What speci  aLizat ion does Lo segmentat ion,  area studies wi l l

do to f ragmentat ion--and "area studies" is a very s igni f i r :ant .  t rend

not onl ,y in U.S" studies of  wor ld pol i t ics.  The qeography of  the

worfd is cut  into pieces, on the assumption that there is a nert ,a in

homogeneity wi th in an heterogenei ty between the "areasrr .  This

assumption may hold t rue for cul ture (part icutar ly rel ig ion and

languages) which t .ends to move s1ow1y, for  much of  the history of '  the

area, and by def in i t ion for  geographical  factors. But i t  r :er ta in-

l .y does not hold t rue for what is internaLional  aborr t  wor ld

pol i t ics which tends to span across areas, part icular ly in the shape

of biS power pol i t ics.  Thus, area studies can become an almost

diabol ic device to impede insight j .n such rather import-ant-  interna-

t ional  struetures as colonial ism, neo-colonial ism, imperiaJism and

inter-€rea cooperat ion and mr-r tual  in l luence of  other types.

I t  becomes di f f icul t  to obtai  n gIobal  knowledqe t-his way, one

factor lesponsible for  the scarci ty of  intel lectual ly potent.  wor ld

imaqes in IR research today A aaaao-,  ronno i  c what could be ca1led

the "yearbook" approach with the wor ld arena div ided into such sectors

as 
t f  The East-west nonf 1icL" r ' rThe Arms race",  "The North-sout.h conf l ic t"

t tThe 
Debt burd*n",rrThB Middl .e-east" , t tThe Third WoTld",  "The Rise of

the Far fast-" ,  wi th no ef , for t to t race the connect ions between these

arenas. The resr: l -L is easi ly.  intel lectual  mediocr i ty,  just  as ex-

cessive general- izat ion leads to intel lectual  poverty.  The low number of
languages (one r  or  two) mastered contr ibutes to th is f ragmentat ion of
the wor ld knowledge. The system breeds area special ists,  not  wor ld
special ists.

(3) Given the power of  mainstream thouqhtr  according to a t rans-

cr ipt- ion of  a famous phrasen " the leadinq paradiqm is the paradigm
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of the leading universi t ies",  there wi l l  be hiqh levefs of  in-breeding

at U.S. universi t ies in spi te of  the wel l -known mnbi l i t .y  of  students

and facul ty ( f rom the place of  undergracJuate t .o the plac-.e of  grad-

uate studyi  f rom the place where t .he Ph,D. was obtained to the place

of the f i rst  job as junior professor;  f rom the place of  junior pro-

fessorship to the place of  senior prof 'essorship given t-hat relat ive-

1y few are promoted at-  t .he same universi ty,  part icular ly i f  i t  is  an

Ivy League universi ty) .  The rotat ion wi l l  LenrJ to keep a number of  factors
constanL, Fotat ing mainstreamers among mainstrearn universi t iesr acr- .ept inq
only t"hose who have pLrbl ished in mainstream journals wi th mai_nstream
editors (not t r :  ment ion mainstream book review edi tors )  .  The f  ormul_a f  or
rat ing US universi t ies in terms of  excel lence wi l l  re inforce mainstream
inbreedinq; making the per iphery more promisinq as a source of
or ig inal i ty.

(4) i f  there is a correlat inn between center-per iphery and main-

stream-countertrend, as would be very leasonable to assume. then

one would,  at  the l -eve"1 of  the universi ty department,  assume counter-

t rend t-o be mcrre deve loped amonq underqraduates than graduates,  more

among students than professDrs,  and more among junior prof lessors than

senior professors.  0ne woul-d also assume a social izat ion process

whereby students gr:adual  lV at ta in more mainstream views and junior

prof  essors do t-he same, More part- inr . r lar  ly  r  prof  ess ing mainstream

al legiance and t"o some ext"ent-  denouncing

thouqht might become a par l -  of  the three import-ant r i t -es de passaqe

in the career of  US intel lecLuals:  graduat ion,  Ph,D" and tenure.  The

number of  t innes I  mysel f  have exper ienced, at  a leadinq U.S. univer-

s i ty,  people saying " I  certainly do not agree with mainstr .eam thought

but would have di f f icr ' l1t ies wi th my junior paperfsenior thesis/P1-r ,0.

