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1. Nordic self-reliance: An Overview

One may ask: why all this talk about visions when*ﬁ&r}&a&c
(cuitvics  are functloning not too badly at all? Nobody iy his or her
(;gkt mind can talk about ;:fgﬁsis in the Nordic countries anno 1985,
except, perhaps, for thq seemingly chronic unemployment rates for
yoang people in Denmargy Answer: because non-crisis may turn into
crisis given the long-term trends of the total world system, not for
the world as a whole, but for those who have benefitted most from the
systegzgging challenged, the First world, and more particularly the
First circle of Northwest European and North American countries. And
the Nordic nations, all nine of them, are in that circle.  ~ Moreover,
visions should be discussed when we are in relatively tranqull waters.
When the golng 18 rough there is no time to dlscuss visions; reactions
will be more ritualistic, almost instinctive. Social change 1s the
legitimate child of a crisis in which 1s injected a vision - but the

gestation period takes time, not to mention the courtship period.

Now 18 the time to start, not when the crisis 1is there, for all to see

To elaborate a vision some assumptions are needed, beyond .
the obvious that we want qualitatively better socleties, quality of

life and nature for the whole Nordic area, at the expense of

no other part of the world (the addition being rather important, often

that turms out to be the difference between right - and left wing
policles - the latter having more solidarity with countries, people,
nature elsewhere). Of course we want this, Bu4we also want some
kind of security, some guarantee that our state of affairs can last,.
We want some basis that is relatively invulnerable, like a family
building their house strong enough to withstand the shocks, insults
from nature, perhaps not the shock that comes once a century but at
least those : that come once a decade, And this 1s precisely where
gelf-rellance enters: make your soclety sgzzaat you are able to sur-

vive on your own resources in times of crises} act in times of non-

crisls so that the crlses are less likely to hit you! -
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Enough introduction. Here 1s the basic scheme of thought
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1%18 1s evidently the vision of a soclal scisntist. Here are
L] ) 1]
four soclal gy,cttms , the whole world, the Nordic countries with

nine nationa; and the local level - which is not necessarily the
same as the municipalitiea of soday. Some may have to undergo
fission in order to be local énough; others may undergo fusion -- in
some cases borders will be redrawn, But all of that are processes

going on all the timq)anyhow.

In commenting on the table 1let me say from the very
begiﬁnlng that nothing - particularly dramatic 1s contained in the
vision; nor 1is anything that dramatic, 1in my view, needed, These
are only some proposals about how to relate these four social spaces
to each other so that quality of human life stands a better chance
within the social structure provided, and the soclal structure itself
can withstand some of the shocks that may be in the cards, also for uw
And in order to discuss that, as a very‘mipimum one has to say some-
thing about the three major forms of power: exchange power in the
realm of econimics, qgrci e power in the rﬁjém of mﬁ“lﬂ(u rg}if;gﬁgl

aud then pdlifcs, yower Yy Keaole over pOwer yelat
ideé\ﬁbwer In the realm ofwbulturé;N’For et ué‘%&ﬁb no 5§§%§3J’

about 1t: what we are talking about 1ig power) 1%6 question 1s what
kind of power. And the basbprgument 1s this: the key to security 1ig.

to have more power over ourgelves, and the key to that 1s gelf-rel
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I think tgﬁwuy to start 1a by commenting on the

word "self-rellance".~>"It refers to a partlcular, but not peculiar,

way of organizing economic relations, according to the following key

principles:

(1) If you want something, try first to produce on the basis of your
own resources (meaning economic "factors"; nature, labor, capital,

administration, research), in other words through production,.

(2) If these prove insufficient, but only then, try to get it
through exchange, In return for something you have in excess.

(3) In choosing your exchange partners try to observe the following
principles:

that the exchange stimulate our, and thelr, production capacity
that the spin-off effects (researﬁh, education etc) are abat eqsd
that you do not become dependent on anyone, nor anyone on you

that they are at about the zgﬁe level of technical development,
A

(4) This reasoning applies not only for the national, but also for
the local and reglional levels

(5) At all these levels, but particularly the local ones, see to 1t
that production capacity for essentials, meaning what 1s needed
to satisfy the basic-needs of the populatioq,is gecured,

What this means in practise 1s a soft type of economic relatioms, not .

