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PEACE, WAR AND AN ARMED CONFLICT
AS AN OBJECT OF THE RESEARCH OF
POLEMOLOGY

War, society and country change systematicallergfore, war is and will be an object
of the research. In all probability the processvedr changes shall be assumed as
evolutionary. Consequently, the research shouldckeavledged as significant since they
allow to comprehend the nature of these occurreince®re transparent way.

Polemological approach to the research of war haggative nature and is used to
eliminate war from the entire social life. It istable that war used to be perceived usually
as a mean to establish peace, not as an end If ifbe difference of polemological
approach is about changing the war status. Wastis practical mean to establish peace but
the object of cognition. The aim of the cognitigrtd eliminate war definitively from theory
and practice of human relationships. Therefore, isvaiot a tool but the object of scientific
inquiry. In cognitive conception the polemologicasearch of war is the source of
knowledge about war etiology, anatomy and sociakfions. In utilitarian conception it
allows to reach conclusions how to act in ordeavoid war. Knowledge acquired in such
way indicates how to create reality so that war lkkdaecome a historical category. The
result of scientific cognition is knowledge whichosild be used to prevent war. The sense
of polemological approach towards research of vimukl be perceived in cognitive and
practical aspect. The cognitive element is mosbpua explaining the cause and effect
relationships, formulating and verifying hypotheaisd statements. The practical aspect is
about didactic and informative assignments. Abdljgtaefers to the effect on society and
decision makers.
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1. INTRODUCTION

After the end of the Cold War, the cultural, ettahias well as national divisions were
supposed to be displaced by a community of valiberfly, democracy) and economic
interests. However, when hopeful expectations \aegeng, there occurred signs of global
differences, traditions and habits deep-rootechandulture, civilization, religion as well
as identity, which resisted and opposed to the comatdmittance of western civilization
(democratic liberalism and market capitalidmfundamental assumptions, formulated
together with the end of the Cold War, fell as §uias they were expressed
in the following famous sentence of Francis Fukugataken from the book entitled
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“The End Of History And The Last MariAt the end of history the liberal democracy
is left in the battlefield without any serious id@gical competitor®.

The XXI century, as the age of information, is thme of the greatest advancement
in the history of mankind but, at the same timesithe century abundant in conflicts
of different sort, including armed conflicts. Suphenomenon is likely to be still well-
known in social life in the nearest future as well.

The previous theories of conducting wars were cimangpgether with subsequent
social and systemic transformations as well as with development of science
and technology. The character of war conflicts wdetermined by development
of the means of war to a large extent. The natdiranoarmed fight was undergoing
systematic revaluations. The statement concerhi@gossibility of the complete removal
of the phenomenon called war from the social litmms to be pure utopia. Aims,
character and ways of conducting the future arnwtdlicts are undoubtedly changing,
we are currently experiencing this after all. Hoeewthe war as a social phenomenon
is probably going to have the long-lived future.

The number of wars and armed conflicts in the wbdd not decreased. Their nature,
on the other hand, has evidently changed. The foanation of the nature of wars
and armed conflicts as well as failures of the ¢oes of Western civilization
participating in them, cause the necessity to ua#ler research on war in general,
particularly on the contemporary war.

Inquiries into the genesis, the essence and theactes of wars as well as into
the nature of peace and ways of its making areheophenomenon of the modern world.
Their history is very long because it dates batl an ancient oriental idea. The research
on war and peace include two methodological andrttial orientatiorfs (1) peace
researchorientation, also known asenological orientation(from Greek eirene — peace);
(2) polemologicabrientation (from Greek polemos — war, combat, thigh

It should be emphasized most generally that, withiyasenting here any particular
differences dividing the orientations, the repréatves of the former claim that the way
to know the essence and source of wars leads thrthggacquaintance with conditions,
nature and structure of peace, whereas the repatises of the latter are of the opinion
that it is necessary to act quite the contraryretgearch the sources of wars first, their
essence and character, and only then to deteriméneoinditions of their elimination from
the social life. It seems that polemology is metilodically more justified because,
according to its assumption, in order to build eids necessary to simultaneously limit,
decrease and eventually abolish the sources ofitimed conflicts and wars. All this
evidences that, regardless of the numerous methgdal and theoretical directions
of research on war and peace, polemology is rismgtrength and meaning more
and more. It manifests in various forms of actitealing to creating an interdisciplinary
science on war and peace.

