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In this paper | present some tentative thoughts on a theoreticdly guided
andysis of territorid conflicts in world society. The pgoer adopts a systems
theoretica perspective in which world society is understood as the only societd
system which currently exists on the globe (see Siichweh 2000). World society's
primary mode of internd differentiaion is located on afunctiond level and is
characterised by the structurd consolidation of autopoietic functionad systems
such as politics, law, economy, sport, religion, education, science, intimate
rdationships, military, and others. This syssems structure sands in arecursive
rdationship with a worldwide communication syssem — world society thus
being understood as the highest order socid system possible, which includes dll
communications which, in turn, spur the evolutionary process of functiond
differentiation. (Luhmann 1984 and 1997; Sichweh 2000; Japp 2003, p. 56).
World society, thus, isinterndly integrated through communication as its basic
dement. Quch an agument should, however, not be confused with
assumptions of homogenety or decreasing frictions in world society. Firstly, as

has for example been emphasised by Siichweh, communication aso functions
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as ‘the foundation for arbitrary forms of internd differentiaion. In this context
of high diverdty and plurdity, conflicts become probable, but can a the same
time be defused through further differentiaion’ (Sichweh 2000, p. 34).
Secondly, communication by definition dways includes the possibility of
rgection, contradictions or oppostion, thereby pointing to the ubiquitous
possbility of socid conflict (Luhmann 1984; Messmer 2003).

Instead of further daborating these key conceptudisations of world
society - which can be read dsawhere (Luhmann 1984, 1997, Sichweh 2000,
Albert 2001) - the paper rather sets out some preliminary thoughts on how the
sudy of territorid and functiona conflicts in the fidd of Internaiond
Relations can profit from a systems theoreticdly ingpired perspective (see dso
Messmer 2003; Bonacker 2002; Thid 2003). The paper is divided in four man
sections in which the basic features of such atheoreticd gpproach are lad out
in detal. The following section (11) looks at the relaionship between territory,
borders, functiond differentition and “intra-world” territoria conflicts. |
argue, by drawing from empiricd examples derived from mass media reports,
that the politicad system of world society, which has as its main internd form
of differentiation the structuring into territorialy-defined (nation-) states, is
characterised by a paradoxicd form of observation, which is based on the
padld observation of equdity / inequdity between saes. Thus, on the one
hand, politicd maps of world society document a forma equaity between
daes. Thus, the territory of the world gppears being divided up by (dmost
exclusvely) states and these sates are on mgps then represented in Six or seven
different colours, with no form of hierachy between them - except for

territoria dze, an issue which is addressed in section I11. Notwithstanding this



form of equdity-observation, there, of course, exists agreat difference between
these dates, for example, when looking a population, politicd or military
power, economic or scientific performance, World Cup titles or religiosity. By
assessing empiricd data from a Harvard Law School project on mass media
reporting on the world politica system and territorid conflicts, this ‘inequdity
is primarily related to economic wedth and, to alesser extent, population size.
Thus, the richer a gae, the more visgble it becomes in mass media reporting.
What isinteresting from the perspective of conflict sgudiesisthat such studies
are puzzled by the dlegedly remarkably low impact tha conflicts have on the
‘vighility of individuad states. However, in this paper | argue tha such a
perspective neglects that \APHconflicts appear to be more visble than others
and that, therefore, ‘the stat€ might smply be the wrong observationd unit.
Building on this argument, | propose that territorid conflicts should be studied
aganst the background of gpecific regiond clusters of functiona
differentiation in world society. Seen from tha perspective, there are two
regions which atract globa media atention, namey the wider Middle East and
sub-Seharan Africa

