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Oil well fires rage outside Kuwait City in the aftermath of Operation
Desert Storm. The wells were set on fire by Iraqi forces before they
were ousted from the region by coalition force.
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NEED AND ROLE OF THE DIGEST
Peace and Conflict Studies (henceforth: Peace Science) has emerged as an academic discipline with its own
graduate programs, handbooks, research tools, theories, associations, journals and conferences. As with most scientific communities, the slow migration of academic knowledge into practical application becomes a limiting factor of a
field’s growth, impact and overall effectiveness of its practitioners.
The expanding academic field of Peace Science continues to produce high volumes of significant research that
often goes unnoticed by practitioners, the media, activists, public policy-makers, and other possible beneficiaries.
This is unfortunate, because Peace Science ultimately should inform the practice on how to bring about peace.
The research and theory needed to guide peace workers to produce more enduring and positive peace,
not only more peace studies, have come to stay. Bridging the gap between the peace movement moralism and foreign policy pragmatism is a major challenge facing everyone who seeks to achieve peace
on Earth.
(Johan Galtung and Charles Webel)
To address this issue, the War Prevention Initiative has created the Peace Science Digest as a way to disseminate top selections of research and findings from the field’s academic community to the many beneficiaries.
The Peace Science Digest is formulated to enhance awareness of literature addressing the key issues of our
time by making available an organized, condensed and comprehensible summary of this important research as a
resource for the practical application of the field’s current academic knowledge.

Disclaimer
Research featured in the Peace Science Digest is selected based on its contribution to the field of Peace Science, and authenticated
by the scientific integrity derived from the peer-review process. Peer-reviewed journals evaluate the quality and validity of a scientific study, giving us the freedom to focus on the articles’ relevance and potential contribution to the field and beyond.
The editors of the Peace Science Digest do not claim their analysis is, or should be, the only way to approach any given issue. Our
aim is to provide a responsible and ethical analysis of the research conducted by Peace and Conflict Studies academics through the
operational lens of the War Prevention Initiative.
Photo Credit: Christoph Braun (Own work) [CC0],

via Wikimedia Commons
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A NOTE FROM THE EDITORS
Blood and Oil: A Closer Look at the Resource-Conflict Link
Dear Readers,
In today’s social and political climate, “going to war for oil” is a well-known phrase; often accepted as a possibility, if not
fact. The economic incentives provided by oil and the relative difficulty in controlling its extraction and transportation are
understandable reasons for concern.
There are numerous theories on the link between natural resources and conflict, many of them well argued and worthy of
consideration. The assumption that resources, predominantly oil, can be a leading cause of violent conflict has become
increasingly common in academic writing, the media, and various levels of government and civil society. But is this leading theory accurate?
Analyzed in this issue of Peace Science Digest, is academic research that has uncovered findings relating to the role natural resources play in causing and perpetuating armed conflict, and whether or not this issue warrants more attention.
It is our hope that the analysis found in this issue will help clarify the strengths and weaknesses of the many arguments
surrounding this complex issue. However, equally important is the necessity to commend the ongoing work conducted
by Peace and Conflict Studies scholars who are constantly digging deeper into the existing arguments, uncovering their
flaws, and finding new answers.
We thank you for taking the time to keep up-to-date with the important work taking place within the field of Peace and
Conflict Studies. We would also like to remind our readers that the analysis and suggested relevance, applicability and
talking points found in the Peace Science Digest are the product of the Digest’s editorial team, and do not necessarily
represent the official views of the original author(s).

Patrick Hiller

David Prater

Patrick Hiller
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What is the Resource Curse and how can
natural Resources lead to violence?
Source | Basedau, M., Mähler, A., & Shabafrouz, M. (2014). Drilling Deeper: A Systematic, Context-Sensitive Investigation of Causal Mechanisms in the Oil–Conflict Link.
Journal of Development Studies, 50(1), 51-63.

Key
words
violent conflict

causes of conflict
resource curse
resource conflict
oil wars

This analysis highlights the various theories linking resources to conflict.
Two major perspectives stand out: (1) a surplus or a lack of natural resources can directly lead to violent conflict; and (2) there is no connection between resources and conflict. Below, the author highlights three common
triggers that maintain the relationship between oil and violent conflict.

E

1) Motive- Natural resources trigger violent conflict by introducing a
motive for various parties to fight. In most cases, the presence of oil
or other natural resources increase the opportunity for monetary
and political gains. This motive can be seen on the national level
through disagreement over the control, production or profit of the
resource, the subnational level when a particular oil-producing
region of a state demands more autonomy or representation in the
central government, and on the international level where conflict
over a nation’s resources sprout from the vested interests of international actors (for an example of international motive, see the Oil
Above Water analysis).

