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Peace, l ike heal th,  covers conceptual ly a vast  terr i tory;

and, l ike disease, comes in many var iet ies.  rs i t  at  a l l  possible,

meaningful ,  to develop a peace theory? rn the same way as i t  is

meaningful to develop a general health theory" 'Jheye are general per-

spect ives on condi t j -ons for a heal thy body, mind and spir i t .  And one

can also ref lect  on the condi t ion for  a heal thy "wor ld body ,r

of  peopre,  human beings, suspended between nature and curture,

div ided by age, sex'  race, nat ion and class 66f l  opposed to each

other through agism, sexisnr,  racism, nat ional ism and ' ,c lass- i_sr: , ,1

and structural ly organized terr i tor ia l ly  and non-terr i tor ia l ly ,

into communit j -es and countr ies,  the lat ter :  wi th one nat ion or

several  nat ions inside them; but today al l  of  them with an organ-

izat ion in thei-r  midst ,  the state" But the wor ld is much more than an

inter-state system' There are also the nunrerous non-terr i tor ia l

organizat ions and assoclat ions;  subnat ional ,  t ransnat ional ,  super-

nat ional- ,  Tn short ,  the wor ld body is a t remendously complex

ent i ty,  in complexi ty not that  unl ike the hurnan body, wi thout

pressing any analogy to far. Vihr,at vorks for one might also rnnrk for the other.

As this complexi ty moves through history peai<s of  joy and

troughs of  pain are exper ienced by the human beings populat ing

the system; peace studies are usuar ly concerned more with the

avoidance of  lat ter ,  not  how to obtain the former" when the

suffer ing is caused by a wound infr icted by one part  of  th is

comprex system on another one may talk about direct  v io lence;

when the structure is made in such a way that one party suf fers,

systemat ical ly,  over t imer avoi<lably,  one may talk about

* lg"@" The quest,  search, struggle for  peace is

concerned with reduct ion of  both types of  v io lence, both of  the



violence that f lares up and subsides, and

the less dramat j -c character,  but  preciesly

even more destruct ive" However,  str ict ly

the negat ive s ide of  peace studies,  how to

2

the violence that has

for that  reason may be

speakinq this is only

avoid v io lence" Then

focus more on the "peaksthere is also a posi t ive s ide whj-ch would

of joy" ment ioned above" A vel"y unt i l led f ie ld,  indeed

People,  embedded in structures at  the interpersonal ,  intra-

societal ,  inter-society,  and intra-world levels and at  the same

t ime suspended between the nature of  v lh ich we are a part  and the

cul ture,  the symbol ic system that gives meaning to our l ives

through rel ig ion and ideologies,  languages "natut :a l"  ancl  ar t i f ic ia l

myths and symbols of  a l l  k inds must const i tute the point  of

departure f or any general theory of peace " Ficr.:res 7 t" 2 reproduce

the terms used, and at  the same t ime f i l l  in some of the important

peace concepts in var ious cul tures" {Figr:res 1-6,  see next page) "

To the lef t  are the f ive spaces- natur:e,  personal ,  social ,

wor ld and cul ture spaces-with the div is ion into intra and inter

relat ions,  Since so far we have but one world the inter-wor l -d

combinat ion has been ruled out and the intra-person combinat ion

is s imply people as suchr ds indiv iduals,  not  organizecl  into

social  structures,  terr i tor ia l ly ,  or  non-terr : i tor ia l1y,  or :  wi th inter-

person relat ions "

To the r ight  a lmost the same matr ix is reproduced only

that social  space is her:e seen in terms of  d i rect  v io lence and
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structural  v io lence, a dist inct ion that also appl ies to inter-

personal  re lat ions and intra-world relat ions.  And then words f rom

various cul tures,  roughly t ranslated as "peacej '  are put into the

matr ix.  ref lect ing at  least  some major connotat ions of  these im-

portant words -

Thus, the Roman pax in the usual  sense of  absence of  war,

absent ia bel- lum under the assumption of  a set  of  b inding obl igat ions

that are to be observed (pacta- sunt servanda) is a concept of  wor ld

and social  sr :chi tecture,  whereby the actors obl ige themselves

not to make use of  d i rect  v io lence. The concept may be celebrated

for i ts reject ion of  d i rect  v io lence, and also be lamented for

the way in which i t  permits structural  v io lence to f lour ish,  some-

times protected by the absence of direct violence.A lastj :rg problon in Western
peace tlreory right jnto our days--peace beirrg tranguillity to thcse vdrose interests are
well senred by the structure.

f t  may then be said that  the Greek- Hebrew-Arab concepts of

e.lrenq:€a_lalamghE_1bn pick up peace ideas that also are found in

such concepts as just ice,  egui ty,  equal i ty,  f reedom, In short ,

these concepts are more directed against  structural  v io lence, at

the expense of  or  in addi t ion to being directed against  d i rect

v io lence, And these concepts ar:e also found in the occident.