Section 111 atempts to account for this regiondisation of territorid
conflicts by discussing the rdevance of ‘space, ‘borders and ‘territory in
systems theory. The main argument here is, building on the strong emphasis
which sysems theory lays on the likdihood of diversity and inequdity in world
society (and the rdaive neglect which ‘space has s0 far received in most
systems theoreticd writing), tha these regiond (i.e. territorid but not state
based) dusters of conflict rdae to differences in processes of structurd

coupling (between socid sysems) and reinforcing patters of decoupling (on



the incluson-excduson dimenson). The emergent forms of regiondly
differentiated ( LHPMIin world society, dlows to specify the role of “space
in systems theory and to andyse territorid conflicts in ther world societd
embededness, in particular ther rdation to functiond differentiation (see
Sichweh 2003). Such arguments are dso of condderable importance for
conflict theory, in which the andyticd focus has shifted over the last thirty
years or 0 from inter-state viaintra-stae to (intra) world conflicts. Politicdly,
this shift can be exemplified by the semantics of worldwide wars againgt terror
or poverty (with the wider Middle East and sub-Ssharan Africa as the main
addresses of such communications), whereas in the scientific redm the
increasing focus on “globd’ chalenges to previoudy state-centred gpproaches
as, for example, the role of ‘third parties, such as states, |Os or NGOs D5
Jocd' chdlenges, such as second-track diplomacy or grass-root movements,
reflect the clam of systems theory that communication is characterised by the
smultaneous reference to the globd/ locd dimension.

Section 1V then proposes some preliminary thoughts on why territoria
conflicts in the wider Middle East and sub-Ssharan Africa have become so
vigble in the world societd context. Here, | argue that specific regiond forms
of structurd coupling of socid systems as wel as renforcing paterns of
excluson account for regiond conflict patterns ZMIQthe context of world
society. The role of the regiond ‘rdigion-politics-nexus, in the case of the
wider Middle Eadt, and the regionad ‘cumulation of exclusion paterns, in the
case of sub-Seharan Africa, are identified as conflict enhancing mechanisms.
These conflict dynamics are, however, not mere locd/ regiond phenomena. As

sysems theory has shown, the horizon of the world' is inherent in al



communication, therefore, aso conflict communication. Even more than that,
through specific sructurd patterns of world society - such as formd
organisations, networks, markets or world events — the regiond containment
of such world conflicts becomes unlikdy. Therefore, dl notions which
conceptudise these conflicts as conflicts relaed to specific civilisations are
erroneous dnce they treat these different regiond clusters as if they were
locaed outside of the generd context of world society (Huntington, see dso
contributions in Booth and Dunne 2003). Thus, not only does every
communication carry the horizon of the world' but dso the structurd patterns
of world society fecilitate immensdy the globd reach of these conflicts
(terrorism, anti-Semitism, anti-ldamism, anti-Westernism, proliferation of
WMD technology, spread of HIV/ AIDS migration, financid transactions, role
of Diagporacommunities).

Based on this observation, section V, findly, shortly addresses the
possbility of conflict management and conflict resolution of these world-
conflicts. Conflict containment between the different ( LB would profit
from the establishment of forma mechanisms which ensure the equdity and
autonomy of these different regiond clusters of world society, such as the
devdopment of formd equdity between states was meant to formadly ensure
both the equdity and the autonomy of states. The emergence of politica
regiond organisations might dready point to such processes. However, this
inter-regiond focus is only one dement in a discussion on conflict resolution.
Given the aorementioned focus on intraregiona dynamics, which lie & the
heart of conflict emergence (rather than a clash of ‘different' cultures), | argue

that the reentry of functiond codes into functiond systems ultimaey



perturbates the parasitic and autopoietic forms of conflict communication
predominant in dl forms of conflict, such as for example in the wider Middle

East and sub-Ssharan Africa

Il.

