C.R.S. Newsletter 2009B

Biannual newsletter of the Conflict Research Society (UK)

Charity number 306136 www.conflictresearchsociety.org.uk. Secretary: Steve Hills, s.r.hills@shu.ac.uk 

Issue Editor: Gordon Burt, IET, Open University, Milton Keynes, MK7 6AA, UK g.j.burt@open.ac.uk
We welcome news items about members’ publications, career moves, honours etc. Short articles are also welcome. Views are those of individual contributors, and do not necessarily represent those of the CRS. Within the remit of the Society’s aims, we welcome diverse viewpoints to stimulate informed debate.
Welcome to the Annual Conference issue of the newsletter! And a special welcome to our two invited speakers, Professors Hall Gardner and Raphael Cohen-Almagor, and to the inaugural winner of the Cedric Smith Prize, Steve Pickering. In this issue Julie Lloyd reports on our peace psychology conference earlier this year, Steve Wright looks ahead to an interfaith dialogue for peace, Peter Emerson argues that democracy should be pluralist rather than dualist [‘duellist’?] and Steve Hills has second thoughts about the proposition, ‘the more tolerance, the less violence’.
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Events since the previous newsletter

The peace psychology conference, London: 7th March
Julie Lloyd

The conference was very informative, thought-provoking and fascinating.  Around 50 people attended from a wide range of disciplines, interested in what psychology has to offer in understanding the processes involved in the absence of and search for peace.  In his paper that opened the conference, Herb Blumberg used several current classificatory schema to provide an overview of the 7 other presentations.  Starting with adapting Galtung’s 1969  2 X 2 distinction between Direct and Structural Violence and Peace, 
	
	Violence
	Peace

	Direct
	Episodic violence Intermittent and Direct
	Episodic peace-building

Contact and non-violent conflict management

	Structural
	Continuous and indirect violence
	Non-violent movement towards socially just arrangements


the presentations covered each of these cells, perhaps demonstrating the multiplicity and versatility of useful psychological models.   

Cohrs et al in a paper Blumberg positioned within the direct violence cell, offered a conceptual model of surveys into anti-militaristic attitudes within Germany, analysing how the results link to social, gender and political demographics.   The third paper by Lloyd & Potter analysed structural violence through mapping out the conflicting expressed views of the UK government, UK subjects in a complacent position and citizen activists regarding British nuclear weapons and considered at what points are activist’s protests wasted and what may be leverage points. The authors have produced a sketch on Trident illustrating their approach - see http://tridentxyz'.
This paper lead easily into the last one of the morning by Dooley, who integrated a number of psychological theories to explore the interplay between language, attitudes and actions.  

Unbeknown that on this day two soldiers in Northern Ireland were being  murdered in the first violence in  ten years, Cairns paper on direct violence used survey results to explore the developing loosening up of older generation’s apartheid.  Young school children were seen to be developing the super-ordinate concept of Northern Irish, contrasting with the more entrenched and rigidly sectarian attitudes of adults.  Shearer’s conceptual paper on structural peace building used a symbol of justice, plenty, violence and mercy to explore the interaction between individual and group psychology hypothesised in Jung's theory, with his notion of the collective unconscious that underlies both group and individual.  Bustos describing peace building through at times harrowing, narratives with traumatised survivors of the Argentinean disappeared. This approach helps to validate their often hidden experiences.  The final paper by Williams returned to the theme of direct violence and looked at how experiences of fear and stress disturb individuals over their lifespan.  

Although such a variety of papers might have been bewildering for attendees not used to psychology as a science that explores multiple perspectives and possibilities, for many people it is this creative flexibility of topics and angles which offer rich and creative tools.  These conceptual tools aid thinking about the unthinkable nature of violence and war and our deeply felt longing for peaceful resolution.   This conference opened up for exploration powerful issues and utilised a few of the many diverse psychological models available to assist us to process conflicts whose very horror makes it hard to arrive at a meta-position i.e., the challenge in moving beyond the horror of the content to understand the processes involved.  It is only by recognising and then naming these processes can we move to offering collaborative possibilities that no longer need structural and direct violence as solutions to both individual and society-wide problems. 
Conflict, Complexity and Mathematical Social Science, II, Imperial: 11th June
http://kn.open.ac.uk/public/getfile.cfm?documentfileid=15866
Modelling Social Conflict workshop, London, 7th July
http://kn.open.ac.uk/public/document.cfm?docid=12158 .
Conflict and Complexity II, Canterbury: 8th – 9th September
It’s happening now!
Forthcoming events in 2009
Social modelling: Wednesdays and Thursdays, 7th October 2009 – 7th July 2010

