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fntroduct ion

The fnternat ional  Peace Research Inst i tute Oslo got i ts f led-

gl lng start  i -n January 1959 when the present author was given a grant

by the Inst j - tute for  SociaL Research in Oslo t -o draf t .a research pro-

gram in the f ie l -d of  peace studies.  The program was accepted,with

the US social  psychologist ,  Prof .  Otto Kl ineberg as a consuftant,

and adminj-strat ively the work started on 1 June 1959, wi th f ive

researchers and f ive research programs, and locat ion at  the home

of Fr idt jof  Nansen, dt  Polhogda outside Osl-o,  Norway.

Hence, 1984 is the twenty-f i f th anniversary.  Al though peace

research is as old as humankind I  th ink i t  is  fa i r  to say that th is

was the f i rst  inst i tute af ter  the Second World War openly professing

a dedicat ion to the study of  "peace" in i ts very name. Even that

had been problemat ic.  Peace was in those years something ident i f ied

in the West wi th communism, a very radical  concern,  just  as ten years

later-at  the heigl-r t  of  neo-marxlsm in Western Europe- i t  became the

symbol of  conservat ism. From "peace in the wor ld" as a Moscow slo-

gan to "peace in Vietnam" as a Washington slogan,.  meaning roughly

speaki-ng the tr iumph of  communism in the f i rst  case and the victory

of the Uni ted States i -n the second, the t ime distance had been a short

one. The Norwegian establ j -shment was also scept ical :  a high ranking

off ic ia l  of  the Ministry of  Educat ion was sympathet ic in general  but

to ld the present author:  "peace research",  what a horr ib le name!

Te "war research"there could be no'object ion.

I  mysel f  had a s l ight ly di f ferent worry:  not  that  condi t ions

of peace were not more than worthy of  being studied, but that  "con-



f l - ic t"  as such afso was worthy of  bei-ng studied without researchers

necessar i ly  having to focus on conf l ic t  resolut ion j -n a peaceful

^ ' r ' t  &L^ * ime. The name, ds devised by the present author inwq'y 4f  r  L-rrv L-

January 1959, was a compromise: "conf l ic t  and peace researchrr .

I t  has stuck,  and can today be found in a number of  inst i tutes in,

for  instance, Sweden and the Federal  Republ- ic of  Germany. Today I

might haye l referred to say s imply "peace studies";  "peace" because

this j -s more than broad enough and does not only relate to conf l - ic t

but equal ly much to,  for  instance, development i  "studies" because

t ' researchlr  is  somewhat l imi t ing by -  in the minds of  many people -

having a connotat ion of  empir ical  research. As wi l l  be amply shown

Later on this is too narrow.

Ours is not the only anniversary these years.  In 1964 the

Internat ional-  Peace Research Associat ion ( IPRA) was founded at

meetJ-ng in London with important support  f rom UNESCO, thus having

i ts twent ieth anniversary 1984. And in 1 983 IPRA had i ts tenth

internat ional  conference in Gy6r in Western Hungary,  muster ing about

3OO researchers f rom aII  over the wor ld,  bear i -ng test imony to peace

research act iv i t ies in at  l -east  th i r ty countr ies,  and above al l

sel fconf idence, a shared feel ing of  not  having tobe defensive alput

the term "peace research".  Peace research is s imply somethj-ng one

does; l ike everythlng else,  i t  can be wel l  done and badly done

and in most cases done nei ther part icular ly wel l  nor part icular ly

badly,  but  something inbetween.

So, as they say: peace research has come of dge, f rom the

f  i  nrz ' l  i  t -1- ' l  a }-  zerrrr  -eginning r '  O me of  the



chal lenges, what have been some of the responses on the way d.ur ing

these 25 years? That story can def in i te ly be told in many dj- f ferent

ways, and wi l1 probably be told. :  one sign of  peace research coming

of age is that  i t  is  a l ready generat lng i ts own histor ians wi th am-

bi t ious papers (whether th is is a good sign is another matter!  )  .

what r  shalr  t ry to do in th is paper i_s much more r imited.

r  shal l  only t ry to indicate some of the major chal lenqes as r  have

seen them, and the kind of  responses that r  have developed _ per-

haps convincing nobody else than mysel f ,  and hardly even that.  Some-

t imes the chal lenges have come from the outside in the form of

cr i t ic j -snr.  Mainly,  however,  they have come from the j_nside, s imply

from ny own ef for ts to t ry to develop paradigms, f rameworks for  intel-

lectuar persuits, capable of acconmod.ati-ng, handring, exploring

further even to some extent solv ing.  problems that to most or at  least

many people would be located under the heading of  , ,peace,, .  So this

is some kind of  lntel lectual  autobi-ography r  eE even traverogue.

An appropr iate word,  s ince most of  the st imulat ions to my own intel_-

lectual  odyssee has come from the simple c j - rcumstance that r  have

travel led a lot ,  done research work in at  least  f i f ty  countr ies,

and also t ravel led through t ime as a futur ist  and a macro-histor ian

thus having a considerable amount of  chal- lenges which r  fe l t  r

ShOuld SOmehOVr #rrz #n aannmp6date.

Three smal1 ref lect i -ons on exact ly th is before r  start .

First ,  in retrospect f  see

t imes has a choice between l iv ing

to what other researchers say and

more clear ly how

i-n the world of books and react inq

a researcher some-

wri te,  and J_iv ing in the wor ld of



I -egl i !y. ,  t ry ing to react di rect ly to that  wor ld in as much as pos-

sible a way not mediated by others.  Unfortunately,  I  of ten sense

that other researchers start  in the real  wor ld,  then leave that

wor1d, enter the wor lo of  books and remain in that  wor ld ever af ter .

I f  anything I  have perhaps done that journey in the opposi te direc-

! i^^ - !  r^^^t  so far .  Occasional-  excursions back to the wor l -dL_L\Jr1 t  AL IgCr:)

of books, also meaning academia in the t radi t ional  sense/ as a rest ing

place from the considerably more di f f icul t  real  wor ld have great

charms, however, US univ-ersities are good at that, l,-eino so self-contained.

Second, intel lectual  l . rork has some simi lar i t ies wi th

pol i t ical ,  even mi l i tary work.  I t  is  a quest ion of  master ing intel-

lectual  terr i tory,  explor ing i t  wi th the r ight  j -nstruments.  And

the instruments are never total ly adequate? in addi t ion the terr i -

tory changes the more the j -nstruments are appl ied.  Then, threre rnay

be others on the same terr i tory,  even many of  them, some prospect i -ng

for insight with the same concept,  some using total ly

dif ferent approaches. This metaphor def j -nes conf l ic t  among. intel lec-

tuals of  three kinds: di f ferent resul ts wi th the use of  the same

instruments;  conf l ic ts over which instruments to use; and the

most fundamental  conf l ic t  over whose intel lectual  terr i tory th is

is anyhow. Much of  whaL intel- lectuals do is a quest ion of  taying

claims to intel lectual  terr j - tory by showing that their  concepts

can cover more area, more deeply,  than others.  Often there wi l l  have

to be a t rade-of  f  here.  There are those pref  err ing more 
" .  " te lg 

av:

methods cover ing a large terr i tory and those preferr ing more inten-

sive techniques, going much in depth,  dr i11i_ng atpreclze poinrs.



Obviously there are many who do both.  Intel lectuals become l ike

gladiators throwing nets,  LryLng to catch as much as possible.  No

intel lectual  enjoys being caught in the net of  another,  seeing his

own problems reduced to sub-problems under the much more general

opt ique developed by somebody else.  Yet th is is the nature of  in-

te l lectual  pursui ts,  wi th the work of  mathematj-c ians as a c lear exam-

ple,  a lways struggl ing for  ever higher level  of  general i ty;

always try ing to see something as a "special  case" of  somethi-ng

more qeneral .

Third,  the importance of  d ia logue. The dialogue, not only

with other researchers but wi th people in general ,  i -s absoJ-utely

crucial  in intel lectual  work.  I t  is  a way of  t ry ing out oners own

strategies and tact ics in intel lectual  spaces, test ing the val j -d i ty

by watching careful ly the react ions f rom di f ferent corners.  Dlalogue

is only meanj-ngful  i f  i t  can happen across discipl inary, ideological '

nat j -onal  and civ i l izat ional  borders,  I f  none of  these are br idged

chances are that  what passes for a dj-alogue is more l ike looking

in the mirror,  as so of ten happens-part icuJ-ar ly in th ink tanks and

places of  h igher learning of  "excel lence" because the "cr i ter ia"

makes the people passing those f i l ters homogenous Of courser t ro

intel lectual  is  obl iged to redj-rect  h is pursui t  in the direct ion

suggested by a cr i t ic  t  er  by a f r iend for that  matter.  Rut he j -s ob-

Iiged to be sensitive, to pursue inquiries stjmulated by dialog''e.

The capaci ty to do so is l imi ted by the r ig id i ty

of  the paradigm. Hence, abi l i ty  to open the paradiEr 'n in new direc-

t ions becomes a major factor.  And at  th is point  I  feel ,  in general ,

that  the formula is expansion rather than reject ion.  I f  an approach

is found unsat isfactorv when confronted with new chal lenses the



response should almost never be to reject  the approach completely.

Rather,  the response should be an ef for t  to understand under which

condi t ions the former approach was val id. .  not  only to ident i fy the

condj- t ions under which i t  j -s not val id.  Instead of  asking "which

one is t rue,  l iberal ism or marxisf l " ,  the quest ion would be "  under

what condi t j -ons is the l iberal  perspect ive f ru i t fu l ,  under what

^^*, i  i  + i  ^ .^concl . r r l_ons the marxist , ' .  To many this k ind of  at t i tude leads to

very eclect ic resul ts,  to a number of  both -  and rather than ei ther

or.  This is t rue,  and by the present author seen as a great advan-

tage rather than as an accusat ion.  To cr i t ics who might hope that

posi t ions would be given up rather than serve as a basis for  fur ther

expansion into intel lectua1 terr j - tor ies the conclusion might be more

negative. And I would agree if  i t  can be convincingly shown that

this intel lectual  strategy rnakes intensive intel lectual  act iv i ty,

in r ranrh imnlssj-ble or at  least  unl ikely.  The contrar lz is ntore t ikely.! r rY\

And with these three remarks permit  me Lo start  wi th the ex-

plorat ion of  ten chal lenge-response dimensj-onsr ds I  have exper ienced

them.



