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l .  What is the relat ion between peace and development? I t  is  not  a s imple

one, but i t  afso depends on what one meaJIS by these two words. So we

start  wi th the meaning:

Peace: naJrow meanins:-  absence of  war between states

broad meaning:-  absence of  d i rect  and structural  v io lence

between and within states, which means realization of

surviva- l  we] l -being ident i ty f reedom for al l ,

in other words sat isfact ion of  human needs

Development:  narrow meaning:-  ecJnomic growth,  CNP etc.
-
broad meaning: -  the sat isfact ion of  human needs, the

minimun people car-not d-o wi thout,  for  a l - l

survival wel-1*being identity freed-om

Thus, peace = devefopment;  i t  is  in a sense the same thing! So, why

the di f ference in words -  because the problem of peace is what the

r ich countr ies are worr ied about,  and the problem cf  development what

tho noor cnrrnt l igg are worr ied about.  I 'Povertv i  s the name for war

in the Third World coul t r ies",  says the famcus bishop Helder CAmara.

The two words come out of  d i f ferent concerns.  fn modern peace studies

anr l  r lar lo l  nnmon* ql-rrdi  aq ihorr  r -a ) ' r r r .e le l -  t^oot- l ror .  2 Ta2qnn r^r l r r r  nar.ra4]U UgVgrU}/r l lYt tu DUuuIgo ul igJ ars v!vv-=t tv uv69urrgr.  a rgaDvr l  wru } /uouu

researchers also tend to study development and vice versa.

2.But i f  war and poverty,  or  rather misery,  are of  the same kind i t

should.  be possible to compare them. The concept of  ' rstructural

v io lence" makes this possibfe.  The idea 1s actual ly very s imple.  In

a war l i fe is taken away from pe:ple,  people are k i l led.  But in

,n iqprrr  l i fo iq ^r^^ r^r-^ '^  ^, ,^. .4rcr  nornla theV ,FA 
-^-  

l , i l l^dI l l .  g!J f l IY ID df  DU U<:^gl l  4waJ Llv l , l  PsUyLst r l luJ LU ---  v r- ! r !g

inql :onl- l r r  nr  nrr in l : l r r  hrr  a hrr ' l lot  or ' :  brrnh ihorr  r ro k i l lad qlnur l r r
J"J

t .hrnrroh dico:eoe t . i l l  thorr  n:ss 2r^7A1r^ lJp knnrt  naonlo c:n l ' i r rp lnnqATvJlv. / r | l lv lYygvl / lv l lbvr '

\^re know i t  is  possibl-e today to f ive t i11 one is,  say,  lO years o1d

given the r ight  heal th s6nf l i l ions,  even more. But that  means that a

ners.n whn dies at  tho ase of  35- whether j :hrnrrsh direct .  r r  structuralUl]Labvv+)) 'vrr lv*bl t

r r in lenep. thrnr l r rh w2r ny.  m' i  serv- h:s he' l f  of  h is or her l i fe takent  vrr !  v *6rr  vv or

away. And a l i t t le chi ld who dies through infant mortal i ty has the

whole l i fe taken away. And that opens for an important point .

lv l isery is war,  but  not on everybody: i t  is  war on poor people and
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: rn^p 
^Alrhfr iaa and esnec. i  2 l lV war On Smal l  O.f ld_ nonr neonle in nOOI,

courr t r ies.  Tt  is  a double c lass war,  against  low class countr ies aJrd

fow class peopl-e.  For we know tod-ay that th is misery is avoidable;

when i t  is  not  avoided i t  is  because of  sociaf  structures that wi l - l

have to be chansed..

t .  This idea, or ig inal ly d-eveloped at  the Jnternat ional  Peace Research

Inst i tute in Osfo,  was taken up by two US researchers,  Charfes

Zimmermann and Mi l ton Lei tenberg,  in an art ic le rrHiroshima Lives On",

in Morincir :  ( t )  
a magaz, jne related to the United Nat ions Fhvironment

- , '  a=1j j jEj jz,  a l tLqxQ4lLlv L

Programme. They cal culate the avoidabl-e d-eaths for children by

comparing how ma:ry chi ldren d- ied in a cou:r t ry wi th how many would

have d- ied,  had they had the heal th condl t i -ons of  the Uni ted States -

as a reference country.  They also do this for  other age groups, and-

the youngest group, O-4 years,  make up S4/"  of  the ' rexcess deat l - ts" .