How do we observe the world? One possible gpproach to answer thisisto ask,
how the ‘world' is being observed in mass media through which socigty, in a
sense, becomes able to observe itsdf and through which the congruction of
redity of society is strongly mediated. Without going into further detall on
systems theoreticd gpproach to mass media (see dso Krause 2001, Japp 2003),
the interesting point here is that the sysem of mass media is sructurdly
coupled in particular with two other socid systems, namely politics and conflict
systems. Regarding politics, this coupling renders the anadysis of mass media
reporting a useful tool to study FRMEconflicts (between or within territorid
units) in world society. Regarding conflicts, sructurd coupling is interesting
dnce mass media is on the socid-dimension inclined to report on
conflictua/ mord-senditive issues, such as politica ARV

With its internd differentiation into (nation-) states, the world politicd
system offers mass media a specific form of addressability in its way of
reporting. Notwithstanding the significance of current politicd processes of
regiond integraion, foremost in the context of the EU, the man form of
observation on the world politica systems till orientsitsdf on the basis of the
‘territorid state focus (see dso paper by Werner Schirmer). Indeed, it is only
on the bass of territorid differentiation into states that the world becomes

completely divided up, as visudised by map 1.



What is, moreover, interesting about the splitting up of the world-cake is that
besdes territorid sze such maps represent no hierarchy between dates, in a
sense therr “address’ has the same post code. The paradoxicd form of this
observation of equdity (which, for example, is dso characteristic of forma
representation of states as members of the UN) isthat this observation runsin
padld to the observaion of various inequdities between staes, which form
the background noise of communication on daes. Seen from tha
perspective, the world represented in Map 1 is not enough.

Maps 2 and 3 present empiricd data from a quantitative anadyss of
gobd media atention profiles (GAP), collected by scholars from Harvard Law
Schooal, for the period from 1996 to 2001 for awide range of English-language

mass media.
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These maps dearly show that Vishility of states shows considerable variation
which does not relae to territorid size. The objective of the GAP study wasto
identify which factorsimpact the intensity on mass mediareporting for specific
countries. There are, basicdly, two kinds of approaches. Media coverage from
mogst stations is structured on an economic dimension, thus, as a generd rule,
the higher the GDP of a state, the greater its vighility. BBC reporting dightly
differs from tha and here strongest corrdations are related to population size
(this is primarily related, however, to reaively high populaion figures of
former British colonies on which there is regular reporting in BBC). The
different coloured schemes in map 4 depict the degree to which economic
performance increases a sa€es vidbility, with dark red representing states
which belong to the group of ‘'mogt visble staes and dark blue areas which

refer to leagst visble staes.
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From the perspective of conflict studies, the interesting question now is how
conflicts impact a sae's visbility in mass media reporting. The authors of the
GAP sudy have addressed this issue (by looking & CNN data, which is the
most representative of the stations andysed). The authors refer to 29 dates
which have ‘hogted' a conflict, thus referring to both inter-state and intra-stete
conflicts. They argue that ‘it becomes clear that hosting a conflict increases a
naion's visbility, but not as much as might be expected' (Zuckermann 2003, p.
23). Basad on this observation, they conclude that while conflicts have a
(limited) impact on increasing astate's vishility, conflicts do not ‘guarantee’ the
same vishility as factors such as GDP or population sze, which are of much
greater importance. Thus, hogting a violent conflict increases the vigbility of a
dae compared to other saes of amila size. However, generdly spoken a
gate without a conflict but with a much higher economic status/ population
sze will ill recelve more globd atention than a conflict state with less
economic performance/ population figures.

Notwithstanding this argument, the GAP-daa could be read in a
different way. | arguethat it is not so much an individua state's visibility which

is interesting from the perspective of media atention but rather the grouping



of severd states which belong to specific conflict regions. Wha are from this
perspective world society's most popular conflicts? Table 1 ligsthe Top 10' of
conflict dtates in globa media atention. The percentages relae to the
difference of actud vighility in rdaion to the expected visbility from GDP
(column 2) or population size (column 3). It is remarkable tha those conflicts
gopear to be of highly sgnificant visbility in two regions of the world, namey
the wider Middle East and sub-Seharan Africa Mgp 5 shows the world
according to these two different observaions of world society's conflicts
(increase compared to economic / population expectation on visbility). Only
two conflicts in the 1996-2001 period did not relae to ether of the two
regions, these being the Philippines (on the population dimension) and

