CONFLICTS IN THE XXI CENTURY
Interview with Professor JOHAN GALTUNG

Johan Galtung, professor of
Peace Studies, was born in 1930 in
Oslo, Norway. He is a mathematician,
sociologist, political scientist and the
founder of the discipline of Peace Stu-
dies. He founded the International
Peace Research Institute, Oslo (PRIO,
1959), the world's first academic re-
search center focused on Peace Stud-
ies, as well as the influential Journal
of Peace Research (1964). He has
helped to found dozens of other peace
centers around the world. He is cur-
rently the president of the Galtung-
Institute for Peace Theory & Peace
Practice.

He has mediated in over 150 conflicts between states, nations, religions, civilizations, commu-
nities, and persons since 1957. His contributions to peace theory and practice include conceptual-
ization of peace-building, conflict mediation, reconciliation, nonviolence, theory of structural vio-
lence, theorizing about negative vs. positive peace, peace education and peace journalism.

In his interview, he speaks about today’s conflicts, the sources of cultural violence and the
golden rule of mediation. He also touches the problem of regional security in Europe and Asia, de-
velopment of Peace Studies and the greatest challenges facing the world today.
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— Conlflicts are an integral part of the modern international system. Why the
aggression and violence are so actively manifested and reproduced in our socie-
ty? What are the specific characteristics of today's conflicts? In what way and
why conflicts have been changed over the past decades?

— Conflict, meaning incompatible goals, is an integral part of all levels of human
organization — from individuals to regions. The closer we come to each other, like now,
the more incompatibilities appear. We may change the goals or make them compatible
in a new reality. Or, else: get frustration and aggression, violence. Or else, get apathy,
giving up, resigning. Conflicts matter, and deeply!

— Distinguished professor Galtung, you have greatly contributed to the devel-
opment of the sociology of IR and conflict resolution. You have a huge personal ex-
perience in mediation of extremely complicated international conflicts. You have got
an international experience, working in many IOs, including the UN. You managed
to found SIPRI, the Journal of Peace Research and, finally, Transcend. What are
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the proper conditions for a good conflict resolution and stability in international re-
lations? What is your personal golden rule in conflict prevention and mediation?
— Golden rules: talk with all the parties to understand what they want, test what
they want against law/human rights/basic needs for legitimacy, try to bridge legitimate
goals or to change illegitimate goals. Do all that through dialogue, questioning, searching!

— In your papers you stress the existence of economic and social inequalities,
“asymmetrical interdependence”, when more developed world centers suppress and
exploit the periphery. This process is characterized by the so-called cultural violence.
What is the role it plays in the emergence and development of current conflicts?

— Nowadays the cultural violence comes basically from the “science” of econom-
ics, accepting inequality as compensation for taking risks. Economics has to be re-
vised from the very basis, bringing into it the supremacy of nature and humans, with
their needs, but not the supremacy of capital and growth.

— You have worked in many countries, being engaged in research projects
and teaching activities, including India. You are familiar with the philosophy of
Gandhi. What impact has philosophy of Gandhi's non-violence had on you and on
your theory of peaceful conflict transformation?

— Above all Gandhi's concrete action as opposed to general values, his achieve-
ments as opposed to goals only, his optimism as opposed to resignation.

— Conlflict solution as a science has got a huge development mostly in the
West — the United States and Scandinavian countries. What schools of conflict
solution you might identify as the most contributing? What are their priorities in
terms of research areas? Who has made, in your opinion, the greatest success?
Are there any new prospective national schools of conflict resolution?

— Not conflict solution, but Peace Studies are found in the places you name. Conflict
solution is built into Chinese civilization, itself as eclectic combination of daoism, con-
fucianism and buddhism. In the West being Right, having Right, is more important than
acceptable (to all) and sustainable solutions.

— A great success was the French initiative to invite post-Nazi Germany to join
the “European family”, and then starting it in 1950.

— XXth century is a bright period of the emergence and flourishing of West-
ern schools of international relations theory, which finally had a tremendous influ-
ence on other theoretical traditions. Will we witness in the XXIst century the rapid
development of non-Western IR theories that are still underway? Or do you share
the opinion that globalization contributed to the erosion of national specificities of
scientific schools and they have lost the "binding" to the national borders?

— I do not see it that way. First of all, the name is wrong; they are not inter-nation
but inter-state, the nation being cultural, the state territorial. Second, their inter-state
theory is very static, based on laws of the past. Third, it is hierarchic, vertical, very weak
on equitable relations. Fourth, the USA are over-accepted by others which see its hege-
monic belligerence as “normal”. All that has to go in favor of better theories. My book
A Theory of Peace [Galtung 2012] is an effort.
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We do not have globalization, except as the US effort to dominate the world
economy, but we do have several regionalizations with the effects you mention.

— It is well known that “in its own country — there is no prophet”. But this
statement is obviously not about you. In 1980 you predicted that the end of the So-
viet empire would come ten years after the fall of the Berlin wall, highlighting its 6
destructive contradictions. In 2009, you made your second bold prediction, an-
nouncing the collapse of the American empire by 2020, based on 15 interrelated
contradictions. Today's world and international system are evolving and trans-
forming under the conditions of chaos and uncertainty. Until a landmark date
are still 4 years to pass. Perhaps you have some adjustments to add to your fore-
cast and to the list of current contradictions of the American empire?