Photo Credit: U.S. Navy photo by Photographer
[Public domain], via Wikimedia Commons
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E

E

2) Opportunity- Natural resources can trigger violence by providing

of financial motivation found in

opportunity, especially in the case of armed rebellion. This is seen as

natural resources. (2) Governments

an increased financial opportunity for rebel groups trading or selling

were particularly vulnerable when

seized resources to maintain their rebellion. Opportunity can also be

their people organize into a unified,

seen through strategic military targets. Rebel groups can focus their

ideologically motivated opposition

attacks on areas that transport or process natural resources, thus

movement. When the studied gov-

crippling the central government and providing additional sources

ernments were unable to address

of income or bargaining chips to the rebels.

the economic grievances of their
people, mass violence occurred in

3) Vulnerability- Natural resources can increase the vulnerability of

all of the examined case studies.

countries on the economic, social and political level. Economic
vulnerability can be seen through a developed resource-dependence

Although still unable to determine

or a state ignoring other economic sectors and solely focusing on

the exact causes of resource-conflict,

their natural resources. This leaves other sources of income, such as

this study shows additional correla-

manufacturing and industry, weak and uncompetitive. Once eco-

tions between natural resources and

nomic disparity is tied to resources, public services suffer which can

other factors that are assumed to

lead to violent conflict. Vulnerability is also witnessed through the

lead to violent conflict. The authors

decline of a country’s social and political institutions. A surplus of

provide an important overview of

resource wealth often leads to oversight and corruption, leaving the

triggers that are most commonly

state with a weak bureaucracy and social institutions. Weak states

associated with the resource-conflict

are more susceptible to rebellion due to their failure to provide

link, which are valuable to keep in

adequate social programs and their lack of control over their territo-

mind whenever we reflect on this

ry—leading to resource rich targets that can be easily looted or

dynamic relationship.

controlled by a rebelling force.
There only is partial support for these triggers. This study suggests that
this void is largely due to the uniqueness of each conflict scenario, which
stresses the importance of understanding the social context of the conflict
when conducting these types of studies.
In this particular study, the authors explore various factors that may trigger
a relationship between violent conflict and oil. Their research focused on
four oil-producing countries with comparable levels of natural resources
that experienced various levels of violent conflict: Venezuela (least violence),
Iran (moderate violence), Nigeria (moderate violence) and Algeria (most
violence). This selection process allowed them to identify any of the above
resource related triggers and see if patterns appeared to help explain the
respective countries’ levels of violence.

The resource curse
suggests that a
country or region
with an abundance
of natural resources
tends to experience
less economic and
social development
than those without a
surplus of resources.

The results of the research showed that none of the above triggers were
able to fully explain why the countries experienced different levels of violence. However, two important findings emerged: (1) the above-mentioned
Motive trigger was supported though discovering Venezuela (the least violent country in the case study) also possessed the lowest levels of motivation. This finding shows that violence is directly related to the presence
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RELEVANCE

TALKING
POINTS

The authors’ finding suggesting violence breaks out
when a government fails to address the economic grievances of its people was a contributing factor to the Arab
Spring uprisings, most notably Libya & Syria.

E
E
E

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS

Violence is likely to occur when a regime fails to address
the economic grievances of a unified, ideologically motivated opposition movement.
The conflict-oil link can be partly explained by three
main triggers: motive, opportunity & vulnerability.
The economic advantage of controlling the access and
supply of a state or region’s natural resources has been
proven to cause conflict.

In order to avoid violent conflict, government regimes should
be encouraged to address the grievances of their people,
especially in the case of an organized opposition movement.
The authors organize and make available the three main
causal mechanisms linking oil to violence. Practitioners
of violence prevention and peacebuilding can continue
to examine these mechanisms, gain useful insights into
the various causes of conflict, and develop mechanisms
for prevention and disruption.
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Photo Credit: Staff SGT. Dean
via Wikimedia Commons;

M. Fox (DF-ST-92-08024) [Pub

lic domain],
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Fueling conflict: The link between
oil and foreign military intervention
in civil wars
Source | Bove, V., Gleditsch, K. S., & Sekeris, P. G. (2015). “Oil above Water” Economic Interdependence and Third-party Intervention. Journal of Conflict Resolution.