proposal  lpn.n.  thesis/ job appl icat ion/promot. ion i f l  I  said th is ton

openly" is amazing. The aeademic f reedom is,  of  course, l imi ted,
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if  not  by overt .  censorship,  at  least  by sel- f -censorship that-  i r r  many

cases may be based on 
r 'p lural ist- in 

ignornn"u'  (a strange term

from social  psychology meaning ignorance about where the pfural i tv

stands: the major i ty may actual ly have countert . rend Ieanings, but

i f  most of  them keep si lent  how is every s inqle one to know?).

(5) The correlat ion ment ionecj  in the precedinq point  becomes,

of  cot l rser even more important when stret-ched outsicJe aca6emia,

into t l .s .  society (or the society of  any big power,  or  any country

cl ient  to a big power,  in general) .  The power cent.er of  that  k ind of

society wi l1 only take inLo cnnf idence people who share basj .c assump

t- ions,  and t"hose assumptions coincide rather wel l  wi th what has been

spel led out-  as mainstream thought abov.. t ' rhere are mat-er ia l  condi-

t ions involved: foundat ion qrants f rom the more prest ig ious founda-

t ions,  qovernmental  and non-governmental ;  posi t ions in the l ime-

l iqht  of  the media (ex cept for  some very few "hostage" oounLer-

Lrenders r  Provided they do not deviate too f"ar f rom the mainstream

paradigm),  posi t ions in the power establ ishment where t .he incent- ive

perhaps miqht.  be more in terms of  power,  prest ige and pr iv i lege than

concrefe salary,  and so on. Wr:r 'k ing for  the "nat ional  interests",

even when mainly lefL undef ined or very poor ly def in*d5,Bpresuppose

some al ignment between indiv idual  i rJeology and col lect ive

cosmology, perhaps afso between personal  characLer and nat ional

character.  Deviat ions wi l l  have to be cut of f ,  l ike sharp edges. on

the way up. The net resul t  is  a preponderance of  mainstreamers the

cfoser one comes to t -he top, anrJ enactment of  the cosmoloqy, ,n impede

by anv count-ert-renrJ t .hr :ught.  The premise is in the conclusion.
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(5) Fina1ly,  there is a point  which perhaps is more obvious

to outsiders than to the inhabi tants of  the t . ln i t -ed States;  the

high level  of  col lecLiv ism of t -he U.S. populat ion,  the intense h/e-

feel ing that may easi ly impede an open debat.e,  part icular ly on such

fundamental  issues as those highl iqhted in anv explorat ion of  d i f fer : -

ences between mainstream and countert . rend thouoht.  To raise

quest ions of  th is t -ype might-  throw some doubts on whether the person

doing so is a qood " team-player" or perhaps simply a t ror :b1e-maker,

whether he is "p"r t  of  the problem, or part  of  the solut ion".  I  am

not th inkinq so much of  t .he points made in the preceding two para-

graphs, t "he impl ic i t  chal lenge to establ ished intel lectual  author i ty

(point  l i  above) and Lo esl--abl ishecl  pol i t ical  author i ty (point  5 above).

The point  here is rather that  there is an impl i r : i t  chal lenqe t-o Lhe

whofe social  body, t .he U.5.  co l  lect iv i  ty.  t -he imperia l  i {e.  Conse-

quent ly,  I  would assr ime basic discussinns t"o be inf  requent ancl  seemingly

inconsequent ia l .  The social  body cannot take them and st i l l  "keep smi l ing".

However,  i f  the present analysis is val id the assumption that such

issues are somehow deci  ded in debat-es between mainstreamers and counter*

trenders is inval id anyhow. These are publ ic displays of  p lural ism, of ten of

a sel f ' -cnngratulat .ory nature (  "1ook at  how t_olerant we are") .  I f ,  main-

stream/countert-rend are essent ia l ly  ways of  expl icat ing di f ferent

cosmoloqies (a) wi th regarrJ t .o their  assumptions about space, t ime,

person-natt l re,  person-person and persrrn-transperson aspects of  real i ty and

(b) wi th reqarcl  t -o epistemcrlogv, how to get-  val id knowledge abr:ut  (a) ,

then mainst-rean/countertrend are too epiphenomenal.  The issues are

decided when the cosmnloqy is enacted, not when i t  is  ref  lected upon--

not denying that there may be a t . iny causal  f l icker in the opposiLe direct ion.