Yugodavia (on both dimensions).
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I will come back to suggesting some tentaive arguments of why the two
aforementioned regions are so centrd from the perspective of globd media
dtention in section 1V. To prepare for the arguments there, section 11 will
shortly outline some thoughts on an improvement of conceptudisations of

goace, territory and bordersin syssems theory.
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1 Yugodavia(+ 930%) Israel (+ 1710)

2 Afghanigtan (+ 890) Iraq (+ 700)

3 Iraq (+ 570) Yugodavia(+ 590)

4 Rwanda (+ 450) Afghanistan (+450)

5 SerralLeone (+ 440) Russia (+ 220)

6 Pakistan (+ 360) Philippines (+ 70)

7 Israel (+ 330) Pakigan (+ 70)

8 Dem. Rep. of Congo (+ 240) Iran (+ 50)

9 Burundi (+ 240) Turkey (+ 40)

10 Kenya (+ 200) Rwanda (+ 30)

[I.

Given the sgnificance of some many (violent) territorid conflicts in world
society, the quettion arises which role territory actudly plays in sysems
theory?In this section | focus on two main aspects. Firg, | shortly discuss the
sysems theoreticad goproach to ‘territory', ‘space’ and "borders. Here | argue
that such concepts have so far met relative neglect in systems theory, but that
the tool box' of the theory nevertheess provides sufficient and interesting
instruments for a theoreticd clarification of such concepts. Second, | turn to
the particular rdevance of one territorid unit in systems theory, namely the
region'. Here, the argument is that world society is interndly characterised by
the emergence of speific, regiondly located ( LB

At firgt sght, territorid borders — those lines on and around which so
many conflicts emerge — have been an underspecified socid phenomenon of
systems theory. This is due to the argument that the primary form of
differentiation in world society is located not on a spaid but on a functiond

dimenson. As Sichweh has, thus, emphasised, functiond “systems are not
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bounded by space but are characterised by an entirely different, namely strictly
interna form of borders (2000, p. 184).

This gatement must & first be read as a provocation for the disciplines
of Internationad Rdations, Geography or Conflict Sudies, which have invested
agreat ded of intdlectud rigour in an atempt to conceptudise and describe
the many internaiond (border) conflicts which characterise so many conflicts
in world politics. However, as in particular the work by Rudolf Sichweh has
shown such a ‘provocation' could rether be the starting point for a mutualy
saisfactory debate between the aforementioned disciplines and systems theory.
Whileit istrue, that in systems theory the concern for the rdevance of spaceis
[...] reformulated as the concern of the borders of socid systems, the rative
neglect which territory has so far received in the theory should be overcome
(Sichweh 2000: 184). Following this statement, Luhmann could be criticised in
his scepticism that ‘socid system certainly can develop a preference for their
borders demarcated by physicd divides in order to make their borders better
identifiable and robugt’ (ibid.: 185). Thus, it is suggested to add, in pardld to
the sense-condtituting dimensions of ‘time, ‘socid' and ‘object' a fourth
dimensions, which has so far been neglected in systems theory, namely “space’,
which primarily addresses referent-objects on the bass of the diginction
cdose/ fa'. Seen from that perspective, ‘space becomes introduced in a
systems theoreticd context from two different angles.

Whereas Luhmann gtill emphasised that space is both exogenous to the
socid and has decreasing significance functions as medium for the recognition
of communication on the basis of aclose/ far digtinction, these two arguments

are in need of condderable refinement. Thus, the exogenous, environmenta



status of ‘space for border-demarcations on afunctiond leve can beimproved
by looking a forms of sructurd coupling between spacel territory and
functiona borders. Moreover, the dose/ far dimension has to be discussed
against the background of globdisation and current debordering processes, on
the one hand, and the emergence of regiond (i.e. territorid) ( LIHPOMBV of
world society, on the other.

