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Session 2 – Theories
Agenda
· Questions regarding readings or course outline

· Defining Violence

· What is the State?

· The role of the State in inflicting violence

· Readings point out how it is difficult to access political violence.
· Localization, specialization, gender will be spoken later on.
· Authors from study of Latin America
· Latin America has interesting frame of outlook on political violence.
· More direct, visible violence in this area.
· Neo-liberalism started there. 
· Militarized state system
· Representation of agents of violence
· Center of stabilization between the USSR and the US
· Many instances of physical political violence
· Look specifically at colonialism and modernity of political violence through global processes
· Spatial relationship in the Atlantic world.
· Shared history de to global capitalism
What is Political Violence?
· Violence is inflicted by the state

· Torture, genocide, war – all inflicted by the state on its citizens or specific citizens who hold certain political views

Central Conundrum for Coronil and Skurski
· In their introduction, Coronil and Skurski take “the creation of the west since the colonization of the Americas, the development and expansion of capitalism, and the formation of colonial empires and nation-states” as their historical framework for the study of political violence. They contrast this with “accounts of history that present the rise of the modern nations as entailing the gradual elimination or containment of violence through the states’ monopolization of the regulation and organization of civil society.”

· Trying to dismantle assumption on nation-state.

· The nation-state is a centralized, solitary actor with the purpose of regulating and containing violence.

· Without the nation-state, humans would be at the mercy of their own will.

· Practices of modern nation-state practices by humans

· This is a problem
· Mechanisms of control

· Reformulation of state could be more just and fair

Ethics of Study Political Violence
· One man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter

· Evidence will be death tolls, genocide, torture, testimony/witness statements. Think about empathy (what it means to know about the situation and other’s feelings).

· It’s not something that can be analyzed

· Don’t define it in a particular way

Modernity
· “Modernity is a particular form of social organization that emerged and crystallized initially in north western Europe in the seventeenth century. Socially, modernity is characterized by institutions such as the nation-state and the bureaucratization of daily life based on the knowledge of experts; culturally, but orientation such as the belief in continual progress, the rationalization of culture, and the principles of individuality (versus the collective); and economically, by its link to various forms of capitalism” (Escobar 16).
· Enlightenment theory: establishment of binaries

· Core metropolis, core colony

· Dualistic view on the world (two categories)

· The seed of modernity is civilization vs. barbarity.

· What makes this modern? What did enlightenment introduce to west?

· Reason

· Communication

· Education

· Positives of enlightenment?
· Liberty/freedom – individuals, despite lineage, have access to possible resources and/or riches.

· The assumption of modernity is that the more modernized, liberal, and commoditized things are, the better things will be. 

· Scholars challenge this with coloniality.

Coloniality
· Coloniality represents a matrix of power that affirms Europeans knowledge, language, and forms of governance in an effort to supplant Indigenous systems of knowledge in order to construct intricate structure of privilege that secures larger processes of capitalism, patriarchy, and hetero-normativity. Therefore, settler colonialism, and by proxy, the coloniality of power, is primarily operationalized through the replacement of Indigenous peoples’ knowledge systems with Eurocentric ones (see Alfred 2005; Borrows 2002; Corntassel 2008; Simpson 2012; Smith 2005).
· Coloniality as a matrix of power “refers to long-standing patterns of power that emerged as a result of colonialism, but that define culture, labour, intersubjective relations, and knowledge production well beyond the strict of limits of colonial administrations” (Maldonado-Torres 2008 248).
· Assumption that everyone should get on board and become more peaceful.

· Colonialism: leaders left

· Scholars suggest the opposite, that colonialism is the dark side of modernity.

· Processes, structure, and set of practices are sued for evocation of power. Power in Euro-American spaces.

· Matrix that functions on systems of hierarchies

· Coloniality ( 1 economic system ( capitalism

· When powers move into areas to colonize, implementation of colonizing is active.

· Social construction of race

· Hierarchy of race in the Americas established.

· Lead to hierarchy of labour. Different races with different forms of labour.
· How does this defy the benefit of modernity?

· The design of modernity meant to free individuals, but only certain individuals (colonizer/ European powers).

· Syncs with hierarchy of sexuality, gender, language, epistemology. 

· At the locust of coloniality is the colonist of epistemology.

· Epistemology – system of knowledge (how we understand what we know)

· There is the assumption of only one epistemology.

· Idea that aboriginals had own system of governance

· Europeans figured it out, you need to get on board (center of modernity)

· Contradicts emancipatory idea

· Coloniality is useful to non-state study and understand political violence

· Colonial practice don’t leave after colonial power leaves.

The Ordinary and Extraordinary
· Violence is often understood in its most extreme and dramatic forms. What is often overlooked is “everyday” structural violence that is experienced through economic, social or structural marginalization.

· “A kind of complicit agreement, a sort of homogeneity” linking “the violence of the colonise and that peaceful violence that the world is steeped.” - Frantz Fanon (4).