Dialogues, to be eonsequent ia l ,  have to be at  the level  of  the deeper assumpticnsl

and the phi losophical  awareness needed is a scarce Com^rx ,&+g.
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5. Some Remarks on Peace Studies and World 0rder Studies

Peace sLur j ies emerged in the late 1950"?9*or1d order studies
60

some years lat-er.  They are both examples of  countertrend t-hinking,

and no cfear l ine could be or shorr lc j  be drawn between them. possiblv

peace studies energed more among psycholoqists and sociologists,

wor ld order studies more among pol i  t icaf  scient ist-s and internat ional

relat . ionists includinq internat ional  lawyers.  Possibly the former

wete morreconeerned with intra-pelsonal  and intr :a-societal  condi t ions

for peace, t -he lat ter  more with int-er-societ .a l  and world organizat ion

apProaches and condi t . ions.  But peace studies also look into these,

and world order str-rdies wi  11 not come very f  ar  wi i -houL examinino

psychologicaL and sociological  f 'actors.

In terms of  the f ive spaces al luded to above--nat-ure,  human, social ,  wor ld ancl

cuf ture spaces--both of  them wi l l  have to cover al l  f ive,  But the point  mav be made

that peace studies have focussed more on Lhe human and social  spaces,

and world order studies more on worfd space, using nature space as

61
an i l lustrat ion and an arqument in favor of  internat ional  reqimes--

and that both have been somewhat neql igent,so f  ar ,  in ex-

plor inq cul t -ure space. Young as these approaches are.  however,  such

asymmetr ies are easi ly corrected. Since the tradi t ions are not

f i rmly set ,  the people tend to be the same or at  least"  to over lap

great ly,
62

Both demand and suppJyfor t -heir  products ote subsLant ia l ,

part icular ly qiven the st"er iL i ty of  mainstream thought in producinq

viable and desirable al ternaLives to the present disorder: ,

replete as j , t  is  wi th direct  and st-ructural  v io lence,
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Which are the t -hemes picked up by peace studies and world order

studies f rom the r ich palet te qiven above of  r - :orrnter. t rend concerns?

I th ink the answer to t -h i .s is very s imple:  a l l  of  them. plus many

more not"  ment ioned here.  And this coincidence is of  course not by

chance: the present author,  havinq been act ive both in peace studies

and world order studies,  has of  course been colored in his presentaLion

of the mainstream/countertrend ant inomy by hi .s exper iences

More part . icu- lar ly,  there is in bnth the fasr-" inat ion wi th non-

state actors,  and perhaps a tendenelu to at t r ibute too much signi f i -

cance to them as peace bui ld inq factors,  unrJerplaying the way in

which they ref lect  the wor ld as an inter-state system. and Lhe way

in whi-ch non-state actors themselves may promot-e direct  and struc-

tural  v io lence even i f  they do noL carry them out themsefves (an

example:  the cathol ic church, but not.  in al l  per iods,  and not in
al l  p laces )  .  f ' /hereas mainstream can be said to construct  a house of
peace with only br icks (states),  peace and world order studies qo in
for cement on1y.

Moreover,  peace studies and world order studies have their

or ig in in the occident. ,  ancJ very l i t t le has been produeed that can

be said Lo be clear ly non-occidental .  0ne reason for th is is reLa-

t ively s imple:  I  t .h ink i t  can be said that  onLy the occident stands

for unjversal ism in t .he sense of  producing
6J

who 1e ,  wor ld archi t -ect .oni  cs so to soeak

imaqes for the wor ld as a

The ambit ion of  counLer-

t ' rend thought has been to be every bi t  as universaL as mainstream

t-houqht,  only dropping the assumptirrn that  Lhe occic lent  has to be in
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the oonl-ol  end eVen mOre part icular ly the weSte1'n part  of  Lhe

occident (and even most part icular ly,  the U.S. parL of  the west) .