32 self-standing seminars or online discussions with online resources

Open University Educational Development Programme & Conflict Research Society

http://kn.open.ac.uk/public/document.cfm?docid=12647 
Please contact Gordon Burt: g.j.burt@open.ac.uk
The aim is to show how mathematical science can be applied in academic disciplines and also in everyday discourse and practice. The 32 units are in four blocks:

1 Conflict, Complexity and Mathematical Social Science (October, November 2009)

2 The Open University, Education and Management – Applied Mathematical Social Science (January, February 2010)

3 Everyday Discourse and Practice – a mathematical view (March, April 2010)

4 Mathematical Humanities (May, June 2010)

Anyone can participate. Participation is free. The 32 units are self-standing. For each unit you can either attend the seminar or take part in the online discussion or use the online resources or any combination of these. Each seminar is held on a Wednesday, 14.00-15.00 GMT, at the UK Open University. Each online discussion is held the following day, a Thursday, 16.00-17.00 GMT. The online resources can be accessed at any time.
CRS Programme Development Meeting / AGM, London: Saturday 10th October 

11.00am-17.00pm, Syracuse University London Program, Faraday House, 48-51 Old Gloucester Street, London WC1N 3AE (nearest underground stations: Russell Square and Holborn) for directions see: http://www.syracuse-u.ac.uk/map.html
The aim of the meeting is to carry forward – in terms of both the substantive topic and its programme development - the discussion at each of the ‘review and prospect’ sessions for the three streams of the conference. The meeting also covers other aspects of our programme and includes the Society’s AGM.

11.00 Global and regional systems; regional and local conflict; politics and international relations; security studies

11.30 Conflict resolution practice

12.00 Complexity science; models of conflict; academic disciplines and social spheres 

12.30 Lunch

13.30 Peace and Conflict Research Centres

14.00 Other topics in the programme: drama theory, mathematical modelling, environment, faith, ethics, education

14.30 tea / coffee

14.45 AGM

15.45 Other issues

16.00 Close
Richardson Institute Annual Peace Lecture, Lancaster: 15th October 2009

6pm-8pm; Management School Lecture Theatre 1, Lancaster University

Admission: Free

The 2009 Annual Peace Lecture will be given by Sophie McNeill.

Sophie McNeill is an award winning foreign correspondent whose work has been praised as  'exceptional' by the celebrated journalist John Pilger. Sophie has covered some of the world's most difficult and dangerous stories from areas such as Iraq, Kurdistan, Afghanistan, Pakistan and Gaza. 

She has been based most recently in Jerusalem, Beirut and New York. Sophie's outstanding reporting has been recognised in the wide range of awards she has received, including the highest award for an Australian journalist - the Walkley Young Australian Journalist of the Year 2008; being a 2006 New York Film Festival finalist and being awarded 2008 YEN Young Woman of the Year and YEN Journalist of the Year Award. Sophie has been celebrated for her bravery as a journalist and her struggle to report the stories of those affected by conflict and injustice. Sophie's outstanding career is particularly remarkable given this seasoned foreign correspondent made her first documentary (on East Timor) at 15 years of age. She is now 23! Her lecture will address the human side of violent conflict from a journalist's personal perspective. 

For further details please contact: 

Dr Vicky Mason, Richardson Institute, Lancaster University, 

e-mail v.mason@lancaster.ac.uk
Peace Science Society (Intnl.), Chapel Hill, North Carolina: 20th-22nd November
The preliminary program: http://pss.la.psu.edu/2009-conference/UNCpage.html 

Travel information http://pss.la.psu.edu/2009-conference/Travel.html
Glenn Palmer writes: ‘I am pleased to announce that Professor Bruce Russett has been chosen as this year’s winner of the Peace Science Society’s Founders’ Medal. The quadrennial award is intended to recognize an individual who has made significant and distinguished life-long scientific contributions to peace science. The medal will be awarded to Professor Russett at the Business Meeting at this year’s conference.’
Gordon seems to remember Bruce at a couple of CRS/PSSI conferences in the 1980s.
Future climate change and the spectre of corporate conflict management, Leeds: November 2009 

British International Studies Association, Leicester, 14th – 16th December

http://www.bisa.ac.uk/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=130:call-for-papers&catid=35:conferences 
Events in 2010
Conflict, Complexity and Mathematical Social Science, III, London, 6th January 

http://kn.open.ac.uk/document.cfm?docid=12637
Modelling Social Conflict workshop, London, 7th January

http://kn.open.ac.uk/document.cfm?docid=12637
Eurasian Peace Science Conference, Istanbul: 8th-9th January