On the def in i t ion of  peace research.

From the very begJ-nning i t  was clear that  th is def j -n i t ion

had to contain three components,  at  l -east :  "peace" as the expl ic i_t_

rz: l t ro nf  cJ_ rrr ' l  r rvqruE v! DLuu)/, approached in an i l ter-discipl inaly and l1lgr; lg!:glg}. '

manner.  The last  two condi t ions,  were,  of  course, directed against

what was seen as the t radi t ional-  approach in peace studies:  ef for ts

to capture a very compl icated phenomenon within the intel lectual

f rameworks of  one discipl ine on1y, and of ten very c lassical  d isci-

^1. i -^^ ^, ,^1-prJ-nes sucn as history and j -nternat ional  law; and ef for ts to study

phenomena that are internat ional  in thelr  character f rom the van-

tage point  of  one nat ion only.  Thusr" inter-d. iscipl inary" meant

frorn the very beginning ef for ts to br idge the gap betweenrf t radi t ional

and "modern" social  scj-ences (br inging into the picture sociology

pol i to logy and so on);  and " inter-nat ional"  a lso meant" inter- j -deo-

logical"  ,  " inter-bl-oc ",  " inter-class",  " inter-gender".  An inter-discipl ina-

ry Norwegian team is interest ing but very far  f rom suff ic ient ;  ex-

panding i t  to become a Nordic team does not add much of  interest  in

our conf l ict-rJ-dden, highly unpeaceful  wor1d. The vvlcr ld is the l imit .

Also, f rom the very beginning, i t  was assumed that the concept

"peace" was and should always cont inue to be consid.ered problemat ic.

The next dimensions are indicat lve of  what such explorat ions might

lead to i f  i t  is  taken as axiomat lc that  "peace" has to be explored..

An ocplicit value-orj-entation implies oplicit problon-ori-entation; not keepinq

the values hidden under the mystifying slogan of "objectivity".

However,  the two other parts of  the working def in i t ion,  con-

' { - r ' ihrr i - ina'- in imum to the d.escr ipt ion of .  hcw the research on the

condi t ions for  i leace is tc te carr ie i  ou-! ,  ' , , ;ere also problemat j_c and



underwent changes. At the very minimum " inter-discipl inary" could

be interpreted as an inst i tute where researchers f rom var ious disci-

pl ines would have some contact  or  even a ' 'society for  peace research' l

that  could faci l i tate al- l  contacts of  thd k ind. And " inter-nat ional"

could point  in the direct ion of  occasional  meet j -ngs to discuss

views on di f f icul t  matters.  Al though preferable to s ingle-discipl i -

nary approaches by highly uni-nat ional  researchers more of ten than

not in l ine wi th the pol icy of  thej-r  establ j -shment in a rather un-

quest ioning manner (whether th is is due to value commitment or more

to mater ia l  interests l inked to their  salar ies) - th i -s verv quickly

proved to be highly insuff ic ient .  Ul t imately inter-disci-pl inar i ty

would have to lead to t rans-discipl inar i ty,  to the integrat ion of

the perspect ives and approaches of  several  d iscipl ines inside the

mind of  the indiv idual  peace researcher.  Ul t imately the indiv idual

peace researcher is the uni t ,  hovrever much he may benef i t  f rom inter-

discipl inary networks.  I t  is  inside one researcher that  new synthe-

ses are 'most l ikely to emerge, certainly st j -mulated by dialogue in

the network.  And the same appl ies to the dimension of  inter-nat iona-

l i ty :  u l t imately i t  has to lead to some kind of  researcher wi th-

out a father land, a person that can nei ther be counted upon to mir-

ror the v j -ews of  the countr ies establ ishment,  nor the opposi te v iews.

I-rom inter-disciplinary and iqter-national to l5Clq-disciplinary and trans-national.

f t  may be objected that th is is asking for much. Essent ia l ly

i t  means that the or ig inal  d iscipl ine and nat ional i ty of  the peace

researcher would tend to wash out as the researcher matures.  I t

means that when the researcher speaks or wr i tes the l is teners and

readers wi l l  have and should have great d. i f f icul t ies ident i fy ing



whence he or she comes. "Aber wer s ind Sie eigent l i -ch" was a

quest ion I  could remember f rom a german dlplomat when I  introduced

mysel f  as peace researcheq and the quest ion I  very of ten heard later

on when an audience uneasi ly t r ied to f ind out wl th in which estab-

l ished social  scj-ence discipl ine I  was operat ing.  And the same goes

for nat ional i ty,  a l though in th is case f  am afraid f  have more di- f f i -

cul t ies conceal ing my or ig in.  They somehow show"

Of course, the problem should dictate how the problem 1s ana-

I  r rcad nnf t -  l ro disCipl ine in which one happens to be trained or the

nat ional  locat ion in global  terr i tory.  But Lhis makes the peace

researcher less predictable,  f rom a discipl inary or nat ional  angle.

He may, however,  st i l l  be predictable f rom the f i rst  point  in the

def in i t ion:  how he conceives of  "peace" which necessar i ly  wi l l  be

close to an ideological  posi t ion.  To this we sha11 turn immediately,

Here some words should only be added on a para] le l  which is of ten

used, not the least  by the present author,  to medical  scj-ence.

I  th ink i t  can be argued that medical  science is based on the

erma t-  r i -n:-r- i_te def in i t ign Or point  of  departure.  There is an un-

ashamedly expl ic i t  valueJcias f rom the very beginning, in favour of

heal th rather then disease. Medical  science, however,  is  more than

the explorat ion of  the condj- t ions of  heal th;  the idea is also to

teach (medical  educat ion) and to act  (medical  pract ise) .  As we shal-1

see peace researchers have been moving in exact ly the same direct-

ions,  a l though with less success but then the f i rst  25 years of

medical  science were perhaps not that  successful  e i ther.  And medi-

cal  people have also' found - i t  extremely useful-  to explore fur ther

the concept of  "heal th";  they are st i l - l  doingt so,  in fact .
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Thenrthe research organisat ion paral le ls"  In the interdis-

cipl inary pot def ined as medi-ca1 science there are many ingredients,

physics,  chemistry,  anatomy, physiology, pathologyr,  as wel l  as peda-

gogical  and pract ical  components.  A medical  man is wel l - rounded,

he has a hol ist ic approach to his f ie ld as wel l  as a special ty

or two, and he has to a large extent transcended national- borders.

Simi lar ly peace research aims or should aim at  becomj-ng ever

more hol ist ic,  and ever more .{ .oEq,}-Thus with higher levels of  matu-

r i ty peace researchers f rom very di f ferent parts of  the wor ld,  and

parts of  societ ies, .  would have not only dialogues but also emerge

with qui te compat ib le conclusions as is the case to a large extent,

in the internat j -onaL medical  community as expressed in the resolu-

t ions of  the World Heal th Organizat ions.  Of course this means

that mistakes can be made- and that they can become magni- f ied through

consensus when everybody makes the same mistakes. And here the

peace researcher faces a great di f f icul ty:  h is advj-ce and his prac-

t ise may concern many more people than ths individual surgeon who

after al l  j -s operat ing on only one person at  a t ime. This should

serve as a warning to peace researchers against  becoming to sel f -

conf ident,  and against  developing an easy consensus. Of course, that

is easi ly done as long as peace researchers carry l i t t le responsibi-

l i ty  and are mainly academicsp and in opposi t ion,  engaged in cr i t ic ism.

f t  hecomes more important,  not  i f ,  but  when responsibi l i ty  comes.

My own exper ience may serve as some t iny conf i rmat ion.  Very

much demanded in a wor ld div ided into nat ions etc.  and an intel-

Iectual  wor ld div ided into discipl ines are precisely more global

and hol ist ic approaches. This is what peace research should afso

aim at ;  in addi t ion to wel l  informed, more l_ imited studi_es
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2. On the def in i t ion of  peace as absence of  v io lence

That peace has something to do with the absence of  v io lence

is so widespread as an idea that any concept of  peace rerearch would

have to accommodate th is not ion.  However,  f rom the very beginnigE

this was seen as tco negat ive.  In a sense the inspirat ion was taken

from medical  sclence where heal th can be seen as the absence of  d is-

ease (meaning absence of  symptoms of  d isease) r  but  a lso as something

more posi t lve:  as the bui ld lng of  a heal thy body capable of  resist ing

diseases,rely ing on i ts own forces or heal th sources. Corresponding-

ly a concept of  "posi t ive peace'remerged bui l t  around such ideas as

"harmony",  "cooperat ion" and " integrat ion",  peace research was to

consider both the negat ive and posi t ive aspects of  peace, both the

condj- t ions for  absence of  v io l -ence in general  and war in part icular,

and the condi t ions for  both peace buirding perhaps referr i_ng to

the act ion needed for negat ive peace as peace- keeping and peace -

making could then be used to cover both.  Again,  exact ly what is

^r ' I  ' : * !^  !L^ iwin ideas of  negat ive and posi t ive peace is not so im-[ /UL f l rLU LIM

n^r+1h+ 'c rhe broad agreement that  peace studies should cover both,

f  hero Avn,and i  ncr ' l -ha f  i  o l  d aF c{-  r r r l '  Fvurrelv Elyqrrualry Lr ls l rElg 
-TOITI 

pf  eVent iOn and COntfOl

of war to the study of  peaceful  re lat ions in general .