A less dogmatic approach to the relevance of ‘space in world society
has two man tasks. Fird, the impact of \AMD differentiation in the
environment of IXRAIRDDsocid system has to be sudied with regard to the
causd relevance these spatid differentiations (borders) have for socid systems.
Thiswould dlow integrating these ecologica dimensions (such as, for example,
soatid differentiation mitigated by water, deserts, mountains, wasteland etc.)
into the theory, without giving up the dam that spatid differences are
independent from the autonomy of socid systems to draw ther own
boundaries. Sichweh refersin that context to the need of giving up the ‘dogma
of causa dependence of space on societa communication' and instead to focus
on causd impact of gpace on societd communication, an impact of which
societd communication is often unaware (ibid.: 192). Such a perspective would
dlow to identify the impact of space on functiond systems and by drawing
from a width of empiricd examples of such spatid forms of differentiation,
Sichweh proposes that ‘'we might want to argue that there is a structurd
coupling of society with certain patid differences.

Notwithstanding this introduction of ‘space into sysems theory, its
reaive scepticism with regard to the evolutionary significance of “space’ might

dill be warranted and systems theory shares this scepticism with many other
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theories, such as globdisaion theories or criticd theories in Geogrgphy,
Anthropology and Internationd Reations. Thus, the argument is that "space
maters but tha, in the wake of the decreasing rdevance of closef far
digtinction for communication, itsimpact dowly diminishes.

The emergence of specific ( LHWUKEMINVof world society - such as IQNJ
DIDnetworks - document this decreasing relevance of the close/ far distinction.
There is no need for physica (space-bounded) presence anymore and "space
acquires a radicdly new meaning for networks. The globa reach of terrorist
network activities before and ater 11 September documents this de
goatidisation through networks, which hence can no longer be described in
soatid terms. The changing significance of space becomes dso evident when
looking a inclusion and excluson paterns of personsin world society (which
is relevant, as discussed further below for the case sub-Seharan Africa). Here
Luhmann has argued (1995, p. 195) tha ‘the differentiation of spatiad borders
of incluson and excluson requires a spaid subdrate, dso spaid borders, a
which the movement of bodies can be controlled'. The erection of such spatid
borders, for example in Southern Europe where an immense intensification of
border controls has been established in the last 10 years or so in order to
prevent immigration from mainly sub-Ssharan African migrants. The problem
with such “spatid gpproaches is, however, tha this perspective neglects that
excluson has more than a spaid dimension and that patterns of excluson
occur not only in specific regions but rather across space. It is, then, rather
within ‘regions tha we might find exclusion/ incluson being rdlated to spatid
differentiation, such as dums or hometowns (exclusion) versus compounds for

ruling dites or Westerners (see dso Luhmann 1995, p. 196).
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When territorid borders, often on a regiond level, meet functiond
differentiation, the visbility of regions becomes more pronounced. That such
bordering processes dso point to conflict potentid has well been exemplified
by Heinz Messmer in his paper for this conference, in which he has argued
that territorid borders are often ggnifiers for the exigence of quite intense
forms of conflict. This linkage between territoria and functiond bordersis dso
the take-off point for a systems theoreticd conceptudisation of regions in
world society. Thus, Sichweh has argued that the emergence of regiond
differentiations in world society ‘produces within different functiona systems
different bordersfor the different regions (2000, p. 200).

This process mugt be understood on the basis of the emergence of
different forms of structurd coupling between socid systems on a regiona
level. In so far it can be argued that the emergence of regions in the different
pats of the world can be explained by the varying forms of structura coupling
between functiond sysems (Sichweh 2000, p. 217). Snce, however, these
regiond structures are embedded in the context of world society, Sichweh
proposes the term of (regiond) ( LHMPOMW in world society. The spaid
borders between these regions are, however, entirdy un-staic or determined,
since they are subject to congtant evolutionary change. It is only ‘world society
[which] isthe only socid sysem with completely dear borders (ibid., p. 31).