The Conference's goal is to broaden cooperation among Eurasian and Middle Eastern peace science scholars and seeks to bring together research on conflict and peace-related topics from throughout the world.
Contact: Eurasiaps@ku.edu.tr (or Eurasiaps@gmail.com).
International Conference on Conflict Management, Peace Economics and Peace Science, New Delhi: 8th – 10th January
Sponsored by: Indira Gandhi National Open University (IGNOU), New Delhi, India

in Cooperation with Gandhi Smriti and Darshan Samiti; Economists for Peace and Security, Peace Science Society (International); International Center for Conflict Prevention and Management, Sydney, Australia; Binghamton University, State University of New York at Binghamton, U.S.A.

Interface of Peace Studies and Peace Science, Gandhian Peace Studies, Arms Control. Nuclear Proliferation, Peace science Methodology and Theory, Democracy and Conflict, Linkage of Internal and External Conflict, Ethnic Conflict, Coalition Politics, Environmental Conflict and Global Warming. Globalization and Conflict, International Trade and Financial Crisis, Disaster Management, Terrorism, Resource Conflict, Empirical Case Studies of South Asian countries.

Fees: International (US $100), Students (US $50), Indian Rs.1000, Students Rs.500, SARC and Developing Countries $50. Make checks payable to IGNOU. Deadline for Registration: November 1, 2009.

Contact: Manas Chatterji, Binghamton University, Binghamton, NY, USA - mchatter@binghamton.edu (607) 777-2475, Fax: (607) 777-4422

D. Gopal, School of Social Sciences, IGNOU, New Delhi, India - darveshgopal@yahoo.co.in 91-11-29535515, Fax: 91-11-29533845  

International Studies Association, New Orleans, February 17th-20th
http://www.isanet.org/ 
CRS One-day conference(s): Saturday(s) March / April

We hope to make some progress towards arranging these events at the Canterbury conference.
Conflict, Complexity and Mathematical Social Science, IV, London, 10th June
http://kn.open.ac.uk/document.cfm?docid=12637
Modelling Social Conflict workshop, London, 7th July

http://kn.open.ac.uk/document.cfm?docid=12637
Climate change and security, Trondheim: 21st–24th June
A conference on ‘Climate change and security’ is being organized for the Royal Norwegian Society of Sciences and Letters, on the occasion of its 250th anniversary. The conference will take place 21–24 June 2010 in Trondheim, Norway. The purpose of this conference is to examine the broad security implications of climate change. For the last few years, the debate about climate change has increasingly focused on the social implications, including the implications for security and peace. But as yet there is little academic work in this area. While the science of climate change is well established on the basis of peer-reviewed publications, the literature on the security implications remains more speculative. We aim to move this field forward with the joint efforts of scholars from multiple fields.
Over four days, morning plenary sessions will feature keynote addresses by established names in the field. The afternoon sessions will consist of workshops with research papers selected on the basis of an open call. The first day will present the scientific basis for climate change. A major emphasis will be on the physical effects of climate change, but with particular reference to those effects that are likely to have social consequences, such as droughts, floods, and sea-level rise. The second day will deal with the economic effects of climate change – its negative and positive economic effects, as well as policies designed to respond to climate change. The third day will examine the implications of climate change for violent armed conflict of different kinds (interstate war, civil war, non-state group conflict, genocide and politicide). The fourth day will focus on security in a wider sense of the word, reviewing a wide range of consequences of climate change for human livelihoods, as well the insecurity of climate predictions, and subjective insecurity in facing the future as revealed by attitude surveys.
Following the conference, we hope to gather some of the best papers in a special issue of a relevant journal or an edited volume with an academic publisher.
The conference webpage is found at www.dknvs.no/climsec. You can also go directly to the Call for papers at http://climsec.prio.no/paper_submission.aspx. The Call ends on 31 August 2009.
The organizing committee for the conference consists of Nils Petter Gleditsch, Ola Listhaug & Ragnar Torvik, professor of political science and economics respectively at the Norwegian University of Science and Technology (NTNU). The organizers can be contacted at climsec@prio.no.

The Institute of Mathematics and its Applications: 4th IMA International Conference on Analysing Conflict Transformation, Oxford, 28th – 30th June
In a world that is increasingly riven by conflict, often involving emergent non-state factions in rapidly changing patterns of inter-relationship, the need for rigorous conflict analysis is more pressing than ever.  However, to be robust and insightful, such analysis must be informed by the wide range of disciplines - including mathematics and decision sciences, diplomacy and international relations, peace and war studies, anthropology and psychology, military and political science, linguistics and communication studies - whose scholars presently engage with the topic of confrontation.  This conference, the 4th in an established and successful series hosted by the IMA will, like its predecessors, provide a forum for sharing the latest thinking in these disparate fields and for building multidisciplinary links between conflict researchers.   