Thus, in peace str"rdies",  as in wor ld order studiesl  some type of  equi ty/

equal i ty as negat ion both of  anarchy and hierarchy is bui l t  into

the images. A dis inLegrated world of  d is jo inted parts is intolerable,

to countertrend and mainstream al ike--onIy that  the former subst i tute

equal i ty for  the hierarchy of  the lat ter .  Problemat ic,  g iven the enormous di f ferences

in power.
I  th ink i t  can also be said that  peace studies as we]f  as worrd

order studies,  chi ldren of  occidental  t -hought-  as they are,  have a

tendency to bui ld an idea of  progress into their  th inking, culminat-

ing in a f inal  state of  af fa i rs where war has been abol ished as a social

inst i tut ion and peace dominates the picture.  Without saying that th is is

total ly impossible (af ter  a l l  s lavery was aboLished, cofonial ism was

abol ished) t"here is a tendenny to be unaware of  the basic assumptions

within which such thinking emetges. Moreover,  needless to say,  the

nature of  that  f inal  stage of  af fa i rs is very di f ferent in counter-

t rend thinkinq, being based also on non-state actors,  broader power

concepts,  and usual ly some kind of  wor ld cenLraL author i t -y.

64
To some reqional ism is held out as an answer of  which I

would be very doubtful :  the relat ion among regions may be as prob-

lemat ic,  both in terms of  d i rect  and struct-uraf  v io lence, as between

countr ies,  perhaps even more so. And within the reqion there wi l l  be

a tendency f  or  a hegemoni al  power to emerge making a t - ravest.y of  the

idea that regions can more easi ly organize themselves t-han t .he wor ld

as a whole,  wi t -h the except ion of  some fortunate regions such os,  for

instance, the Nordic countr ies,  the European [ .ommunity countr ies and,

perhaps, the ASEAN countr ies and some parts of ,  Lat in America and

Afr ica (Andean countr ies;  West Afr ica).
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I  th ink wor ld order studies,  perhaps more than peace studies,  have

been good in br inging natute into wor ld pol i t ics as a major concern,

a poi-nt  which is also carr ied by development studies under the

evocat ive s logan of  "eco-development", [Jut  the basic contr ibut ion of

peace stLrdies and world order studies wi l l  a lways be in the focus on

hor izontal-  l inkaqes i  in i ts pol i t ical  form of  democrat ic wor ld insLi tut ions_

organizat ions;  i ts economic f  orm of  equi t -ab1e exchange relat ions' ,  i ts

cul tural  for :m of  cul tural  d ia logr.re and i ts mi l i tary form of de-

coupl ing f rom super-power dependence, and defensive,  non-provocat ive defense,

quest ioning basic assumptions of  economi-cs,  re l ig ious and strategic studies not only

pol i t ical  
"" i "n"" .55

And this invar iably leads to concepts of  st-ates as good world

ci t izens, becoming less aggressive whi le t ied together in l inks of  inter-

dependence rather than in paternal ist ic patterns of  ' rprotect ion[  of  the

weak by the strong. At-  th is point  there may be some divergence be-

tween peace studies and world order studiesr,  The former wi l l  perhaps

focus more Dn a highly entropic,  h ighfy disordered world wi th al l

k inds of  actors in equi t .able,  cr iss-crossing patt-erns 
" t . int .eract ion,

weaving a web of  symbiot ic l inks between diverse actor" ' j '  And the

lat ter  wi l l  emphasize a wor ld central  author i ty capable of  enforcing

the rul-es of  regimes voluntar i ly  entered into,  thereby recreat ing

some kind of  h ierarchy, only not wi th the st . ronqest actor,  but  wi th

a srJper-actor,  the wor ld space homoloque of  government in socj ,a l

space, on top.5t  Ar"  the two images incompat ib le?