· Violence constantly seen as extraordinary, out of turn, shocking, horrible

· In which way violence is represented (death toll, damage to property). It’s all statistically analyzed

· Attempt to switch it around. Violence is an everyday occurrence through management of manipulation of the state.

· State rational system of governance stands above the fray of violence. It is assumed to be responsible for the safety of everyone.

· Miscalculate how the state constructs feelings. Deploys feelings as a form of governance on how people behave. 

· Example: North Korean citizens and war propaganda.

· Example: Language used in the Canadian Citizenship Guide. New citizen coming into Canada. If accepted, you should be proud that you are allowed into the country.  Introduces pride to new citizens.  Violent language is used to leave past violence at home.

Types of Violence
· Direct – Is the infliction of personal injury or bodily injury

· Most visible, headliner

· Structural – “Where structures of social injustice violate or endanger the right to life of individuals or groups of people in society.”

· Deeply connected to justice. Who has power and who is marginalized.

· Cultural – “Any aspect of culture, such as language, religion, ideology, art or cosmology, is used to legitimate direct or structural violence” (Gregory et al. 2009)

· Idea that certain cultures were barbaric everywhere else.

The State
· “State refers in part to the central node of institution and ideologies from which territorial rule is exercised and the right to control the administration of violence is claimed. However, state also refers to the condition of being – experiential, corporal, affective – of individual or collectivises. If the state as political centre is normally aligned with performance and with the domain of law and reason, state as a condition is related to the transitory and to the realm of the psyche and emotion.” (Coronil and Skurski 9)

· State stands above the fray. 

· No currency of emotion

· Assumption rejects

· The state is responsible for forming allegiances with other states, each other, responsible for creating enemies.

· State: defined by territorial boarders. Outlines laws and practices citizens adhere to. 

· Nation is the identity. 

· The modern state is assumed to have legitimate monopoly on the use of violence and authority. Give up some freedom to gain some protection.

· State

· Parliament hill, people who embody institutions

· Taxes

· Legislation and laws

· Corruption

· Military/police

· Regulation of force, economy, behaviour

· Is the state different from economy?

· Economy works to better the state

· Two separate things which work together.

· Can influence one another

· Market is more efficient than the state

· Myth that the economy is natural. It is run by humans

· In some way, state and civil society are intertwined

· The modern state is not just governmental bodies (institutions, NGOs, etc.)

· All interrelated through policies, funding, and operations

The State – Violence – Justice 
· Hobbes – the state of nature is “nasty, brutish, and short.” The sovereign tames the violence of the state of nature through violence, but an economy of violence. 

· To protect ourselves we need a sovereign who then takes away individual violence then goes to the sovereign state as a mechanism of control.

· Belief is related to what humanity is actually like 

· Natural ( law human nature; positive ( man made

· Contains amount of violence (economy of violence)

· Humans should act as they wish and live in insecurity or be returned back for security.
· Locke – government is then an apparatus used to make and enact laws. The establishment of legislators can limit the use of violence in the community. 

· How can it be changed? Legislators chosen by community.

· Weber – The degree to which legislators are bureaucratic burden where humans dominate other humans through systems of management.

· Even though legislation are chosen they micromanage every aspect of life. Domination through structure (structural violence).

· People buy into it. Legislators buy into authority.

· Idea of law seen as natural and inconstructible 

· Foucault – The sovereign was associated with the violence he as punishing. The disposal of unfit subjects was framed as a threat to the ‘health’ of the population.

· Suggests that as authority sovereign associate with public executions. The was associated with violence he was punishing. Distance himself by becoming associated with trial and justice. Authority on who lives through legitimate ways.

· Sustaining health of population important because you have to work for state. Based on assumptions and myths.

· State establishes policy for health of state. Underlying way to ensure contribution to society.

· Individual contribution lessens burden on nation-sate

Representation
· “Yet perhaps it needs to be remembered that the risk attending the representation of violence is not exclusive to it, for no representation is immaculate or free from aesthetic framing. The social suffering inflicted by violence only makes trivializing or exoticizing modes of objectification more offensive. Social suffering intensifies the urgent need to produce forms of understandings that make the conditions from which it arises intolerable.” (Coronil and Skurski 15)

· Coloniality: questions assumption prevalent in modernity. 

· Modernity: must question all variables and practices

· Conceptualization of human nature. Requires people to be contained, violence to contain violence.

· State should be reformed to work for citizens more than it does now. Maybe redistribute power outwards.
Memory, Trauma, and Silence
· If violence is trauma you can have temporary fix, which makes it worse in the end.

· Ethics of political violence:

· Prism of trauma. Trauma is a difficult concept. It defies language. The way to deal with it is by talking about it.

· Linear history. Trauma stands outside of it and messes it up.

· Perception can be invalidated by those not going through PTSD. Without being medicalized, “you’re fine”.

· Assumes once a victim, always a victim

· Can breed pity.

· Silence at dominant and individual level

· How certain one’s get spoken about while others don’t