The theme of the present conference is the process of conflict transformation.  When conflict analysts focus upon specific episodes within what are usually protracted and complex networks of interaction, they may easily lose sight of relevant issues in the spatial, temporal or causal environment.  Furthermore the processes by which confrontation may transform into collaboration, or co-operation may degenerate into conflict are central both to conflict escalation and conflict resolution.  The conference will therefore be concerned with the dynamics of conflict processes and will include wide-ranging interpretations and explorations of this theme.  

There is a secondary emphasis.  Rather than separating the analytical activity from its 'real world' impact there is a preference that those contributing to this event should demonstrate attention to the actions that their work informs.  The means by which this is achieved may range from facilitating workshops or running simulations to experimentation and interactive modelling, and presentations may describe such activities.      

This is an international event and will attract contributors from many countries.  The conference is intended as a meeting place for those who operate directly in arenas of conflict (e.g. the military, staff of NGOs, mediators), those who provide support or advice (e.g. analysts, contractors, counsellors) and others who offer theoretical concepts and practical frameworks for handling conflict (e.g. academic researchers).   

Scientific enquiries should be made to: 

Prof Jim Bryant (email: J.W.bryant@shu.ac.uk)

Sheffield Business School, City Campus, Sheffield, S1 1WB, U.K.


General enquiries concerning conference arrangements should be sent to: 

Amy Marsh (email: amy.marsh@ima.org.uk ) 

The Institute of Mathematics and its Applications, Catherine Richards House, 16 Nelson Street, Southend-on-Sea, Essex, SS1 1EF, U.K. Tel: +44 (0)1702 354020
Jan Tinbergen European Peace Science Conference, Amsterdam: June / July
International Peace Research Association, Sydney: 6th – 10th July

http://soc.kuleuven.be/iieb/ipraweb/index.php?action=home&cat=home 
Modelling Social Conflict workshop, London, 7th July

http://kn.open.ac.uk/document.cfm?docid=12637
CRS Annual Conference: Tuesday 7th and Wednesday 8th September

Peace Science Society (International), October / November
Interfaith dialogue for peace, Leeds, November




Steve Wright
Giving his inaugural presidential address, President Barak Obama laid down a new vision for the US to engage with different religions and peoples urging a new deal on conflict resolution:“To the Muslim world, we seek a new way forward, based on mutual interest and mutual respect. To those leaders around the globe who seek to sow conflict, or blame their society's ills on the West — know that your people will judge you on what you can build, not what you destroy. To those who cling to power through corruption and deceit and the silencing of dissent, know that you are on the wrong side of history; but that we will extend a hand if you are willing to unclench your fist.”

Obama’s speech also signaled a more enlightened US government approach to structural violence: “To the people of poor nations, we pledge to work alongside you to make your farms flourish and let clean waters flow; to nourish starved bodies and feed hungry minds. And to those nations like ours that enjoy relative plenty, we say we can no longer afford indifference to the suffering outside our borders; nor can we consume the world's resources without regard to effect. For the world has changed, and we must change with it.”  How should the peace and conflict research community respond? Anyone advocating new ways to build interfaith dialogue has always faced tremendous external and internal challenges.

Leeds Metropolitan University’s School of Applied Global Ethics (SAGE) last year set up a new “Centre of Spirituality, Religion and Public Life.” Already this Institute has forged links with the Dialogue Society in London and more specifically, the worldwide so called Gulen movement, which uses Islamic principles to promote peace through education. Could we end terrorism by words alone? Probably not,but without dialogue, never. Towards this end, Leedsmet will be working under the auspices of the European Peace Research Association; the Dialogue Society and the Senator George Mitchell Centre for Peace & Conflict Resolution, to organize an international conference on Interfaith Dialogue & Peace in 2010/11. We are building a long lead time into this event to ensure we can bring a rich diversity of speakers to Leeds. At this stage we are confident that funding will be available and that many people within religion and without will want to engage. You can register your interest by sending an email to: s.t.wright@leedsmet.ac.uk
Viewpoints
Mediation and consensus voting

Peter Emerson, The de Borda Institute, www.deborda.org
Be the dispute domestic, industrial or political, mediators often have to determine what options exist and then identify that which is most acceptable to all.  This they do, either by talking and talking, or by talking and then voting.  In the latter scenario, the choice of voting procedure is crucial.

