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1. Introduction.

The problem to be explored in this paper can be stated
very briefly as follows: is peace rescarch necessarily a
peaceful activity? More precisely, is there a meaningful
distinction between violent and nonviolent methodologies
in peace research? And if there is such a distinction,
we are immediately led onto more cuesticns: could it be that
some methodologies wvery frequently employed in fact are
highly violent?; what would alternative, nonviolent methodo-
logies be like? - and the final, in a sense most fundomental
guestion: does peace research have to be pursuved with non-
violent, pezaceful methodologies?

To many social scientists a deczde or two ago these
guestions would sound like they were fully sbsurd. Uhis
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would alsc apply to peace research some tinme ago, including
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the presceunt author. Wacn Ffred Blum some time 4 oot WaC
very crucial question of whether one could study novnviclence
with violent means of study the question was ssen as an
irritent, and shrugged off. Eor the answer seecmed SO obvious:
peace is the absence of violence, wvioclence is scen as airecw
violence, as typified by shooting, @nd no social scicentist

in general, peace researcher in particular, (r the present
auther even more particularly)had ever included shooting or
other forms of dircct violence in the typical methodelogical
repertory. True, there was the preblem of cooperating with
those who do, with the military, but although pvorderlines were
difficult to define, and although the military could perucate
the socicty so profoundly that there was almost no nonmilitsry
corner left at leact the problem was understood, some action
could be initiated, alternatives could be found. But besides
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that this was seen as rather unprobdblematic.

Not so any longer. Many cocial scicntists and others,
most of them outside the particular field and group of peace
rescarch, have reflected profoundly on this question, and
comc to conclusions similar to those that will be presented
here. Why not just rcfer to those authors? ITor the simple
reason that premises are often as important as conclusions
because premises can lead on to new conclusions, open for new
vistas - for which reason conclusions arrived at via Qifferont
- ways of reasoning are never identical, HMorcover, it is alco
important to show that within peace research there has
developed a form of understanding that also can be turned
against itself, that the subject can be the object of com=
pratension, in an ever decpening effort to arrive at self-
undecrstanding. Needless to say: it is at this point {that
the conceptualizations around the notion of "structural '
violence" become usefu(f) exactly when applied to peace researc
itself, _

Some years ago people at the International Pecace Research
Institute in Gslo started turning the analytical searchlisht
provided by such elements apainst their own institute, and
it did not looi too good@@ The result was an effort to see
peace research not only as an activity rcsuliing in cruicloes,
books for elitist or public consumption, even in peacc action
~of various kinds, but alco as a way of organizing the activity
resulting in that type of peace research prodvct. The result
was, concretely, a number of s%puctural changes at the
Institute itself. The old formula, peacc as absence of
dircct violence, made the Institute look peaceful since there
was no shooting, not even fist fighting during seminars, tca
breaks, or on any other occasion - but the extended concept
of violence bringing in notions of structural violence made
it Jook completely different. And this article, then, is an
effort to carry that concept further snd look at peace
rescarch itself, not only the peace research institnte.




2. Social scicnce research as structural violence

What is 'structural violencd'? One conceptualization of
it we based on the following four components:

exploitation: the extent to which interaction is-
based on a division of labor that is vertical,
meaning that the net benefits of the interaciion
process are very asymmetrically distributed. The
net benefits would refer to the ex-change aspecths
of the interaction (that which passes between the
parties) as well as to the in-change aspects of
the interaction (that which is induced inside the
actors as a result of the intcraction process).

penetration: the extent to which the exploiter
produced in the process of exploitation is able to
penetrate "under the skin" of the exploited, estab-
lishing in the exploited a bridge of a "local
bourgeois ie',a center in the Periphery,if the
relationship is between countries, or a dominance

of the conscicusness of the underdogs if the generic
term refers to a person. :

fragmentation: the extent to which the underdogs
generated tarough exploitation and penetration are
sevarated frem each other, having little or no bi-
lateral interaction among themselves,
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mareoinaliration: the evtent to which the ecwnloiter
form their oum pattecns of multilateral interaction
and orgmmizatvion, tyinz them togetner, consiituting
a concept ol fLirst claoss citizens, malking of the
others second clzuo citizens cor countries.

ook PO

As one illustration of structural viclence between
éountries the example of the nine members of the Iuropean
Community relative to their "aésociated'states" may be used
the exploitation takes the obviovs form of, for instance,
colonial type trade relations; penctration takesc the form of
building bridgeheads to local eclites, of the old colonial ox
the new fellowship generated variety; fragmentation takes the
form of highly different bilateral interaction rates at the
top and at the bottom of this total structure and marginal ina-
tion takes the form of constituting a group of first class
states, the EC countries themsclves, with come sccond class
states, the'"associated states) linked to them.