However '  th is important expansj-on of  the f ie ld very quickly

^ 
rn- '^J ;  

-  ^"  
€proveo rnsurf ic ient .  I  remember v iv id ly my own exper lence of  what

at  that  t ime was ca1led Rhodesia (or more precisely Southern Rhooesia)

shortJ-y af ter  the Uni lateral  Declarat ion of  Ind.ependence November

1965. Studying some stat ist ics made avai lable to me in Harare ( then
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Sal isbury) i t  became clear that  there had been very l i t t le inter-

raclal  v io lence in the per iod between domest ic and nat i -onal  indepen-

dence, f rom 1923-65. In a certain sense there was harmony, coopera-

t ion integrat ion.  But was this peace? With the blatant exploi ta-

t lon,  wi th blacks being denied most opportuni t j -es for  development

given to the white,  wi th f lagrant inequal i ty whereby whites were ma-

king about twenty t imes as much for exact ly the same job as blacks

not to ment ion, ;  wi th the basic fact  that  th i -s was st i l l  a whl te colo-

ny,  regardless of  how independent in a technical  sense those whj- tes

were? The Gerrnan wcrd for ceneterlz is Friedhof r p€dc€ yard

The concept of  I 's t ructural  v io l -ence" was born out of  that

encounter,  but  deeply inspired by Gandhi 's approach to the same

subject  a l thoughhedi l  not  use that term. For a long t ime I  had tr ied

to l iberate mysel f  f rom the bui l t -  in actor-or iented perspect ive

of so much Western socj-al  science, basing analyses very much on the

capabi l i t ies of  the actors,  and also on their  mot ivat ions.  That

the mot ivat ion is important in judging, rel ig iously or legal11'

ethical  qual i ty of  an indiv idual  act  goes without saying. But in

so doing the character ist ics of  the structures are of ten dlsregarded,

because these are set t ings wi th in which indiv iduals may do enormous

amounts of  harms to other human beings without ever intending to do

sor just  performi i ig their  regular dut ies as a job def ined by the

structure.Social political consciousness is to understand from the structure

vorks.

Structural  v io lence was then seen as unintended harm done to

human beings. Usual ly th is takes place as a process, working slowly

as the way misery in general ,  and hunger in part icular,  erodes and
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f inal ly k i l ls  human beings. I f  i t  works quickly i t  is  more l ikely

to be not iced and strong posi t ions for  and against  wi l l  bui ld up

so that moral  stands emerge. Direct  v io lence is intended,

usual ly quick and for that  reason easi ly discovered since the per-

son who was very much al ive a second ago is now dead -  hence, dl f

+^^"^ ^F at tent ion even in c iv i l izat ions wi th a low level  of  poJ- i -ecr>y !rJ( i  L l -  (Jr

t i -caI  consciousness.

In a sense I  do not th ink the i -ssue has to be arcrued. Vio-

l -ence is v j -o l -ence, in a sense to be explored in the next sect ion

regardless of  how i t  is  exercised. But the impl icat ion of  th is

extension of  the perspect ive on violence is a maior one from the

point  of  v j -ew of  peace research strategy. Whereas the focus on

direct  v io lence would lead to anal lzsss of  the capabi l i t ies and

motivat ions of  i -nternat ional  and intranat ional  actors wi th ef for ts

to create inst i tut ions that can prevent them from exercis j -ng direct

v io l -ence,6or instance by punishing those who do,) the focus on struc-

tural  v io lence wi l - l  lead to a cr i t ical  analysis of  structures and

possibly to ef for ts to t ransform viol-ence-pregnant structures into

less v io lent once. A basic t ransformat ion of  a structure 1s usual ly

ref  erred to as a 5_evof ut ion,  so th is perspect ive is more wef come among

radicals just  as the inst i tut iona] perspect ive is more wefcome amonq

l- iberals/conservat ives.  Again the at t i tude advocated here i -s both-

and, not a quest ion of  e i ther-or.

Violence as obstacl-es for  basic needs sat i -sfact ion

I f  peace is def ined

gat ive peace, regardless of

as the absence

the source of

^F 
. , . i  

^ ]  
r  !

UI Vf,9IEJIUEt QL

rz i  n l  Fnr-p -  1-  hon
,  ur lvr

least  ne-

the quest ion
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ar ises:  what is v j -o lence? In the f i rst  run an anthropocentr ic

approach must be permit ted,  focussing on violence agai-nst  human

beings. In my exper ience the best approach here is to t ry to root

violence in the concept of  basic human needs, even given the short-

comings of  that  concept.  Such shortcomings, however,  are not neces-

sar i ly  unwelcome: in a complex and contradictory real i ty such as

the subject  matter of  peace research d.ef in i t i -ons can not,  and con-

sequent ly shoul-d not,  betoo perfect .

Four c lasses of  needs with their  neqat ions are indicated in

Table 1.

Table 1.  Four c lasses of  needs/four c lasses of  v io lence

Direct  Structural

v io lence viofence

Actor-  Structure-

generated generated

more somati -c,

mater ia l -

SURVIVAL

violence

HOLOCAUST

WELFARE

misery

SILtrNT HOLOCAUST

-  FREEDOM fDENTTTYmore splr1cuar,

non-marerrar-  repressi-on al ienat ion

KZ, GULAG SPIRITUAL DEATH

The two dichotomies used to construct  the tabl_e shou]d not be

taken too absolutely;  they are indicat ive of  ways of  cut t ing into

fha fnt-  a]  i r r r  9f  human needs. But the c la im is that  the four c lassesev vs!*  e y

indicated are unj-versal  even i f  their  speci f ic  def in i t ion,  and how

they are sat isf ied,  vary much in histor ical  t ime and social  space.



t f

I  have added under the negat ions of  the c lasses of  needs

the extreme negat ions; the four major evi ls,  to put i t  that  way.

First ,  there is holocaust -  exterminat ion-whether associated with

Wannsee Protokol le and" Auschwitzt ,  or  nuclear arms deployment deci-

s ions and nuclear war.  Then there is the s i lent  holocaust ( taken

from the t i t l -e of  a for th coming book by George Kent on the pol i t jcal

economy of hunger),  more than wel l  enough known from the si tuat ion in

the Third wor ld today. Then, KZ and Gulag, the symbols of  Hi t ler i te

and Stal in ist  extremist  repression respect ively" And f inal ly there

is the fourth evi l ,  so of ten forgotten: the spir i tual  death coming

to people to whom l i fe has no meaning, ' there is nothing worth iden-

t i fy ing wi th,  t ime just  passes through the person rather than the

person evolv i -ng through t ime.

These are the four extreme types of  v io l -encei  they are

the major foci  of  work for  peae researchi  but  the minor forms are

also to be covered by peace studj-es. Thenrthe posit ive forms, the

needs to be sat isf ied:  they wouldbe the focus of  posi t ive peace

research,whether or not such formul-as as harmony, cooperat ion,  and

integrat ion point  to f ru i t fu l  ways of  at ta in ing their  sat isfact ion,

One very basic point  in th is connect ion:  I  belong to those

who very strongly oppose any at tempt to impose pr ior i t ies on these

four c lasses of  needs. In a t r iv ia l  sense, wi th the biological

organism close to death f rom dj-rect  or  structural  v io lence i t  is

empir ical ly t rue that human beings f ight  for  survival  and welfare

(foodrclcthes, shel ter  and so on) more than anything else.
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But I  refuse to accept those very extreme condi t j -ons as the basis

for a general  theory of  pr ior i - t ies.  Rather,  i t  is  a lways rny exper i -

ence that when such theor j -es are accepted they tend to lead to bad

pol i t ics.  Thus, put survival  above freedom and t i re resuft  may be

capi tu lat ionism (better blue-red than dead);  put  f reedom above sur-

v ival  and the resul t  may be an invi tat ion to nuclear suic ide (better

dead than blue-red).  Put wel fare above freedom, and the resul t  is

usual ly ef for ts to feed etc.  the populat ion very much the same way

as i t  is  done in a zoological  garden, wi th no freedom and ident i ty,

but plenty of  repression and al ienat ion.  Or put ident i ty above a1l

of  them and the resul t  might be the hermit  l i rz ing in a cave, c lose

to God but also to nothing e1se. Chances are he wi l l  not  even at ta in

what he single mindedly seeks.

This is not to sav that in concrete s i tuat ions in t ime and

space there may not be glar ing def ic i ts that  have to be corrected

by pol ic ies that  assume pr ior j - t ies.  But th is is not the same as

a general  theory about the order in which needs have to be sat is-

f  ied,  for  instance start ing wi th survivaf  (otherr^r ise nothing else

is of  any interest  - - - )  then going on to wel fare,  and then try ing

to tackle the problem of f reedom and ident i ty.  The exper ience seems

to indicate that  i f  one so does i t  wi l l  be at  the expense of  sol id

structures in order to assure a s ingle-.-minded concentrat j -on on one

class of  needs; structures that may be very di f f icul t  to undo af ter

they have been operat ing for  some t ime. Also,  the posi t ion indicated

by systemat ical ly assuming pr ior i t ies is a very modest posi t ion,

tcomodest in 1a91. I t  is  not  the task of  peace research to accept

pr ior i t ies that  have emerged over t ime as the easy way out;  the
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task of  peace research should rather be to be immodest to set

the goals hiqh, to Lry to devise those pol ic ies by means of  which

aLl  four c lasses of  needs might be ful f i l l -ed and hence a1l  four

classes of viol-ence be avoided. To think and act holistically,in short

I t  should be noted that the fourth evi l  is  d i f ferent f rom

the other three. To be ki l led and to be repressed are both bad, not

only f rcrmthe point  of  v iew of  the v ict ims but also f rom the point

of  v iew of  the rulers s ince they might be afraid that  the v ict ims,

or their  sympathizers,might one day hi t  back.  As a matter of

fact ,  hJ-story shows that they of ten do. Spir i tual  death,  dr  i3xtreme

form of mass apathy,  works di f ferent ly"  People become exact ly tha!

apathet ic;  wi thdrawing l ike mice j -nto their  holes,  and do not hi t

back.  They just  recede j -nto passiv i ty.  Something of  the same actual ly

appl ies to the s i lent  holocaust:  i t  is  s i - lent ,  working slowly

through exploi tat i -ve,  hunger-  and i l lness-producing structures,  and

people die one by one, usual ly s i lent ly.  As such i t  is  a form of

v io lence preferable f rom the el j - te point  of  v iew because they can

more easi ly get away with i t ,  wrapping i t  up in stat ist ics,  Apathy,

however,  does not even show up in stat ist ics; the indicators being vague/
weak