the jungle type that is the consequence of own utility maximization

using the ideology of "comparative advantages®as a guide(which may work;
between countries at the same level of development and then becomes
similar to requirement no. 3 above - but leaving the other four cri-

teria out of the picture). A baslic point about self-reliance is that

1t builds self-rellance in the other side through equitable interde- |

supplien
pendence, and by securing the bas Y&ét 1s needed for basic needs,
cwe ‘

at least in times of crisis. Tn thesetting’ self-rellance spells '

self-gsufficiency, and 1s & condition for high level of power ov
ourselves, less vulnerable to the outside world, eg to blackmail,

There 1s much politics in this., A basic 1ldea 1s t5 bulld
good relations through economics, like a good mdrriage where coopera-
tion i1s on an equal basis, not assuming that “comparative advantages™ '
makes 1t"logical®for the wife to spend th%yhole day 1in the kitchen and
the husband the whole day in some office. Use your own resources
and get the stimulation that entails; then exchange but with care -=-

-~

and practise this at all levels of social organization.
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Since people 1live at the local level 1t 1s at the local
level this system, ultimately, has to be tested. And one basic

aspect of the self-reliant economy would be its capacity to satisfy*he
basic needs for food, shelter, clothes, health, edueatlon, labor-
saving devices, a pinigunm of’comforg at the local level. What this
means 1in practise 1s very simple: that each part of the country has
some agricultural and industrial capacit% 1n addition to health
and educatign services, In other words, what B usually referred to
as the primary, secondary and tertiary sectors of eccnouic activity
should be very well mixed geographically, not sorted and allocated

to different regions of the country, agraria, industria and servicia,

One could even go one step further: beyond the local (or meso) level
there 1is ahicro level, the household, family ﬁzecommune with its kiterl
en garden, 1its workshop and its own"serviceséﬁ&ts own health and
education facilities. But one should not require that of all house-
holds. Self-reliance atwthat level should be possible, facilitated;

not obligatory,

So, the logic of the scheme becomes something like this,
First, try to satisfy a given need/want through production at the
local level, or even at the micro level. Then, i1f that does not
work proceed to the national level through exchaﬁge with other local
units within the nation, at the same level more or less, not breeding
dependency patterns, Then, if that does not work either go abroad,
buﬁgwithin the Nordic level, But who goes abroad - is 1t the munici-
pality or the nation of that munieipality? And where? Tt could, and
should be the municipality itself that "“shops around™, through its
own innovatlive foreilgn economic policy. * But 1f many municpalities
within a country have the same type of neeéé/wants, then the problem
could also be handled at the natlional level -~ or at both levels.
In the first run this would extend the exchange pattern to the Nordic

system; in the next run to the whole world, but retaining as much as

possible of the laocal initlative.
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Tt should be noted that in this vislon nothing 18 said

about private vs, public, capital vs. state, market vs. plan. The
wit necetsavi

reagon 1ls that these areAthe 1mportént distinctions.
More ilmportant is using one’s own resources first, getting
the spin-off effects for oneselg : and then generously

generating them in others by offering exchange af-products at approxi-
mately the same level of processing. Maybe one fruitful way of
thinking would be in terms af locally based, small-scale capitalism

on a market baslis, coordinated through soft national and regional
planning mechanisms. But no rigidity in such formulas would be ne-

cessary, or - indeed - advlisable, Moreover, successive phases with
changing emphasls may also be useful,

Another point to be noted is the absence of any priority
to First, Second or Third circle countries in the world system out-
side the Nordic countries. Tt is certainly not considered wise to
stop exchaqging with Fifgt circle countries, because they have been
“bad"w(which they have) or because they are in"deep crisis™(which the;
will be)., However, 1if the exchange is to be equitable it will almost
have to be with countries at roughly the same level, and in the First
circle that might point to Benelux, the British TYsles with the
excepltion of England herself, and to Canada - 1n other words to some

kind of guter Nordic circle, the Greater Nordlc system, Too much

trade with the United States, or with Ingland, I"rance, Germany may

easlily lead to dependency-formation,

Outside the First circle the search would be for good
trade partners according to the self—reiiapce formula, and they can
be found in the Second, the Third and the Fourth worlds. However,
to bring people more into the picture,apd t: order to retain local

f‘bﬁ(aL
be local level economic orga-

A

nizations, private firms, collective cooperatives, public enterprises

self-reliance, the trade-partners should

not only trade ministries, big public and private corporations, etc.