(5)



As an example at the interpersonal ]evcl vork relations
in almost any factory in the industrializced world may scrve:
exploitation has many forms, one of them being the CX tent io
which problcm-solving is monopolized by the manqrcru and
routine imnlementétion is engaged in by the workers leading
to highly differential possibilities for personal developmentd;
penetration is closely related to this Ly providing a
structure that produces cxtreme diffcrentials in development
of consciousness; fragmentation is seen in the way managers
can nmuch more frecuently end easily come together during
working hours as a part of their job whereas workers arc
kepvt separate atl théir work vlace ( in most cases )y marginsii-

tion ic the clecar scparation line between the two leaviig
no doubt as toc who are first class and who are second class.

But these two examples, formulated in this jargon or
in o pure marxian analysis, are in a sensc classical. The
point here is to apply this to the relationship between

researchoer and reseorched -~ in the fellowing relcrred to as
Rr and R4 respectively. natv ere tne characteristics oi this

rélationchion in tw of the most frecuontly uied socinl
science methodologies, the survey rescarch and the experiment?

(1) Exploitation
1t is exploitative: the researchers use the researched

as sources of raw material, in this case referred to as raw
data, sneak in on them with a pretest study, later to be
followed up by the real "instrument', adrill the human mind,
mining for responscs, withdraw alter ome words of gratitude,

even an occasional tokcy poyment, to precess the raw data at
home, the home being the "institute" where researchers have
their factories. The product is {then turned out in the form

. § . ()
of a specch, an article or a btook, for gencral consumptlonf

Once can now distinguish between better or worse casces of
ceploitation. In the vorst caces the process is paid by thooc
even higcher up than the reccarchern ond is intended for conli
reproesoion.  The researchers ot raw materiol Lrom the reooor

proceos thom and bhond them up Lo the clites above, cometives




against handsome compensation. A part of that compensotion
may be the bribe needed for the rescarchers to break the old
norm of open research and closcify their findings so that
those rescarched upon will never be able to see what kind

of ideas have been developed about them.

This is the extreme model; on the other side is the
conventional model whereby the researchers monopolize the
processing and send back the processed product, but to
nobody in particular. In fai, there may not be any particular
addressee, any target audience. The scientific process is
concluded with the finished text. It is somehow assumed that
this text is absorbed by the world consciousness, even
enviching that conscioucness - regardless of how many or
how few read it and how they rcact to it. But usually
there will be a target audience of fellow social scientists
for whom the finished product serves as one of several. inputs
in a process the output of which is a new finished product,

a new text, but with another avthors name on it. And then,

of course, there is certainly also a highly pragmatic con-
sequence of scientilic produciion: it also serves as one
among many inputs into the process the output of which is

a scientific carcer.

When this pattern was taken over from the natural sciences
there is little doubt that the object of social science, human
beings, was treated in a way very similar to the object of
natural science, nature. To process data on nature ccriainly
enriches the consciousness of the natural scientist just like
processing of data on human beings enriches the consciousness
of the social scientist. Dubt the idca that naturce has no
consciousness, is object, not subject, was taken over by social
science so that no problem of cxploitation arose. To enter
into an interacting rclationship between rescarcher and
rescarched so that the former is enriched and not the latter

was scen as unproblematic,cr not seen at all.

In emphasizing conceiousne: s we have tried to reduce the




charge of exploitation to a nucleus which is always present,
in any type of traditional sociaol science rescarch, often
also in peace rcscarch. llowever, there arc certainly other
aspeetn of exploitation in this rclationship too, some of
them quite material. He who minces others for rew data and
converts them into a finiched procduct may also receive con-
siderable material benefit, not only in the form of a salary,
but also in the form of honoraria, lJecture fees, rewards,power,
prestige.  Hec becomes a specialist on'those peoplef is
catapultcd into a lectures and conferences orbit with

"that problem" at its center, thus converting the spin-olf
effects from data processing into spill-over cficcts of a

(#)

not only material but also political kind, in teims of vowers

Sometimes ne msy, like the capitalict (privoate or state) and
impericlist producer proclaim that he docs it in order to
serve the needs of the people he has mined, thai he docs 1t
21l in order to heln them. In proclaiming this he may be

honest or dishoncst, and what he says mey be factually correct

Ehge
or incorrect. The fact still remnins that he, not they or
he and thev together, have decided over how to use the surnlus

generated through this particular tvpe of production process,

On other ocessions he ravy Lry Lo close ihe cycle by
sending the proceszed product back to the people who delivered
the data, This may take the form of letting them in, before
anybody else, on the"fndings", for instance in the form of
marginal distributions, or a dpecially designed write-up.

Or, he may design articles, books, etc. with them as a target

gudience, meking nse of all the various techniques of popularis
zation. Such practices may improve the situation somewhat,

but not greatly as will be seen more clearly when the alter-
natives are considered. ''he basic difference still remains:
the dilfcrence in consciousness formation by playing highly

diffcrent roles in the total scientific process.

.