Then, in person space Lwo important concepts in the hindu-

ja in ist-buddhist  t rar l i t ions stand out:  shant i  as indicat ive of

intra-personal  pea.ce, peace of  the mind, peace of  inner man and

woman andahimsHnon-rziolence, wi th i ts c lear moral  in junct ion of

not commit t ing v io lence to any other hum.an being, and indeed also

to nature, meaning the bi.osphere, anirnals andplants (for the jai-ns also



the micro-organisms).

Fina11y, I  have put th.e Chinese pair  ho p ' ing-p' ing ho

and i ts Japanese counterpart  (using the same Chinese characters)

heiwa-wahei in cul ture spacq, as indicat ive of  peace as harmony,

order in the th ings under the heav€ns" in wor ld,  social  and

personal  orqanizat ion,  ds in nature i tsel f .  Maybe the Japanese

concept of  order is more vert ical  and unicentr ic and the Chinese

concept more hor izontal  and more mult icentr ic;  may also be that

there is not that  much dist inct ion between the two, But i t  is

probably a mistake to interpret  the Chinese and Japanese concepts

asr:el-at ing only to one of  the four substant ive spaces; they

should rather be seen as general  ideas that could permeate both

world, socialrperson ancl nature spaces and shape thsn structurally.

I f  one now lools at  th is distr ibut ion of  peace concepts f rom

various parts of  the wor ld one is struck by di f ferences more than by

simi l .ar i t ies" The voqi-commissar dist inct ion is wel l  ref lected

in the hindu-buddhlst  insistence on intra-and inter-personal

peace-and in addi t ion to that  peace with nature*on the one hand,

and cn the other the occidental, be that gr eco-roman or

judeo-chr ist ian-mus1im, commissar v; i th his focus on social  and

world archi tectonics.  They are both based on tv, io f  undamental

i l - lusions. Tfre commissar i l lusion is that  once we get the structure

r ight  one can put any kind of  human beings into ig wi th al l  their

unresolved intra-r :ersonal  conf l ic ts and their  lack of  inter-

personal  human competencor Fnd there iJthe yogi  i l lusion that
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beings and the r ight  inter-human rela-

care of i tself regardless of hov/ r.rr04qr \/ iol-
af.

m.entr-on hovr rnany human beings there are around_,

t ions the rest  wi l l

ent  the structure;

fn that  sense there is more wisdom in the Chinese-Japanese

approac[ insist ing on basic harmony at  a l l  1eve1s /  permeat ing total

real i ty,  a l l l  spaces, The problem with that  one is that  i t  rem"ains

somewhat unclear exact ly what th is "harmony" is,  and to the

extent i t  becomes clear i t  I  orrVS l ike a reject ionof direct  v io lence

at the expense of  structural  v io lence, and the more so the rnore

unj--centr ic and the more vert ical  the harmony" rn other words,  a

harmony in the interest  of  those at  the apex of  the system" From

the point  of  v iew of  peace theory th is is s lmply not goor l  enough.

One could now speculate why the peace concepts of  humankind

harre been torn apart ,  scattered and distr ibuted in such an un-

fortunate manner.  Why is i t  that  one civ i l izat ion captures onl) /

a gl impse of  peace, prevent inq us f rom seeing a total i ty which perhaps

might be character ized as an occidental  structure wi th in which

are placed hindu-buddhist  people,  a l l  of  th is inspired by or iental

harmony. r t  is  as i f  some "big bang" explosion earry in human

history tore not only people and civ i l izat ions but also concepts

apart  One task in peace research must be, in one way or the other,

to br: inq them together again so as to permit  us to see peace under

a more uni f ied perspect ive.  I t  should be pointed out,  however,

that  th is is not-  a goal  in i ts own r ight .  The goal  of  peace

reseaz:ch is peace; wi th uni f ied or div ided peace concepts.



a Peace theory atoms ando 
.rnolecules

The tra.di t ional  approach in peace research would now take the

peace matr ix of  Figure 1 as a point  of  d.epar: ture and regarci  every

ce1l  in the matr ix as a point  of  departure for  peace theor ies.