-
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' Some of thg exchange might take thekorm known today as "development

J—

assistance", but with three cautionary notes. Thus, the economics of
self-reliance 13 already development assistun09 since 1t 1a so

basic needs oriented and aims at promoting self-reliant capabilities
in the other party, Moreover, with the emphasis here on the local
level it would more easily put people, not only national level experta
in contact with each other. Organizations would send local level
officers rather than top national bureaucrats., "Rssistance" would b
less of a question of what goes on between negotiating elites. And

thirdly, and that is the basic point: reciprocity should be requested.

A gift is an insult at best, at worst a very tricky way of creating a
lasting dependence by cashing 1in, over time, on the gift as an invest-
ment, The rest if a question of imagination: what form should the

reciprocity take! Technology against soclal services, for 1nstancg'
with the Third world teaching us their patterns of mutual care?

So much for the economic aspect - more will be said in
laterﬂsections. In a world where economics is given primacy by the
(st11l) leading ideologies,and a crisis 1s seen basically in economic
terms, one is forced to give a certain primacy to economic relations,
But,” following the table, militaty, cultural and poljtical

relations are just as important, and here there areplso some insti-

tutional remarks to be made, some innovations - »?g not exactly epoch-

making,

Some people might find it strange that military rela-
tions are discussed in that context at all, There 1is @boo against
this type of discussion at the Nordic level, with the NATO members
putting th%blame on Finnlnd (sald not to be permitted by the Soviet
Union) and Fimland putting the blame on'quwayrDenmark (said not to
want any discussion of alternatives to the alliance). The Nordic
Council shuns this theme, which 1is no reason for us to do the same,
Visions should elmys be welcome - whem they are politically ripe 1s

another matter,
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So, let us bring in © the military relations. The way
I see 1t by far the most sensible policy for the Nordic countrieseas
a whole=would be to combine non-alignment, preferably even strict
neutrality, with a totally non-provocative, defensive defense organi-
zatlon, carried by a Nordic defense union. Tt would builld on elements
1n Swedish and Finnish defense policles and would presuppose that
Norway, Denmark and Iceland leave NATQ) or that NATO changes character:
80 that elther some (among them the Nordic) or all members can adopt
a strictly defensive doctrine. 1T see nothing in this that would be;
incompatible with the content of the Soviet-Finnish Treaty of 1948}$-§
Russia/Soviet Union has suffered such tremendous insults from the
West (and from Djighis Khan) that non-provocative neighborsprobably

f

¥1ll remain a psychoepolitical necessity. for decades, even genera-

tions to come, %

The defense, then, 1s organized with the mixture of conved
tional, para-military and nonmilitary components that would be deemed |
approprlate at each place, Tt would function as an occupation- ratheq
than an 1nvasion-defense, and be based on small, mobile, dispersed, §
autonomous and locally based units that cannot posslbly constitute :
a threat to other countries, yet be effective 1in defending their own. |
Very lmportant 1s the idea of a strong local haslé for the defense
effort, meaning that the defense can continue after a national capitai

has been conquere% or the top staff beed captured.

This 1s not the place to go more into details; only one
point should be amphasized. The word "union™ in Nordic defense union;
can be Interpreted in many ways. It stangs for a Joint effort, for |
a coordinated policy. Attack on one 1is attdck oﬂall. However,
therébhould be a warning against any idea of long distance military
asslistance, at very short warning, in times of war or pre-war. Such
logistic capabilities would also be what is neiied for aggressive

Wntra- Noedi¢ J
action, hence provocative. Consequentiy:Tﬁresfocﬁinghheavy military

matériel may be a good idea, including t??sps from other Nordie coun-
tries, and not only for joint maneuvers. (&
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From the'military let us have a look at the Nordic
organization of cultural relations. So much has already been done,
“Ehere are countless Joint Nordic initiatives all over 1inm the fields

of art and science, of all kinds. TIs there rwally anything more tod%?
Perhaps not so much more at the Nordic level, but certainly nationally
and locally.

I think it should be emphasized that there 1s a 1limit to
how cooperative culture can be, Although there 18 no limit to deepen;
1ng and extending Nordie cultural bureaucracy of all kinds, public
and private, production of culture is ultimately an act carried out
by 1ndividuals whose creative energles might suffer when having to
cooperate 1n all kinds of directions. The great authors did not
write their books in teams op networks; it 1s far from obvious that
thelr masterplieces would have been better had they done so. Rather,

and research
the point must be to legitimize artisticAgctivity as a perfectly
normal and highly desirable way of 1ife to be combined with other
pursuits much as 1t is done 1n the threscultured islands, Tcelangh%%%’
the F&fzy archipelago;—j;;e point must be that a higher proportion
of our total 1ife budget can be dedicated to finding and giving
meaning. "And again, as people live at the logal level this is where
culture has to be built by making it easier for pgople to build
cultural activity into their 1life cycles, Ultimately the consumption
of culture also takes place at the individual level - that is where B
meaning is found. for &