There is, however, another woy in which the social scient]

oc
incorporates himnelf in a supcerstructure that chonges the nicty

somevhnt (see Pig. 1).
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Fipgure 1. Scocial scicnce as a transaction cycle

Pover
strvciuro

technical salar
articles carecr
Rescarchers
rav popular
data , articles
Resecarched

In the TFigure we have put the researcher in between:
he gets data from the ruscarched, salary from the pewer
structure and produces two kinds of products: a popular
version for the researched and a technical one for the
power structure. The spin-off effects due to consciousness
fornation(when he gives form to raw data (imprints Culture
on Haturex in other words when he processes, analyzes and
interprets his data are still there, but the major spill-cver
effects are taken over by the power structure above him.

What the researcher does in this case is to prostituie
hizself: ke oclls hic owa werl product, the selentific prodnet,
for wages, leaving to otncro to decide how the work product
is to be used (if at all) In a sense he does the scme as
the researched: they let the researcher mine then for cata,
sometimes against a more or less token monetary compensation,
cometimes against whatever reward they might derive from
feeling that they participate in scmething "scientific". The
net result ig that incight is tronsported upwards, through the
mediation of the social scientist. Typical cases would be
what happens when big powers organize public opinion polls
about their "image" arcund the world vsing various wublic
opinion agcncicggﬁor when big multinational corporations do
the same o understand better the images of their own products.
In either case knowledge [Lor power cccumulates on the top,
those at the bottom become objecis of power rathcr than
subjects of power, and these in the middle carn a 1Jv1ng.



Of course, this process is most well Imowm in connection
with natural science research wherce the power structure
(government and/or big corporctions) convert findings made
by the scicntist into "techrnology" that can be protected
through patents and marketed with other powers ond corporalions
in return for political and cconomic favors. The bigger the
favors the bigger in general the compensation to the scicentist
for foregoing direct participation in theze affairs. TFor
instance, in cast-west trade today in the old cold war arca
raw materials from cast are cxchanged with technology fron
west?ma technology developed throuzh the work of scientists, but
somchow expropriated from them, appropriated by the power
structure and made use of in the political and eccnomic process

(2) Penetration

Penetration is the opposite of autenomy and the point
here is that the way social science is often practiced it is
aulonomy reducing rather than sutonomy increasing where the
researched upon are concerned. In other words, vhe concer:
here is not with the differential tenefits from porticipaiion
in the research process, in iorms of consclousncns sommation,
as with the way in which the rescnvchers cet "urder the skin'
of the researched.

To clarify this let us consider an example not taken
from social science (except, ﬁérhaps, in an indirect sense),
but from medical science. Let us compare two images of a
stendard medical operation such as an appendectomy, under the
condition of general anaesthesia and under the condition of
acupuncture. (Sce Figure 2) |

Figure 2. Two medical approaches

high Physician Physician
| v\\&;
consciousness Paticor
level
Patient
low Model 1 Model IT
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In the firot model the patient is made completely un-
conscicus, and for all praciical purposes converted into
inanimate naturc no psyche, only goma. The physician
is highly conscious, and the last thing he may whisper into
the cars of the patient slipping away from consciousness
could be "this is all to your best".

In Model IT insensitivity in the critical area is pro-
duced through acupuncture which makes it possible for the

. . . 12)
patient to retain con301ousness{

However, the point is not
only that the patient remoins conccious and can reflect vpon.
him or herself during the operation; this can also be produced
through technigques of local as opposed to general anaesthesia.
The peint is thot this sciting can be used Jor o seminar on
the operation prior to its performance with physician as well
as patient participating, and for active participation by

the patient durins the oneration, for instance performing
many of e tasks 2 nurse mirht otherwise have performed.

In either casc the appendix may be successiully removed
and there is no expericnce of péin - cxcept for the posi-
operative difficuliies exvericnced under kodel 4 wnen toe
narcosis slips awvav. Yet tho two patients ore not the sane
after the operation, for wnder Model II the patient has grown
in consciousness, in understanding of own situation, and the
physician may also have gained a much deeper understanding
of the patient. In fact, in the former case consciousness
deprivation also serves to recduce the patient to a case with
no individuality, similar to other cuses with the same
pathological symptoms; in the second case maintcnence of
paticent consciousness makes this abstraction anda reduction
if not inpossible at lcast much more difficult.

What, then, does this have to do with social scicnce?
This is scen most clearly by a hypothetical comparison of
the patients in the two cases. In the first case the paticnt
develops an unquestioning, non-participatory attitude to whet
happens; in the second easce there is a chance to gain some type
of parity with the physician oend aloo to define onescll more



as the master of one's own affairs. In the first case there
ig complete implicit acceptance of the idea that the physician
is a master to whom subscervience would be the most adcguate
attitude and behavior, because he Mnows better than you
yoursell what is good for you; In the second case this type

of attitude would develop to a considerably lesser degifée,
In the first case the nhysician penetrates into the conscious-
ness ol the patient and ftakes over that cqnsciousness. He
becommes the consciousness of the patient;}%he latter case

this is no longer necessarily so.