— I think the US empire, in the sense of making elites in peripheral countries, kill-
ing and ruling for them, is rapidly disappearing, much before 2020. The USA increasing-
ly has to kill alone, like Obama does, with drones and SEALs. They will wake up one
day, leading politicians like Cruz and Trump already question the belligerence, Hillary
Clinton not — she may become a disaster for the world.

— In recent years, unfortunately, we have been witnessing a certain degree of
deterioration of relations between Russia and the West, which evidently has a nega-
tive impact on the international climate. In addition, these tensions prevent or, at
least, do not contribute to the conflict resolution in “hot spots”, such as the Mid-
dle East. What is the practical way out of this situation?

— An old Western tradition from the split of the Roman empire in 395 in Catho-
lic and Orthodox, confirmed in 1054, with West spreading its Christianity, attacking,
or provoking eastward like the Templars, Napoleon and Hitler, like WWI and WWII,
like in the Cold War. A smart Ukrainian federation between the two parts, cooperating,
would help. So would recognizing Palestine, with a two-states solution inside a six states
community of Israel with its five Arab neighbors inside a 20 states Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in West Asia. Syria is very complex, but a loose federation with
protection of minorities might help.

— I would like to know your personal opinion — what would be the XXIst
century? What are the great challenges facing the world today? What is your per-
sonal most challenging concern about today's world?

— Most serious: economically rampant capitalism with built-in inequality and suf-
fering at the bottom, militarily NATO vs SCO; politically 2000 nations inside 200 stated
wanting equality with the dominant nations, culturally West vs Islam, socially the many
fault-lines, with nature, gender, generation, race, class, nation, territory. For me right
now the priority is: East Asia: USA-Japan against Russia, the two Chinas, the two Kore-
as, proposing solutions for contested islands, a Northeast Asia Community, Association
of Northeast Asian Nations.

Interviewed by Elena SAVICHEVA

565



Becruuk PYJIH, cepus «Meocoynapoousie omnowerusy, centsops 2016, Tom 16, Ne 3

REFERENCES

Galtung, J. (2012). A Theory of Peace: Building Direct Structural Cultural Peace. TRANSCEND
University Press.

Received: 10.08.2016

For citations: Conflicts in the XXI centure. Interview with Professor Johan Galtung. (2016).
Vestnik RUDN. International Relations, 16(3), pp. 563—566.

KOH®JIUKTbI B XXI BEKE

MUHTepBblo ¢ npodeccopom MOXAHOM FAJITYHIOM

Woxau Tantysr, npodyeccop uccieoBanuii o mpobaemam Mupa, poauincsa B 1930 r. B Ocio,
Hopserust. O MaTeMaTHK, COIMOJIOT, ITOJIUTOJIOT M OCHOBATE b JUCIMILTHHBI HCCIEA0BaHUIN MO IPOo-
6nemam mupa. OH ocHOBalT MexXIyHapOJHBINA HHCTHTYT UcclieoBaHui mpodsiem mupa, Ocio (PRIO,
1959), nepBbIii B MHpe akaJeMHUYECKH Hay4YHO-HCCIEAOBATENbCKUN IIEHTP, OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIN
Ha U3y4deHne KOH(IUKTOB, a TAaKXKe BIUATENbHbIN JKypHan nccnenosanuit mupa (Journal of Peace
Research, 1964). O moMor OCHOBaTh NECSATKH IPYTHX AaHAJIOTHYHBIX IIEHTPOB IO BCEMY MHPY.
B Hacrosimee BpeMst OH Mpe3nAeHT [ anTyHr-HHCTHTYTA 110 TEOPUH U MTPAKTUKE MHUPA.

C 1957 1. OH BBICTYTIAN MTOCPEITHUKOM B Ootee ueM 150 KoH(pIMKTax MEXIY TOCYyIapCTBAMH,
HaWSIMH, PEJIMTUSAMH, [UBIIN3AIMAME, COOOIIECTBaMH, a TakKe JuuamMu. Ero BKiax B TEOpPHIO
Y IPaKTHKY MHpa BKIIOYaeT B ce0sl KOHIENTYaIM3alluI0 MUPOCTPOUTENBCTBA, YPETyJIMPOBaHHs KOH-
(DIIMKTOB, NPUMHPEHUsSI, OTKA3a OT HACHJIMS, TEOPHU CTPYKTYPHOTO HACWIIUS, KOHLENTYaIH3allH
HETaTHBHOTO U MO3UTUBHOIO MUpa, 00pa30BaHMsl M KYPHAIHCTHKU B 00JIaCTH UCCIICAOBAHMS MUPA.

B cBOEM MHTEPBBIO OH FTOBOPHUT O COBPEMEHHBIX KOH(IMKTaX, UCTOYHUKAX KyJbTYPHOTO Ha-
CHJIHS M 30JI0TOM TipaBuiie Meauaruu. OH Takxke 3aTparuBaeT MpoOIeMbl perHOHALHOM Oe3omac-
Hoctu B EBporie U A3un, pa3BUTHS KCCIICIOBAHUI 110 BONPOCAM MHUpa U caMble OOJIbIIME BHI3OBBI,
CTOSIIIIMIE CETOAHS TEePE MUPOM.

KiroueBble cJioBa: HCCIICIOBAHUS MHUPA, KOH(MIMKTHI, MOCPSIHHYCCTBO, PETHOHAIbHAS
6e3omacHocTh, CIIIA, rimo6anbHbIe BEI30BEL.
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