Figure 3 gives examples" Many more can easi ly be found and

classi f ied,  but these are some of the most important ones in

modern, occidental  societ ies.  There is the idea that one rel- iq ion/ id"-

ology should prevai l  because i t  is  the r ight  one, basic to occidental

universal ism (a system of bel ief  is  val id for  the whole wor ld)  and

singular ism ( that  system of bel ief  is  the only r , ra l_ i r l  orre) .  There

is the idea of  the wor ld central  author i ty somet imes in the formof wor ld

qovernment, , Then, in social  space the two major:  roads of  th inkinq

appear again" Liberal  theory.  wi th i ts pol i t ical  expr:ession as

democracy and i ts economic expression as capi ta l ism claims peace

as an automat ic conseguence once that theory has been implemented

in al-1 societ ies in the wor ld,  wi th the human i : ights approach

as one special  case" correspondinglyn marxist  theory wi th i ts

pol i t ical  expression in democrat ic central ism and economic ex-

pression in social isrn 5."  the same claimr ds does also anarchist

theory wi th i ts emphasis on the wither ing away of  the state,  today.

And there are the correspondinq theor ies at  the inter-

societal  level  "  The upper r"oad, the actor-or iented perspect ive

picks up bal-anc-e of  power as a way of  deterr inL war,  wi th con-

vergence of  socieLies as a more sol id underpinning ( th is is also

where sociar democracy would tend to anchor i ts peace theory)

and the 1ower,  structure-or j -ented road correspondingly picks up

!glglg:__o_f exchange (equity) as a way of avoiding war by re-

moving a major cause of  war in the inter-societal  sysren.



Increasing Ievel

underpinning for

of  inter-dependence is then seen as a more sol id

a more last ing peace

VJe then come to the person space, wi th i ts emphasis on

personal  growth on the one hand and inter-personal  competence on

the other"  A basic idea would be that peace has to be bui l t

at  the micro leve1 up, part ly because human beings have to enact

peace at  any leve1, part ly because the micro l -evel  can serve as a

model for  the macro 1evel .  Personal  growth is seen as something needed

to overcome the negat ive aspects of  an innate incl inat ion in

human beings, their  capaci ty for  inf l ic t ing untold,  unl imited

injur ies to others of  which history bears ample test imony--

whi le at  the same bui ld ing on the posi t ive incl inat ions of  which

human micr:o history bears IV t imes more test imony "  The freudian

approach is extremely important here as a metaphor of  how to

rel ieve hurnan beings of  their  t ra.um.as by having them rel ive them.

And then, f inal ly,  there are the nature rooted theor ies of  peace

and war,  lookinq at  people as biomass exercis ing a pressure on

resources that relat ive to that  b iomass may be scarce (war)  or abundant

(peace) .  In other vrords,  the populat ion/resources rat io,

This is in nosense an exhaust ive survey. t t  serves only to

i l - lustrate an approach: that  of  p icking an independent var iable

rooted in one cel l  in the matr ix,  wi th peace as the dependent

va.r iable.  In passing i t  should be noted that th is rather s impl ist ic

:nnrnrah also usual ly is sel f -serving by emphasis ing theeyYL vqvr l
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var i -ab1e and the cel l  in the matr ix about which the author c la ims

to have competence, not to ment ion sel f -serving in the sense that

i f  the theory is to be taken ser iously i t  might also cater:  to the

mater ia l  interests of  the author and important reference groups of

which he/she is a member.  This is fur ther confounded by assuming

that i f  X is the cause of  war,  then non-X almost by def in i t ion is

a cause of  peace; a ver:y common mistake in peace thinking

However: ,  i f  F iqure 2 is seen as a tool  k i t  containinq peace

theory atg*9,  out of  which peace theory molecules can be chained

together there is at  least  a possibi l i ty  of  t ranscendinq the

div is ion of  real i ty into the cel-" ] -s in the peace mat: : ix ,  one

such peace molecule,  typical  of  the western part  of  the occiden!

woufd see the prevalence of  chr ist iani ty combined with a strong

worl-d central  author i ty to the point  of  wor ld qovernmen! on top of

l iberal ,  democrat ic,  capi tat ist  societ i -es,  peoplal  by an appropr iate

number of  human beings whose personal  growth is seen in terms of

fa i th in chr ist iani ty and Liberal /democrat ic/capi ta l is t  ideas.

The corresponding eastern part  of  the occid.ent might put together

a peace molecule based on universal  a l legiance to marxism and

creat ion of  a social- ist  system in al l  countr ies in the wor ld,

usual ly wi thout the strong world central  author i ty s ince presumably

i t  would not be needed ( i t  woul_d also conf l_ ict  wi th the wi ther ing

away of  the states theory),  populated by an appropr iate number of

peopre (usuar ly seen as much hiqher by marxist  than by r iberals,

marxists having a more opt imist ic perspect j -ve on what can happen

when product ive for :ces have been l iberated) who bel ieve in th is

type of  wor ld order strongly enough to do what is needed
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to make i t  wor:k,  Posi ted against  these two one might f ind

anarchist  molecules as ref lected both in gandian anr l  buddhist

peace thinking: a strong fai th in the uni ty-of-manr no world

central  author i ty,  the wi ther ing away of  the state before the

revolut ion,  humankind organized in sma11, sel f - re l iant  communit ies

that are t ied together in "oqeanic c i rc les" (Gandhi)  of  equi table

interact ion,  providing a set t ing for  unl imited personar growth

and inter-personal-  competence; al l  of  th is in harmony with nature.