From this discusson it should dready have become clear tha systems
theory is well suited to account for the immense inequdity and heterogenety
of world society, which is thus not an integrativel/ normative concept. Thus, the
theory argues that “extreme inequdlities can be andysed as forms of internd

differentiation of a socid system' such as world society but dso other

15



(functiond) socid systems (ibid., p. 32-33). As Luhmann strongly emphasises,
world society does require a disgppearance of regiond peculiarities. Quite on
the contrary, it is in paticular the dominant patern of functiond
differentiation which dlows regiond differences to become consolidated.’
(1997, p. 810). The important point then is, whether regiond particularities are
supportive or preventive for functiond differentiation (which is not a linear
but rather a contingent process). As Luhmann concludes, the complex linkage
between the globaly dominant form of functiond differentiation with regiona
forms of ‘conditiondisation' leads to dynamics which render ‘extremey
unequa developments within world society likely. The regions, therefore, find
themsdves disgant from a (world) societd equilibrium and have within this
context the chance to decide on their own fate, which is, however, not amicro-
form of functiond differentiation. Only: if there was not a primacy of
functiond differentiation on the level of world society, dl this would be
different, and no region can ecgpethislaw' (ibid., p. 811-812).

This argument deserves some further atention, since it is particularly
interesting from a conflict theoreticd perspective, for the two pardld
processes of functiond differentiation and regiondisation are ‘a source of
diversgty and of perceptions of un-smultaneity in world society' (Stichweh
2000, p. 218). Theregiond clugering of conflicts, which has been presented in
section 11, then draws our atention to the identification of regionaly specific
forms of gructurd coupling which might be conducive to the emergence of
such regiond conflicts. | come back to this discussion in section IV, where the

relevance of the rdigion/ politics nexus for the wider Middle East and massive
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forms of exdusion for sub-Ssharan Africa are identified as the conflict-

enhancing forms of structurd in these two regions.

V.

Why ae in paticular two regions, namey the wider Middle East and sub-
Ssharan Africa, so visble amongst world society's (territorid) conflicts? As
has dready been pointed out in the introduction, specific regiond forms of
structurd coupling of socid systems as well as reinforcing patterns of excluson
account for regiond conflict patterns ZMIQthe context of world society, thus
hdping to account for the JBEDDeach of media atention. Conflict dynamicsin
the wider Middle East can be reated to the specific regiond religion-politics-
nexus, wheress in sub-Saharan Africait is the massive occurrence of regiond
‘cumulation of excluson patterns which can be identified as the main conflict
enhancing mechanism. What is highly reevant in this context isto repedat that
notwithstanding its regiond agppearance, these conflicts are embedded in a
world societd context. Thus, these or other conflicts cannot andyticdly be
understood from a perspective of a ‘clash of civilisations as if these adlegedly
‘civilisstions were somewha autonomous from each other. Wha might,
however, be worth considering is that, for different reason, both regions seem
to be in a specific take-off period with regard to the dominant sructurd
patern of world society, namey functiond differentiation (see dso Japp 2003).

The conflicts depicted in table 1 lig different types of conflicts. Thus,
in thewider Middle East there are those conflicts which are visble in both the
GDP and the population categories. These are Irag, Afghanigan, |srad and
Pakistan. The conflicts in Russia (Chechnya), Turkey and Iran are particularly

17



Vvisble on one dimenson, namey the populaion dimension. In a recent
study, Klaus P Jgpp has, from a systems theoreticd perspective, dedt with the
paticular conflict dynamics which can be rdaed to the wider Middle East
(Japp 2003). The argument is, that this region is characterised by a tenson
between the systems of politics and religion, namely about tensons deriving
from the consolidation of politics as a socid sysem independent of a
previoudy dominant hierarchy based on rédigious dominance. This functiona
conflict, however, in media reporting and politicd communication primarily
gopears as territorid conflicts within or between staes due to the preferred
(state-centred) form of addressability in both media and politics. This does not
say tha these conflicts are not aout ‘territory' but rather that the specific form
of dructurd coupling between politics and religion in the wider Middle East
spurs quite significant conflict dynamic.? While | am not able to extent this
argument here further, it might be worthwhile to consder whether specific
socid systems are more indined to become structurad coupled with socid
conflicts (as autopoietic sysems) than others. Religion + besdes politics -
might be aprime candidate here.