It  should be noted, in passing, that  what has been said in

this th i rd sect ion could just  as wel l  be taken as a point  of  depar-

ture for  development studies as for  peace studies.  The two are

actual ly very s imi l -ar ,  and should be regarded as twins,  asthc s ides

of the same coin.  In peace studies there wi l l  in qeneral  be more

of a tendency to focus on direct  v io lence and part icular ly of  the

somatic k indt  in development studies more on structural  v io lence

and also of  the somat ic k ind.  The extension from a somatic to a
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more mental /spir i tual  focus is a very important one and should be

undertaken by both f ie lds lest  they develop too much of  a mater ia-

l is t j -c bias in thej-r  approaches. But in addi t ion to that  they should

al-so be abre to see each other as complementaryr ds parts of  a

more hol ist j -c approach that might be cal l -ed npeace 
and development

studies) for  that  matter-  rncidental l lz ,  future studies is also a f ie ld

which has taken the same basic needs or ientat ion as fundamental ,

encompassing the concerns both of  peace and development studies,

perhaps with a more construct iv ist ,  future-or iented or ientat ion,

Today we are used to such expressions as the rnternat ional

Monetary Fund being the funct ionar equivarent of nuctear weapons
in North-south relat ions.  But we are not yet  th inking symmetr ical l -y

about th is matter;  we usual ly do not ta lk about the threat of  a
war beingr the funct ional-  equivalent of  the threat of  starvat i -on in
trast- lvest  re lat ions.  And yet we shoul_d do: threats of ten make
people j - r rat ionar.  r t  may focus their  at tent ion,  but not necessar i ly

in the best direct ion- concrusj-on: to at l  the problems in connect-
ion wi th the concepts of  "peace",  "v j_olence' ,  now come the problems

of "need" '  A11 these probrems should be wer-comed: exper ience seems
to indicate that  guest i -ons asked on the basis of  these concepts

can lead to very f ru i t fu l  insights and j_nquir ies,

From the human s ce to social Iobal  and nature s ces

Admit tedly,  the approach just  advocated is very anthropo-

centr ic-  orr the other hand,we are human beings; that  arso appr ies

peace researchers_ hence a certain species centr ism 1s at  least
understandable.

to
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But then i t  goes without saying that the impl icat ions of

any peace research posi t ion wi l l  have to be explored in the socjal

space of  societal  construct ions and the global  space of  wor ld sys-

temsr ds wel l  as the ecological  d imensions at tached to nature as

such. That one can do violence to nature by destroying ecological

stabi l i ty  j -s more than clear to people l iv ing j -n our decade, or at

least  shoul-d be so. But maybe one day we wi l l  a lso ta lk about

violence done to social  and g1oba1 structures? Maybe we would

be better at  understanding their  condj- t ions for  sel f -maintainance

and what happens if they are not met? And,could they be isomorphic?

However,  the major poj-nt  about the focus on these four

spaces is more classical : to t race the interconnect i_ons between

them. They may serve as a convenient reference point  for  the

classi f icat ion of  peace theor ies:  is  peace/violence rooted j -n

nature,  human space, social  space or global  space? And, having

said th is,  the four spaces also serve as a reminder as to what is

meant by " interdj-scipl i -nar i ty"  or  more ambit iously,  a hol ist ic ap-

proach. I  would say that some knowledge of  ecology, psychology,

soci-ology /  anthr opology/pol i to logy/economi cs and internat ional-  re-

lat ions are indispensable;  in addi t ion some insight in how al l

of  th is is condi t j -oned in space b1'cul ture and over t ime by history.

Some t ime in the future we shal l  probably have a more integrated

peace science (al though f  mysel f  feel  rather repel led by that word

for  reasons stated above).  No doubt i t wil l  have to re-

f lect  the d- iscipl inary r ichness indicated so far,  certainly also

the natural  sciences since nature is a part  of  th is total i ty.  and

the humanitbssince cul ture/history certainly enter.



2o

q

Concluslon: peace research is part icular ly at t ract ive for  some-

body with considerable intel lectual  appet i tes,  l ike medici-ne, and

could serve as an example of  the wisdom of the old idea of  being

a general ist  and in addi t ion a special ist  in one or two f i -e lds,

for  instance arms races/disarmament,  or  the relat ion between cul-

ture and violence. An arnbitious program, but not that extraordinar-12.

Peace research, peace. edugat iofrr .  peace act io_n

Again,  f rom the very begi-nning i t  was rather c lear that  a

commitment to peace, just  l ike a commitment to development for  that

matter makes a l imi tat ion to research only insuff ic ient .  Most

people are today rather happy that medical  men and women do not re-

gard the spoken or wr i t ten word in lectures,  ar t ic les and books

as the f inal  outcome of thej-r  act ivJ-t ies;  the f inal  outcome by

which they are judged is "heal th.  Correspondingly for  development,

correspondingly for  peace. By that standard we are al1 fa i lures.

In pract ise th is means that two f ie lds wi l l  have to be very

closely related to peace research: conveying the f indings to others,

in other words peace educat:ol ;  working for the real izat ion of  the

pol icy impl icat ions that can be said to receive some backing through

the f indings; peace act ion. .  In a sense the typical  example would

be the universi ty professor in med, ic ine,  engaged both j -n research,

educat ion of  students and l -ess advanced col legues, and in heal th

act j -on,  be that through prevent ive or curat ive medicine. That peace

research is more controversial  than heal th research does not inval i -

date th is comparison in any signi f icant way: heal th research was
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certainly very controversial  t \^ro centur ies or even one century ago/

and is st i1 l  controversial  today. And,t l iere are considerable amounts

of mater ia l  1n peace research that is not very controversj-al  a l though

thj-s is not what is highl ighted in the press and in publ ic debate that

wi l l  tend to focus, for  good reasons, of l  what is controversial .

I t  is  interest ing to note that  when research educat j -on and

act ion are somehow integrated in connect ion wi th"peace"the accusat i -on

is that  of  radical- ism; when they are integrated around the value

of 
i 'heal th ' r today 

the accusat ion is of ten the opposi te,  conservat isrn,

t radi t ional ism and one talks about the "heal th establ ishment" i -n a

way one is not yet  ta lk ing about the "peace etabl ishment" (al though

one might certainly ta l -k about the" peace movement establ ishmend. ' )  .

How this is going to develop further is di f f icul t  to say today;

I  would not be surpr ised i f  the intense yearning for peace no rnat-

ter  how that concept is conceived of ,  af ter  the in i t ia l  resistence

relat lvely soon might lead to an over-"acceptance of  peace research -

educat ion -  act ion as i t  is  taking shape; today to a large extent

carr ied by the peace movement wi th the peace researchers funct ioning

as the intel l igentsia of  the peace movement.  And that over accept-

ance in turn,  might easi ly lead to smugness in anY new peace estab-

l ishment as i t  has in the o1d foreign pol icy/mi l i tary establ ishments,

maybe part icular ly because they cut of f  the relat ion to research,

meaning by that re-search, real  research able to quest ion al l  assumpt-

ions,  even the most basic ones, even those held by onesel f .

In other words,  the danger is not that  researchers afso are

interested in educat ion and act icn.  They should be and thereby get

some important feed-back from the real- worl-d, from people who chal-
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Ienge the " f indi-ngs" and from a compl icated real i ty that  refuses to

respond to act j -ons in the way suggested by the research. Much

more dangerous than this would be those who engage in educat ion and

act ion wi thout any research basis and for that  reason have a tenden-

cy to repeat their  own cher ished bel ief ,  whether those of  the es-

tabl ishment or the ant j -establ ishment,  and to t ry to shape the wor ld

according to their  dogmas. Relat ively innocuous in th is connect ion

is the researcher who cuts the relat ion to educat ion and act ion and

l ives in the relat ively cfosed world of  researchers alone, and the

world of  books.

The social  ro le of  the peace. r .eseargher

Peace research as an intel fectual  act iv i ty was a relect fon

of cfassical  peace studies among other reasons because those who

t . 'ar6 annr^a' i  in i t  Wefe the SefVantS Of fhoir  raqnon*iVe eStabl iSh-qrr er v!  Lr !s! !  !  gDlrgu L

""^h+ *o the extent that  thelr  conclusions could better ber r rct tLJ;  EVEl l  L l

predicted from their  nat ional i ty than from their  intel lectual  or ien-

tat j -ons.  Does this automat ical ly imply that  peace researchers wi l l

be the servants of  the ant i -establ- ishments? Excerr t  for  some cases

I do not th ink i t  does, and I  woufd very much lnsist  that  i t  should

never do. The peace researcher should never give up his most pre-

cious possession'  intel lectual /pol i t ical-  f reedom and f lexibi l i ty ;

the moment he is t ied to any sociaf  actor,  governmental  or  non-

governmental  these possessions wi l - l -  be taken away from him. "who

pays the piper cal- l -s the tune" appl ies to most people.  The research-

eL working in a governmental  or  intergovernmental  establ lshment

wi l - l  very soon f ind that his task is to del iver the premisses for

concl-usions already drawrL arrddrawn by somebody else.  A.nd this al-
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so appl ies to ant igovernmental  actors:  the task of  the researcher

is,  wi th footnotes and documentat ion,  to legi t imize stands already

taken, to val idate dogmas never quest ioned.

Hence, the posi t i -on of  the peace researcher must be free f ron

any such entanglement,  f ree to th ink,  to speak, to move, to act .

One immed. iate conseguence of  th is is that  sreat care has to be exer-

cised with sponsorship J-n general  and funding in part icular.  One

pol icy would be to receive funds both f rom government,  non-govern-

ment and ant igovernment (and their  counterparts at  the internat ional

revels)  and j -n such a way that no actor pays more than 50 percent

and can direct  the enterpr ise" In pract ice th is may be almost im-

possible,  and hence an other course has to be charted: a buffer

between the funding agency and the research inst i tute,  a counci l

of  some kind, able to absorb the presures f rom above j -n a creat ive

manner. obviously the two approaches do not exclude each other.

But what happens when the peace researcher starts act inq?

At th is point  I  can only of  f  er  tv.o pieces of  advise that have come

out of  my own exper ience:

-{ igs_t,  no double-talk,  i f  you are present ing an analysis of  some-

thing, always only one version regardless of  vrho the audience is

with the obvious di- f ferences that fo l low from the leve1 of  educat ion

of the audience, part i -cular ly their  abi l i ty  to absorbe a m.ore tech-

nical presentation. fntenslty has its costs, but palzs off irr the lorq runl

Second, science is publ ic by l ts very nature s ince the cr i ter ion

of something being scient i f ic  a lso is i ts intersubject iveacceptabi-

1i ty.  Hence no secrets can be permit tedrnei- ther as data nor in the
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presentat ions.  Secrecy and science are mutual ly contradictory;

whatever is based on secrets or presented as a secret  should be

seen as tools of  manipulat ion,  power exercises but certainly not

as scientific. Stay awav from the dnnken mil-itarv who wants to share secrets!

