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FOREWORD

applicable to contemporary violence:

The poets themselves, confronted with the murder of their
fellow men, proudly declare that their hands are clean. The whole
world absentmindedly turns its back on these crimes; the victims
have reached the extremity of their disgrace: they are a bore. In
ancient times the blood of murder at least produced a religious

horror and in this way sanctified the value of life. I

There are still types of violence and homicide that produce
emotional reactions in the mass mind. However, the highly intel-
ligent and socially ingrained human executions of war, starvation,
pollution, and unnecessary disease no longer seem to stir the
general population beyond a murmur of tacit recognition. These
phenomena seem unreal to most people since they are mainly ex-
perienced secondhand from television, the newspapers, or on a
movie screen. This blurring of reality is most evident in today's
children. For many of them, the violence shown in a real-war
report on the TV news is not too different from the fictionalized
war of a dramatic program.

Part of the reason for the tacit acceptance of violence is that
the preponderance of violence in most societies is legal and there-
fore is sanctioned and considered rational. War and law enforce-
ment violence are two prime examples. War is the ultimate violent
activity undertaken by a society; it is considered to be legal,
sanctioned, and rational. In most circumstances this pattern of
violence is justified by virtually all segments of the society, es-
pecially when the country is the victim of what is defined as an
unprovoked attack. In general, wars are considered justified by
the dominant groups in the society when the nation is committed
to them in an effort to defend the status quo of its social structure.
When law-enforcement officials engage in violent activities, they
justify their actions as necessary for the maintenance of "law and
order," which they tend to equate with the maintenance of the

'iTh merel lition perical ass on the petinient of rebel.
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status quo of the social and political structure. In many situations,
violent actions by the nation (war) and by law-enforcement
officials are forces militating against social change. Violent efforts
to maintain present (or idealized versions of former) standards of
morality, national boundaries, or spheres of influence are regarded
as legal, sanctioned, and rational by large segments of our society.

The process of war requires the direct and indirect brutalization
of young people-who must necessarily fight the wars. Youngsters
must be conditioned and motivated to join the armed forces,
where they are systematically trained to kill. War is therefore a
pattern of behavior that is glamorized and aggrandized for young
people. Often this preparation for violence has the fallout of push-
ing young people closer to a violent edge of behavior outside of
the armed services. Many gang patterns are crude imitations of
society's larger and more sophisticated patterns of institutional-
ized violence.

Therefore, when philosophers, like Camus, allege that violence
and murder have become normative behavior patterns, there
exists a basic element of truth. Some literary observers take vio-
lence a step further to imply that the pattern has become an ac-
cepted element in most societies, and that there is a blurred
delineation between so-called "senseless" and "rational" violence.
For example, in a recent film, Hard Contract, a hired killer-
the story never discloses his employer-sits casually in a theater
munching a candy bar. He is calmly watching an actual newsreel
portraying the horrendously violent Biafran war in Africa. The
film shows the varied casualties of war, including the bloated dy-
ing bodies of starving Biafran children. A news commentator on
the screen, in a monotone voice, bereft of any emotion, is specu-
lating on the predictable further deaths of thousands of Biafran
children, inevitable victims of the seemingly uncontrollable war
and starvation. In the midst of this impersonal human holocaust,
the protagonist in the movie audience leans over and quietly kills
his victim-of-the-month. The audience (and we are all in reality
part of this audience) is confronted with the question: Which is
more horrible-the inexorable murders on the screen or the "real"
murder in the theater? Is one more real than the other? The total
film message suggests that we have broken through the sound
barrier into the humanization (and acceptance) of violence. Hard
Contract, like The Rebel, implies that the general public is no
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longer horrified by violence, that violence has become an integral

part of the new "human"condition.

Part of the numb observation and acceptance of violence as a

characteristic of the current human condition is related to the fact

that the avalanche of information about violence which is sup-

plied daily by the mass media is simply descriptive of the phe-

nomenon of violence. Little if any of the tidal wave of material

that inundates the public is directed at solutions or ways of deal-

ing with the problem. If more solutions were available, people

would be less likely to become disaffected because they would
see some possible hope for resolving this destructive problem.
This is the central reason why I view Professor Karl Schonborn's
brilliant analysis of violence and its control as a monumental con-
tribution to the humanistic solution of a complex problem. His
book is one of the few contributions to our greater understanding
of violence as well as to our prospects for effectively controlling it.

As we move into the 21st century, the ultimate violence of a
potential nuclear holocaust hovers in the wings as we helplessly
rely on the fragile efforts of a handful of politically-motivated
leaders to maintain a shaky peace. Implicit in Professor Schon-
born's work is the inextricable relationship between, at the lowest
destructive level of violence, simple interpersonal conflict and, at
the ultimate level of violence, apocalyptic bombs that could wipe
out the majority of the earth's population.

As I read and digested the range of information and insights
in Dr. Schonborn's analysis of violence, I became increasingly
aware of how our ability to contain the mass violence of war is,
in the casual nexus of society, ultimately and directly related to
the daily conflict engaged in by intimates in familial and other
personal relationships. (As Professor Schonborn notes, two thirds
of all aggravated assault occurs among family intimates or friends
and acquaintances.) There is logic in the proposition that this
kind of basic aggression acted out upon intimates is often dis-
placeable onto the larger battlegrounds of war. In reverse, large
conflagrations (mass riots, imminent or actual wars) set the emo-
tional tone for the more personal violence that takes place among
"friends" and in families. Professor Schonborn's inquiry tends to

reveal this gestalt of the violent condition. In brief, control of
any form of violence is interdependent with the control of other
patterns.
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The sense of alienation experienced by most people is one of
the rampant maladies of our time that supports and reinforces the
"legal violence of war." Alienation is a force that enables a ma-
jority of people to support illegal and immoral wars and their
concomitant killings. Common people do sanction many little
murders and big murders, especially if the perpetrators are legiti-
mately acting within the proper formal societal context. Aliena-
tion, involving the death of compassion or social death (see my
book Robopaths: People As Machines *), is an element that fosters
mass violence.