In sub-Seharan Africa one conflict (Rwanda) is visble on both
dimensions, whereas the other conflicts in Serra Leone, Congo, Burundi and
Kenya are paticularly visible on the GDP dimension. This particular media
atention on the relation between poverty and conflict, supports the argument
that conflicts in sub-Seharan Africa primarily relate to structurd problems in

the integration of people in the world societd context and the reinforcing

2 Againg the background of this argument it is quite interesting to note, that what keeps some
of these territorid conflicts (such as | sragl/ Pdegting) dive is, among other issues, the existence
of the functiond frictions between politics-religion ZMIQboth societies.

18



mechanisms which easily turn excdusion into solid forms of excluson. This
process leads to the disgppearance of important institutiona or organisationa
mechanisms within sub-Saharan Africa which would guarantee some form of
dgnificant incluson. It is then the fear of a continuation and irrevershbility of
this excluson which spurs conflictsin this part of the world.

These short comments on the two most visible conflict regions, should
be read in conjunction with the aforementioned argument that these conflicts
should not be regarded as regiond peculiarities/ deviations but rather from the
perspective of world society and functiond differentiation therein. Thus, fird,
as the spread of conflict features to other regions in the world, ether through
terroriam, inter-reigious tensons preudices, migration, diseases etc. shows,
these conflicts address a the same time the regiond and the globd dimension.
Second, none of the phenomena mentioned with regard to these two conflicts,
hence rdigious fundamentadism and excluson are specific to certain rdigious
faths or these two regions, as many study on the link between conflicts and (1)
Chrigian, Jewish or Hindu Nationdism or (2) paterns of massve spaid
excluson in Europe but in paticular in Northern America have convincingly

shown.

V.
How does conflict resolution looks like in this context? One possible gpproach
could be to trust in the entropy of these conflicts, however, the structura
dynamics of conflicts suggest that entropy is not a very religble option given
the conflict enhancing mechanisms inherent in such systems (Messmer 2003).

A different goproach, which shares some key conceptud perspectives with
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systems theoretica approaches to world society, has recently been suggested by
Oliver P Richmond (2001). Richmond argues that most theoretica gpproaches
to conflict resolution are characterised by a conflict enhancing blind spot’,
namdy that the very foundationd instruments of conflict resolution of these
different gpproaches + i.e emphasis on states or other established actors,
forma negotiations, or dominant normative discourses + carry the problem of
recreating a specific internationa order which has previoudy been structuraly
supportive of conflict devdopment. By drawing from the work of Andrew
Linklater, it is thus argued that the recregtion of conflict-enhancing orders
could be overcome Via a didogic community, to discover a universa
internationa order not based on exclusivity and hegemony'. This could provide
“a framework for gpproaches to ending conflict worth aming to achieve,
safeguarded against the replication of problematic orders by the ingghts of a
genedogicd sendgtivity' (2001, p. 343).

There are certain amilarities of this argument with a systems theoretica
perspective on ending territorid conflicts. While some scepticism might be
justified with regard to both the ability to redly specify what precisdy conflict
enhancing orders are and the possbility to steer the evolutionary process of
functiond differentiation in world society, neverthdess the notion of a
conflict-diminishing international order based on equdlity, co-existence and
incluson is worthwhile consdering for the ‘post-Westphdian' order. If the
argument on specific forms of sructura coupling of socid sysemsin different
regions of world society is accepted for a moment, it would be worthwhile
consdering to what extent previoudy sate-based gpproaches to ensure forma

equdity, could be supplemented by region-specific gpproaches and
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mechanisms of inter-regiona didogue. A smilar argument has recently been
put forward by Wolfgang Gunter Lerch who has argued (FAZ, 17.11.03, p. 1)
with reference to one of the two conflicts referred to in this pgper, tha ‘the
reigious madness of Idamic terrorists seems incurable. But it nurtures much
better in aclimate of unilaterdly Western interpreted conflicts.