On a less grandiose level  of  peace thinking highly concrete

peace molecules can also be composed,,  for  instance for al ternat ive

secur i ty pol ic ies in Europe. One such molecule miqht be composed

of the fo l lowing or peace theory atoms: balance of  power and

deterrence based on defensive defense rather than of fensive

(retal iatory) defense; decoupl inq of  the lesser members of  the

two al l iances f : :om their  super-powers as long as the super-

powers r :etain their  t remendous of fensive capabi l i ty  part icular ly

in weapons of  mass destruct ion;  a balance of  exchanqe based on

egui table relat ions in alr  d i rect ions to spin webs of  inter-

dependence; and at  the same t ime the strengthening of  societ ies

by making them mi l i tar i ly ,  economical ly,  cul tural lyr  pol i t ical ly

independent so they have suff ic ient  staying power in t imes of

cr is is,  Peace theory molecules or models of  that  type might

also be relevant for  the Paci f ic  theater of  the cold war,  not

only for  the At lant ic theater.
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3. Four uni fy ing peace perspect ives

From even a low number of peace theory atoms a very high

number of  peace theory molecules can be constructed and are con-

c*rrrn{-ar l  6\ t6rre!uvg=u, svur ' !  dtyo by governmental  organizat ions (states) and NGOrs,

(people 's organizat ions),  by indiv iduals,everywhere" fn the process

of putt ing together a more comprehensive peace theory new peace

theory atoms wi1l  emerge "  And yet there is something unsat isfactory

in the approach: something random, atomist ic,  too induct ive.

The approach cal l -s foYtha more systemat i -c,  hol ist ic,  deduct ive

approach, Again,  taking as a point  of  departure,  the logic under ly jng

r-ha nat^6 'natr ix in i ts s imple.st  form (  Figure 1) one might

develop four such perspect ives,  one more rooted in cul ture,  one

in structure,  one in people and one in nature.  The perspect ives

are referr :ed to wi th the terms cosmology/ entropy, -strategy and

ecology respect ively (Figure 4 )  ,

The ecology perspgct ive

S1-ar l - inn f rom the bottom: is there a wisdom of nature f romv esr u+rrY

whi-ch we can learn how to arr ive at  a more peaceful  wor ld? Taking

as a point  of  departure the concept of  "ecological  balance" one

might argue that the basic formula,  d iversi ty cum sy.mbiosis holos a

l<ey.For any eco-system to have suff ic ient  resi l ience or matur i ty

there has to be a suf f ic ient ly r ich var iety in biota and abiota,

related in a symbiot ic manner,  in exchange cycles wi th a hiqh

reproduct ive capaci ty.  The object ion is obvi ,ous:  nature is a

brutal  p1ace, observing a drop of  not  too pure water under a micro-

scope wiLh smal l  organisms absor:bing each other is in one sense

to observe the more brutal  aspects of  wor ld history in a microcosn

and with a considerable te lescoping of  t ime. Clear ly th is is unacceptable

f rom the point  of  v iew of  peace theor ies.  Hence, a th i rd

cr i ter ion has to be added to diversi ty and symhiosis:  a moral
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iTperat ive,  something ref lect ing reciproci ty,  equi ty,  mutual  benef i t ,

The basic qual i ty of  human beings as opposed to the rest

of  nature,  the spir i t  wi th i ts sel f -awareness enters. ,  Peace does not

come automat ical ly as the resul t  of  c lever engineer ing;  there has

to be an element of  exert ion" Given this one could arsue that

on the human plane a conscious, symbiot ic ut i l izat ion of  d iverse

personal  capabi l i t ies is exact ly what leads to growthi  and perhaps

not only to spir i tual  and mental  heal th,  but  a lso- indirect ly- to

somatic heal th" Correspondingly,  i t  rnay be argued that on the

social  p lane a developed society might exact ly be one that houses

very diverse componenLs (a capi ta l is t  economy in one cornerr  a

social ist  economy in another corner,  an anarchist  economy in a

thirdi  var ious patterns of  democrat ic part ic ipat ion),  in symbiot ic

and equi table interact ion" And f inal ly,  dt  the wor l -d level  i t

could be argued that "act ive peaceful  co-existence between var ious

systems"vr:uld supply the wor ld as a whole,  the human habi tat  so far ,

wi th suf f ic ient  resi l ience, I t  should only be added that i f  th is

is good for the wor ld i t  should also be good for the s ingle society,

in which case i t  would be di f f icul t  to accept "social ism in one

country",  not  to ment ion in al l  countr ies,  as a recipe for peace.