At this point the connection to social science is clear
enough: the emergence of a social science methodology generatling
the idea that the rescarcher haz better irsisht into the
situation of the rescarched than the rescarched themselves.
Consequently, the researched should abdicate to the researchers
when it comes to insight about themselves - It would be'"in
their own interesi to let others form arnd be lheir consciousriess

Thiue, there is no donbt tedsv that ther
5 o
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socinl seicntictn, and +vrnt they monness’a stock of knovwled »
about some tynes of rerviaritics in humen behavior e unpossooand
by those rescarched upen to yield the data-~on which mach of
this insight is based. but that vroauces a pecullar situvation:
very much of this kmowledse is only valid as long as it is nob
possessed by the very same pgople the knowledere is about. TFor
instonce, all the famous experiments in psychology and social
psychology and small group sociology (except those that can

be said to be more physiologicrl in their naturc) ave only
valid under the assumption that the research objects do not
know about tthe "findinss"., The Asch experiment. for instance,
will hardly apply to Asch nor the Sherif expeﬁigfnt to Sherif,
nor the Bavehe cxperiment to Bavehs, and so on. A certain
naivité, freshness of the subjeet is assumed, as has been

15) .
argued at length elsewhere& for the findings to be valid.

Obviously, this crectes a vested intercst among social
scienticts in rather limited discemination of their findings,
completely conconont with the model of Figure 1. In fact,
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for the social scientict to perform scrvices to the public
structurce he probably hos to be able to prove that pcople
behave the way he says they behave. IL they consistently
behave in an opposite manner of what he predicts his total per-
formance may be less thon impreosive, One condition for
them to behave consistentiy in the oppoéite manner would
obtain if people not only knecw everything the social
scientist predicted about them, but elso had a sufficient
understanding of the structure in Figure 1, and a negative
evaluation of the exploitation imolicd by it. To the citent
that these two conditiorsdo not obtoin we would say that
people have been penetrated by the social scicntists, that
people have abdicnted to the social scicntists just as the
social scientist often hae ebdicated to the power structure.

(%) Prosmentation

In the generzl theory of strucitural vielence fragmentation
refers to the condition whereby those below are kevnt avart,
deliberately or not, given 1ititlg or no-chance to develop the
type of interacticn among themselves out ol which new

0
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structures, more resistont wo exploitetion and perciration,
- oy Lt KN PR R P B T T P I [P T S
oY CLLSITEC . It iz raitlcr cuvicus Lot this condision oviloinn s

indeed, in the way social science methodology has structured
‘social science research. '

As one example take the f{recuvently recommendcd technigque
of simple random samnline, The whole idea in this technique
is to detach "the recpondcnis" Ifrom lhe social structure in

a way unoredictable to the rvespondenis themcelves., VWhen

selection happens according to o lotlery or a tatle ol random
numbers the probablllty of beiny sclected may be known, bul
there is no way of knowing o priori whether I will be sclecled
or not, nor is there any way aftcr T have been sclected of
Jnowing who else will be selceeted. Tt is up to the reoearcher
whether he will make cach respondent awarc of who the other
respondents are; often he does not want to do this lest the
dota should be "conlaminated". Just as for the case of

low or no consciousness in conmection wvith socinl science rescarch
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discussed above there is an implicit assumption that people
are least contaminated when they arce most frapmented. In
other words, there is an implicit im-ce of norm21 socicty

as consicting of [fragmentcd, uncencciovs peonlo. This is

not the place to discuss whether that image is volid or not -
it mey be quite valid - but it is rather obvious that with
such implicit assumptions scocial science methodology will
reinforce rather than weaken o structure of thic type.

As znother example take the technigue of peonlication.
Replication in space is much more frequent than replication
in time, exactly because innocence, once lost, is hard to
regain: those who have been rosesrchod upon once have in &
cense been violated foraver (unless the purpose of the study
is to mecasure "change"). Replication in space takes the
social research projects to new, fresh respondents; separating
them from cach other. At least the present auther is unaware
of any case wherc new rcspondents have been encouraged to tuke
contact with the old ones, and highly aware ol cuses wuere newv
social scicntists nave twlen contact witn {the oll ones iu
order to ifind outw row the vrolect ves carried Ul 80 as W

insure Yconoorability under replicuniticn.

In general, researchers are well organized, rescarched
not. And this point is then carried further in the discuscion
of marginalization. . '

(4) M erminalization

The general idca here is that the researchers congtitute
a well integfatod first clans of citizens, the researched upon
a looscly integrated sccond class. In a scnse this is orly a
“way of reiterating what has been stated under (1), (2) and (3)
above, but there is5 onec additional point to be m:de beyond the

obvious fact that researchers have associations, researched upc
not.