Much of this is infant rnortality. IrJlnen they l init the stud.y to the

age group 1-! years, they find- that the excess deaths from this group

alone in the world amount to 216 Hiroshima bombs. They then use the

US est i rnates of  number of  dead, 68,000 for Hiroshima, JBTOOO for

Nagasaki ,  and cafculate the average, 53raOO. Recent Japanese est i -

mates are 17O,0OO and 140,000 respect ively -  average 155.000 -

l00ro00 higher!  But regardless of  that  d. i f ference; th is shows the

horrors of  misery and al-so how we get even more used to,  and accept,

misery than we accept war.

r  T]-  . .^  -^^.-  +^l , r  t l ro anrnanle t 'n^-^^rt  ^- .1 l l l^--^r  \n 'neni t '  in t l fOir? mofe4. l  r  wE t luw u(:Ag urrv vvlrvsp uJ l rsaus airu u9 v sr  JPlrgfr  u f l t  u l fYr l

convent ional meaning, as absence of war and economic growth, both

concepts combined with state-formation, the relat ion between the two

seems to be clear ly negabive: the more de.relopment,  the less peace.

ln the famous study by Ouincy lr/right, A Study of War, very interest*

; - -  ' l  ^+^ -*-  - i r rpn 
phnrr t  how he1 I  i  r "erence for or:onom' i  e nr nnl  l - t ical

1116 qa VQ AL g 
6r V gl f  aUJu U l rvw uU-rf  69a uarvv vI  9UvIIUrr I lU J!  I rUr-

(p\
gains against  other societ ies reLates to the " fevef of  devefopment. t r \ . - /

I f  h is data about cfose to 5OO societ ies are organized from the most

' l r imi t iverr to the most ' rc iv i l ized' t  there is no doubt that  the nost

pr imit ive are the most peacet:ul_ (@" bel l igerence, only r i tual- ist ic
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war- l ike act iv i t ies wi th very 1ow levef of  v io lence) and the most

civ i f ized are the rnost bel f igerent (9>/"  of  them).  The "pr imit ive" are

nomadic societ ies,  very s imple social  s l ructure,  l iv ing of f  nature,

certainly no "economic growth" -  the concept does not even make ar5r

sense -  and the "c iv i f ized" are societ ies wi th f ixed terr i tory,  a

state organizat ion,  complex social  structure,  agr icul ture etc.

I 'Civ i l izat ioni l  and war seem to be related; 1t  is  a.rnong the societ ies

vcrw elnse to the state Of nature that  we f inf l  11^c+ naraaf ' . lnoac

This is seen very c lear ly in recent d-ate about war af ter  the Second

World War,  that  means af ter  the capi tu lat ion of  mi l - i tar ist  J:pan on

L! August f94r.  According to the famous Hungarian peace researcher
,  (z\

-  
, .  -  \  ) l

Istvan Kendert"  there were 120 armed conf l ic ts in the J2 years I ) !J

to L)16 -  wars because governmentaf  forces were invofved on at  least

one sid-e. The average number of wars on any given day in that period-

was 11.! .  Only f ive r f  them took place in Europe, the remaining 111

in the Third- World - l{orth Arnerica as usual managed to keep wars out-

s ide that terr i tory.  About } f l "  of  the war act iv i ty was cfear ly ant i -

regime wars,  wi th foreign part ic ipat-cn.  The intervent ion was b'4

developed capi ta l is t  cormtr ies in 64 of  the 120 wars,  by sccial ist

countr ies in s i -x of  them, and by Third World counrr ies in 17 of  them -

pal t icular-Ly Cuba, Alger ia ard Vietnam. And the major intervening

nAr^t6Tc r . rara l ln- i  tor l  c*-*ao 4ro. l  Pr- i  *r in l r r rnna .nd Dnr* ' ' - - - i.eU D La LeS r  Lt l  ea" L -*  -

that  ord-er.  In other words,  the most developed- courtr ies were also

the most bel l igerent!  We know the reason and i t  is  very s imple:

because their  development was and is to a large extent based on

cnlnnir l  amnira< end fhorr  r^rrnl-od 1n kaen fhom fn nrn*aet l -hoir

posi t ion.  The US did not have colonies,  bub they had and have neo-

nnlnniac annnnmi^.- l - l  ar  r lnminq+a. l  
- -* l ra-  

+hon n^l- i+ in. l l - r  rnr l  mi l
,  - - . , . - , . . ICd.r IJ 

Uu.[r_LJLaLeU l ' ,aLr]eI ' .  Lr iaI I  pOL-LL.rUa"rLJ d, I rU nr.Lrf-

tar i ly  dominated in the direct  sense. The war in Vietnan was not so

much about Vietnam, i t  vas aboul  US pover and hegemony --  and af ter

the US was beaten and had to wi thdraw, f i rst  t -n I ) lJ ,  then in L97r,

or course the dol far  went d-own, as the pound had done before,  and

the franc (not to mention the escudo).
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6- So, war has been a means to d,evefopment in the narrow sense. But

the relat ion is not s imple:  peace has al-so been a means to development.
The relation is complex, as mentioned- in the beginning. A coqntry can
grow economical ly through i rnper ia l is t ,  bel l igerent expansion, l ike
Japan through the Sino-Japanese war LB)\]J, the war against Russia

I9o4-Or,  the war against  Korea t91O, the war against  China start ing

with what i-n Japan sti l l  is covered up as "the Manchurian incidentrr

I93I, the extended- war against China and the Second- World War and the

'  ef for t  to establ i -sh a real  dai- to- ; .  Terr i tor ies l , ike Formosa, Korea
and a good part of china nad-e it possible for Japan to have an

externaf sector in her economy und-er total  Japanese controf ,  aJrd use
it for the development of Japan. The war against Russia served to
stave of f  compet i tors.  But to be beaten in the Second- World- War,  in
spi te of ,  or  perhaps because of ,  t renend.ous destruct ion also served

development in the convent ional  sense for Japan: f ixed capi ta l  des-
troyed had to be rebui l t  ( l ives destroyed carrnot be rebui l t ) ,  tLtat

def ines a demand, the supply has to come, as a.  resul t  economic wheels
start  spinning as never before.  Even to destroy others in a war and
having to repair the damage may stimulate d,evelopment: 'rthere is no
business l ike reparat ion businesstr .  Economic gz:owth stagnates when
there is no ef fect ive demando i t  p icks up again when there is an

effect ive demand. And that atso appl ies to the wars of  others:  to be

a supplier for the TJS wars in Korea a:rd Vietnafl gave a tremendous

boost to Japanf s economic growth.

7- However,  as ment ioned, peace caJr also be good for d.evelopment.  The

Romans used- the word pax for peace, meaning absent ia.  bel lum, the

absence of war - within the Roman ftnpire. Trad.e is more easy in times
of peace, for  obvious reasons. But the best is,  perhaps, a combina-.

t ion of  war and peace -  ' tbest ' r ,  that  is ,  for  economic d-evelopment.

warr in some place sufficiently far away not to hit onesetf, and
sufficient peace in the near surro'ndings to be able to supply war
mater ia l ,  or  use onejs terr i tory for  bases, wou1d. be one formula.

Another formula woufcl use time ra.l,her th:n sn2se as the basic f.actor:
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ne2.,e w; th ca,nwinr n?^' l l r^+- i  ^n +i11 there iS OVer_nrod,:ct . i  nn_ then aIJva9uwlvl '6 lvwv**vv!vr l 'w] I

war to destroy f ixed capi ta l - ,  peace to rebui fd including rebui ld ing

*1^a nrnA..^f  i  nr  6^*^ - i  r - .  +1, .^-  -^w nrror_nrodrrr : ] . - i  n11 and new wal,  .  TheseUIrg y!  VUUV U.| I  VAPAWL UJ t  Urfgl l  I Igw v v sr  y!  vuuv UIV

two formulas,  the peace-war mix in space and in t ime, do not exclude

^-^t  ^Fr.1^ '  rnh^'^ L^^ ' i '^  t -^+ hoen ' :s ' inr"  hoth pnd axfrcmclw ski l l -gdUJL UUlIgL. OaPi lL I ldDt f  lL I  awv, uEvi i  uofrr6 vvul l  a!u LAUt srrrsfJ r .

ful1y:

I  Japan 45-50 Japan 53-64
Japan 7r-79_\ /h I, i '  \ ,  l . , t

I \';l:Lr,,:?'
Japan 4r_4' 