R. D. Laing, the British psychoanalyst, develops the relation-
ship between alienation and violence further. He defines aliena-
tion, particularly of the white European and North American, as
a sense of "being at an end: of being only half alive in the fibrillat-
ing heartland of a senescent civilization.." * This pervasive condi-
tion of estrangement from ourselves and from the human
community provides a setting in which people have perpetrated
incredible acts of violence upon each other and have been able
to rationalize such behavior as "normality." According to psycho-
analysts such as Laing and Erich Fromm, it has become "normal"
to be alienated; and the more one thus behaves like everyone
else-that is, treating others as commodities rather than as human
beings-the more one is taken to be sane. It is Laing's belief that
those who are considered sick in an alienated world might be the
healthiest of all. Laing conceptualizes the "the condition af alien-
ation, of being asleep, of being unconscious, of being out of one's
mind, is the condition of the normal man." » As suport for this
premise, he notes that "normal men have killed perhaps 100 million
of their fellow normal men in the last fifty years.

Apart from this "normal" violence, American society has re-
cently had an increasing amount of a brand of violence popularly
called "senseless" violence. Notable in American history are the
following cases: the assassinations of John F. Kennedy, Martin
Luther King, and Robert Kennedy; the serial killing of eight stu-
dent nurses by Richard Speck in Chicago; the mass killing of nine
people in a home in Victorville, California; the savage ritualistic
murders of Charles Manson's "family;" the murder of over twenty-
five migrant farm works by Juan Corona; and the brutal homicides
of more than twenty-eight teen-agers over a three-year period in
Houston, Texas, by Wayne Henley, David Brooks, and Dean



Corll. These last grisly murders were described by Brooks in his
statement to the police:

In all, I guess there were between twenty-five and thirty boys
killed, and they were buried in three different places. I was present
and helped bury many of them but not all of them. ... On the first
one at Sam Rayburn (Reservoir] I helped bury him, and then the

next one we took to San Rayburn. When we got there, Dean andWayne found that the first one had come to the surface and either
a foot or a hand was above the ground. When they buried this one
the second time, they put some type of rock sheet on top of him

to keep him down.?

It is my contention that the majority of so-called senseless
violence is fostered by the violent climate of "normal men" com-mitting "normal violence."

Although Professor Schonborn modestly excludes senseless vio-
lence from the purview of his analysis, it is my belief that his
analysis and the methodologies for control he puts forth encom-
pass this brand of violence. The control of "rational" violence
tends to reduce "senseless" violence by diminishing the climate
of violence in which the more difficult to comprehend forms of
violence flourish. Briefly stated, it is logical to assume that reduc-
ing the more manageable patterns of violence tends to reduce
senseless violence by eliminating the framework or ethos that pro-
duces the rawer, less comprehensible forms of violence.

In this regard, Professor Schonborn makes a significant contri-
bution by making a point based on considerable research, that
violence begets violence. He advocates that whenever possible in
controlling violence, "authoritarian peacekeeping" should be sup-
planted by "humanitarian peacekeeping." "Authoritarian peace-
keepers" are characterized by closeness, formality, rigidity, and
overreaction; they rely primarily on coercion, physical power, and
the use of lethal weapons.

In contrast, "humanitarian peacekeepers" are characterized by
openness, informality, flexibility, and underreaction; they rely pri-
marily on conversation, persuasion, and social science knowledge
about human behavior. It is apparent from Professor Schonborn's
analysis and examples that the more humanistic peacekeepers
are, the more effective they are in controlling or defusing violence.
By contrast, the macho, image-involved, tough approach to curb-

Foreword



ing violence often serves to throw gasoline on the fires of conflict
and thus serves as an irritant toward further violence.

I am in complete agreement with what I discern as Professor
Schonborn's basic proposition about violence. Throughout his
analysis he implies a central sociological principle that I would
state as follows: if negative forms of human interaction facilitate
violence, then counterattack forces that positively affect the social
structure can defuse or control violence. This, it seems to me, is
the heart of the matter. If we understand the social factors that
produce violence and intervene sensibly, then violence is not an
inevitable conclusion of social conflict. Dr. Schonborn illustrates
this point with many fascinating actual case examples of how
various patterns of violence can be controlled, dissipated, or ame-
liorated. He cogently describes how "peacekeeping" can be ele-
vated to an art that can be mastered for practical application in
a myriad of situations. In this vein he aptly points to the precise
way that "peacekeepers" who are knowledgeable and properly
trained can become part of the social networks of conflicting
parties and intervene with the positive result of reducing or elimi-
nating violent consequences.

Professor Schonborn's book is a refreshing relief from the bar-

rage of dismal literature on violence, since it fosters a sense of
hopefulness rather than helplessness in dealing with a critical
social malady. Written in a concise and engaging fashion, it seems
to me that it is vital reading for anyone concerned with violence.
Since the deleterious impact of violence affects almost everyone,
this important work should be read by a mass audience.
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