A condition for this are more reaourcesAculture. What,
indeed, should be the whole purpose of ammassing all these riches if
we could not by now put aside more for production-distribution-
consumption cycles of all kinds of culture? Very much is being eone,E‘
but cultural budgets are also being reduced as if we had already donevi
too much. Any kind of intrinsically pleasaﬁt ané edifying symbolic
activity should be encouraged, at the local, national and Nordic
levels (Nordic TV channels are so obvious that they simply have to
come). But this should also be done with a view to exchange with the
rest of the world, encouraging interest in non-Furopean cultures.
Openness to the whole world, 1in other words. TYncluding religioﬁs.

Houses of culture, book cafés; small universities in many or most
municipalities - not more utopian than the corresponding idea for



Let us then turn to politics. Politics 1s not merely
power, it i1s power over power, "meta-power™, Should power be exer=-
cised through ideas (culture), through money, using planning awd/or

the market (economy) or thro,ugh threats and ultimately the use
of force (military)? Anygecision taken 1s politics, whether
openly arrived at or not, consclously arrived at or more the result
of structures at work. Tn the Nordic setting it may look as if
the instrument of politics 1s money, the money in the market and/
or the money in the public budgets, But there i1s more idea power
than what meets the naked eye - built into the Nordic social cosmo-
logy as explored in the preceding chapter., And there is also much
more coercive power-that can be used against dissidents of various
kinds, an example being the use of rather naked state power 1n the

confrontation over ancient same land in Alta-Kautokelno~ than usu-
ally admitted. It 1s only below the political surface.

The argument can be made,and certainly has been made
in political history, that at least basic decislons should be arrived
at openly anddeliberately; openly for everybody concerned at least
% know What happens, deliberately because 1t 1is undignified for
human beings with their faculties to be drifting like leaves 1in
s stream - exposed to structures and processes, willy-nlilly. Tt
should be noted that this 1is not the same as democracy. But 1t goes
far towards being a precondition for democracy: there is a process
of decision-making that can be watched by the citize ns. Democracy,
however, goes one important step further: not only watching, but
participation in the decision-making! And that for two clear reasons

sharing of responsibility in decisions affecting onegself, and human

and social development as eonsequence of the challenge of participaic

I think the argument can b® made that democracy presup-
poses a high level of local autonomy. The reason is simple: the
local level permits mutual visibility, people know where they stand,
direct democracy 1is feasible even if not institutionalized, it exists
in embryonic form. And yet, if under such conditlons there 1s no

local autonomy but steering from remote centers, then the discrepancy
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between the popular will and what actually happens simply becomes
too great. Credbllity 1sstrained. But that autonomy has to have an
economic basls, which 13 exaetly what local self-reliance is about,
And 1t must include the freedom to relate to the local level elsalfere

But the consequence of this type of thinking - trivial in
federal countries like Switzerland and even the Federal Republic of
Germany - would be a federal rather than unitary state structure.
The number of layers will depend on the size of the country.
There will probably have to be a two chamber gystem in the national
assembly, one representing individuals and one represediting the local
levels. 1In the latter those local levels can also cultivate,with ease
the direct contacts inside the country - the ball passing straight
between them, I% does not have to lose energy bouncing up andpown{vam

from the national level. In short, Norway and Finland, Denmark and
Sweden as federations prather than unitary states,

At the Nordic level I see no reason why one should not
he - working for replications of the state-carrying institutions at
the national level; a legislative, executive and Judiciary. They
should not have too muchﬁto say anéﬁdo,too often, but not too little
either, Maybe more than the Nordic institutions ° today, less
than Ehe’correSponding institutions for the European Community.® with
1 strong emphasis on the local level there should be no fear
that too much power 1s delegated upwards till 1£ disappears and never
comes back to the people again. However, direct elections to a Nordic
parllament anételevised debates would be meaningful, if not exactly
sensational, A Nordic court for human rights issues might also be a

good 1dea, maybe a Nordlc ombudsman, But the Nordic system should not
aim at becoming a Bundes-staat . 4 Staates-bund 1s enough,