+ru*;;l:
' *  t

I

Low Economic
Growth
even d-estructisr

High Economic
Growth
ffidJonstruction

a

If  there is somethinq to th is picture the conclusion is obvious: i f

r^*--  ^r ' '^" ' r ' r  ^*+er a.  rea. l - lv  deen recession. a d.e lu-U4yar orrvulu srruer a real ly a"up t"""ssion, a d-epressron, one so

t ion would be a new war somet ime wef l  into the l l8Os, in the three

nnqqi l r" l  a rn- l  oq. as a conqueror,  as conquered or as suppl ier to ei ther

or both s ides. The f i rst  ro le is,  of  course, excluded by the const i -

+,"+j^-  (  r t -+:  ̂ r^  q) :  the other two are not.  I t  should be noted thatuu urvf f  \ tu v lvtc 2 , /  t  ur f  s v uirsr  uw

Japan is one of  the wor ldrs mcst vulnerable countr ies,  rnuch more

vulnerable than it was during the Second. World War; for that reason

r-*--  - ;  ^1-^ ^ i  +Ltr . l -  heine" verv he"v j  lv  destroved or ha.v. i  ng to ca.ni tU-u 4P4t L L Dn D s!  Uf isr  uurr l6 v ulJ f  rua v rrJ vv uu}/

late before suf f ic ient  darnage has been done to work as an economic

st i -mulus af terwards.

I 'rom this we ca-rf now draw one simple concfusion: if war can lead to

both destruct ion arrd to construct ion,  the sa;ne probably appl ies to

^^ "^ . '^ l - l  know- r :ndor r :ondi t ions of  absence of  v io lence ofI rgaug .  n> w E w Erf  AI f  uw t  4fu v!  u

the direct  k ind,  both the rnost despot ic and most d.emocrat ic,  the poor

and the r ich types of  societ ies can emerge. So the relat ion is not

q- imnl a Rrr*  dnaa f l ra a-ma .nnl-r  in ql-onq tor^rrrr lq narna in fhaDlr l ly lE.  Da U UUV- Ul tV DdrLs 4-L/-LJ]J uv D usyr uvwaruD yeaus t  uu urrg

PEACE
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-  -1  ̂^ . r . i .^-  n-^-  , ,^-  +^ -^^^e _ i f  there iS a.nv s.uch nrnccsst r !uv9pp rg4urf l6 r f  u l l r  woJ uu yY4vg -  r r  ur fgrg IJ *-J

even . i  f  the so: l  na' .a in tha n^nvent ional  senSe Can be cOmbined r^ l i thg:: :  r -e""  -^ '

af l  k inds of  levels of  economic growth?

9. In other words,  the thesis,  so long cher ished by the peace movement:

disarmament both as a road to peace and to devefopment,  melt ing swo-rds

into ploughshares as i t  is  erpressed in the bible.  The argument is

well-known and it has much appeal: reducing the armament costs means

.  rodrtnino lL^ ^-*^^ 
j  +--  +^ . .2 l rc w2T.:  inrrosl jne +ha c.al in--  

- . ' - i  
calrr  nn'r l  r l-  rsuuvI l16 Ul fs uaPAUf UJ uU wat)u wdr,  I l IvsD ul f f6 Ul lC 

-d,VII .Le;5 
WtDgf,J UUUtU

bring about development.  T\ro birds ki l led with one stone - a genius

operat ion that only foofs could fai l -  to carry out!  The idea is

sttnnnr. tad hrr  rorqon i rc in tarmc n I  nnnnrtrrni  i r r  analc.  +1"^ *r4n, l!  earvrrrr  j6,  l t r  uu!1ID ur v l r !ur  uwf!  u.y uu- up. vrrg . l l '+wv

ht l l i6n snant.nnrra ' l ' l r r  rza COnVeIted. tO bas- ic neadc rrni l :c f^  fnnr l
f  rEUur wfJ uD ,  uv I  uvu,

clothes shelter,  medical  service and school ing r .mits.  As a matter of

fact,  only one missi le or bomber plane can be shown to represenl con-

sid.erabf e opportunity costs in such r.mits.

10. But there are problems with both sides of this idea; in fact,  one

should be suspicious for the worl-d is usual ly not made in such a way

that two good- things come together with no bad sid-e effects.  Thus,

+'r^^ ^-*-^1Ch iS economist ie:  tho cnnnoct in.c" ' l  ink . i  s  m^npv- But leSsUrfg 4!pIVA v I  Uf ls uvf l lgvul l iF ! ! f l^  ro l r lv f lgY.

money for the mi l i tary wi l l  not necessari ly lead. to fess destruct ive

capacity;  i t  could also l -ead to higher rrproduct iv i tyrr ,  meaning more

destruct ive power for the money avai lable --  a 'bigger bang for the buck".