The point we have in mind ic the way in which rescarcher:
regard themselves as unalterable, vnchenscable, os fired poin
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in an oceen of turmoil and chonge, Thus, in order to study
changcs in what hapvens among them ~ changes in attitudes, in
behavior, in socicl structure or what not-the oncumption is
that they themselves constitute archimedan points relative
to which motion may e detected. And one way of obtaining
this type of immutability, very often itself referred to as
an imporiant componcnt in the self-image of being "objective",
above what happens around them - is the low degree of involves
ment usunlly recommended in social science methodology. 1
igs the detached, cool, nonconmitted interview where the
interviewer at moct contribuies mildly encou;agjng utterings
like "and then?", "well?'" or cven only "uh hum"., It is
assumed that the more emotional the issue may be for the
respondent the more needed is this type of detochment for

the reseurcher. /ind this eloo applies to such vocommended
techniques as participant observation: the reseaccher is o
participant but only up to a certein point, from that péint
on he is dctached and if there is a real crisic in the
corganization he studics and he is asked to talke = stand
withdrawal might be rcccommended,

Let vwe now take this ocel and apnly L6 tihe way it nao
8 Al
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)
been applicd in suwdl coeriellinny ws oo wld vdonshiu
‘between two collectivitics, in cnsv two countrics, not ounly

as something that happens within ore of them. It will then

be seen immediately that the relation between researcher and
researched is not only a rcproﬁuction of generel topdog/underdog
relations in society, but also, at the international level,

a reproduction of general imperialistic relations:

FPigure 3. Internationnal socinl science as impeeialism
Center i S e—

Periphery
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The rectangle in the figure constitutes a link between
researchers in four countrics, two of them in the world Center,
two of them in the world Periphery. This link is known as a
Xeam, and takecs the form of a transnational research group,
often organized by internaiional soclal scicence orgenizations,
non-governmental or govermnental, ‘hey have sitructures very
similar to multinational corporatlions with mother commanics
and daughter compenics and with a division of labor between
the two: the mother companics specializing more in processing,
the daughter companies morc in extraction of raw datdf7JThe
underdog, the researched, the scientific proletariat arc found
in all countries.. In so being the international social science
structure reproduces and reinforces general imperialistic
Structure§28>And just as with economic imperialism: at this
scale fragmentation becomes even more successful for it is
virtually impossible for a Chilean, Nigerian and Pakistani
worker to see themselves as belonging to the same group of
researched - only at the very top of the project is it possible
to understand the total structure., And at this top there may
not even be any rescarchers present, the top mey consist of

pure power structures with very clecar ideas as to how the
) 10
A

research findings are to be utilized.

5. Nonviolent social science: an alternative model,

After this presentation of an image of what contemporary
social science is like, to a considcrable exlent, let us procced
exactly as one would have done in an analysis of capitalistic
imperialism or social imperialism, asking the two crucial and
related questions: what would be our vision of an alternative,

and what would be plausible strategies leading to its realization?

The latter will be the subject of the next section, the former
will be explored here, using the conceptualization of structural
violence in terms of the componcents that have been made use of

above,

1) As to exploitation:
I

It is quite clear what the gencral rule would be here: not
to do rescarch on people, but together with peoople; not to act as

a stimulus and regilstrar of responscs, but to enter dialectically,



in & dialogue with the "researched®, In that case they would,
in fact, no longer be researched people but be part of a team,
of an effort to explore somc aspect of the social conditiocn of

humankind together,

Concretely, this would mean an abolition of vertical
division of labor. If there is a social problem to be explored
thosc who are personally involved in it would be taken into the
research team from the very beginning, or would expleore the
problem together, formulate its dimemsions and analyze their
relation, and there would be no cuch thing as regarding others
as the sources of data and oneselfl as a source of insight in
understanding these data, The finished product, the article or
the book would be more of a joint affair, and would above zll be
available to those who are comncerned, rather than to the power
structg:e on top. Or at least: it would be equally available
to allfag

The basic point in this would be an understanding of
research as onc way in which consciousness formation takes vlace,
and an understanding of equity (the opposite of exploitation) as
a structure whereby such an important benefit as consciousness
formation is not {oo asymmetrically distributed, lMoreover,
therc would be the idea that the surplus from scientific pro-
dvuction, the product itself, would be decided over by those
concerned, by those who have really contributed to it - and
here the researched and the researchers wculd enter more

cqually.

This is very far from the situation today, even so far
ag to sound utopien., To clothe it with more meaning let us

look at the other three aspects,

(2) As to penetration:

The basic point here is to avoid any situation whercby
rescarchers penetrate into the researched and are able to manipu-
late them simply because they possess move knowledge about the

researched than the researched do about themselves, leaving alone
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than the regearched do aboul the rescarchers. The key to this
penctration lies in differential insight about cach othcer,

and this again is predicated on the assumption that the
rescarched shall be willing to opern theomselves, lay themselves
bare so to speak, whercas the rescarcher shall remain closed,

unapproachablce, secretive, even mysterious,

Hence, horizontality would not only involve more ecquality
when it comes to what the two partics actually do in a research
process, it would also imply a different attitude on the side
of the resecarcher: a willingness to sce oneself as a participant
in the research process, not merely an observer registering it
from the outside, In practice this would mean moving into con-
crete situations, experiencing the dynamism of social reality
together with those formally regarded as researched upon,
internalizing it in oneself and joining together reporting
about what took placefzﬂ

(%) As %o fragmentation:

At this point it is quite clear that certain techniques
very much favored by social science rescarchers would have to

be used much less freguently. Random sampling that fraguents

individuvals and prescenipsan atonmized inage of reality that not
only introduces a biag but also increases the vower of the
researchers over the researched, should be seen not only as
methodologically invelid, but also as morally illegitimate
unless the resecarched have been proverly informed and have

agreed to it, The same applies to gscouential testing of people

in social psychological experiments, one other way of handling
them one by one,but in time,since the hardware used in cxperi-
ments is morc expcnsive than the software uvsed in an inter-

viewing study where the fragmentation takes place in spacce.