3F. FukuyamakKoniec historij Zysk i S-ka, Pozna1996, p. 211.
4J. Borgosz,Drogi i bezdraa filozofii pokoju (od Homera do Jana Pawta, INVarszawa 1989,
p. 226-227.
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2. PEACE AND WAR AS SUBJECTS OF RESEARCH

The oldest definition of peace functioning in thci@nt Rome was the ascertainment
that peaceax) meant the absence of wabgentia bell. The most popular meaning
of the concept is as above. According to the Diwry of Polish Language, peace is
“a relation between countries which do not conduat between themselvésThe above
definition was supplemented by the following tertAn agreement on the termination
of war acts between countries conducting war”. Taiter understanding constitutes a
very narrow and practical meaning of the tgyeace.Some scientists assume that war is
not the antithesis of peace. They treat peace partaof war, as its termination and
declaration of reconciliatidn

ProfessorSwiniarski enumerates five major trends of acquamtand perceiving
peace:

1) polemological — aiming at disarmament with the aisiof peace, initiated
by Gaston Bouthol — the unarmed peace.

2) functionalist - preferring international institotis implementing peace as their
task, aim and functions — controlled peace.

3) sociological and cultural (historical) — preferripgace by equality of forces —
the armed peace.

4) sociological and critical — suggesting cooperatiarthe entire planes and levels of
interpersonal relations, the lack of personal andructural violence -
the positive peace.

5) philosophical and theoretical — personal and stimattsecurity are its research
perspectivé

According to Bolestaw Balcerowicz, the explanationd peace suggested
by various research centres are not in conflichwihe another, on the contrary, they
perfectly permeate and supplement one anothere§of Balcerowicz indicates at four
major research approaches: politological, socialalgipsychological, and ethiéal

War is one of the oldest terms. In the past, easlolation of a dispute by means
of arms was called war. Throughout history, the pahension of war had been changing
together with the development of societies, ciatiisns and technology. War was always
a subject of particular interest of rulers, stragtsg historians, writers, and thinkers.
A Chinese thinker Sun Tzu claimed that “The anvaf is of vital importance to the State.
It is a matter of life and death, a road eitheisédety or to ruin. Hence it is a subject
of inquiry which can on no account be neglectt@n the other hand, Arnold Toynbee,
in his book “War and Civilisation”, wrote the folldng: “by reaching out for a sword,

SStownik gzyka polskiegot. 2, PWN, Warszawa 1979, p. 773. Numerous astheonte about
the war-peace alternative, it is not possible taneerate them all. This interpretation is also papul
with social studies.

8H. A. Jacobserimperatyw pokoju. Polityka i wojna w XX wigkpzna 2000, p. 39.

7J. Swiniarski, Mysl filozoficzna w polemologii[in:] Huzarski M., Szulc B. (ed.Metodologiczna
tozsamda¢ polemologij AON, Warszawa 2010, p. 75.

8B. Balcerowicz,0 pokoju. O wojnieWydawnictwo Rambler, Warszawa 2013, pp. 18-19.

9Sun Tzu Sztuka wojnyWydawnictwo HELION, Gliwice 2008, p. 64. Tao i®ad” in Chinese.
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a man usually expects that he is able to useéffeatively that it will have nothing to do
in the future. However, such hope is an illusiéh”.

According to Bolestaw Balcerowicz, the major resbaproblems of wars has become
their:

1) Etiology — thoroughly covering research of the esusf wars, armed conflicts;

2) Anatomy - war-inside-analysis-oriented, of its stmme and infrastructure,
its elements, in mutual connections and relations;

3) Functions — in individual civilisations, concentrgt on the present day
at the same tinté

Gaston Bouthoul, the creator of polemology, difféi@ed the following functions
of wars:

1) Existential (tribal and ancestral civilisations);

2) Economic (in higher stages of social developmentteraling territories,
conquering new wealth, labour, strategic positipns)

3) Demographic (regulation of population growth);

4) Ethic (counteracting moral depravity of societies);

5) Psychological (penetrating patriotic awarenessraimnal pride);

6) Defending a specific religion or expanding a religi doctrine on other
territories?.