Moreover, when a conflict threatens to lead to violence the pre-disarrna-

meni snerdinrr  level  wi l - l  lo rastnrod: thore wi ] l_ eVen be an OverShOot.

And as to development:  t rue development seems to be more a problen of

structural change or transformation, not merely a problem of capital.

On the contrary, much capital  usual- ly leads to capital- intensive projects

that tend, to reinforce oppressive, misery-prod-ucing structures however

much it leads to economic growth. The same d-oubts apply to disarrnament

in terms of people: the mi l i tary would respond by becoming more research-

intonqirro dninc nnt nnlrr  r^r i  th I  o-q rnnnol l  1.rr ' l  r .z ' i  *1e - l  acc na6nl  o -  :nf l  thoI l l  UVl lD! v Y t  - - - - !  Wa UIL f ,YDD ILLUTIYJ u4 U w! Ul f  f  YDD yEvyru -  6r fq

naanlo zalaaqor i  micht ho nf f ieors r^r :n i inp";^L^ ^^ ^: ' . i - i^ l r : tors-  or-norts
} ,gu}/rY r  Yrearvu -* .*O J UUD 4- dulr l t l lD u!  o uv!  D ,  v^!v!  uo

i  r  d arro ' l  
^nman 

* t l . rorahlr  nn*+- j  L. '+- i  
-  -  

+^ ^ inn-heernr snni  a i r r  I
I j I  Ugvgf Vylr ICfIUt Ul lYrguJ uWilUI lUqul l16 uv @ uvy-r isAvJ DUUIs uJ .
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11. But i f  the economic approach does not seem so promising, what about

a more structural  approach? Here, suddcnly,  the whole relat ionship

becomes more simpfe and one car l  easi ly see very concrete pol ic ies that

wnrr l  d l - r r r  rn i  
- l  . -+o nrnmnl-a l . 'a* la naona onr l  dorral  nnmanl *hrrawv4Iu,  UJ 4lu f i l6Vt y!VrIrVUs UUul l  ys4us dlu ugvV!UPIl lgI fU Ul lUbt

at the internat ionaf fevel- :  equitable co-operat ion between

nnrrn*r i  aq l , r r f  r^^r  r - -  ^^".  j  +^ ' r^-r  ̂  tends to hp 2 neace_UVWIU!!gDt UUU redfrJ gLlU!U4UISt vef fur  vU Us 4 !

bui ld ing measure -  i t  creates a symbiot ic relabion and at

the same time may promote d"evelopment in both coultries

J:hrnrroh ovehrrco nf  ido:s-  sonds- senr i  coq :nd nonnl  oL / !vr  ! ( I r6v (4rv yvvl tv t

with nei ther coimtry dominabing the other.  The problem

is that  th is is very di f f icul- t  betueen big and smal l -

countr ies or between r ich arnd poor cor:ntr ies -  indicat ing

f1^o* nn-^-^?r+i  
^n tn ho rror oa ar 'A . larral  +- l^ ' r i  I  d insUtld U UU-\ , rUg!d UIUff  Uv vs pcavL ofu us v gf  UlUIr Ig l l  U-p4!!vrr  L6

nerh:ns shnrr l  I  la hotrroan anrtal  q 
-  nh' i  s qtra-nt--  i  nCiden-r !  err ! r t  t t r

f  o l  - l  r r  n^r. '  f  
^  

l - 'a iho amorci  nc n2 Li .arn !  qrrnarn^r^ra r . -qrr  no r . -La-r-LJ,  . ruow l ,o ue o-.-o r* I lern:  supefpower ** ! - -

nnr^rar \Tnrfh-J\Tnr* l -  C-^i i+f^-a^1r+L
PvwUI t  L{UI U-f- l {v-  Ul I t  JUU Ul l -UVq Ul l  .

-  at  the nat ionaf level:  making the country more sel f-

suf: ic ient in such essent ials as food, health and enersr

inputs and in general  sel f-rel iant so that (1) i t  is less

+^h-+^^ +^ 
-^ 

t^ t . ror  
^doino{ ^fharc 

*^ mol . l  an
usrrr lJ uuu uv bv uv w.u a6arr-u u v urrs!  r  uu 6E u o u vwOflOITI lC

essent ia ls (such as oi f )  ana (Z) i t  is  less tempt ing for

others to use food/health. fenerry as a weapon thereby

increasing world- tensionl At the same time this may

nrnmnto dorrol  ̂ nment t rv I  a.v ing a.  basis for  sel- f - re l iance

which is a combinat ion of  sel- f -suf f ic iency in essent ia l -s

and equi table relat ions wi th others.

