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within a chiefdom. Here the chief can possibly use his power to suppress violent con-

flict management. This example clearly demonstrates that the integrative forces of pol-
itical office — given their existence — can only apply to the units subordinated to the

level of highest political office.

Optimized operationalization

Following from the above discussion, I chose the political system as the appropriate
unit for analysis. I call this unit ‘maximal unit of authority”. It is determined by the hi-
ghest level of political office or formal council announcing group decisions above the
level of the local community. Following Naroll's definition (1964: 286) it should fulfill
this function at least once a year. The amount of power, the extent to which power is

used and conditions tied to the use of power are disregarded at this point. I have de-

fined two dependent variables measuring the frequency of warfare between local com-
munities and between non-territorial groups, the warring parties being subgroups of
the same maximal unit of authority. The variable measuring violent modes of conflict
management among non-territorial groups is designed to cover groups, which are not

congruent with the local community like kinship-based groups, units of production
and social classes. Modes of conflict include among others feuds, raids and fights for

leadership.
A number of variables have been constructed as indicators for the degree of pol-

itical integration inside the maximal unit of authority. They measure (1) the sanction-
ing power of political officeholders, (2) the existence of formal institutions of jurisdic-
tion, (3) the influence of the highest level authority on the appointment of lower level
offices, (4) the degree of representation of lower level units on decisionmaking at
higher levels of authority, (5) basis of legitimation for the use of power by authorities.
To assess the effect of external threats on internal cohesion a variable measures the fre-

quency of external warfare based on the maximal unit of authority as the warleading
unit. For the construction of the variables I have recurred on existing studies, espe-
cially by Ross (1983). The variables had to be modified in one important respect, they
were not related to the maximal unit of authority. Following my above argument the

independent variable has to relate to a unit above the level of the dependent variable;
otherwise an explanation of internal violent conflict resolution would not be possible.

So far I cannot yet present you the results of a cross-cultural test of the hypothesis

operationalized like outlined. The variables I have developed will be coded for a sam-
ple of societies taken from the standard cross-cultural sample and the coding has just
started. Nevertheless a preliminary analysis of deviant cases of previous tests of the hy-
pothesis have confirmed my reasoning. I have chosen cases, where the existence of 2
political office above the level of the local community cooccurs with a high frequency
of internal warfare and looked for evidence of the sanctioning power and the other
above indices of political integration. The position of leaders has been found to be