The research on war has been undertaken in fagiatrcircles. The first circle
is created by a group of sociologists regardingwhe analyses as a social phenomenon.
The second, a group of political scientists, ineldthe scientists treating war
as a continuation of politics. The third circle nspresented by ethical philosophers.
The fourth was established by representatives efnalitary sciences, currently formed
by representatives of defensibility and securitiesces. A particular place is occupied
by the fourth circle because it is the environmanihich theories of wars were shaped,
the research of history of wars and army as wethasvar art was performed.

3. WAR AND AN ARMED CONFLICT — A POLOMOLOGICAL APPROAC H

The term “polemology” has been in force since 1®b it has not been known
to a broader recipient group. Therefore, it is ¢these of asking the following question:
what is polemology? Professor Ciborowski answews ttuestion: “[...] polemology
is an area of knowledge covering the identificatioh cause-and-effect relations
concentrated around wars and armed conflicts. Hewédts message is the demonstration
of war tragedies and contributing to shaping péadkis way” 3

The theory and term ,polemology” was created by t@asBouthoul, a French
scientist, who in 1937 put forward an idea to appan interdisciplinary peace science,
undertaking to investigate the causes of wars\yaaaheir structure and role. This branch
of science was supposed to aim for a scientificystaf dependent and independent

10, ToynbeeWojna i cywilizacjaWarszawa 1963, p. 152.

11B. Balcerowicz O pokoju... op. cit, p. 27.

12K. Drabik, Polemologia dla pokojupart I, Zeszyty Naukowe AON nr 3 (76), AON, Warea
2009, p. 346.

13_. Ciborowski, Polemologia — stan obecny i perspektyjmy] Huzarski M., Szulc B.(ed.),
Metodologiczna ttsama¢ polemologij AON, Warszawa 2010, p. 10.
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premises of permanent peace to the national asasalternational extent. The Second
World War precipitated the realization of the idéa.1945, Bouthol founded in Paris
ascientific and research institution under the ndnstitut Francais de Polémologie
While searching for a proper name for the scieinge wanted it to be different from
the terminology to date within the scope, but atséormulate in a true manner above all
its subject and individual features towards théfeing war sciences: strategy and tactics.
Bouthol named the sciencPglemology.

The etymology of the term ,Polemology” is descdbéy its subject matter.
According to the Greek source of Polemology, itgnition subject is ,war, dispute,
conflict, fight, laws governing the war and fignt various actual situations. Polemology
is a science about wars and it aims at discoveheiy causes so as to eliminate wars from
the life
of the people™ The following thesis is a research motive for pudéogists: From
the cognition of war to the cognition of peace,otlierwise:Si tu veux la paix connais
la guerre which can be translated as: 'if you want peacmwkwar'. The statement
is different from the Roman sayinPdx Romang® - Si vis pacem parabellum,
which means: 'if you want peace, prepare for warded to such situation that peace
was maintained by the arms race which was limitgdvar. Here, a crucial difference
in the guidelines aiming at maintaining peace camdticed. In the preparations for war,
any alarming, confrontational as well as aggresaivelertakings should be noted.
On the other hand, becoming acquainted with souocesauses of wars and armed
conflicts can commence actions in favour of peace.

Polemologists assume the research of the phenomehamr and armed conflicts
in an interdisciplinary manner and not only withiie military scope (the war art). Within
the polemological meaning, discovering war servifierént purposes than the war art
being the science analysing war so as to leadfitieaftly. By discovering the nature
of wars, military sciences (defensibility sciencegre aimed at (aim at) achieving victory
over a potential opponent, so as to ensure soveyeig its own country. Such opposite
of aims describes polemology as rather peace kmmele whereas the wart art
is considered to be rather military. The followisayings can reflect the above: on the one
hand, if you want peace, know war (in order to elate it), on the other hand, if you
want peace, prepare for war (in order to win ithoivledge of war and its sources as well
as its causes can be used to eliminate the phemonzen to initiate it at the same time.
Therefore, war as a subject matter of discoveryg, theen within the sphere of interest
of polemology as well as the war art.