-  at  the local  levef:  making the local  level-  more sel f -

reliant and more antonomousr more powerful - thereby both

strengthening the local l-evel ar.d weakening the central

level so that the center (the bureaucrats, the corpora-

f  - i  nn +h^ in la l  I  i  
-^-+^;  ^ +1"^ m;- l  i  ] -^--- .  +L^ 

-^ l ;  Ce and -l , IUl . t t  UJIg -LI l .Uel I I6UlIUDIdt uf ls rrr l f f ,  v@LJ t  urrs yvrr

-^-^* jm^- -  +l .^  nqr i r r \  ic  laqq e?. lo *^ o-n]^ ' i+ +1^^ rannla
SOll te Ul .u lg! j  -  u l le l taL vJ /  ro ruJr @uiY uv u^}Jf  wr u urrs ysvyrs
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and to accunul-ate enough

The concept that best summarizes

a nu,'rLber of times above already:

local,  nat ional and regional (eg

- , , -^- t  
, .  ^  +^ . ,^  -^i jur l r rus r ,o wage aggTessave wars.

th is is probably the conccpt used
(t \

sel f - ref iance,\- /  but  both at  the
-. \Third Wortd) l_evels.

12. Thus. to summarize:  the refat ion between peace and development is

complex because the processes relat ing to them are themselves so
'  ^^nnr i  ^^+^' l  in thc nresont wOfld.  r rPeacetr  iS goor l  a-nd r tdevel  nnmcnt i lvvru_yfrv@ugu i r t  u l lg } / IgDgl lu wul fur  lUduu __ a,

is good- - but what if the machinery need-ed for war, mil itar]-zat:-on,

to very many also is the machi-ner:y needed for development:  a strong

centrar ized leadership;  vert ical ,  h ierarchical  organizat ions ;

planning at the top and blind obedience at the bottom combined with

bread and circus? l, ihat then? We have suggested stru.ctural change,

smaf ler  uni ts,  t ied together in equi tabfe exchange relat ions -

fed-eral structr-res, perhaps - and we have tried to indicate that such

structures may both be betLer at  tme development,  and at  more leace-

ful  re lat ions.  But what i - f  war nevertheless comes, can such struc-

tures afso of fer  i ts inhabi tants suf f ic ient  secur i ty through defense?

The answer is probably yes; bui by changing the militar.,r rather then

by abol ishing i t .  There are concepts of  defense much more compat ib le

with decentral ized- structures:  one is v io lent,  the smaf l ,  decentral- ,

i  -ar l  mrorr i  ' ' l  ' ' l  .  - . r i  *c.  +ha ^ther is nonViOlent.  the whol-e renertorv

gf iaea" fo" no"-mit i t  .  To go in lor  th is is to go in

for transarrnament rather than d,isarmament which would" merely make

nennl o dafonggf ess.  Tn faCt-  theso a.e tho urarrs in urhi  nh no^- l  a *an, iLtt  Lavw, o l r j  wj t tuf j  PYVI,TY ugl tu

bo organize themselves against external and internal repression so

there is lots of erperience to draw upon. But i t  is not the ways

nrrrsrred hrr  +1^^ ^^-+^--^---- .  states in the ryor ld -  whero lho r"ener: lyt- / lDu9U UJ Urrg VUtfUCrtryuL@rJ DUAUgD l f l  UlLg WV!ru,  wffg!g ut lg t )_, .__*,

cuest for centraf control  also leads to a quest for central ized

responses to any funct ional or structural-  problen the soci-ety nay

encounter.

17 e^ i -  
^^-^1. ,^ i^urt  l t f  
- - r r - r*---n:

the key to a pol icy that may, at feast in the

gains both in terms of peace and in terms of1^hft  
- , ,^  

1^^A +,ror lE l  u l t ,  _Leau uo
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r larral  
^nmah+ 

I  i  aq nrnlrehlrr  in ,  r r^-^-^- l  ^ ! -"^+".-^ ' l  ahonma nh.nci*-, * oene-L a..L s uI uu L u-L aI ul-rir,It8e , ullal r8l-ng

the course o-[ bolh the d-eve]opment = economic g3owth and the peace =

mi l - i tar izat ion machines towards more humane societ ies.
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