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with the appearance of I. Wallerstein’s “Ihe modern world-system I” (Wallerstein
1974). It has generated a number of case studies? incorporating what I will call external
relations for the explanation of local level phenomena and drawing on what has be-
come known as world-system theory.

In a new reader on “The Anthropology of War” (Haas 1990) and a related article,

Ferguson (Ferguson 1990a, b; see also Ferguson 1984) has pointed towards the neglect
of considering “the effects of Western contact on indigenous war patterns” (1990a:
51). He reviews data on warfare patterns in Amazonia and comes to the conclusion,

that even though warfare was extant in Amazonia before European contact, “descrip-
tions from even as early as 1550 cannot be taken as representative of pre-Columbian

patterns” (1990a: 238). Taking Mundurucü warfare as an example, he shows it to be
inextricably linked to Mundurucü contact with Europeans. First it was the object of
the Mundurucá to obtain goods introduced by the Europeans such as knives, axes and
others, later the Mundurucá served European interests by eliminating hostile Indian
groups. In exchange they received the sought-after goods mentioned above (240).
The lack of considering European-Indigenous patterns of interaction is of a twofold
nature: (1) Western contact tends to be underreported in accounts of indigenous war-
fare, and (2) consequentially it has not yet entered theory building.

It remains to be discussed, if world-system theory, being an attempt of overcoming
ontogenetic explanations of local level phenomena, can provide an adequate frame-
work for integrating the empirical findings about the effects of Western contact on in-
digenous warfare patterns referred to by Ferguson and others. Additionally Fer-
guson’s argument, which is restricted to the Western-contact situation should be ex-
tended. Pre-Western contact situations and interaction patterns will have to be taken
into consideration for the explanation of conflict and violent conflict management as
well. This is justified by the existence of widespread trading networks long before the
era of European expansion, the trans-Saharan trade in gold, salt and other items being
just one case in point (Curtin 1984: 21). Furthermore tribal groups have been sub-
jected to state domination in pre-colonial times as well and as one author states for the

Inca empire, its exertion of power can be compared to the domination by colonial
powers (Reinhard 1985: 30).

In the remainder of this paper I will first give a short summary of the basic assump-
tions of world-system theory, next discuss its application to conflict and violent con-
flict management. Conflict is defined here as incompatible interests of at least two

parties. Conflict management refers to the action taken up by the involved parties or
third (possibly non-involved) parties. In defining violent conflict management, I ad-
here to a definition given by Ferguson (1984: 5) of war: “organized, purposeful group
action, directed against any other group that may or may not be organized for similar
action, involving, the actual or potential application of lethal forces.”

? See for instance Orlove 1977, Verdery 1983.