And then the world level; thg Firs%clrcle of North=Westerr
Europe and North America, theSecond circle ‘of Fastern Furope and the
Mediterranean countries, the Third Cimle consistimg of the rest)
with the challenge from the outer Third circle, the Fpurth world

of East and Southeast Asia. What

should bekhe general guidel ine for

Joint Nordic foreign policy, so to qug?
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Agaln, not that different from today, particularly not that

different from the forelgn policy of themost autunomous Nordic cantry,

Sweden, There 1is already considerable coordination at the level 8f

the UN, I think the point of departure is power analysis and to

turn that gift from history, that we do not Ewve the capacity to

attack apybody - except, historically, ourselves - into a true
military

blessing. One implication is not t#provoke through policies ofAdé-

terrence that may be 1nbrprete§‘as preparations for attack. Another

defensive

implication is a sbong policy ofAdefense, with all that implies for

NATO membership for the three alliance members, Still one more im-

plication would be a treaty of frimiship and cooperation with the

big neighbor tokhe Fast, the Soviét Union - not too different from

the Finnish-Soviet treaty of 1948 - but with two important additional

pointd, The treaty should be symmetrical, expticitly making it

an obligation for any Nordic countryto defend itself and the rest of

the Nordic system against an attack not on but fram any power. And,

implicit in what has been Just said, have a corresponding treaty with

the other superpower,and other countries for that matter,

Idea power: T would say, do not evangelize, let people
come ané judge for themselves, They may decide our history and geo-
graphical%ontext were different; they may also decide that the result
is not that fantastic, for tistance in terms of human development
(however impressive the social development, relative to many other
countries).

Exchange power: T would say, trade according to the prin-

ciples of self-reliance, not according to moral principles of whethe:
the partner is good or btad, demoxatic oﬂnot. If it is our general ex-
perience that economic sanctions are th very helpful in bringing
countries into the fold of well-behavig countries, then maybe one
should abstain from that moral luxury. Maybe the satisfaction of
basic needs and rights, including democracy, is better promoted by

rewarding countries (through trade awd exchange 1in general) for the

good things they do than punishing them for the bad.



A look at the table, but this time read horizontally

in terms of social spaces,rather than vertically in terms of social
now
gsectors may ,\be useful as a quick summary.

The centerplece is actually not the Nordic level, but
the local spacl; capable of satisfyling the basic material needs
through new energy conversion technologies (solar, wind, geo- and
aqua-thermic, waves, blomass) and intensive new types of agriculture.‘
The local space has a high level of autonomy, including the posaibi=s-v
lity of establishing ties to any other local community in the world,
of having its own domestic and foreign policw so to speak)provided it
does not impede the self-relliance of others (is not economically,

politically
militarily, culturallxﬂaggressive, in other words),

But people are not condemned to live at the local level,
or at the same local level. They are, of course, free to move wher-
ever they want., Although the general vision is that the largest
cities will decrease and the local levels increase in (relative) size

general
- also depending on thq@emographlc development - there will be
cities,with a higher level of cultural 1ife. They will sti1ll be at-
tractive. Peofle should be able to spin 1life-lines, even life-cycles
through a number of local levels, near and distant from the origiln,
according to thelr inclinations. Soclety should be flexible, But
ultimately there has to be a gumrantee for maintaining one’s physical
life; I see that guarantee in the capacity of the local level to sup-
ply 1life necessities. And this is also the only place where nature
can be really praotected because any abuse hits the abuser,
through depletion and (toxic) pollution, ‘

There are enormous problems of equality and equity
between the local levels, to be handled at the national, federal 1eve%
and at the Nordic level. There has to be a Nordic capital somewhere,
maybe rotating between those two remarkable islands, Feroy and llgnd--
models of the future, with autonomy and rich externmal relations.

ur logistic capacity is more than sufficient to overcome 1sland loca-
tions. The smallness of the 1slands would keep the Nordic bureaucracy

small, the question is whether it would keep the 1islands beautiful - -

But the symbolism is important, with n‘big country or capitalﬁimpos-;
ing itself. On no condition a Nordic super-state! i
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At that point T choose to stop. The vision 1is there,
sufficlently precise to identify a host of problems, Just to mention
some:

- dogs the local level really have that carrying capacity? (probably
yes, but only with some new,environmentally wiser, technologies)

- will the patiopal bureaucracies want to devolve, to decentralize,
thereby giving up much of thelr own power? (probably not, bt then
the model might be to strenghten the local level rather than weaken-
ing the national level - the example of the district high schools
in Norway 1s a good one, the universities are still theére). .°

- will this pot lead to a Mordic egotism, so nordic-centered that the
people will for get the rest of the worlda? (probably not. Sometimes
that might be an advantage for the rest of the world, however, But
the vislion s not that different from the present arrangement, and at
present Nordic people do radiate outwards in all possible ways, ever
militarily in UN peacekeeping operations),

- will the rest of the world%eallv be inspired by this? (probably yes,
because in the backgramdet’ historical situation similar to their
own, that of being overrun by other countries and by events; and be-
cause the methods, self-reliance including the local level, can be
practised everywhere if the political will is present)

But that is the vision, the goal - what about the processes?