Needless to sayr the under ly ing epistemoloqy is di f ferent.  There

is the peace research ef for t  t "o be more whol ist ic and g1oba1, or
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" j .nt"rdiscipl inary""nd" internaLional  as th is was referred to in the

ear l ier  stanes of  peace research ( later r)n"t""nsdiscipl inaryt  and

r t  l t  .' t ransnat ional 'p layed 
a br idging role between these concepts).  World

order studies are perhaps somewhat Less interdiscipl inary,  focussing

more on pol i t ical  and inst i t "ut innaf var iables,  but  any bi t  As globa1

as peace studies,

Another important point  is  the ef for t -

both of  them to become dialect- ic in their

wherever in the wor ld--because i  t  is a relat ively integrated

system--a force appears a counter-  force-sometimes of  the same nature

sometimes very di f ferent-wi l l  sooner or later appear.  To counLer-

Lrend thinking t"he emergence of  terror ism as ;  a response, not only

to tor t t r r ism as inst i tut ional ized maintenance of  gtatus quo. but also

to nuclear ism is expected whereas mainstream thinkers seem to have great

di f f icul t ies catching Lhis point ,  which then catches them by surpr i=u."  But counter-

t rend is not good at  explor ing the counter- forces that wi l l  be act ivated should the

worl-d move in the direct ion they 
"duo""tu.69

What has not.  been explored very wel l  in peace studies and world

order st .udies is the dialect . ic  between vafues thev profess and thet,  . , r . r1

posi t ion in t ime, space not to ment ion sociaf  space of  the researchers

themselves. In bot-h of  them this leads to considerable debat-e between male

and female researchers and researchers f rom the f i rst .  second and third

worlds wi th part icul-ar the lat- ter  dor-rbt ing not so much the values as

the pr ior i t ies among the values of  the former.  World order studies

have been very expl ic i t  at  t -h js point ,1 'ocussing on four worfd order

7n
value6"(mater ia l  wel l -beinq. social  just- ice,  peace and eco-balance, wi th

i  r l  cnf  i  r " ' /nar l - i ' ipat ioni  but-  not  includinq f  reedom) and this l is t ing was+ I  
/  /F! / r  !4!

,  not  a lways srrccessful ,  for

th inkinq, assuming that
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Lhe resrJl t  of  extensive debate.  Peace studies have preferred to

remain more open, ITr ore f  lexible o f  ocussing on reduct ion of  v io lence

spl i t t inq the l -at ter  into direct  and structural  v io lence so as to

be able Lo ref lect  many of  t -he concerns of  development.  studies and

to make t .he famous st-atement "huneer is the name for war in the

Third World" a statement wi th in the lanquage of  d iscourse of  peace

t 1.
studies-.  

.  
Persr:naf ly I  would see a strength in th is f l -exibi l j - t .y,

part icular:1y because i t  opens for the whole r ichness of  a l l  wor ld

cr-r l tures when i t  { - .omes to understanrJjng , lp.^r" , , .72

Aqain,  needless to say:  both peace studies and world order

st-udies would tend to have a rather dim view of  t .he inter-state

system, and opt"  f 'or  a much broader analysis,  br inging in al l  the

other types of  actors and ot-her types of  re lat ions,  part icular ly

broadeninq the analysis of  power in the direct ion of  sel f  - re l iance and

non-violencer or ' rd by emphasiz ing economic.  cul tural ,  and pol i t ical

power more and mi l i tary power somewhat less than is done in main-

stream analysis.

At t -h is point  the danger of  over-emphasiz ing the di  f ferences

between mainstream and count.ertrend should be pointed ouL. 0bviously,

any mainstream thinker who has not become too dogmatic woufd more

than wi l I inqly admit  that  there are other actors Lhan states in the

world and part icr-r Iar ly other states than super-powers;  he would also

readi ly admit  t .hat  there are other types of  power than mi l i tary power

and part icr-r lar fy nuclear power The rJ i f ference can easi ly become one
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of emphasis rather than an absoluLe polar i ty.  Simi lar ly the counter-

t rend analvst .  can easi lv include the wnr ld as seen by the main-

streamers as a special  case, only dis l ike i t  so much that he would be

dis incl ined to elaborate in mr:ch detai l  what he sees. In other words.

peace sLudies and world order st . r rd ies may easi ly be broadened to

inc. Iude more convent j -ona1 internat ional  re lat" ionsl  just  as the lat ter

may also relat ively easi ly take on manyr even most of  t .he concerns

of peace studies and world order studies.