But even in such a more sendtive internaiond setting, conflicts are
likely to erupt, given both the ubiquitous opportunities for conflict emergence
inherent in dl communications in world society and the specific functions of
conflicts for socid systems (Luhmann 1984). Moreover, the ongoing
dgnificance of territorid borders, which characterises the globd/ regiona
context outlined above, Hill dlows spatid borders to function as amplifiers for
conflict-laden communication due to the facilitated addressability of
communication. Seen from that perspective, ade-escdaion or even the ending
of a conflict would mean that the differentiation of conflict specific types of
communication ae contaned to such an extent tha the voicing of
contradiction does not overarch the functiona codes of sysems specific
communication. While such an approach seems by definition to be very
difficult to be planned, it seems neverthdess useful from a theoreticd
perspective. Conflict ending then means a kind of dissolving of conflict
systems from functiona systems and a resumption of societd communicetion
(in functiond systems) which is not captured by conflict communication. In
formad terms, peace then is the re-entry of the systems primary codes into the

sydem itsf.
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VI.
The arguments presented in this paper are some initid reflections of how the
sudy of territorid conflicts can be integraed into a systems theoreticdly
ingpired perspective in Internaiona Reaions. These theoreticd lenses, so the
optimigtic outlook of this paper, dlow to observe the key structurd dynamics
characteristic of world society's development. While many different theories
goproach theissue of globd conflicts, the focus of the world is not necessarily
enough. Whether the perspective of world society actudly is, will be a matter

of further theoreticd and empiricd investigation.

6HPRMG ELECRIULSK\

Albert, Mathias (2002) =XU3RMN GtU: HIBAFOFDW, GQMWCE 5 HKAP . RN WOQRIDIRDBY
9 HINFOFKD\M, Wellerswist, Velbriick.

Bonacker, Thorsten (ed.) (2002) 6R IDZNFQADNEKH FOMWKHRIE) Opladen, Leske + Budrich.

Booth, Ken and Dunne, Tim (eds)) (2003) : ROQ&RDIR) 7 HUIRDIS\KH) XXMHR * G (BY)
Houdmill, Pagrave Macmillan.

Jepp, Klaus P (2003) ,Zur Soziologie des fundamentalistischen Terrorismus, 6R LBBIG\\NPH 9,
1, p. 54-87.

Krause, Detlef (2001) / XPOIY HIINR ( 1GH( 1Q» KX 1Q/* NIP\EHIN Y1 INDV/ XPOR
3rd edition, Suttgart, Lucius & Lucius.

Luhmann, Niklas (1984) 6R LBB6\WHPH* UCIR6HMBOHPHR)7 KHRIE] Frankfurt, Suhrkamp.

Luhmann, Niklas (1997) ' IH NFOROVGY NFOAKD\VMrankfurt, Suhrkamp.

Messmer, Heinz (2003) ' HU\R OB ROMNW. RPPXQNDRH( PHIM) XI5 \NHPLAHS FBFGOMR)
Suttgart, Lucius & Lucius.

Richmond, Oliver P (2001) 'A Genedogy of Peacemaking: The Creation and Re-Crestion of
Order', $ QMIDIY 26, p. 317-348.

Sichweh, Rudolf (2000) ' H HBEAFOKDWER IRBRIVKHS (BN Frankfurt, Suhrkamp.

Sichweh, Rudolf (2003) "Sructure Formation in World Society: The Eigenstructures of World
Society and the Regiond Cultures of the World', paper presented a the 739 Annud
Meeting of the Eastern Sociologicd Society, Philadelphia, 27 February + 2 March 2003.

Thidl, Ansgar (2003) 6R 0PI FQO\W Bidlefeld, transcript.

Zuckerman, Ethan (2003) ‘Globd Attention Profiles + A Working Paper: First Sepstowards a
Quantitative Approach to the Sudy of Media Attention', The Berkman Centre for
Internet and Society a Harvard Law School, Research Publication No. 2003-6, 8/ 2003.