f t  would be much more easy to accept "one country,  two systemsr"

only that  ther:e would be no reason to l imi t  the diversi ty to

two" f f  one fai ls,  there is st i1 l  the other"

Seen this way the ecology approach gives us a qeneral  formula,

very general ,  for  peace and not only in the wor ld,  but  a l -so inside

society,  inside the person, and i .n nature under the headings
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"development" r  "personal  growth" and "ecological  balance" re-

spect ively" One could now say that whether "peace is the word

for development at  the rror ld levef or "development is the word for

peace at  the social  level j 'ancl  so on, is a matter of  conrrenience" What

we are sensi t ized to j -s the possibi l i ty  of  some basic under ly ing

isomorphism (structural  s imi lar i ty)  uni t ing.  a t r :emendous r ichness

in a wor ld wi th very di f ferent societ ies in i t ,  each society wi th

very di f ferent components,  populated by human beings st imulated

to develop their  capabi l i t ies in many direct ions,  sur:rounde,C by

a mature'ecologica11y balanced nature" I t  should only be pointed

out in conclusion that as seen from Figure 3 th is is a

peace theory morecule that  arso picks up the ideas of  inter-

dependence (symbiosis)  and balance of  exchange (equi ty)  ,  at  the

same t ime reject ing the idea of  convergence in favor of  d iversi ty"

what is new rerat ive to Figure - l  is  the mult i -space approach:

that the constr :uct ion to be sol id,  should be at  a l l  1eve1s, isorncrp\ lC'

The cosmology perspect ive

Let us now jump to the other ext : :eme in Figure A: the

cosmology approach" Cosmology is here used as a concept cover ing

"deep cul ture" (wi th deep ideologies as an important special  case)

and "deep structure "-- the unquest ioned aspects of  cul ture and

structure found in a c iv i l izat ion,  both of  them taken to def ine

what is natural .  and normal"  The point  is  s imply that  some civ i lLza-

t ions in terms of  their  cosmologies are more peaceful  than others

just  l ike some persons, in te:rms of  their  personal i t ies are more

peaceful  than others,  f f  the code of  a c iv i l - izat ion constructs

world space with i tsel f  in the center and the::est  as a per iph€ry,

possibly wi th an outer r im of  evi l  nat i -ons: .  Lf  i t  constructs t ime
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in terms of  a golden past. ,  a fa l l ,  dark ages, enl ightenment.

proqress,  cr is is and then the agoniz ing doubt as to whether:  the

cr is is wi l l  end with catharrs is or apocalypse (or paradise vs"

he11, in s imple ter :m$; i f  knowledge is seen in terms of  a l imi ted

number of  axioms canying eternal  t ruthgfrom which major insights

can be dez: ived; i f  man is seen as the ruler of  nature;  i f  some

men are seen as ent i t led to more power and pr iv i lege than other men,

some women more than other women, but by and large al l  men are seen as

ent i t led to more power and pr iv i leqe than women; and, i f  f inaI ly,

on top of  th is ent i re construct ion there is an omnipotent and

omniscient god who is not necessar5- ly benevolent,  only to his

chosen people,  not  to those who are evi l ;  wel l , then, is i t  real ly to be

expected that such a c iv i l izat j -on wi l l  be dedicated to peaceful

pursui ts in harmony with the rest  of  humankind and natr : re?

Ts i t  not  more l ikelythats.uch a c iv i l izaf : -on wi l l  construct  a

model of  the peaceful  wor ld wi th i tsel f  in the centerr  &s the f inal

cause of  peace, to lerat ing nobody else in that  ro le,  nobody aborre,

nr:body even on i ts s ide;  that  i t  wi l l  be fearful  of  a.pocalypse

yet at t racted by i t  as one of  the cour:ses provided by dest iny;

that  i t  wi l . l  conceive of  peace as dependent on a very low number

of basic ideas such a="bu. l r r r .e of  power:"  re lat ive to other countr ies

in the center of  that  c iv i l izat ion and "power super ior i ty"  re lat ive

to evi l  powers;  that  peace wi l l  be seen as compat ib le wiLh wars

that also er:ase nature;  that  the mi l i tar :y organizat ion f  vert ica l

as i t  is  buL guaranteeing ample oppoi : t r :n i ty for  indirz idual  mobi l i ty