But there is nevertheless a di f ference where conc, l r . rs ions are

concerned, ancl  th is di f letence should not.  be lost  s ight  of  .  Deeper

dr:wn, somet imes even unknown to himsel f  ,  the mainstream analyst  re-

mains a conservat ive,  a t . radi t ional ist  which is not saDe as saying

that he is necessar i ly  content wi- th the worf  d as i t  i "J l  U" is only

skept ical  of  t -he al ternat ives and becomes eonf i rmed in his skepLic ism

by watching and l is tening to countertrenders,  r , r i th in and without

academia. And deeper down Lhe counLert-render:  remains a radical  who

wants to qo to the roots of  the problem-- hence his concerns wi th

paradiqms and basic assurnpLions in general  -  -and a progressive who

wants change, deeply convinced t"hat the present system is so bad that

an al ternat ive,  and part icular lv the af t .ernat ive he suggestso wi l l

a lmost have to be bett-er.

At that  point  I  could in ject  two sma]1 pieces, not of  informa-

t ion,  but of  insight qleaned from something l ike th i r ty years ex-

per ience in the f ie ld in genera. I ,  and with Lhis debate in part icufar.
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They may both be seen as an expression of  count-er: t rend chauvinism

and I  doubt that  many mainstreamers wi l l  agree.

First ,  i t  is  my qeneral  exper ience that countertrerrd th inkers

have a di f ferent exper ient ia l  basis than mainst  ream thinkers.  I

do not mean t .hat  countertrenders are more knowledgeable of  data,

I  th ink they have l ived t-he wor ld f  rom f l lore angles,  perhaps having

traveled more widely in the qeogi :aphy and more signi f icant ly;  in

social  space. They may simply have been exposed to more suffer ing

than the mainst : :eameT, been mole in low places where the mainsLreamer

has been in high places, ei t -her because he was born in those places

or has successfrr l ly  moved into them. Thus, what is needed for the

mainslreamer to become more of  a countert . render is more of ten than

not s imply some travef in geographical  and social  space. And t .he con-

comitant of  t .h is is.  of  course, that-  a countertrender is easi lv

corrupted inf-o mainst-  ream con)pl iance wi th empir ical  real i ty,  in the name of
t t real ismtt .  In short ,  personal  t ransformat ion as a key to basic 

"h"ng".74

Seeond, maybe the countertrender also has more abi l i ty  to Lravel

in t ime. meaning in psycholoqieal  t ime, imagining, v is ioning futures

di f fetent-  f rom empir icaf  rea1i t .y.  0ne wold for  th is part icufar abi l i ty

is,  of  course, " imaqinat ion" s ince the act iv i ty wi l l  have to be sup-

ported by values and the type of  theor ies that  open for potent ia l

real i ty,  not  only by data and the type of  theor ies that  only ref lect
75

empir ical  real i t -y.  Without-  in any way bel i t t l inq the intel lectual

s iqni f icance of  mainstream endeavors,  nor the hard work,  nor t -he

(sr:met imes) int .e l lectual  br i l l iance displayed, there is a qual i ty of
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imaginat ive ereat iv i ty which,  unfortunately" of ten goes Logether

with a certain lack of  theoret ical  v igor,  that  is  more of ten encountered

in the countertrender.  And this would,  in turn underscore a

certain dissimi lar i ty bet-ween them where one part icufar aspect of

personal  character is concerned; intel lectual  character,  Some of

that is summarized under the heading of  intel lectual  sty le above, '

no dor-rbt  that  can be concept,ual ized much further.  The student of

sociology of  re l ig ion or socioloqy of  ideology in general  wi l l  no

doubt f ind in the di f ference between mainstream and countertrend

something reminjscent of  the church-sect dichotomy and dialect ic.