The bilateral cognitive interest of polemology atfé war art seems to be proper
because polemology searches for manners to limit aad the contemporary war art
looks for the ways to alleviate its consequencedollows that contemporary scopes
of interest of both sciences combine in numeroubemgs (limitation of Kkilling
and the extent of wars). The research area of dibiéity sciences changes from a
violence domain, destroying the armed forces of #Hremy, seizing its territory

143, Swiniarski, Mysl filozoficzna... op. cit.,p. 64.

15W. Kopalinski, Stownik wyrazéw obcych i zwrotéw obenjcznychwydanie XVIII, PW ,Wiedza
Powszechna”, Warszawa 1989, p. 386. Pax RomananjL&oman peace: the peace which is
imposed (by the Roman Empire, for instance) to aquered nation and maintained
by means of the armed forces.
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and forcing it to fulfil our will (Clausewitz), it actions intending to make war more
acceptable for a society: (1) it should not involeedinary citizens, so it should
be conducted by a professional army; (2) it shdaddshort or even swift; (3) it should
be clean, surgical, with damages, even of the epemmaintained within reasonable
limits. 16

It should be remarked here that peace, war andictsnére a subject of research
in certain parts of related branches of sciencd. tAé sciences such as history,
philosophy, sociology, the war art, gather thecsdtiknowledge on peace, war
and conflicts achieved in the process of scientifesearch. Until the creation
of polemology as a science, there was no discipih&h would perform a synthesis
of the knowledge and would use it in research. Thike essence of the interdisciplinary
approach in the polemological research. The phenomef war as well as its preparation
and conducting should be considered comprehensiaety interpreted from different
points of view. Almost each cognition process oftemporary phenomena of a social
character, which is war, is interdisciplinary is itature because phenomena are eclectic
in themselves.

Polemology is the idea of building an interdisgiplly science dealing
with phenomena of war and peace. Polemologists aesipdd, and still emphasize,
the interdisciplinary character of the researchcanses, an analysis of their structure
and the role of wars, without opposing to the dethiresearch: philosophical,
sociological, and ethical research. They think titme of detailed sciences in the present
world is able to analyse such versatile phenomenavars and peace. The knowledge
of the history of wars, the war art, the defengioiind security sciences, political science,
economy, sociology and others will assist in un@eding the phenomenon of war, crisis
and peace.

Polemology as a science was an answer to realaeskquences of the Second World
War. Its tragic results made people aware of tlet theat, in order to live in peace, it is
necessary to become acquainted with the etiology vedr. The outcome
of the scientific cognition of polemology is the kirag of peace. Therefore, the result
of the polemological research should first of a# hsed to counteract the causes
of formation of conflicts. According to Andrzej Qauynski, there are no reservations
as for the following points: (1) That from the olatgical point of view, war is a subject
matter of cognition but the subject of the reseanehits conditions in the entire spheres
of a man’s social life; (2) The epistemological @spin polemology applies to cognition
theory of war. This, in turns, demands the idecaifion of correlation between numerous
factors that condition it. Epistemology of polempjodetermines research methods
suitable for learning the causes of war; (3) Thielagical aspect of polemology relates
to the estimation of a product of its scientifigodion'’.

Having performed the analyses and comparisons wéd/aerminological manners,
professor Huzarski suggests the following defimtiof polemology: “Polemology
is a scientific specialization concentrating upbe tesearch of wars and armed conflicts

16M. Castells Spoteczéstwo sieci Warszawa 2008, p. 454.

A, Czupryaski, Sztuka wojenna i polemologia w aspekcie wspoélnegekinb poznania
naukowegp[w:] A. Czupryski, A. Polak, (red.)Od sztuki wojennej do polemiologiihe research
given to professor Michat Huzarski on his sevehtigirthday anniversary. AON, Warszawa 2012,
p. 414.
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in an interdisciplinary manner. It analyses theatune and conditions, locates their
periodicity, intensity, cause-and-effect relaticass well as typology in time and space.
Polemology analyses armed conflicts and wars op#st, present and futur&”

The major research problem of polemology can bemdtated in the form
of question¥”.

1) Why did people fight and why do they fight?

2) Why did they arm and why do they arm?