In pract ice th is means that one method of  exercis ing inf lu-

ence as a peace researcher is out:  9g* f" t f " r=t""  gI

Ohren zu f l i is tern ( to whisper something in the ear of  the pr inces ) .

In no way does this mean that the peace researcher should abstain

from associat ing wi th pr inces or their  more secular successors

these days; i t  only means that he should never do so unless he can

abide by the two rules just  ment ioned. Intensive di-alogues at  the

top, j -n the middfe,  and at  the bottom of the local ,  socj-al  and globa1

spaces in which we l ive are indispensable aspects of  peace research,

educat ion and act ion.  But there should be no extra advise for  the

pr ince no adi t ional  insight,  h igher l -eve1 version or something l ike

that.

In short ,  the peace researcher should be f1exible and capable

of moving in and out of these various niches of soci-ety t lowever,  does
,,  , ,

that  not mean that he ident i f ies wi th nothing and is actual ly f ree

in the worst  sense of  that  word,  namely essent ia l ly  being a parasi te?

I  would say no I  would say that the peace researcher has a

problem of ident i f icat ion but not an unsolvable one. To indicate

one simple formula:  in direct  conf l ic t  between more or less

equal  part ies where one cannot say that one is suppressing the other

but they are s imply standi-ng in each other 's way I  th ink the role
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of the peace researcher is to serve as an inbetween, as a th i rd

party,  poj-nt ing out possibi l i t ies that  the part ies may not have been

able to see for themselves. And correspondingly,  in a structurar

conf l ic t  between unequal  part ies wi th one party obvlously dominat ing

the other-wi th one being I=r. ,  the other being 5.ssL!- i t  is  the task

of the peace researcher to s ide wi th the Knecht,  wi th the party

that already inst i tut ional ly j -s the loser and probably has been so

for a very long t ime. But then, he should only s id.e wi th the Knecht

as long as the Knecht is a Errsgf t ! ;  fo l lowing Albert  camus when

the Knecht becomes a new Herr he should s ide with the new Knecht.

_t" l id: t iav 
- ia 

,  in other words sol idar i ty

means to support  them even when one is not in 1OO percenr agreement
( in that  case support  is  easy because i t  is  essent ia l r_y support  for

onesel f ) '  Creat ive helpfulness, imaginat ion in al_l  re lat ions" And
under ly ingr al l  th is:  concrete research to f ind out,  empir ical ly
how social  structures are,  i -n fact  operat ing,  so as to know which
stands to take, what strategies to work for .
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On the the strategies of  peace act ion.

fn the table next page the reader wi l l  f ind what may look

as a rather compl icated scheme, but i -s nothing but the logical

consequence of  what has been discussed above, spel led out a l i t t le

l^ .i r-

The start ing point  are the two types of  v io lence, direct  and

structural ,  and the two ways of  f ight ing for  peace, negat ively by

avoiding violence("peace keeping")  and posj- t ively by bui ld ing

better relat ions ("peace bui ld ing") .  As methods rather than as

goals these approaches have been given names: the dissociat ive-

and assocj-at ive-approachesrrespect ively.  Put in a s imple formula

they consj-st  in the fo l lowing: in the dissociat ive approach the

part ies are kept apart ,  re lat ions are broken; in the associat ive

approach the part ies are brought together,  re lat ions are bui l t "

The lat ter ,  however,  presupposes an image of  what "peaceful"

relat ions would be l ike.  In other words,  i t  presupposes more pre-

cise ideas of  what structural ly v io lent re lat ions would be l ike.

f  th ink i t  is  impossible to approach that subject  wi thout some

comments on the term "exploi tat ion" s ince that to me was the ma-

jor stumbl ing bloc in the theoret ical  f rameworks indicated in th i -s

paper.  Obviously exploi tat ion has something to do with social  in-

teract ion involv ing at  least  two part ies,  one gett ing much more

and the other gett ing much less out of  the interact ion relat ive

to the input.  The quest ion is how we can understand this "gett ing

much more' /"gett ing much less".  f  th inkone should see, in order

to understand, th is that  some of the costs and benef i ts in social

7.
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interact i -on appeabetween the part ies as exchange; some of the

costs and benef i ts accumulate inside the part ies as " i=t- : !1rqg="

as a consequence of  the role played, the work done. Regardless

of how well one is paid for the oil gettino it out ard shipped ava.y

develops a country less than putt ing i t  to use j -n hundreds and

thousands of  d i f ferent enterpr ises;  regardless of  how wel l  the

typist  is  payed the work is less developing than to conceive of ,

formulate and dictate a manuscr ipt .

Exploi tat ion,  then, has to do with the sum total  of  costs

and benef i ts of  both s ides and their  comparison. And at  th is

point  there are at  l -east  two concepts of  exploi tat ion:  exploi tat ion

as asymmetry,  meaning that these two sums are highly unequal ;  and

exploi tat ion as o<tract ion beyond the level  of  recovery,  meaning

that the sum i-s so low or so negat ive for  one of  the part ies that

the resul t  is  i r reversible damage. That damage shows up somatical ly

as hunger and i l lness;  mental ly/spir i tual ly as al ienat ion and

repressi-on expressed in the persons hi t ;  as apathy in the last instance.

Hence, a basic point  in bui ld ing peaceful  re lat j -ons would

be at  least  to avoid th is second and immediately v io lent form of

exploi tat ion,  not in any sense indicat ing that al l  hunger,  i l lness

and apathy in the wor ld can be traced back to exploi tat ive struc-

tures.  That condi t ion of  non-violent interact ion is referred to

as equi ty in the table.  And i f  somebody feels that  th is is pol i -

t ics,  that  is  certainly

i -nterests of  actors and

levels;  t -hese interests

true. Pol i t ics is that  which af fects the

groups of  actors at  societal  and global

are regulated through refat ions of  power,
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violence both in i ts di- rect  and structural  forms is an exercise

of poweri  peace is the reduct j -on of  v io lence and consequent ly has

to do with the regulat ion of  power.  The struggle for  peace is

certainly not a struggle"to abol ish power" just  as l i t t le as i t  is

t ;  .  I

an at tempt to get r id of  conf l ic ts;  i t  is  an ef for t  to steer the

exerclse of  power towards non-violent di rect j -ons and to steer con-

f l ic ts towards non-violent and creat ive (posi t ive peace!)  forms

of conf l ic t  resolut ion.  Hence everything that has to do with peace,

research educat ion and act ion is pol i t ics f rom begi-nning to end,

including the aspect one refuses to do research on, refuses to in-

c lude in a peace educat ion and refuses., to consider for  peace act j -on.

Nonetheless having said th is i t  is  c lear that  the upper corner

on the lef t  hand is what most people associate wi th peace act ion.

Here are the ef for ts to br ing about absence of  v io lence by keeping

part ies,  part icular ly countr j -es,  apart .  This was the classlcal

corner.  Ivtrch of  the discontent,  the chal lenge to which peace re-

search was intended as a response, has to do with th is corner.

That,  however,  does not mean that the corner should be given up:

i t  is  terr i fy ingly important, th is iswhere research on arms races,

disarmament,  arms control  and al ternat ive secur i ty pol ic ies are

Iocated. And exact ly at  th is point  a major dist inct i -on could be

added to the table:  the dist inct ion between deterrence based on

retal- iat ion which wi l I  have to be with of fensive weapon systems

and deterrence based on defense of  one's own terr i torv.

This is not the place to go into any detai l  wi th the c las-

sical  corner,  nor wi th the other three. Suff ice i t  only to say
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that in the bottom lef t  hand corner are the ef for ts to bui ld

peace and secur l - ty through cooperat ion rather than deterrence,

leading to the rather basic problem of what k ind of  cooperat ive

re lat i -on is peace*bui ld inq and what k ind is not.  The hypo-

theses in that  corner are of tbn seen as less "pol i t ical"  than

the ent i re r ight  hand. column deal ing wi th structural  v io lence and

fon a very s imple reason. The associat ive approach to direct  v io-

fence consists in br inging part ies together,  establ ishing some

kind of  new relat ion,  whereas the dissociat ive approach to structu-

ral  v io lence consists in breaking up old relat j -ons because they

are to exploi tat ive.  In the f i rst  case no party loses,"both of

them may gai-n- and one of  them might even think that  th is is a grecrt

opportuni ty for  gaining disproport ionately much ( thus leading to

the type of  problems that wi l l  cal l -  into act ion dissociat ive struc-

tural  approaches l -ater on) .  But in the dissociat ive approach to

structural  v io lence there is no doubt that  somebody wi l l  be losing,

at  least  j -n the short  runi  consequent ly i t  is  branded as"pol i t j - -

caf i  and correct ly so.

But the story does not end with dissociat ion.  The whole i -dea

of conceiv ing of  peace both negat i -ve1y and posi t j -vely is a way of

reject ing the dissociat ive approach as a goal ;  i t  j -s too negat ive,

too uncooperat ive- non- integrat ive even i f  there may also be harmony

in dissociat ion.  The goal  l ies beyond negat ive peace, hence the

necessi ty of  a posi t ive peace concept in addi t ion.  And a cr i t ical

feature of  th is posi t ive peace concept is a relat ion of  equi ty,  l ike

when adolesCents rel_ink le ] -hair  n l ran+c^f ter  a per iod of  rUptUre,
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gaining matur i ty through sel f - re l iance and hopeful ly having pa-

rents who understand how to t reat  their  new born chi ldren on a basis

of  equi ty,  in other words as fe l low adul ts.

History is the endless movement of  a system in and out of

these four cel ls.  The story may start  anywhere and end anywhere,

By and large the lef t  hand column is more interest ing in the ana-

lysis of  East-West relat ions and the r ight  hand column in the

analysis of  North-South relat ions -  but  having said that  a warning

should immediately be issued: both of  them apply to both.  And the

system is capable of  inf in i te ref inement.  More part icular ly,  extra-

polat ing f rom this s imple l i t t fe table,  put t ing more meat on the

associat lve approaches, a model of  a more peaceful  g lobaI and social-

system would emerge based on eQuity relat ions and yet wi th suf f ic ient

autonomy to retain that  great gi f t  referred to in the upper r ight

hand corner as sel f - re l1ance. But that  story,  in a sense, belongs

more to the f ie ld of  development research than peace research how-

ever unseperable the two may be.