Key
words
Civil war

third-party interventio
resource conflict
oil wars

This article addresses the long-assumed connection between civil war nations’ oil capacity and the likelihood of third-party intervention. The research
shows that third-party intervention is up to 100 times more likely when:

E
E

the country at war has large reserves of oil;
the foreign intervener has a higher demand for oil.

Ninety percent of the world’s violent conflicts are civil wars. Two-thirds of
the 150 civil wars from 1945-1997 saw foreign intervention by third-party
governments or international organizations. Often masquerading as advocates for a speedy resolution or humanitarian relief, many have previously
argued third-party involvement is more likely focused on encouraging
specific political outcomes. This study suggests that intervention of external actors may also take place due to a vested interest in the economic
outcomes of the conflict, a less popular stance in past research.
The study contains examples of past interventions by powerful, oil-dependent states in domestic or regional conflicts of oil-producing states—such
as the U.S. in Guatemala and Indonesia, or the UK and USSR in the Nigerian civil war. The authors then compare these interventions to those of
the top oil exporters of the time—the Gulf States of Bahrain, Oman, Qatar,
Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates. Their research shows, even
with comparable military spending and capabilities, the oil-secure states
were much less inclined to intervene in foreign conflicts than their oil-dependent counterparts.
In fact, throughout the entire scope of their study (1945-1999), the only
documented intervention by an oil rich state was Saudi Arabia’s 1962
involvement in Yemen, which lacked any known oil reserves until production started in 1985. Non-intervention was not limited to a certain region.
Other oil-producing countries of the time, such as Mexico and Indonesia,
also supported the position of non-intervention in civil wars. More recently, Saudi Arabia has been involved in the Yemen conflict, but any oil related
motivations by Saudi Arabia are still to be determined.
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Another benefit of this study was the illustration of the frequency by which
oil-dependent countries intervene in the civil conflicts of oil-rich states.
The authors show that the common justification of spreading freedom and
democracy used by oil-dependent nations is in fact hiding the more likely
goals of rearranging political stability or leadership to their advantage.
This work gives credence to the proverbial ‘thirst for oil’ displayed by most
militarized countries. This ‘thirst for oil’ motivation, although often misunderstood or repeated without factual support, is validated by substantial
evidence provided in this study on the possible resource-driven motives
behind outside party intervention, aimed at tilting the economic outcomes
of war in their favor.

The research shows
that third-party
intervention is up to
100 times more likely
when:
a) the country at war
has large reserves of
oil;
b) the foreign
intervener has a
higher demand for oil.

11
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RELEVANCE

TALKING
POINTS

Considering past conflicts in oil-rich areas, especially
the Middle East, this study is timely in the way it provides
evidence for the often-assumed motivation behind
third-party intervention. Going to war for oil is a common belief held by many when reflecting on the motives
behind U.S. foreign policy. If the findings of this study
are more widely known, then the argument behind this
belief may gain more traction. In particular, U.S. administrations and representatives can be challenged in their
justifications for going to war.

E
E
E

Nations are 100 times more likely to go to war when
there is oil.
Nations are 100 more likely to go to war if they have
higher demand for oil than their opponent.
Nations are more likely to go to war with an oil-rich state
when there is a lack of local competition.

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Practitioners, policy makers and the media can
use this information to inform their audiences of
the direct, proven link between oil and a nation’s
likelihood to intervene in a civil war. If more people become aware of the true motivations behind
third-party intervention, there can be an expected
decrease in war support and higher scrutiny of governments the next time there is talk of war.
12

Also, this research closely relates to our highlighted
analysis of The Whole Truth: A Proven decline in war
support when the alternatives come to light. If the
established connection between oil and war can be
integrated into the messaging campaign to promote
public awareness of nonviolent alternatives to war, and
the support of leaders who promote those alternatives,
there might be a drastic decrease in war support.
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Oil-rich dictatorships will not be
overthrown by armed rebellions
Source | Colgan, J. D. (2015). Oil, domestic conflict, and opportunities for democratization. Journal of Peace Research, 52(1), 3–16.

Key
words
Civil war E

This study explores two main arguments behind the Resource Curse:

democratization
resource conflict
resource curse
oil wars
dictatorships
autocracies

E

violent domestic conflicts occur more frequently in oil-producing
states than they do in non oil-producing states;
oil-producing states most commonly support autocratic regimes
(characterized by long lasting regimes and low levels of democracy)
than non oil-producing states.