The wrong voting mechanism
Traditionally, in Ethoipia, “If someone…is quarreling with another, the court… will set itself the task of ending the conflict… while granting to each that he is in the right.”
  The European approach, in contrast, in both court and parliament, is based on the dichotomy, right or wrong; proceedings have always been adversarial.

Why?  Well, our forebears concluded that minority rule was bad; which was correct.  Next they decided that, since unanimity is not always possible, the majority has to rule… which was dodgy.  And then they made a huge mistake, when they started to take majority votes.  Paradoxical it may sound but a majority opinion cannot be identified by a majority vote… not least because it has been identified earlier if it is already on the ballot paper.   Ratified perhaps, and at best; but identified, no.

A better methodology
Democracy should be pluralist, not dualist.  In which case, “There are [only] two defensible procedures for aggregating votes: the Condorcet rule and the Borda rule.”
  

Invariably mediators try to get the parties concerned both to acknowledge the validity of the others’ aspirations and to agree to the concept of compromise.  The Borda rule encourages them to do just this, to cast all their preferences, and to then accept the option with the highest average preference.

For my option to win, I need lots of high preferences and very few low ones.  So I should try to persuade my (erstwhile majoritarian) opponents of the merits of my option.  Thus the very prospect of a consensus vote ensourages dialogue during the debate which precedes that vote.  

Majority votes divide, if not antagonise; consensus voting, in contrast, can be the very catalyst of consensus.
Provocation of the month: putting up with toleration

Steve Hills
Could there be a more universally praised virtue than tolerance?  The more tolerance, the less violence, the less wickedness - obviously.

Two things bother me about this idea. First, there seems to be something deeply contradictory in the very concept of toleration. No-one asks us to tolerate anything we like. People ask me to “tolerate” loathsome music played by individuals through loudspeakers on crowded Sheffield buses, but not, say, Beethoven in a rural concert hall on an idyllic summer’s evening. When someone asks you to tolerate what other people are doing, they are telling you that they know full well you don’t like it, but you just have to put up with it. Indeed, you ought to put up with it. So sometimes it even feels that they are explicitly saying you matter less than the others.  These seem self-contradictory and counterproductive grounds on which to base a request for voluntary restraint - especially when the other side are desecrating our holy places, or stealing our jobs, or bombing our cities. Shouldn’t we defend what we know to be right?

The second thing was - until very recently I thought I was in a minority of one.

Until, that is, I rediscovered Isaiah Berlin’s essay John Stuart Mill and the Ends of Life. “Without deep conviction there [are] no ends of life”, says Berlin, no meaning to it, only the emptiness which led Mill to near-suicidal depression. But, inevitably, passionate commitment means that we “dislike those who hold the opposite views”, that we will “disapprove, think ill of, if need be mock or despise…we may argue, attack, reject, condemn with passion and hatred.” But yet we should still tolerate, for without toleration “the conditions for rational criticism”, dialogue, are lost. In On Liberty Mill argues that every point of view should be available to us and none suppressed because this exposure gives us the chance to improve our own understanding of truth and error. This reasoned - and mutual, not one sided - toleration à la Voltaire convinces me, if no-one else. But it is certainly not an easy virtue, for appeals to rationality are perhaps as unfashionable as those to toleration as a moral obligation are hackneyed. (And I do have to wonder, just a little, how much is left of “toleration” when we have condemned with passion and hatred, and attacked.)

There are of course belief systems which profoundly reject toleration itself.  To quote a priest from a story recounted by the philosopher Simon Blackburn: “It’s the true word of the living God and if you don’t believe it you’re all damned to hell!” And we can burn you at the stake, or send suicide bombers to kill you, or put you without trial in a gulag or Guantanamo, to make sure you recognise our rightness. In some ways I’m sympathetic. People want not knowledge but certainty; it’s far more comfortable than an abstract, academic and highly ambiguous motherhood like toleration.

Steve Hills
We welcome your views!
We hope you have enjoyed this issue of the newsletter. In order to help us produce the next issue (in March 2010) we would very much welcome your views.

What were your overall reactions to the newsletter?

What did you like?

What did you dislike?

What changes or improvements can you suggest?

Would you like to write a piece for the newsletter?

Whatever your views, the CRS Council would very much like to hear from you. Please send your comments by post or by email to me and I shall collate them and distribute them to the Council. Dennis Bury, 47 Mayfield Road, Hornsey, London N8 9LL. dennisbury@googlemail.com
� 	The Shadow of the Sun, Ryszard Kapuściński.





� 	A program to implement the Borda and Condorcet rules…, Iain Mclean and Neil Shepherd.
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