B. The methods of  peace research.

On the surface peace research is a social  science, or a con-

glomerate of  social  sciences, just  l - ike the others.  However,  there

is a problem, and that problem is to some extent indicated in

f igure 2z

Fiqure 2.  On scient i f  i -c act iv i tv

Data

, / \
EMPIRICTSM x /  \1. .cnrr ICISM

/\
TheAty - 

y3lus
+

CONSTRUCTIVISM
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Of course peace research depends on datarand of  course theor ies are

developed. Further,  the two are compared and theor ies that  do not

f i t  the data are discarder l This approach, also known as empir i -

cism is as indispensable as i t  is  insuff ic ient .  I ts insuff ic iencv

is most c lear ly seen from the double c i rcumstance that peace re-

search is centered around a complex,  problemat ic value, "peace",  and

that th is value is only very imperfect ly and incompletely real ized

so that very l i t t le is avai lable j -n terms of  data about peace on

which theor ies can be tested. Of course, there is more peace than

war in human history .  But the theory of peace, and the concept of

peace, are both relat ively r ich so that empir lcal  g l impses here and

there wi l l  tend to give distorted pictures of  more complex concept-

ual izat ions.  One cannot bui ld a general  theor lz of  peace for the

world on relat ions between l lordic countr ies alone, or of  d isarma-

ment on the basis of  Costa Rica. Obviouslv these cases are special

l ike al l  cases are;  they may be heur ist ical ly useful  but  shoul-d

nn{-  l - .a n6rni  +ted tO l_ imit  the th inking about peace to such concrete

cases. There are ljmits to enrpiricisn like to anvthinq else"

Hence the need to elaborate the value of  peace as much as

the data and the theor j -es.  This paper is i tsel- f  an example of  some

^c !L^ l l i .^-^ that  happen when a concept is put under magnify ing\ . / I  LI IC LI I_L1lY D

gi lasses .  But then, i ,vfuy should data only be compared to theories?

Why could they not be compared to values in a cr i t ical  mannetr  mean-

ing that concrete s i tuat ions are related to the value of  peace or i ts

satel l j - te values, and then simply evaluated l ike when an art  cr l t ic

does the same for a piece of  ar !  or  a jud.ge uses the laws of  the
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country to evaluate the data about a defendent j_n court?

And then, to go one step further:  why should one not relate

values and theories directly, i-n an effort to understand qorrstructir.ely,

i f  only on paper, the condi t ions under whi-ch values associated

with peace could be real ized? Afteral l_, th is is what an archi tect

does when he is t ranscend. ing data.  In al l  these cases, empir ic ism,

cr j - t lc ism and construct iv ism, the researcher is actual lv doinq some-

thing which from a formal point  of  v iew has the same structure:

real i ty is div ided into two parts such as "observed' l t rnobserved" and

"desired" /"re)ected')  and then a search goes on with special  focus

on the cases of  deviance, such as the desired that is unobserved,

not to ment ion the rejected that is observed. Di f ferent ways of

deal ing wi th the wor ld j  the same way of  comparing the di f ferent

ways and the same attent ion on the mechanisms by which two or three

ways of  d. iv id ing the wor ld may become al iqned.

what should peace research do? of  course, al ]  three. There

is empir icql  
"peqcg_.r_eg_eg{9_h,by def in i t ion deal ing wi th the probrems

of the past s ince only the past has generated data;  there is

cr i t ical  peace research deal ing wi th the problems of  th. .pru".r I ,

evaluat ing- concrete pol ic ies for  instance; and there is construct*

ive peace researclrL deal ing wi th blue-pr ints for  qhe f- ! lg.  indicat ing

possible peace strategies.  A peace researcher should be in command

of al l  three, and in order to do so he has to get out of  the empir i -

c j -st  straight jacket but remain sensi t ive to the rules of  empir ical

research, part icular ly in the evaluat ion of  new peace pol ic ies.

Actual ly,  a1l  of  th is is t r iv ia l ,  f r ,  connect j_on with engineer i_ng

sclences, and the approach of  the archi tect  a l ready al luded to,  and



34

none of  these professions is today part icular ly radical  or  subver-

s ive of  the social  order.  Moreover,  in other f ie lds of  social

act iv i ty the empir ic ism-cr i t ic ism-construct iv ism tr ip le is already

more than accepted, for  instance in connect ion wi th that  vast  con-

glomerate of  sociar sciences referred to as "ed.ucat ion" (which

also has some simi lar i t ies to peace research, incidentat ly)  .  Hence,

the resistance/ when peace research gets out of  the narrow conf ines

of emperic ism into the other two, cannot possibly be explained by

reference to the subject  matter.

The roots of this resistance, still- for:nd j-n scrne conservative cjrclesrare

certainly located somewhere efsei  wel l  entrenched power establ ish-

ments,  used to having a monopoly on matters of  peace and war,  of

exploi tat ion and l iberat ion,  even protected by secrecy/  feel  threaten-

ed by such at tempts.  Their  immediate react ions wi l l  necessar i ly

be of  two kinds: ei ther to co-opt the new researchers or to repress

them - or possibly both.  But such matters belong to the t r iv ia

of  contemporary social  real i ty,  there is nothing part lcular ly new

nor part icular ly inspir ing .  Tt  just  s imply i_:  l ike that  and has

always been l ike that  whenever a new branch of  research is appear-

I I IV .

9. What k i -nd of  intel lectual  stv le for  peace research?

One thing J-s method, qui te another th ing is the intel lectual

sty le in which research is carr ied out and the f indings are presented

The reader wi l l  f ind in Table 3.  some efforts to character ize four

major intel lectual  sty les in the wor ld today, Saxonic,  Teutonic,

Gal l ic ,  and Nipponic,  wi th obvious indicat ions as to countr j -es j -n

which these sty les would be part icular ly strong:
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TABLE 3

A guide to intel lectual  sty les

Saxonic Teutonic GalI ic Nipponic

Paradigm
analysis

Descr ipt ions:
Proposi t ion-
product ion

Explanat ions:
Theory-
format ion

Commentary
on other
inteTfectuals;.-------=.--
-paracra9ms
-proposi t ions
-theor ies

weak

\74 r \7

strong

-  -^ -  
t -

w e ct.t\

scrongi

srrong

weak

very
strong

strong

strong

weak

very
strong

srrong

weak

SErOngf

weak

\7Ar\7

strong

So, which sty le j -s the best one for peace research? Is i t

the Saxonic strong emphasis on descr ipt ionr on empir ical  accuracy,

and rather negat ive at t i tude to theory-format ion,  referr ing to almost

any theory as "sweeping general- izat ion"? Or,  is  i t  the Teutonic

emphasis on str ict  d-educt ions f rom f i rst  pr inciples,  theory bui ld ing

i-n pyramidal  form with less emphasis on correspondence with data?

Or,  is  i t  the Gal- l ic  emphasis in the same direct ion,  but wi th more

elegance, more f lexibi l i ty ,  more aesthet ic ism and also less preten-

sion that the theory mirrors social  real i ty? Or,  is  i t  the Nipponic

focus on the wor ld of  books rather than the wor ld of  real i ty,  wi th

running commentary on other intel lectuals,  aq_eaEg peace researchers?
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Again,  I  feel  that  the answer has to be al-1 four.  Peace

research means both data-col lect ion as publ ished by the fnternat ion-al

Inst i tute of  Strategic Studies and the Stockhol-m Internat ional  Peace

Research fnst i tute and conceptual izat ion and theory-format j -on, both

of the str lct ly deduct ive and of  the perhaps more art ist ic qual i ty.

In addi t ion,  a l though possibly of  a more secondary nature;  they need

to take stock of  their  own house and see what takes place,.  in other

words running commentary on their  own act iv i ty.  There is room for

al l  of  th is;  only not for  the person who insists that  only one of  these

approaches is the correct ,  even universal  one, and the others are mis-

understandj-ngs. Again both-and, not-ei ther-or.

At that  point  one l i t t le comment as a person from Northern Eu-

rope. Perhaps one reason why peace research is relat ively strong

in Northern Europe is that  our i -ntel lectual  stv le is at  least  a blend

of the Saxonic and the Teutonic,  of  the focus on data -col lect ion

an9 on theory-- format lon,  leading to hypothet ical-deduct ive metho-

dologies.  Of art ist ic elegance there is less,  of  running commentary

also less that  is of ten lef t  to people f rom other countr ies.

Certainly th is is not the only reason why peace research has had

relat ively good condi t ions in three of  the Nordic countr ies (Norway,

Sweden, Finland). Add to this the'circur.r.stance that the relations amono Nordic

eor.rntries constitute no bad example of how associative peace can be brought

-1-^, , !  
la 

^ 
1crrJ\JUL7 L(J a rafg€ extent lmplement ing the strategies ment ioned

two sect ions ago, I f  some reader f inds these two comments chauvinist ic

this is certaj-nly correct i  the only di f ference between our chauvl-

nism and that of  other people being that ours ref lects real i ty. . .

But they go far towards explaining the empir ical / theoret ical  approach

combine with a certain opt imism charactar ist ic of  Nordi_c peace

research.
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1O. Peace and civ i l izat ion

For anyone who, l ike the present author,  has been doing peace

research for more than thir ty years the moment comes when one can

-r"^+' :  ' t r ' i  -1-1- '  ^sk:  in what direct j -on is your research leadi-ng?JUJLr!Lqply 
qi

Should I  g ive an answer in one word r ight  now, in 1984t th i r ty years

after I  was co-author ing my f i rst  publ icat ion in the f ie1d, or

Gandhi 's pol i t ical  ethj-cs,  I  would say:  c iv i l izat ion.  And this

for two reasons.