wi l l  be jud.qed more in terms of  compat ' ib i l i ty  wi th imaqes of  what

social  organizat ions should look l ike than bywhether i t  real ly con-
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tr ibutes to peace; and that on top of  i t  a l l  there wi l ]  be a

dedicat ion to god or his successor,  the nat ion-state,  construinq

f ights in his or i ts name as strugglq6' for  peace3

Of course I th is is an ef for t  to characterLze

certain aspects of  occidental  c iv i l izat ion.  Some other c iv iJ iza-

t ion,  which constructs the wor ld as mult i -centr ic wi th each part

a center in i ts own r ight ,  wi th a more relaxed image of  t ime with

ups and downs, a more hol ist ic approach to knowledge, a more

fr iendly relat ionship to nature, ,  a more egal i tar ian and sol idary

image of human relations, with god and j-deoloq;y inside rather than

above would of fer  more hopeful  prospects for  peace than the one

- i r rcr  Aacn. i l^ 'aql  .  Flard l ine,  agqressive chr ist iani ty and is lam offer

approximat ions to the f j - rst  code, sof t  l ine chr ist iani ty,  sof t  l ine

is lam, buddhism, approximat ionsto the second model"  There are many other

codes around. suf f ice i t  only to point  out  that  h induism as we

know i t  in general  does not stand for aggressive v iorence (of  course,

in the name of peace) but through the caste system leqi t imizes

tremendous amounts of  structural  v io lence"

fn th is approach i t  is  the construct ion of  real i ty bui l t  into

the civ i l izat ional  code that matters" A consequence of  th is ent i re

approach is the reject ion of  the assumption that al l  c iv i l izat ions are

equal ly peaceful"  Some are more, some are def in i te l -y less.  I f  as a

nAArio roqa:rnhor f  should make a choice f  would opt foz:  theravada

buddhism as the most "peaceogeni-c",  and hard l ine chr ist iani ty

( inquis i t ion,  re l ig ious wars,  Gott  n i tuns -god with us- the in-

scr ipt ion on the lcuckles of  the German soldiers dur ing the

Second World War) and hard l ine j -s lar-r ,  together wi th jud"aism and
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shintoism (the two rel ig i -ons def in ing

least"  Such issues simply have to be

st i l1 far  away from doing so; a major
The ent lopy perspect lve

The third general ,  overarchingr,

chosen peoples

conf r :onted, and

shortcoming in

\  rq l -ho
tvr

r^7O AfA

peace pract ice.

approach to peace, lhe

entropy approach would take i ts poi-nt  of  depar: ture in the total

social  structure" And in that  structure we have al l  k inds of

posi- t ions wi th al l  k inds of  interact ion relat ions. fnto the

posi t ions we f i l l  actors,  indiv idual  and col lect ive,  f rom di f ferent

groups where a9€, sex,  race, nat ion and class are concerned and col lectJ-ve,

terr i tor ia l  and non-terr i tor ia l ,  actors of  a l I  k inds "  Then they

start  interact i rg,  posi t ively and negat ively" And the basic idea

conveyed by the term "entropy" is s imply th is:  maximum disorder.

Order is what one has when two groups of  countr ies are pi t ted

against  each other:  in al l iances wi. th al l  posi t ive interact ion wi th-

in the al l iances and al l  neqat ive interact ion,  or  no interact ion at

al l ,  between. This state of  af fa i rs is known as polar izat ion,  and

can also be seen as readiness for C,estructive action. I t  becomes a

l i t t le bi t  bet ter  vrhen the heads of  state come together in a summit

meet ing-- there is at  least  some kinci  of  br idge.

However,  what th is perspect ive cal ls for  would be a total ly

random distr ibut ion of  posi t ive,  zero and negat ive interact ion

(assuming there wi l l  a lways be some negat ive interact ion) on al l

possible interact ion pai-rs,  t r ipres etc,  There wi l l  be no

polar izat ion" Given two neighbor ing
coutt t - t  l t - 's  governmenLs wi l i  inLeract  wi t t r  EovernmenLs, people r^r i th

people '  and people v; i t .h gioverrrments,  and rrot  only wi th thei l  own.
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They should also interact  wi th the government on the other s ide,

f i11ing the srot  for  potent ia l  interact ion wi th empir ical

content"  Of course some of these l inks are negat ive,

but there should be no simpre pattern in the distr ibut ion of

negat ive interact ion patterns;  between countr ies,  between groups in
general .

An example of  th is perspect ive in pract i -ce wourd be the

stat ioning of  hostages on ei ther s ide of  the conf l ic t  order.