3) Why did they produce and do they produce such ifightneasures which can
destroy both themselves and the civilization?

The Bouthoul French Institute of Polemology diffeiates eight stages in the research
process of war and pedte(1) Description of material facts; (2) /pure/ degtion
of psychological /interpersonal/ behaviour of pestiin fight; (3) The first level
of explaining material and psychological facts,wse doctrines relating to particular
wars; (4) The second level of interpretation inahgdopinions and doctrines on wars in
general; (5) A selection and ordering of facts; §)potheses on the functions of wars;
(7) Hypotheses concerning the periodicality of wé8$ Typology of societies and wars.

Therefore, polemology analyses the essence of warthe aspect of building
and maintaining peace. After discovering wars ire tipolemological manner,
the exploration and evaluation of the phenomendiovioso as to determine conditions
of threats and further development. The resulthef tesearch should include relations
between causes and consequences of war and cosditib peaceful functioning.
The analysis of wars for the purposes of peactidsaim of a significant social value
leading to shaping peace by becoming acquainteld edgitises of wars. From the social
point of view, the knowledge on the war preven@enwell as the shaped system of values
form the basis for peaceful coexistence. Polemqlagya social science, is inseparably
related to the life of societies and countries. Pbemological approach in the analysis
of armed conflicts allows to search for their cause numerous spheres of social life.
The assumption of polemology is observation of pheenomenon of war and crisis
in a similar manner as in the case of the anabfsigher social phenomena.

Polemology as a science is characterised by th@esoof cognitive interests described
as multicriteria research of wars and armed casfli¢l) of the past (comparative,
statistical, structural and other analyses); (2tha&f present (identifying the problem);
(3) of the future (prognosticatio) It relates to determining the nature of wars
and armed conflicts (a marvel of the phenomenonises of aggressive behaviour),
factors causing their periodicality — called rhythof belligerence, determining factors of
their intensity, measurement and comparison of tthaiation, and effecting a typological
division.

18M. Huzarski,Przedmiot badé, zakres polemologil.ecture, Phd Studies, WZiD AON, Warszawa
2012.

19, Borgoszprogi i bezdraa ..., op. cit, p. 225.

20Zob. G. Bouthoul,Traité de polémologie, sociologies des guerrestriwms et opinions sur la
guerre, morphologiesParis 1970, s. 18-25; cyt. za: J. Borg&mgi i bezdraa filozofii pokoju /od
Homera do Jana Pawtd/| Warszawa 1989, pp. 230-231.

2IM. Huzarski, Wojna i pokoj przedmiotem baglgpolemologiczno-irenologicznych. Dziatakido
naukowo-dydaktyczna zaktadu polemolofi:] red. M. Huzarski, A. Czupnski, Wojna i pokoj
przedmiotem badapolemologiczno-irenologicznycAON, Warszawa 2012, p. 10
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Gaston Bouthoul claimed that, in order to deternmmimghms of wars, it is necessary
to consider the beginning of a conflict, and nat #nd. He justifies it with a moment
of termination of mobilization processes of a coynand commencement of its
destruction. The analyses of rhythms of belligeeena a society should have
an independent character because each of thempiomate for a particular type
of civilization. Andrzej Galganelstates that rhythms of belligerence vary together
with changes of conditions of life, technologicatvdlopment, character of social
institutions eté. Among primitive nations, war was seasonal and lsvamccur usually
after the harvest. The rhythm of war extends iretiogether with formation of countries.
The difference between a state of war and a sfapeace is becoming clear. Wars are
conducted more scarcely and become an issue fofegsionals. The violence
and intensity potential is increasing whereas tbquUency is decreasing.

According to Michat Huzarski, polemology meets fokowing scholarship criterf&:

1) an outlined subject matter of analyses exists whiddtudes wars and armed
conflicts in the interdisciplinary manner;

2) There exist teaching and scientific and researdts @ well as specialists who
deal with polemology;

3) There exists a collection of studies and other s of irenological
and polemological knowledge;

4) There are typical methods as well as language egpli polemological research.