First ,  there is too much var iat ion in the pract ise of  v io lence

both in t ime and in space to warrant the conclusion that is al l

a quest ion of  b io logy and inst incts.  The opposi te conclusion, that

there is no pattern at  a l l -  and i t  is  only a guest ion of  react ion to

a myr iad of  factors that  come together as events,  is  a lso unsat is-

factory.  There seem to be patterns:  nomadic societ ies are by and

large less aggressive than industr ia l  societ iesi  people in Buddhist

societ les less aggressive than people in Chr ist ian societ ies- so

i f  we were al l  Eskimo Buddhistsour s i tuat ion would have been easier.

We are not -  in fact ,  for  aI I  f  know there may be no Eskimo Bud.dhists

around at  a l l .  Many of  us are l iv ing j -n a Chr ist ian,  or  to use a

broader term occidental  ( including the judaic and the is lamj-c t ra-

di t ions) c iv i l izat ion and many of  us l ive in industr ia l  societ ies.

The deeper _code, or p_regrem of a c iv i l  j -zat ion seems at  least  to be

one promissing factor worth looking into in the search for the roots

of v io lence of  both types, and possibly also for  their  reduct ion.

' r ' r ' r : { -  nrn^rtm is what f  refer to as (social)  cosmology, and i t  seems
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at least  h ighly plausible that  there j -s an expansionisL occidental

c iv i l izat lonal  code €rat  wi l l  carry in i ts wake, almost wi th necessl-

ty,  even enormous quant i t ies of  d i rect  and structural  v io lence.

Second, there is a more opt imist ic inspirat ion to be gained

from a civ i l izat j -onal  perspect i -ve.  The word "peace" t ranslates

into di f ferent words into di f ferent languages, al l  of  them having

di f ferent connotat ions,  showing di f ferent facets of  "peace".  Thus

the roman pax typical ly r i reans"absence of  v io lence",  under the rule

of law (pacta sunt servanda).  Of course, th is in no way excludes

structura1 violence: The Roman Empire was replete wi th structural

v io lence, but at  some t jmes a set t ing wi th in which direct  v io lence was

relat ively absent,  thus permit t ing structural-  v io lence to permeate

unabated.

The Greek eirene, the Hebraic shal-om and the A.:abic sala 'a-rn

are more point ing towards peace as just ice,  in other words "absence

of structural  v lo l -ence".  Si-nce these are occidental  cul tures that

not ion is certai-nly also in occidental-  c iv i l izat ion.

When we then move eastwards" to the Hindu ghel t i ,  peace becomes

more l j -ke" i -nner peace",  a harmonious state of  mind not unknown in

Christ ian th inking. This di f fers f rom the Buddhist / .Jainj-st  14imsa,

hnh-r7jn]anna because i t  adds to the peaceful-  j -nner state of  mindv av!urre e t

the not ion of  non-violent behavj-our,  a lso structural ly,  i t  seem.s.

This was the point  of  departure for  Gandhi 's satyagraha.putt ing

ahimsa to work as direct  act ion,  in an aggressive manner,  against
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direct  and structural  v io lence in al l  i ts  forms and manifestat ions,

but always non-vio1ent ly.

When we then move st i l l  fur ther to the East the Chinese con-

cept of  ho p ' ing and the Japanese concept of  heiwa seem more to

carry connotat ions of  social  harmony, peacefulness, adjustment-

probably compat ib le not only wi th structural  v io lence. but al_so

with direct  v io lence.

what r  am hint ing at  is  only the fo l lowing: di f ferent c iv i l i -

zat ions see peace di f ferent ly.  I f  peace research tr ies to be not

only hol ist ic but also global  i t  is  certainly insuff ic ient  to deal

wi th peace the way i t  is  conceived of  in,  for  instance, Northern

r-rrrnna enmafuoi7 4] f  of  th is should be taken into account:

absense of  d i rect  v io lence/absence of  structural-  v io lence i  inner/outer i

v io lent  methods/non-violent methods; harmony/ dlsharmony, Some

combinat ions of  these dimensions have been given expressions in

the cul tures ment ioned; there are many other human cul turesr rro

doubt there are other peace concepts.  I t  is  as i f  somewhere there

was once a r ich,  hol ist ic peace concept which was then spl i t  into

several-  components,  one component being given to each part  of

humankj-nd. and thus i t  comes that not only is there plenty of

unpeace in a f ragmented humanity;  the concept of  peace is i tsel f

f raqmented.

Research problem_: what are the conseguences of  that? And

what is the relat ion between the two aspects of  the focus on civ i -

l izat ion:  to what extent i -s the peace concept an art iculat ion of

c iv i l izat ional  b iases, to what extent does the concept i tsel f  favor

some pol lc ies rather than others?
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Conclusion

This last  poi-nt  is  important:  maybe i t  is  the task of  the

peace research to t ry to put together what has been so ef fect ively

fragmented and pi t ted against  each other in a highly destruct ive

manner ' including the concept of  peace i tsel f .  I  am not the s l ight-

est  worr ied that th is wi l - l  should lead to a homogeneous world state:

there wi l l  a lways be more than enough contradict ions around.,  emerg-

ing out of  the very ef for t  to put th ings together.  But humanity

in generar,  ano peace in part iculaq, are tod.ay div ided in a most des-

truct ive manner.  Something has to be done about i t .

Peace research, then, stands out as one t iny l i t t le ef forL,

I  have tr ied to indicate how important i t  was openly to admit  peace

as a value,to be made e:rpl ic i t  and to be explored as.prgglSmatjs"

And from that point  on al l  the chal lenges ment ioned have some of

the same structure:  something has been found. insuff ic ient ,  some-

thing new has been developed and af ter  that  a both-and. emerges ra-

ther than an ei ther-or.

one may ask:  what about peace research in the future? r

could imagine a couple of  points.  Thus I  th ink natural  sciences

and humanj- t ies have to be {orqgnt in much more ef fect ively;  the

f ie ld has been to much domlnated by social  sciences. Further,

the last  d imension hints very def in i t l lz  to the s igni f icance of

a transcultural. not only transnationat; p_gl:!Sg!y_e_ Then,
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peace research should l iberate i tsel f  f rom a mater ia l is t ic bias

deal ing wi th bodies,  dead or al ive,  heal thy or not heal thy -  in

other words wi th mortal j - ty and morbidi ty only and not wi th the

mental  and spir i tual  d imensions of  v io lence and human qrowth and

development.  No doubt th is would lead to a fur ther development

of  the theory of  needs ,  part icular ly the c lasses of  f reedom and

ident i ty needs, s ingly and combj-ned.

f  have already pointed to the need for integrat ion of  the

four spaces, not only by t racing interconnect lons,  but also by es-

tabl j -shing more isomorphisms between them. Systems theory is sup-

posed to do this.  there is much to be fetched therer ho doubt there

coul-d also be other accroaches.

Whereas this woul-d be research, the major chal lenges of  the

198O's are certainly peace-educat ion and peace act ion.  Due to

the UN and UNESCO resolut ions manv countr ies are now having great

internal  debates as to how peace educat ion could be carr ied out,

This is a f ie ld where many peace researchers have already

l-aunched themselves, and hopeful ly wi l l  cont inue to d.o so,  seeing i t

as a very important opportuni ty to test  the th inking in dialogues

that are educat ional  to both s ides. And the same goes for the

peace act ion possibi l i t ies,  wi th the peace researchers as the intel-

l igentsia of  the peace movement,  and the secur i ty researchers or

defense intel lectuals as the intel l iqentsia of  goverrunental es-

tabl ishments,  somet imes only shades away from what might be cal led

the"war movement".  At l  of  th is wi l l  test  the peace researchers '

abi l i ty  to establ ish an ident i ty of  h is own and to lead a l i fe
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in reasonable integr i ty;  i t  wi l l  certainry not be easy. But

al- l  the same hj-s task wi l l  be to develop new peace strategies, ,

to be imaginat ive,  construct ive and cr i t ical  but  a lso empir ical

and to know how to present his f indings.

I f  in addi t ion to th is the cul tura1 sensi t iv i ty could lead

the peace researcher to see the danger of  ethnocentr ism not only

in other but also in himsel f  much would be qained.

No smarl  b i l r ,  indeed. But then, who said that  the r i fe

of  a peace researcher should be unproblemat ic? We are only 15 years

away from year 2ooo, let  that  be the next rest ing point  in t j_me

to take stock.  Hopeful ly,  dt  that  point  we should be able to

say: our activity hm not only resulted in an enormous amounr

of l -ectures and talks,  i - r r  ar t lc les and books; but also in less

violence more peace.
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NOTES
l .  The l i re person\ ! \erc lngr id Eide ( later assistanr

protc 'ssor of  sociolo-e1, Llniversi ty of  Oslo.  NIP
and Undersecretary of  Educat ion),  Nlar i  Holntboe
Ruge ( later secretary of  the social  science sect ion of
the Norrvegian Counci l  lbr  Rescarch in Science and
the Huntani t ics,  and Heat l  of  Sect ion in thr-  NI in isrr l
of  Labor) .  . \ r  r re \ lar t in Kiauscn ( later protcs:or of
anthropologr)  and Sirert  l -angholm ( lu i tcr  professor
of histtlr r ) - and m1'sclf, peace rcsearchcr in search
of nacro-spal ia l ,  macro-temporal  and macro-
discipl inar l  perspect ives.  I  ntent ion th is to indicate
thal  not  onlv the roads into hrr t  a lso l ronr pcact
research are rnan),  t rsual ly '  prercrr ing nruch of  the
basic pcrspcct ive.
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2. At the Gytrr  cont 'erence this \ \as the case with
Mario Borel l i .  Magnus Haavelsrud and Hdkan
\\ I ibc-rg.  fhcrc r i i l  be manv othcrs in rhe t inte to
CO nl ! ' .

l .  For e i lescr ip l ion ol  a rcal ly c l i t is t  rcscarch inst i tu-
tion, src' rnl articlc in R<rr1irs, spring 198.1, on the
\\ ' issenschaftskol leg zu Bcr l in,  repr inrcd in thc
. l l i t te i lunlsblut t  o l  the Technische Llniversi ta i t .
Bcr l in,  Jun! '198-1.

L The l i rst  s\s lenrat i .  l ) re\c l t tat ion of  th is pt-rspt-ct i le
by the present aurh( l r  \ \as 

-qiren at  thc Nordic
Summcr Universin.  Tanrpcre.  August 1962, unpr inted
manuscr ipt .