When there are no members of  nat ions A on the

terr i tory of  nat ion B, then that terr i tory is ready for

destruct ion;  i t  is  pure in the sense of  being purely bad; al l  that
is good, meaning onesel f ,  has been retracted. when sel f

mixes with other,  as i t  would on the condi t ion of  maximum

entropy then destruct i_on of  Other also becomes destruc-

t ion of  sel f ;  in addi t ion other:  can capture Sel f  and retain i t

on the spot-  r t  is  immediately seen that under the condi t ion

of a cosmology that def ines al l  of  humankind as one and uni- tary,

any violence against  other becomes violence against  sel_f .  This

uni ty-of-man doctr ine is basic to gandhisrn,which in turn may be

seen as a fur ther development f rom hinduism and buddhism. There

is also some simi lar i ty between the ul t imate goal  according to

buddhist  cosmology, nirvana, ,  the total  d issolut ion of  Sel f  one

might say not in other but wi th other,  and peace as portrayed

by this perspect ive "

one object ion to th is perspect ive wourd be that wi th

maximum entropy energy is 1ow and the potent ia l  of  the structur:e



1B

for work,  h istor ical  jobs that have to be done, is toolow"

One might even talk of  entropy death i f  i t  had not been for

the open nature of  the total  system, due to the t ranscending

character of  the human spir i t .  The l iberal  would say:  f  can-

not organize economic Atrowth under condi t ions of  total  d isorder;

a corporat ion,  nat ional  or  t ransnat ional ,  is  some kind of  order"

There are highs and lows in th is order;  r  cannot al locate

people to posi t ions in the orqanizat ion and nat ions to posi t ions

in the t ransnat ional  organizat j -on r :andomly,  i t  has to be accorr l -

ing to certain rules for  d iv is ion of  labor,  And the marxist

would say:  I  cannot change the organizat ions that the l iberal

system applauds except by organiz ing the underdogs as a c lass,

pi t ted against  the top dog, '  in a pattern of  polarto-='r- in-

capable of  overtur:ning the structr : re.

To this could be answered that the entropy persi . , ' ; f  i  A night

serve as a guidel ine,  not as an absolute rule.  The basic point  is

care,  at tent ion,  when too m.uch order enters the structure.  On the

one hand good, histor ical  work must be exercised, for  instance to

f ight  structural  v io lencei  on the other hand the chances of  d i rect

v io lence increase l ike tetonic plates that  are insuff ic ient ly

integrated with each other,  detach themselves from each other and

move in a way which is registered as an earthquake up on the

ground" High energy may be needed; meaning order: ,  low entropy,

The strategy perspect ive

Fina11y, there is the people-rooted perspect ive,  the

strategy perspect i r re.  In th is perspect ive people are seen as

real  subjects,  shaping through concrete act ion there own world,

in constant struggle for  peace" The -r :eader wi l l  f ind on the

next page a map of  peace strategies,  d iv ided into two
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major col-umns depending on whether the struggle is against

direct  or  structural  v iorence, then into two rows depending

on whether the approach taken is dissociat ive or associat ive.

rn a sense these two themes, direct  vs structural  and dis-

sociat ive vs associat ive are the basic themes of  peace strategies,

the basic choices that have to be made before anything is done.

r t  should be noted how conservat ive peace thinking has a

tendency to focus on dissociat ive approaches to direct

v io lence, keeping antagonists apart  through geographical  or

socj-a1 means" Andr i f  that  does not wor\  through the del icate

mechanisms of  balance of  power,  usual ly-- i t  seems--todet icate

to work" They presuppose a cost-benef i t  approach to existence,

and disregard the possibi l i ty  that  one or both actors might

not only make wrong calculat ions but refuse to make such ca1-

culat ions at  a l l ,  e i - ther out of  what is of ten referred to as

" i r rat ional i ty"  or  because of  obecience to over-r id ing values,

such as,  for  instance, honor,  Better die on the batt lef ie ld

than submit !  Moreover,  balance of  power approaches based on

offensive arms have a tendency to induce of fensive arms on the

other s ide who vr i l1 not be abl-e to dist inguish between of fensive

arms intended for at tackl  and of fensive arms for retal iat ion.

The resul t  is  an arms race, the conseguence, i f  there are

confrontat ions,  seems very of ten to be a war.

The dissociat ive approach to structural  v io lence wi l l

probably by many be seen as just  the opposi te,  the very rar l ical

approach: through consciousness format ion the people at  the
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bottom ( and also of ten at  the top!)  become aware of  the lack

of correspondence of  their  valueswith their  interests,  organize,

confront,  f ight  and arr ive at  a higher level  of  autonomy. They

may then decide to recouple on the basis of  equi ty,  meaning

that condi t ions of  d iversi ty have been obtained. through the

struggle,  and equiLable symbiosis through the conft ict .  This

may then be developed further in the last  corner of  the table,

the associat ive approach to direct  conf l ic t  where some

further condi t ions for  weaving a peace structure are indicated.