And that leads to the f inaf  ref lect ion;  sooner or later counter-

t rend wi l l  become mainstream, and mainstream wi l l  become counter-

t rend. For th is t"o happen countertrend wi l l  probably have to

sol id i fy,  become less diverse, more equipped with a nucleus of

theoret ical  v igor,  protected by a high level  o l  consensus among

countertrenders on their  wav towards the center.  And at  that  point

mainstream wi l l  s tar t  d issolv ing into di f ferent components,  y ie ld ing

to the massive onsl-aught of  the countertrend. In the concrete case

of the t in i ted States i t  is  hard Lo imaqine that th is can happen

without a certain dissofut ion of  the current display of  power pol i t ics of

the administrat ion voted into power in 1980 and 7984; a display of

power ei ther direct ly cnmpat ib l"r  or  certainly not incompat ib le,  wi t .h

mainst  ream thin k inq.76 At that  point  the t ime wi l l  eome for the

mainstreamers of  today to start  complaininq about the mainstreamers

of tomorrow, wi th the roles proper ly reversed. And with recessive

ideology /epistemology/cosmology becoming dominant and vice versa.
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See Johan Galtung, Er ik Rudeng and Tore

2r5O0 Years in Western HistorV, and Some

500",  Chapter XII  in Peter Burke ed. The

History Companion Vr. l lume (Volume XII I ) ,

Press,  London 7979, pp. 3I&-36I .

Heiestad, "0n the Last

Remarks on the Coming

New Cambridqe Modern

Cambridge Universi ty

2. Ib id", pp. J6A-i6l

what is thouqht of  here is the t radi t ional  ranking scale of

u.s" universi t ies,  typical ly wi th Harvard universi ty,  yate

universi ty,  Pr incet,on universi ty,  lJniversi ty of  cal i fornia,

stanford Llniversi ty in top posi  t ions;  a ranking order that

of  course does not hold for  ar l  departrnents or schools of

thr :se {- ,n iversi t ies.  Reference to th is scale by no means

impl ies acceptance of  t .he scale:  by def in i t ion there wi l f  be

a heavy load. ing of  mainstream thinking at  the top of  such

scales,  and t"he seaf e woul  d tencl  to ref  lect  past  achievements

of universi t ies and indiv idua I  scho lars rather than what is

trr - r1y innovat- ive.  0ne may even doubt whether t ru ly innovat ive

thinking in the sonial-  sciences wi 11 take place at  universi t ies

at al l ,  or  wi l l  not  rather have to emerge from the outside.

The dnminant cosmology wir l  tend to be the coj .mology of  the

dominant qroup or center in society;  a proposi t ion wi th which

i t  miqht be easy to agree "  More problemat ic is what const i -



tutes the Center.  Refusinq to use class theory only I  would

pref  er  to make use of  more qeneral ized sociaJ poq*i_t f  q.n__-_t-he*o__ry,

as elaborated in Essays in Peace Research, Volume I  I  I  ,  Copen-

hagen, Ej lers 7918, ChapLers f  ,  2,  and 3.  In th is type of

th inking a9e, gender,  educat ion and income, geographical-

locat ion enter together wi th posi t ion in the occupat ional

l1

structure din terms of  c lass and sector of  economic act iv i . ty-) .

To what extent these background var iabfes real1y correlate

with cosmological  stancesr that  are di f f icul t  to get at  wi th

publ ic opinion studies anyhow/ is an empir ical  matter,  by no

means suff j -c ient ly wel l  explored. More part icular ly,  . rank

-djS,e*qUft ibf j ! l_--m theorv would sensi t ize us to the possibi l i ty

of  people wi- th very hiqh posi t ions,  but perhaps with a rank

def ic i t  on one or t -wo crucia. l  var iables (such as c1ass. aqe

and qender)  would tend to develop countertrend theor ies and

more or less be carr iers of  a l - ternat ive cosmologies.  The

emphasis here would be on "more or fess " :  i f  the rank def ic i t

is  e l iminated and the person moves into t .he center of  the

Center the general  predict ion would be that he/she would

develop more mainstream posi t ions,  For an elaborat ion of  rank

disequi l ibr ium theory see Chapters 4,  5 and 6,  op.  c i t .

The last  of  these six dimensions of  cosmology explorat ion has

been added af ter  t -he paper quoted in footnote f  above was

wri t ten.  I  am current ly working on a seventh dimension con-

cerned with the images of  human space, of  inner man in var ious

civ i l izat ions,  possibly in the direct ion indicated by F.  R.