Various branches of science can find in war a $igetdvel of their own interest
but only polemology strives for determining a saurand causes of conflicts
by a comprehensive approach. It is polemology wlittempts to become acquainted
with sources and causes, which is called an etjéfogf a conflict. Andrzej Czupmski
states that ‘War as a social phenomenon in poleggolmust be analysed not only
in the aspect of the occurrence of armed violehaealso its widely understood etiology
as a complex of causes. No phenomenon has a siagke, all the more war, which is
commenced in an aspect of political, economic, apaultural and other conditions
whose influence is less visiblé®.

Therefore, polemology analyses sources and caus@asb and present conflicts,
and the prognostication as for the source and cafsduture conflicts can be
the consequence of the cognition. Identificationacfual sources and causes as well
as indicating threats of an outbreak of a confiictthe foreseeable future should be
the result of the research.

4. ETIOLOGY OF WARS AND ARMED CONFLICTS — AN OUTLINE
OF THE PROBLEM

While analysing the etiology of wars, polemologicélarometers are used
by polemology to determine sources and causes ef dbcurrence of wars.

22A. Gatganek Polemologia — badania nad wajn pokojem Sprawy Médzynarodowe no. 6,
Warszawa 1986, p. 103.

23M. Huzarski,Wojna i poko;... op. cit p. 17.

24stownik gzyka polskiegat. 1, PWN, Warszawa 1978, p. 558. Etiology is@ug of reasons and a
science on sources and cases of conflicts at the Sane.

257, Czupnyhski, Sztuka wojenna., op. cit.,p. 412.
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The barometers are as follows: geographical factorg-term factors, economic factors,
national structure barometers, short-term barorsétefadeusz Ksoa develops three
areas of war outbreaKs (1) structural causes dependent upon a leventlectual
development, technology, economic, agricultural, d anndustrial development,
demographic situation, historical and geographicahditions; (2) economic causes,
especially political: alliances, coalitions, chasgend behaviour of the public opinion
under the influence of propaganda, indoctrinatiod &eology; (3) accidental (direct)
causes, unexpected incidents, provocations etc.

Kenneth Waltz8, while analysing the phenomenon of war, suggestsonsider it
in groups corresponding to concepts in which hécestthe causes of the occurrence
of warg® (1) Waltz perceives the causes of wars in thergadf man as an individual.
Taking such perspective into consideration, it ésgible to reduce them to biological
factors and instincts, aggression caused by frimtraviolence — aggression as a habit,
or perceive them as a result of individual decisiarfi leaders; (2) He notices causes
in the nature of societies, countries or politisgstems. The basis of the theoretical
perspective is an assumption that pursuit for warsn attribute of wrong systems,
economic pacts or collective opinions, whereas @ieha@ttitude is an attribute of good
systems. Here, an approach towards war may be eatedeas an outcome of social
knowledge, as a result of the existence of oldflad® and divisions, as a result
of economic divisions; (3) He refers the causesvaf to the character of a community
made by societies, their formal equality and tlok laf ‘'natural’ principles regulating their
mutual existence.

When analysing the sources and causes of warsea deal of scientists consider
them on three levels: of an individual, of a coynind of an international syst&nThe
above division is consistent with opinions of phdphers, thinkers and army officers who
dealt with problems of wars throughout history.idtextremely difficult to find what
possesses a decisive influence on the outbreakaof whether it is an individaual, a
country or perhaps a structure of an internatimystem. Researchers indicate that the
sources of wars should be considered comprehegsiwithout limiting to one of them
only.

The first level searches through the sources ofwdthin a man — in weaknesses of
the human nature, the behaviour of every humanimrds individual features. War is
a human action. That is why, it needs to be bornuiman minds first in order to exst
Therefore, while analysing the sources of wark itecessary to mention human motives

26T. Kesaoh, Pojecie konfliktu i wojny w literaturze. Podeje polemologiczne w badaniach
konfliktéw zbrojnychWarszawa 2008, p. 14.

2"lbidem,p. 12.

28Kenneth Waltz (1924-an American political scientist, a lecturer at Ursitly of California
and Columbia University. He is one of the most ditished scientists in the field of international
relations.