Talking about experimcnts: the one-way scrceen is a good
illustration of the vertical division of labor invoived, A
material factor, the one-way mirrvor, is uscd to amplify further
the consciousness differential between the rescarcher and the
rescarched: the rescarcher sces both parties, the rescearched only

) . . . . . GJhbe o
themoelves., Combince this with scquential testing and/virticallty
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and fragmentation of liberal gocieties arc almost perfectly
reproduced (we say "almost" because reality is not that bad)
in the laboratory.

(4) As to marpginalization:

A key factor here is the way in which the rescarchers
define themselves as firct class citizens in the sence of
constituting fixed points in the social universe from which
changes in the second class, the rescarched, can be observed,

A fundamental aspect of nonvioelent social science, hence,

would be to give up this type of asymmetry and have social
scientists regard themselves as live and dynamic partuners in
social reality together with others, not as observers and
commentators standing above it. Tor in so doing they are only,
consciously or unconsciously, acting out a role which is some
kind of peculiar mixture of teacher and judge, regarding the
researched as incumbenis of some type of pupil/defendant rcle,
The social science investigation is a process whereby the latier,
not the former is tested - characteristically enough, even the

S—

word "test" is made use of articularly in psychological research.
b4 3 [&)

In short, the alternative would consist of resecarchers
who immerse themselves in social reality and together with others
act out their hypotheses, To take an example: imagine the pover
structure is interested in having people live in X rather than
Y, and buy product A rather than B - and engage a social scicnce
team to identify the conditions that facilitate snd impede this

. 2) . . . . . C
desired change?‘JTvplcally, social scientists mirnt design

more cr less rcalistically sinulated experiments, and hand back
to the power structurc & report with the major {indings, In so
doing they would be instruments of the power structure, regard-
less of whether they define themselves as politically left or

right.

The alternative would be, with or without power structure
participation, to present the problem squarely to the population
concerncd and have it openly and freely diccusced, Having done

titls one mipht decide togoether Lo creave some cxpervimental corne-



ditions and see what that would imply; one might simply start
living in X and buying A to understand whet this involves. The
social sclentists would themsclves be parts of the experiment,
and together with the others makce a report, In so downg not
only wouvld the spin-off effectls from the research procoou be
morc evenly distributed; one would also avoid the use of soccial
science for manipulative purposes - as described above under
the various headings cf structural violence,

But would this at all be science, or would it only be some

type of political wction, perhaps dignified by the term "action

research"?  But then, what is the difference? All human activities
are politics one way or the other - we have tried in the pre-
ceeding scction to analiyze in what way conventional social science
is ﬁolitics in the sense of reproducing and reinforcing structural
vioclence, No doubt,by means of that method one is able to obtain
a snapshot of static, individualized social reality - but not

very able to obtain a live image ol dynenic, more collectively
experienced socisl reality. Neither of these two con claim fo

be "real'" reality - which world is more real is for us %o decide,

But in doing so one at least has to be conscious about the
relationship between social science methodology chosen and the
image of reality rendered, not to mention about the non-scientific
social functions of a given methodology. ILven if one would not

be willing to change completely to the alternative indicated he

one should at least be willing to see how scientifically biased
and politically loaded conventional methodology is.

MAnd this leads one straight intec a non-reduciple minimum
where science is concerned., Whatever rcefers to itselfl as science
should, to our mind, at least satisfy thesc two criteria:

I, explicitness, honesty about the value basis on which one standg,

Dt e e bl

what lind of cociwld reality one wants to promote with the social
scicnce tools chosen - and

(e 2 ouestionine attitude, an ever—-vrecsent willingness to

s A s PRI bt

guestion any acswontion,
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There is nothing in what has been sugrosted here which
would be incompatible with these two requirements. NWor are
they incompatible with a soclial ccicuce methodology systematically
based on structural violence - it is only that the moment the
proponcnt of that methodology stends forth and makes cxplicit
his own agssumptions thali comething appears which does not
quite stand the test of clear daylight. However, he would
certainly not say that "ny four basic values arc: exploitation,
penctration, fragmentation and marginalizationd Rather, he
would talk in terms of objectivity (where replicability would