The process can only be carried by all those movements
that ﬁave come as a response to the crisis, a crisis that may be
alleviated by conjunctural cycles but 1is so Intimately tied to the
rise of ﬁhe Second and Third circles that it will not go away. Each

novement makes 1its concrete contribution. The best contribution
by
1s not on paper, but simplyAgglgg 1t., Reallzing at the local level

a hilgh degree of self-reliapce.}practiping own foreizn relations in- |
even some reoc o F RS ’ ) ’
cludlngkdevelopment asslstance in the Third world, gaining experlence,
' vand governmenta f
Gradually it all reaches the natidna evel - as, indeed, 1t has

done, The process is dready there, Much more important than govern-
mental recogni tion is what all these movements are already doing.

But some political dedication to visions of this type must
come, in the form of official Nordic declarations, at least of intent.

What could be better than Kalmar 1997, six hundred years after the

|0
union that falled, negotiated by 17 Swedish, Danish and Norwe }an :J

gentlemen , but only signed by the Swedes? Or, Karlstad 1993 for
common

the very urgent questicn ofANordic defense - as distant from the

ollapse o e 1949 negqgtiatjons. ag they were from thg s ccesfql 90t
Riae T BRI DR L R

i :
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(1) The often quoteq figure is around 25%.

(2) For one relatively extensive treatment of the theory and
practice of gelf-reliance, ace Galtung, O'Briten, Prelswerk,
le{:gglggppgl_é_gggggggx_gor Development, Bogle-L’Ouverture,
London, 1980,

(3) For a general theory of power in this direction, see Johan
Galtung, The True Worlds, Free Press, New York, 1980, ch. 2.4,

(4) One person trying to break the barrier is a delegate from
the Faroe islands, Mr FErlendur Patursson at Kirkjubeur,

(5) For one exploration of thisg see Johan Galtung, There Are
Alternatives}) Spokesman, Nottingham, 1965, section 5.%. That
book in general, and ch., 5 in particular, gives the rationale
for the type of alternative security policy that 1ig suggested
here,

(6) For one analysis of the Nordic strategic situation, see
Nils Petter Gleditsch, "Rovgriske orne stirrer mot Norden",
forsvar, 13-14/1984, pp. 27=31.

(7) TIn a general theory of associative peace-building

(The True Worlds, p. 101, originally developed 1in Galtung and
Lodgaard, eds., Co-ocperation 1in Europe, Universitetsforlaget,
Oslo, 1970, Part 1) six factors are seen ag eégsential for
cooperative relations to be peace-productive;

€quity - rather high among Nordic countries

entropy, interaction in all directions - extremely high
symbiosis, mutual usefulness - also very high

broad scope, widenhg agendas forp interaction - extremely high
large domain, more than two parties, not too many - satisfied
superstructure - not very strong (the Nordic Council

The basic point is Simply this: precisely because the first

five factors operate so well the sixth is lessg necessay, The
European Community is also high on entropy, symbiosis ang scope
but has considerably problems with équity and domain, particular=-
ly with 12 members. Much more superstructure may be needed to
compensate for these structural shortcomings,

(8) Actually, the best vision I know of is found in Peter Hall,
ed., Europe 2000, London 1977, the section "One day in Europe
200"(from the chapter "Fronm ideology to utopia")- pp. 257-63.

(9) These islands are also models in the sense that this is
vhat as many as possible of our municipalities, or more broadly,
"local level units" should be like., It is interesting to note
that islands seem to be particularly frudtful as raw material -
think of Bornholm in Denmark and Gotland and Oland in Sweden!
It might also be added that Rland is now considering a major

Nordic peace center - :

(10) One of them being, T have to add, a torefather of the pre-
sent author, Gaute Firikssenn Galtung.

(11) A point made by the present author in a speech ("Karlstagd
1905, Karlstad 1949, Karlstad 19--?")on the occasionof the
Karlstad 400 years celebration, hosted by the municipal council
June 1984,