2%K. Waltz, Man, the State and War a Theoretical Analysiew York 1959; cyt. za: P. Chmielarz,
Wojna a pastwo. Wczoraj i d£€j Wydawnictwo Naukowe Scholar, Warszawa 2010, p. 16

30The  division applied by: K. Waltz, Man, the State and War
a Theoretical AnalysisNew York 1959, J. NyeKonflikty medzynarodowe. Wprowadzenie
do historii i teorii, Warszawa 2009; £. Smaleédwie wojny z IrakiemZrédta, przyczyny, przebieg,
przygotowanie, skutkiVarszawa 2012.

3IM. Fryc, Wojna. Wspotczesne obligZeorua 2009, p. 47.
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which have always controlled people throughoutanistand induced them to various
deeds, including war. The motives are: egoism, ghtlassness, weakness, aggressive
tendencies, and striving for domination. The redeaf individual and group behaviour
of the man head for different directions. Howewbey have one common denominator,
which is a question whether the man applies vidermecause it is his nature
or the capability of applying violence is revealed a result of the influence
of the external stimuli. The majority of researchereject the opinion, stating
that aggressive behaviour is either a deviation, eaneptional attitude, which can
be manifested by an individual which has gone gstwa a reaction to any provocation,
to a particular stimulus. If it is possible to deténe, neutralise or possibly weaken
the factor which causes violence, it will be poksilbo eliminate the phenomenon
from the interpersonal relations. Nevertheless iinpossible for science to predict when
a given individual applies violence, or why a givgnoup is organized to fight
with the other, and the roots of war lie behindrspbenomena. Regardless of the fact
how large the share of an individual in war issiill remains as an area of a group
activity32,

For the purpose of the search of the sources of bavid Livingston Smitf? dates
back six million years to an event of the sepamati the ancestral line of human
from the line of the chimpanzee. He states thaplgefought in a similar manner to their
monkey cousin®. This is indicated by the behaviour of the chingees, where groups
of males controlled a given territory and arrangsdapades within the other territory
and attacked the encountered individuals of a @iffecommunity. The prehistoric times
of man indicate that his past was bloody and abumingtaviolencé®. Due to the above,
many researchers, who describe the phenomenonrofthiak that the source of war in
the violence which is present in the man and wiiérimed him for thousands of years.
It is the man who carries aggression by nature,ntagis eagerness to arguments,
conflicts, and fightt.

Professor Michat Huazrski compares two schools tofking about the sources
of wars on the level of an individual. The first iis favour of an optimistic vision
of the human as a creature being good by nature&chwthanges under the influence
of external factors. The other is featured by peistic insight into the human nature,
according to the views of Titus Maccius Plautud &tobbs flomo homini lupus est)
Following the polemologists Gaston Bouthoul and &k&arrera, group aggression is
almost always the source of wars, it is caused thyctsires (demographic, economic,
geographical, psychological [...] unstable as well s frustrations and mistakes
from which it results. Therefore, it is importantibvestigatehow such irrational, chaotic

82), KeeganHistoria wojen Ksigzka i Wiedza, Warszawa 1998, p. 89-95.

33 Professor David Livingston Smith works at Universof New England where manages
the Institute of Cognitive Science and EvolutionBasearch and lectures on philosophy.

34D. L. Smith, Cztowiek cztowiekowi wilkienthe interview for M. Rutkiewicz, Polityka 2010,
no. 19, pp. 64-66.

3Sbidem.

36, GotowataKonflikty zbrojne potowy XXI wiekBellona 2009, nr 2, p. 7.

3'"M. Huzarski, Przedmiot badé, zakres polemologii Leceture, PhD studies, WZzZiD AON,
Warszawa 2012.
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and unconscious aggressiveness can transformatiomal and controlled ha#. Thus,
the reason of wars is aggression, instincts comggiwar, manifesting in advanced
individual or group violence, darkening rationalintting. In organised societies its
the economy (coincidence) which pushes into graggression, causing the reactivation
of complexes which commence wars. Hasty reasonipghic fear, obsession
of incessantly threatening danger provoke to speaif enemy responsible for what
causes fear or a feeling of guilt in peoffle.

The sources of war have to be investigated onethe bf a country as well. The views
of Hippias of Abdera, the representative of theostlof sophists, who saw the sources
of war in the very existence of a country, aredgpin this context . Plato saw the sources
of war innatural hostility of tribesand overpopulation as well. Thomas Malthus noticed
the sources of war in contradiction between theessive population growth and limited
possibilities of ensuring a suitable standardwhg for a growing number of society.