play an important role), ead in terms of the goals lhat he hoyes
the rescerch findings (rother than ihe rescarch methodologv)
will promote. JAnd that leads us straight into the cld problem
of whether ends can justify the means, for instance whether such
macro-sociletal goals as equity, avtovomy, solidarity and partici-
pation (the antonyms of the four evils listed above) can be
promoted by resorting to their negation at the micrc-social level
of social science rescarch. It is hardly possible to have any
firm stend in eithcr directior on this guestion, but one thing

is certain: the cuestion merits the decpest attention, and no
leftist social scientist should feel that he has a carte blanche
becauvse of his lofty goals that entitle him to make use of

dubious means,

4. Stratepies,

To fight against structural violence is to fight for
liberation, and it is usually assumed in the theory of liberation
that this has to be the task of the uwnderdog. And we would
generally make the same ascumption here: we would imagine that
the real political force that might lcad to fundamental change
in scocial science methodology, in a nonvioclent direction, would
have to come {rom the rescarched., The rescarchers have nmuch too
much of a vestecd interest in the status quo, enjoying their
positions sandwiched in between the power structure and the

rescarched,

Imagine that the rescarched sclected for a public opinion

survey made use of the press, wall posters all over the city,



local broadcasting and other means of communication to identify
each other and to gather together in the City Hall the day

the team of rescarchers werc supposed 4o descend upon the town.
The researchers, imagine they are ten in number, would then be
called in one by one to be gucstioned by a collectivity of 200
candidates for the role as researched, taking the place of
defendants who are accused of consciousness molding, even
consciousness feeding and manipulation--- In other vords,
imagine that the roles are inverted, that the recsearched appear
as a collectivity and the researchers are fragmented. Of course,
the really strong researcher could make use of this situation
to stand up against the colleetivity and address them jointly,
he might even get some kind of group interview out of the
sitwation, If he does that, however, he would already be in

a much more symmetric sitvation than the one he had planned,
and the protest movement would already have been a success -
although a limited one,

But let us go one siep further: imagine that the researched
really ccme together and start systemetic courses in how to mess
up social science investigations. Yes, they could even go so
far as to write a little red handbook for rescarched people in
how to gucss underlying hypotheses, how to answer so as to
disconfirm crucial hypotheses (or even worse, react in such a
way so that hypotheses are ncither confirmed nor disconfirmed!),
what embarrassing questions to ask of social scientists, etc,

In other words, it is our contention that social scientists
are by and large living on borrowed time. Many have secen this
recently, and turned away from what is largely a US inspired
social science technology todey increasingly talen over by
sastern Buropean countrics after it has probably secen its
keyday in Vestern Burope, With increasing awarencss of social
structurce one would imagine that people would be able not only
to sce what happens to themselves when they onter such roles
as that of a child, a pupil, a student, a worker, a patient -
and also the role ac rescarched.  They would be able to sce that

these arc all gspecimens of the generalived underdos cole and,
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conscguently, ceinflorce and reproduce cach other. More par-
ticularly, they would be able to sce that the social scientists
are drawing on a reservoir of role {raining as pupil and
defendant - the latter not so much in publiec court as in the
court of cveryday life where ceverybody is a little bit tested

and o little bit grilled; the Tormer chove all in schools.

On the other hand, onc would also imagine that social
scientists themselves would have such a high level of soecial
consciousncss that they would see the handwriting on the wall
and act accordingly. One way of doing this would be to turn
away from direct mining of people for data, turn one's back to
intervicws and questionnaires, to observation and perticipation
where one remains an obscrver, and towsrds the usc of secondary
gate, But this will usually be a grandiocse e way of deluding
oneself, engaging in indirect exploitation rather +than direct
one, like the people in some countries where internsl expleitation
has been greatly rcduced but 1he populatica neverihciess gladly
enjoys the fruits of expleitation carried out far aviny from hone.
For the kind of statistics found ir handbooks and yvearbooks are
very often based on countlecs operations whereby raw data have
been extracted, only that it has been done by buresucrats and
Tunctionaries who have this as their task or part of their task

rather then by cocial scientists for a specific purpose.

Another tendency would be to turn to histcrical data,

Jeaving to philocophers the cuestlon of whether it is possible

or meaningful to exploit the dead. This might b mure acceptable,
and there are also structural data available on v ~h social
scientists can develop their analytical nkills zna bring them

to bear on knotty problems without ny Justification being

(2

accused of data mining of people. Ainother sclution is structural

reseavch,

However, in a sense thic is the easy way out, not very
inmovative. More innovative would be to find ways in which
rolitical participation could be the object of scientific inves-

tioation, seli-analysis, In an open non-manipulative manncer. In

fact, this is often done by politiciong whose antobiorraphics may



be fundamental contributions to insipght in socinl reality,
provided the author is able to abide by the two criteria stated
above (the author usually is not). Dut for the tinme being the
action research paradigm with a collective research report scems
to be the best example of The type of alternative which, when
enacted sufficiently often, would by itselfl pave the way for

other,new approaches to social science research,

5. Conclugion.

Peace research is about violence, 2 major form of violence
is structural violence, the fight against structurnl violence is
called libveration, and a good place for peace researchers in
particular and social scientists in gereral to start is to start
with oneself., In saying so we also make it clear that the target
of libveration is not anything like "capitalist society",; the
category of "structural violence'" is much broader than the
category of capitalism. Coapitaliem is an obstinate, often
very nasty way of implementing all four aspects of structura
violence through the economic scector of society, btut is not the
only way. Xxperience has shnown us very clearly that it is cquite
vossivle for society to change its econcomic basis, yet have some
violent social science structures survive in a highly unouestioned

WaY .