From the point  of  v iew of  the entropy perspect ive the

dissociat i rze approaches is for  handl inq direct  v io lence are

unacceptablef  both associat ive perspect ives,  however,  being

hiqhly acceptable.  But what about the dissociat ive approaches

to structural violence? It may look as i f they create too much

order out of  d isorder to be accepted" Brr t  the apparent

image of disorder that  was there before was in fact

order ly:  the high are on top and the low on the bottom,

usual ly wi th a high level  of  integrat ion among the top dogs

and considerable f ragmentat ion,  e\ren marginal izat ion of  the

underd-ogs" Through consciousness format ion and organizat ion

such condi t ions can be counter-acted precisely because any

human interact ion system is an open system. There is such

a thing as increasing awareness; and one task of  the peace re-

searcher wi l l  a lways be to contr ibute to that  increase. By no

means can this be construed as an invi tat ion to v io lence: peace

research is the study of  how to obtain peace with peaceful

means, and the peace researcher would advocate non-violence,
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non-ki l l ing approaches when the top dogs and the underdogs are

pitted against each other.But he shoulci be on the side of the underdogs;
unless tJrery beocrne the nerr topdss_
4. A plea for eclecticisn

I f  one should now draw some conclusions from this explorat ion

in peace theory one might consider Figures 5 and 6.  In Figure

5 there are two major points:  f rom the ecology perspect ive the

idea that peace is int imately related to a reasonable def in i t ion

of devel-opment,  o l '  personal  growth,  and of  eco-balance. fn

other words,  these are concepts somehow belonging to the same

fami ly,  and the Chinese and Japanese peace perspect j -ves may

perhaps be said to amount to th is:  there should be harmony in

that fami ly!  The second conclusion der ives f rom the cosmology

perspect ive:  the deep cul ture of  a c iv i l izat ion has to be

adequate,  in the sense of  being comparable wi th that  fami ly

i f  peace is to obtain,  The most naive fa l lacy in the f ie ld

is not only to bel ieve in g1obal  archi- tetonics,  that  the

structure can be constructed and f i l led wi th any kind of  actors;

equal ly naive is to bel ierze that structure is independent of

cul tu: :e.  In addi t ion to s imply being empir ical ly untenable

this sheds some addi t ional  l ight  on why balance of  power theor ies,

typical  of  occidental  approaches, are among the most inval id

of  a l l  approaches "

rn Figure 6 i t  is  pointed

and entropy perspect j -ves are

nirvana concept in buddhism

theory are int imately related

out that  Lhe ecologyr cosmology

highly compat ib le.  In fact ,  the

and this entropy concept in peace

to each other.  Thev are also
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compalsf le wi th the strategic ef for t  Lo obtain posi t ive peace

through associat ive approaches, l inking, weaving, ty ing

actors together in highly complex networks.  But,  as pointed

out above several  t imes, there is a contradict ion between this

and the strategic dissociative approaches to obtain negative

peace by keeping part ies apart"  On a f in i te planet wi th a

growinq wortd system t-he dissociat ive approaches to f ight

direct  v io lence are probably doomed anyhow" But they would

cont inue to be necessary to f ight  structural  v io lence.

And here we touch again the major contradict ion in peace theory,

between the ef for ts to reduce direct  v io lence and to reduce

structural  v iofence. The br idging concept is,  of  course, non-

violence. The major peace theoret ic ian and pract i t ioner maybe of

the ent i re human history,  l { .K.  Gandhi,  l ived in th is century.  He

is our near neighbor in t ime, i f  not  in space ( to al l  of  us) ,  and

certainly not in conceptual ,  rnental  space. Gandhi was amazingly

eclect ic,  f ight ing both direct  and structural  v io lence, wi th both

dissociat ive and associat i r re methods--al thouqh usual ly avoidinq the

dissociat ive approach to direct  v io lence. Balance of  power was not

his approach, al ternat ive defense certainly was, Arms races and

al l iances were noL in his wor ld;  c iv i l ian defense certainly was,

with an approach spir i tual ly c lose to buddhism and the bahai  fa i th.

Deterrence did not belong, di-sarament and detente did.  A r ich

menu of  peace approaches was his diet--but v io lence was not on the

menu (except as an al ternat ive to cowardice).  Fluman needs, human

rights,  sel f - re l iance and world order were the guiding l ights-- in

harmony with nature "  We are lucKy to be in the same century as

this giant,  So able to walk on so many peaceful  roads to peace.
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