CONFLICT AND DEVELOPMENT WEEK 13

· Lots of deaths from conflict, concentrated mostly in the Global South
· The majority of armed conflicts take place within a state
· Armed conflict rose after the end of the Cold War (1991)
· Some argued that the nature of war underwent fundamental changes and war became obsolete 
· Many states formed security communities so war between states has decreased a lot
· The use of advanced technology to achieve dramatic wins means a revolution in the nature of war might be underway
· Until recently, the primary object of conflict was the destruction of the military capacity of the opponent
· Now, civilian targets are a specific object- 90% of deaths from conflict are non-combatants
· Violent conflict is now rarely inter-state but is either internationalized internal (like Syria) or purely internal in character
· Conflict- state of disharmony between incompatible wills or interests
· Violence- Physical, Structural (Johan Gaitung), Symbolic (Pierre Bourdieu)
· War- The most advanced state of conflict. Between or within states.
· Violence can be considered a war if 
· SIPRI definition of war: Prolonged combat between the military forces of two or more governments, or of one government and at least one organized armed group, involving the use of weapons and incurring the battle-related deaths of at least 1000 people during the entire conflict and in which the incompatibility concerns government and/or territory.
· Why is this relevant to development?
· As conflict escalates ad economies collapse, we see:
· Agricultural involution and food shortages
· Inflation
· A switch to more informal livelihoods
· An increase in government spending on policing and military expenditures
· A decrease in government expenditures on social spending
· Women face additional demands on their time and work (over time)
· There is a worsening provision of basic goods and services (over time)
· Families disintegrate (over time)
· Psychological traumas (over time)
· Communities flee and internal + external refugees are created (over time)

· Entitlements
· Market-based entitlements fall
· Direct entitlements become more important
· Public entitlements fall
· Civic entitlements can compensate for losses
· Non-legal entitlements (looting, illegal trade) become more important, but with losers as well as winners
· There are very heavy development costs of conflict
· Destruction of physical land and equipment
· Degradation of land
· Human waste through death, deprivation and diversion
· Social and organizational capital degraded
· Further, new investment is reduced, bringing with it a lack of economic development
· There is thus a positive correlation between conflict and a lack of development


· Development emerged as a field after WWII. Prior to this it was argued that conflict and development were separate phenomena and appeared intermittently and could not co-exist
· People started to challenge this separation
· Conventional wisdom is that countries are poor because they are violent. Perhaps they are violent because they are poor?
· Incidence of war is heaviest in low-income countries
· In poorer, conflict-ridden countries, people are:
· 2x as likely to be malnourished
· 3x as likely to miss primary school
· 2x as likely to die in infancy
· more vulnerable to unforeseen shocks like food price rises
· The economic development ‘gap’ between violent and non-violent poor countries is widening
· No poor, violent country is on track to any of the MDGs
· Clearly, conflict is a significant impediment to development

· Hobsbawm: The 20th century was historically unparalleled in the barbarism of its conflicts
· In the 25 major conflicts of the 25th century:

· 60+ million killed in inter-state wars
· 191 million killed directly or indirectly in inter-state wars and internal conflicts 
· 72 million conflict-related deaths (46% civilian)
· This barbarism is seen in genocide
· The deliberate and systematic destruction of a national, racial, religious or ethnic group
· Can include killing members of a group, causing bodily or mental harm, restricting births, deliberately inflicting conditions of life intended to bring about physical destruction, or forcibly transferring children of a group to another group
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Genocide is used to achieve political goals
· Three worrying characteristics of genocide:
· It is carried out by ordinary people
· Individuals are unable to demand action from their political leaders
· Northern governments are often unhelpful in genocides

· Textbook defines 2 approaches to explaining conflict
· Liberal Perspective- but conflict is not exclusive to the poorest and this excludes external intervention
· Critical/Structuralist/Marxist Perspective- clashing interests and contradictions within societies
· Also:
· Institutional Perspective- conflict can drive development but the trajectory of change is highly variable and affected by changing norms and values
· Conservative Perspectives- conflict threatens the stability of a society striving for development, therefore restore order
· Militarization Perspective- conflict is an outcome of the triumph of militaristic and dichotomous political, economic, social and cultural ideas among individuals and within societies
· Cutting across these explanations of conflicts, we also have:
· Culture/society-based explanations- stress conflicting identities. But, multicultural societies don’t always create conflict. According to some, only 0.01% of culture conflicts in Africa result in actual conflicts. Critics point out that identities are constructed, not natural or static. Conflict is mobilized on the basis of identity that is not natural but is socially created. An essentialist approach.
· Economic explanations- inequality among social groups generating perceptions of horizontal inequality, individual greed, decline of state institutions, ecological and demographic pressures on scarce natural resources
· Regime-based or political explanations- The “Democratic Peace” Theory (Kant) emerged as a popular theory in the 1980s. Critics argued that democratic constitution of  a state produces only selective peace, fixed and quantitative definition of war leads to an ahistorical analysis, autocracies are as stable as democracies regarding internal wars, and the process of democratization has been associated with war.

· Assessing the Merits of the various explanations:
· Different conflicts have different explanations
· More than one explanation applies in many circumstances
· Certain factors predispose a state to episodes of conflict:
· A history of conflict
· Horizontal economic and political inequality
· High poverty
· Low social expenditure
· Limited state resources and weak government
· Decline/stagnation in economy

· To these internal factors should be added 3 forces within globalization that foster conflict
· The global trade in valuable commodities used principally in the North
· Financial globalization
· The continuing importance of the arms trade in the economies of the North, which has spread inexpensive ways of killing
· 
· Individual greed causing violence: Individuals can profit from a conflict, often by gaining control of a resource. Economic incentives can prolong conflicts.
· Decline of state institutions causing violence: Difficult to prove that state compression from structural adjustment leads to conflict. The best examples did not come from the poorest countries
· Scarce environmental resources causing conflict: There is some pressure that land pressure facilitates conflict (Rwanda, Ethiopia, Sudan…).  There is also evidence that excess resources also contribute to conflict.


· “Men may and do certainly joke about or ridicule the strange and bizarre customs of men from other ethnic groups, because these customs are different from their own. But they do not fight over such differences alone. When men do, on the other hand, fight across ethnic lines it is nearly always the case that they fight over some fundamental issue concerning the distribution and exercise of power, whether economic, political, or both” -Cohen


· Essentializing: Qualities that are associated with an ethnicity are articulated as if they are primordial or natural.
· When we essentialize, we forget the processes that have resulted in the creation of ethnic identities

Tyl et o e

et o b o oo (59

ot e A —

-ty o s

B i R T—
st i b e

R ferive b A—
iy Gy b cpone

o s s e s %l o ol

oot s ey e s s etz
el T Sy et e

PR

£ Vet e St (e B Syl P i)

et E————
e e et 4 ot ]
08 e o o e o 2
Iy oo o .
© e
et nvouton s oo
2 bl
e nment g n gl s iy
e
R sranes e sl v
- Wit o epanis e e s ek o)
- T g roon bk ot nd e o 1
£ P it (o)
Pt (e el
b kg e st o i)