And that immediately leads to one important point: has it
not becen a little bit too casy for left-wing socilal scienticts
to assume that the fundamental evil of society is economic in
its essence, and that the basic enemy is the capitalist? Ilas
there not been a tendency to assume that other evils are
epiphenomenal and will disappear once the fundamental evil has
been transcended?  Has that ideology not served as some type of
rationalce for the continuation of a pattern that gives obvious

advantages to the rescarcher and very few to the rescarched?

In other words: it seems to be high time that social
scientists in general and pecace researchers in particular train
themselves better to cee the circumstances under which the cucstion

"who is the enemy?" has the very simple ancwer: ourselves,
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9. For a discussion of this sec Johan Galtung, Feonomics and
Peace hescarch (University of Oslo, 1474, mimeo.).

10. Yerce, however, it should be pointed out that one of the

major decisions taken by the power structurce may be rot to make
use of the research product, and the hororarium paild to the
rcesearcher could be interpreted as @ bribe net to publish it
rather than compensation for uveceful work. fhe reason why the
power structure mny decide not to publish i not necessarily

that the findings ore in any sence inconvenicent, but rather

that the purpose ol ordering rescarch done ot all was to give

the impression that "something is beins done about the problem”.
That impression wags already generated the day the recearch vrojoct
was decided and researchers hired, what happened later is of minox
importance or none at all, including the findings. 1t is intercsting
that researchers are prepvared to accept this kind ol arrangement,
probably often because they are Lfragmented by the power structurc
and becaucge the rewards already received both in remuneration and
the vleasure of being close to the power structure are high enough
to keep them silent.

11. The United States and Japan secem to be perticularly active
in using public opinion polls for this purpose.

12. For an elaboration of this point see Gaeltung, Tle Buropean
Community, Chapter 7.

13. It should be pointed ocut thal acupuncture serves a triple
function: purely curative, s an anecstnetic, and as o diagnostic
method. In obther words, it is a relatively simple operation with
a nultiplicity of Tunctions.

14. For a further analysis of this point see Johan Galtung,
Science as Invariance-Secling and Invariance-Sreaking Activity",
University of Oslo, 1972, mimeo,

15. Loc. cit. The basic point here is the way in which social
Ay

scientists have a vested interent in the naivité of the subjects
in order for their conventional methodclcegies to work.

16. VWhat is being made usce of here, is of course, "A Structural
Theory of Imperizlism'" (Journal of Peace Research, 1971) puv. 81-117.

17. This point is claborated in the article on the Camelot
project quoted in footnote 6 above.

18, Actually, in recent vears internationzl social science
1scociations have not been so much dominated by the United Otatos
alone as by the supcrvower condominium, very clearly seen in the
programs of the International Socliological Association, Inter-
national Political ocience Ascociation and 2o on wnere the dden
somchow secems to be that for scicence to be "objective" there hos
to be one American and one Ruosian on cach pancl and coummittcee.
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19. This wans a fundmnental poivt in conneclion with the Troject
Camclot. AL the very top of the organization of inat ,nturprluo

social scientists had »nractli all/ spenking vanished ond wha
remained were Pentioyron peonle,  Uhe busic point was, of course,

that thic top wan visible to very [lew.

20, Thie raices the imperbtant problem of whether it really
should be cqually available or rather restricted, turn .ww the
formula around: Laving social ccicentists do research together
wilh the rescnrched and ko coping the f‘nd’ﬁ“s sncr(t far the
power structure. Our own inclina tion, within the liberal
tradition, would be to favor public “00197 science 25 much as
possible, without disregording the possibility of keconing scome
res OQI‘L gsecret from the vower structure. In other words, the
idea would be ftnat il research is to be uvuced as a sceret political
weanron then it should bo on the side of the vnderdog, not on the
side of any tyne of repressive structure.

21. Ve are, of course, thinking here to a large extent of the
thh o¥ methods claborated by Y. freire in his path-breaking
Pedagory of the Onpressed, What we essentially are sayving is
that 1t is importent to blur the borderlines between ccience,
pedasory and politics - that all three of them should somehow
be horizontalized and vrought together.

22. This was the nature of the socinl scilence vproject in Cuba
that scerved as a stimuluvs for the vrecent essay.

2%. Dut what about doing rescarch on vrescent elites - assuming
that most histoerﬁl recenrch 1g done on elites anvhow? Ve
would cay that "clites" are alco peonle, and to do rezearch on
them rathex tn?z ﬁgig then fs as alleaating as to do research
on people lower down the socizl siructure.