5. See An Editorial', Journul cl Pt'uce Rr,.searr'h, r'ol. l,
no.  l .  1961. pp. l - ;1.  for  i in ear lv example of  th is O'pe
pl  rh inking. Kcnnerh Boulding. locs nol  agrcc:
' l  th ink i t  [peace rescareh] did get a l i t t lc  d istractcd.
Purt lv.  th is is rr . r l  goocl  f r iend. lohan Caltun,q 's faul t .  I
l r .nr  \erv fbnd ol '  . lohirn hut he real ly pcr ler tccl  the

fcaec resclrch mo\en)enl  into something fhat is too
grancl  to nr i lna,qe: the idea ol '  posi t ive peace. etc.
I  . rnr  ntr t  going to t  hrorr  i t  out  o l '  t  he rv indor i
a l togcthcr.  by anv nreans -  but  i t  seenls to nre that
negat i rc pcace is rrruch nlorc inrportant,  that  is .  just

'  t l )e pre\( 'nt ion of  uar.  ln a eci la in scnsc. thc movcmenl
has rathcr losl  intercst  in th is and I  th in l  that  uas
unlor lunalq '  lBoulding. l9f i . l .  p.  l9) .

I  r l isagree doubl l  r  i th r l r )  ! 'qual l l '  good t l  tcnd
K', : r rneth Roulding: thcrc r l rc JO nran) '  s la lc\  ot  a l ' fa i rs
t i r i i l  . lo not include uar bl t t  c l tnnol  possibl l  be said
to inclucle peacc ei ther:  and the pcaec rcscarch
movcn)er) t  has bcen \er)  i t r ' t i \e in thc l ' ic lc l  o i  l lar
prtrert l iorr  and arnrr  lace r t 'searr l ' t  I l tc  last  l i r r :  rcars,
al tcr  u lbe us drrr ing lhc 197() :  on ploblents t t t  t lsc lop-
rnent.  \ \ 'hcn i l  corne.:  l t r  pr ior i t ies,  parr icular ly l i r r
peace rcscarcher.  in the l i rst  ancl  sccond rror lc ls r ight
no*,  in our l ) t r ' \L-nt  desperatc s i l r rat ic l r r ,  I  could easi l r
agrec * i th Krnncth.  but  I  do not want t ( )  crect  anv
t larr icts i in i t t r ' l lere,  l lot  lgr thct  i l t : t i  i t l r i tor '
belc l r t -qs l r r  : i lntcone elsc! '

6.  l 'h is is thc reason fbr nr l  ear l1,  use ot  thc rvord
'stnlctul t l '  in the t i t lc  ot  scl  man) 'ar t ic les,  s lar t ing wi lh
an art ic le on a-qgrcssion pLrhl ished 196.1 see E.r : rdrs
in Peuce RtseurLh, \ /o ls.  l l l  and IV r t r r  peacc and
soci i t l  s t  r t rct  urer l  or l t l  s t  r t ret  r r re resp!.et  i \  c l \ .

J..-.



7. Thc Bhopal clisaster 1984 difl-ers fronr this process
in being quicker,  so quick that  i t  looks more l ike
direct  v io lencc and the quest ion of  gui l t  and punish-
ment,  nroral lv and,/or lcqal l ) ' ,  ar ises.
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8. Thus. I  do not agree ni th \ l3 i l1rr  1;  : : : :  : t \ :umpl iot l
ot  a hierarchv of  needs and f in l l  rnr :  i : r  rcncral  thcr.
is a r ieh ntan. \ \e: tern nran. Lir l . . rn n. ,an l . t t : .

9.  HinclLr ism also has a quirrret  o i  basic values:
Dharr la ((hl t ) ) ,  Artha (po\\c\ \ i ( )ns),  Kama (plcasure)
and l \ ' lokiha ( l iberat ion) -  bur ui th the i rnporranl
addi t ional  point  that  therc i .  no hierarchl ,  they
ale al l  to br-  pursucd. She hc uho pur\Llc. .  r rn lv one
r\  leen i ls  heading t i r r  l r r .Lnc c-rc-n that  one.

l ( ) .  This r :  uhat I  lnr  er t r rent ly uorkin-c.r  , i  theor] ,
Itlr 'nraturrt-v' in all tbur spaccs, dftrrr illg rrn sonte
of the insighrs gairred Irom !-colrr ! t ! i , l  resci l rch.
I  c l  n ie just  hasten to add: I  havc n( ' \ r . r  l i ( ) r . lght  of '
. I l \ '  pcrspect i \c as 1r€ perspect i lc .  rh.-  t in l l  onc
- oniv as ()ne ntore per\nect i \e.  l r r  i r rg t t r  \qu( ' ( -zc r)ut
of  thc per:pcet i \ ! .  as nluch insight a:  possible.
Cr j t icr  sontct intc\  n l iss that  point ,  bcl io ing that I
bel icre in x theor\  as the onl l  theorv possihle.

11. I r r  l96j  I  srote lhc f i rst  draf l  of  n Theor i t 's  o l '  peac.,

rrnder contract  u i th L.  NESCIO. Nocr publ ished, r t  is
nor i  heing total lv re\  i red l rnd is ' lor thcont ing'
( logerhcr t i th a Zrr , r r r rcr  o l  ( 'onl l ic t  r r r i t tcn in
1973t.  \ la1be i l  \ \n\  rarhcr -rood rher '  \ \ 'ere nol
publ ishcd.. .

l l .  This is a t lp icul  ih i i raclr . r is l ic  o l  t - tN r tscarch, a
basic part  ot  rhc '  anrhropologr ot  rhc LIN as a
resczrrch estatr i i r l inrc-ni .  probatr l r  the sor ld .  largesl
\ \he1 t tk( l t  1. . .  . \ r r , ,  r '
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f  e1, : . ' ,c  , :c in '  -  1 ia,  j l : l - .  l , : - : : : "  ,  - , ' i ' ,  I  : lc t ' l  ie i l , l  'J t ,n r 'gg ie ' ;?-1. : ' , '  : : r : r  . ' -  : . - -
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hi. l : ,  en 
t t  

.  l -1.  Thus, in rhe ear lv vears oi  I ,RI()  th i r  \ \ .as er,r la in l \
Ihe lheort  anct  pract ice ol  gct t i r . . ,u Iaunchr 'd.  lhc-
(ounci l  lbr  Conf l ic t  and Pcacc Rcscarch \ \a\  a \cr \
l r . r t j r l  brr i l r I  i r r  l l r i .  rcs;rrJ.  : r . l r r i r r r is ter i r r i  l r r r r r j .
l ronr the I \ l in isrry of  Educat ion to rhe l - [ ,c lg l ing
inst i t rLte.  lJut  ercrr  i l  thc thct t rv is goocl  th is plural ist ie
l i lndins structufe i \  \er \  labor in lensire,  rnd
somct imes nol  \c ' r \  caI i ta l - intenr i rc.

lJ I  l re I l rcnte t r t  urnlrr i t l r l iorr  i .  l l , rq l r rpr ,d l { ) l  I ) tet_
I tuman relat ions i r r  ( ia l tung (19r0),  a l ld l r t r  intc.r_
socicral  re lat ions in CiaJtung (1971).

Li .  \ lv  book There .1re , , l l t t ' rnutn <, .s (( ia l rLrng, l9S- la;
(Ntr t t i r rghanr:  Spttkesnran, J98.1 f lcrnta: t ,  Dt lch.
Spanish, Norwegian l r .anslat ions arai lablc:  Danr:h.
Sucr l ish.  l l l i l ian, . laparrc\c iurr l  I - rcr)ch oJ) l l tc
r iay).  Ihr  bortk is an ei ' t i t r t  t r r  bc \er \  concr!- te.
t rarrs lat ing peac! ' rcseareh in lo 1.g1.1 pol i t ics s i th
\ i . rv concretc.  i tnntediatc s lcps t l t l l  jan be takcn
todzr) ' in rrranl  countr ics. . \ r  r i r is  poutt  a l r t t le
grcctrng to my l r i r .ndr I3ou[ l ing and Rlpoport :  r r l r r .
lhconcs are exccl lent ,  Lr t r t  r .ou hare st i l l  lo nr i r tch
( 'har lc.  Os{ood in concreteness, in \ ( rutcthi l lg
that al \o eaprurc) the pol i t ical  nt indl  ( iood Luck.

16. Thus. the Nordrc counlr ies ar! .  atvpical  antong
nt i ln\  reasons in being r t r t  s inr i lar  in s ize,  at  leasl
the fbur higger orres.  u i th no intra-Nprdic prohlcm
of being a srnal l  country next to u superpou,er.  * . i th
the pos: ib i l i t ie.s <l f  canar l izat ion l i  nr l  l in landizar ion
irnr l  u l r i r l  is  corts idcr i tb l r  $orsc ' l l lc  latc ol  Mtr ic<t
l8{{r- l l .  o l  l : l rstcrn Lrunrpc 19.15).  Arrd thc t i is i i r -
n l i rnrct) t ( ) l  (  ost i r  Rica should t rc sct t t  in thc l ight  o l
t l rc rr l r jor  u\c ol- lhc arnrt  in South Anttr tca:  lor
rrr i l i l : r r l  coLrps.  nr i l in l \  lo prescn c thc \ocix l  or t lcr  -
* 'h ich rrr  (  osta Rica is relr t rvclr  cgal i tar ian.  Con-
scr;ucnl l r  I l rcrc is lcss l tccd l i r r  nr i l i taru ct tups f r t ,nr
ahove or bt lc l rv.  ant l  lcss nccd Ibr at t  arnrr ' .
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I t l .  A rrraj0r l i r rd ing bv an in lernal iLrnal  rcant . l r rccrci j
h i '  thc pr.scnt aurhor.  pubi ishcd in Onuruc; er : r l
(19'76) uas hor|  urrprcparcd thc 1:roprr lar ion rvas to
l l r i r rk eorrcrc lc lv in Iernts ol  f , r l iet . .  ha$ h! , lp lcss thc)
ic l (  i tn( i  l to\r  h i - th,  rvcrr  on l ( r f .  l i t .  r . r l ru ol ' l tcaec
c:trne as t l rcrr  col lceTn.
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