It is also necessary to see the reasons of watlkeolevel of the international system.
Countries follow mainly their reason of State, magtioften against the norms
of international law. They make decisions about when they are certain that this will
ensure that they achieve the planned political aimshe reference books it is possible
to notice the multitude of divisions of the causdswvars. The most frequently factors
include territorial, political, economic, ideologi¢ cultural, and ecologic4?. The major
reason for wars, both now and in the past, is lat fif countries for a territory. It relates
to separatist or independence aspirations as wellarguments between countries
for a border territory or a sphere of influence.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The discussion on war and peace is still currentterApolitical guarantees
that the Cold War had ended, after the breakdowrhefEastern Bloc, new threats
occurred at the end of the®2@entury and the first decade of the!!2&ntury. Although
they do not relate to a global disaster, peacélistseatened, though, and local wars are
still endlessly conducted. The following more imjamt problems wait for scientific
consideration: international terrorism, nationaligeligious fundamentalism, also ethnic
hostility are still sources of wars. Discussions wars should not be limited to their
evidence and description, to presentation of thegative effects, in present, historic as
well as evolutionary terms. Due to the fact thatsaa@ccurred in the entire societies, they
should be managed by some qualities which shouldismvered in order to determine
their basis as a result. The research on the gtiolf war should be incessantly
performed. Although the outbreak of a great wacusently improbable, in the future,
though, it cannot be excluded.

38G. Bouthoul, R. Et Carréra,e défi de la guerreParis 1976, s. 172; S. TopolewsEtjologia
wojen na przyktadzie wybranych pedbw w literaturze europejskiej[in;] M. Huzarski,
A. Czupnyaski (red.),Wojna i pokd;..., op. cit, p. 180.

393, Topolewski,Etiologia wojen na przyktadzie wybranych pmgw w literaturze europejskiej
[w:] M. Huzarski, A. Czupnjski (ed.),Wojna i pokd..., op. cit, p.181.

4%, SmalecDwie wojny..., op. cit, pp. 22-25.
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POKOJ, WOJINA | KONFLIKT ZBROJNY OBIEKTEM BADA N
POLEMOLOGII

Wojna, podobnie jak spotearswo, a wraz z nim gigtwo, zmienia si systematycznie.
Podejcie polemologiczne do badania wojny ma charaktgatyevny i sty jej eliminacji z
caloksztattuzycia spotecznego. Trzeba zaznaGzie wojre zazwyczaj postrzegano jako
srodek do osigniecia pokoju, a nie cel sam w sobie. Odmieftnopodefcia
polemologicznego polega na zmianie statusu wojngjné/ nie jest praktycznyrrodkiem
osiggania pokoju, ale jest przedmiotem poznanid, cedem tego poznania jest ostateczna
eliminacja wojny z teorii i praktyki stosunkéw ¢dizy ludzkich. Wojna nie jest zatem
narzdziem lecz przedmiotem dociekdadawczych. Polemologiczne badanie wojny w
zalazeniu poznawczym dostarcza wiedzy dotgez jej etiologii, anatomii i funkciji
spotecznych, w zal@niu utylitarnym pozwala uzyskavnioski, jak posfpowa by unikmé
wojny. Uzyskana w ten sposéb wiedza wskazuje j@ok rzeczywistéé, azeby wojna
stata s¢ kategorj historyczn. Rezultatem poznania naukowego jest wiedza o wdidie
nalezy wykorzyst& aby jej zapobieda Istok podefcia polemologicznego do batdaojny
nalezy postrzegéd w aspekcie poznawczym i praktycznym. Element pazag polega w
gléwnej mierze na wyjaianiu zwazkéw przyczynowo-skutkowych, formutowaniu i
weryfikowaniu hipotez oraz twierdaeWymiar praktyczny dotyczy zaflalydaktycznych i
informacyjnych. Skierowany jest przede wszystkim sirore oddzialywania na
spoteczéstwo i wptywania na decydentéw.
Stowa kluczowe:pokoj, polemologia, wojna, konflikt zbrojny.
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