Abstract of lecture Sept 7 04:

Theories about violence can have a biological, cultural or social (structural)

basis. I will address these three research paradigms in a rather quick succession, and refer to some studies which are treating these questions. 

1. Human nature: Violence and aggression  is inherent in the human nature. 

2. Culture: Belligerence is inherent in all cultures, or at least in all civilisations.

    Cultures regulate and reproduce certain codes of behaviour, of  ethnic or national 

    unity, and power relations. They are all based on a certain amount of violence.
  

    Therefore they are belligerent if threatened.

3. Social structure,  three versions:

  a)  Anarchy (“no structure”) produces violence  - or war (Hobbes, “Realist” theories in international  

       politics).

b)  Exploitation – or exploitative structures - are violent, and produce counter-

       violence.  (Marxism, Dependency theories, conflict oriented social theories).

c)  Hierarchy & domination facilitates (or is) structural violence , and potentially produces counter-

     violence (any egalitarian theory, theories of  bureaucracy, like Max Weber’s, psychological 

     experiments like the Milgram -experiments). 

Example: Sex differences in inclination to violence:

The debate about sex / gender and violence can start from any of these types of causal explanations. Point of departure is hard evidence: Men are perpetrators of more than 95 % of all violence. Statistics are overwhelming;.homicide, assault and battery and all other forms of violent crimes are predomi-nantly male. (The more typical female crimes are – according to statistics -  shoplifting and prostitution). 

This may be explained by nature, nurture or structure. 

Biological foundations of  sex differences in frequency of (direct) physical violence can be summarized thus: 

- males are larger, more competitive and more aggressive than females.

- males are especially more aggressive towards other men, an indication of 

   a competitive “drive” for access to women.

- they are also polygamous in most cultures on earth 

- they also typically suffer higher mortality, as a result of their competitiveness &

   aggressiveness.

Biological explanations:

First, the definition of  “male” is “sperm maker”, the definition of  “female” is “egg maker.” This and only this is the meaning of maleness and femaleness, from a biological /evolutionary point of view. 

The consequences of that distinction are weighty:  In living creatures, and mammals especially, larger size and heightened  aggressiveness gave a  reproductive advantage in males. Why ? It is possible for males to have large numbers of offspring, the actual output limited by the number of females they succeed in fertilizing, while females can have a very limited number of offspring. That is, success is likely to crown those males who out-compete their rivals.  Females could increase their chances of reproduction through an ability to create security and a favourable and safe environment for their offspring.  So aggressive and competitive males had a larger success in reproduction / propagation of their genes, while caring and smart females had a larger chance of  reproducing their genes.

This gave us a genetic heritage which has effects on social phenomena – effects which social scientists and moral philosophers often do not consider.  E.g., among most mammals  males nearly always mature later than females, thereby giving them giving them an opportunity to avoid violent competition and fighting as long as their young age makes it adaptive for them: Leaving the fighting to the older guys increases the chances of survival and reproduction.

A long development in human society has increased the possibility of survival and reproduction most places on earth, but our biological equipment, nervous system, hormonal / chemical reactions etc are not altered.  Today, the following can be observed: 

-  Most homicides and other serious violence are committed by males. Typical course of events: An insult, a curse, jostling, an off-hand remark triggers a quick conflict escalation, and sometimes the conflict gets out of control. Typical place: A bar or club, a part, or in the neighbourhood.
-  Research (interview) material indicates that for men,  aggression is associated with success, for females, it is associated with loss of self-control and  shame. 

- Daly and Wilson
 found that a man is about 20 times more likely to be killed by another man than a woman is by another woman. That holds true for societies as different from one another as modern-day urban America (Philadelphia, Detroit, and Chicago), rural Brazil, and traditional-village India, Congo, and Uganda.  

- It also holds true also for the “same” societies in different historical periods  (Barash 2004). 

- In human society the increased tendency for women to take part in a competitive work-life, and 

even to go for a military career, has been considered a clear indicator of how social conditions change this.  However, women by and large in occupations in  human caring, service and administration. Even in the army – where 88-98 % of the personnel still are men
 - a vast majority are non-fighting positions - in service, communication, bureaucracy etc.  A tiny minority of the women are actually combatants.

In David Barash’es words:   … ”the "killing establishment" -- soldiers, executioners,  hunters, even slaughterhouse workers -- is overwhelmingly male.”

However, it is also true that 

- Violence varies enormously among states,
  -- and within states -- among social strata,  regions, and 

   communities. Homicide statistics give a clear indication of this.

- Violent clashes in peace has quite probably decreased a lot in the course of the last 1000 years,

   or even during the last 100 years, and so are quite probably homicide in peace time, with some well 

   known exceptions, all of which are examples of political or  group violence. 

- This variation among societies also goes for women’s participation in competitive work- life, sport etc.: What is amazing, is actually how quickly women’s participation could proliferate to all spheres of social life, worklife, education, military forces etc. in some societies: Once the need for them, and their right to participate all over the place, was fully recognized.  

Differences among societies / regions/ cultures in social participation for women point to social / structural and cultural / environmental causes of  violence.  Some such causes will be treated in the next lecture.
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�  Cultures contain an experience-based, fine regulation of  human  behaviour and  power relations, and 


    are therefore militant - or even belligerent –  when something threatens to undermine them 


    Codes of behaviour, developed through centuries or millennia of experience and adaptation will not


    easily mix with other cultures. Cultures provide safety, stability, predictability, ways of behaviour,


    ways of solving conflicts, and some ease to human life, and they legitimize certain power relations.  


    Therefore, cultures will not easily change.


.


�  Martin Daly and Margo Wilson: Homicide.


�  Helland, Anita & al.: Women and Armed Conflicts, Norwegian Institute of International Affairs,


    van Crevelen  1999. 


� Number of homicides pr million inhabitants pr year is about 200 times higher in the USA than in


    Iceland (and most Nordic countries).  


�  Germany 1932-45, Soviet 1935-53, Genocides like the one against Armenians in Turkey, Tutsies in 


    Rwanda.