The study is guided by the following question: If oil-rich states are prone
to violent conflict and are often run by autocratic governments, then why
don’t they experience a democratic shift in governance like oil-poor states
do after experiencing violent conflict?
The research uncovers a large gap in the way most people understand
the resource curse, as well as an encouraging example of the power of
nonviolent protest. The data shows that oil’s role in blocking the democratic shift generally occurs only when domestic revolt manifests itself in
a violent way. When the population of an oil-producing state calls for a
regime change in a nonviolent manner, there is a much greater chance for
a democratic shift than if their demands result in civil war or other forms
of violent protest.
Past studies have found that if more than one-third of a state’s export revenue is from oil, they are twice as likely to experience civil war than states
with lower oil exports. These findings are most commonly based on two
of the most prominent ways an oil-economy can stimulate rebel groups:
grievances and funding. The grievance hypothesis states that an oil economy creates strong grievances within the civilian population that can lead to
rebellion, such as inequality or poor economic, environmental or agricultural environments. The funding hypothesis states that rebels in oil-producing states have additional access to funding than those in nations with
little or no oil; therefore they are better equipped to wage war.

14
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The study suggests that although

Why, then, do rebels fight if they were less favored to win?

oil income can influence violent

There are two possible explanations:

motives of both the rebelling forces
and governments, the government
has an upper hand in fending off

E

more control over the oil revenue.
However, a government’s advan-

they were, they would be satisfied with some sort of compromise
such as a policy change or larger political representation;

any attempt of violent regime
change because they usually have

many rebel groups are not trying to effect regime change. Or even if

E

rebels may chose to fight without any political interest. In many
developing countries, joining a rebel group may be the best econom-

tage is weakened when they face a

ic option for individuals, especially when the group has access to oil

regime change through peaceful,

revenue.

nonviolent political methods.
As an example, a similar analysis of resource-related conflicts, found looting had a large role in over 75% of the studied cases. The Colombian rebel
group FARC extorted an estimated $140 million from their country’s oil
industry every year: enough to provide an average salary of over $10,000 to
every FARC rebel, four times the national average of $2,340.

The resource curse
suggests that a country
or region with an
abundance of natural
resources tends to
experience less
economic and social
development than
those without a surplus
of resources.
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TALKING
POINTS

16

This research provides an example of the effectiveness
of nonviolent protest. This is especially significant when
we consider the oil-producing capacity of the Middle
East and the various violent conflicts that have sprung up
against autocratic regimes of the region. This research
also provides insight into the often misunderstood or
under-represented motives of rebel groups, and how
focusing on those motives can help to avoid violence.

E

In oil-rich nations, governments have the upper hand
when opposition groups use violent forms of protest.

E

In oil-rich states, opposition groups have the upper hand
when they use nonviolent forms of protest.

E

Violent conflict can be avoided through negotiating with
opposition groups; who often don’t act with the goal
of regime change but rather to encourage some sort of
policy change or larger political representation.

E

Participation in some opposition groups can be
non-ideological. In many developing countries joining an
opposition group is the best or only economic opportunity, especially when the group has access to oil revenue.

JANUARY 2016 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Practitioners can incorporate this research into their programs when educating about nonviolent ways to effect change in a social or political environment. Evidence such as this could influence dissatisfied groups and
those working with them to pursue nonviolent means of addressing their political problems.
With regard to the economic incentives of violent civil conflict, advocating for a redistribution of foreign and
domestic aid in order to create alternative sources of income potentially limit those who turn to rebel groups
as an economic necessity.
Many rebel groups do not seek regime change, but often something much less costly to the government. By
creating a path to negotiation between autocratic regimes and rebel groups, violent conflict can be prevented
through a series of much smaller concessions.

to and from Obama) [CC BY 2.0
Photo Credit: Brian Glanz from Seattle (Message
via Wikimedia Commons
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0)],
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Digging deeper: Don’t blame your
resources, blame the environment
Source | Bretthauer, J. M. (2014). Conditions for Peace and Conflict Applying a Fuzzy-Set Qualitative Comparative Analysis to Cases of Resource Scarcity.
Journal of Conflict Resolution. 59(4), 593-616.

Key
words
resource scarcity
violent conflict
climate change
resource conflict

This article analyses the arguments linking resource scarcity to violent
conflict. It is structured around the assumption that by focusing on the
economic, political, and social conditions of a specific country, the relationship between resource scarcity and violent conflict could be better
explained. The author argues that certain conditions in recourse-scarce
countries can explain why violent conflict may break out, and arranges
these conditions into three hypotheses:

E
E
E

a country that shows high levels of corruption, weak political
institutions or excluded ethnic groups will experience violent conflict;
a country with high poverty and/or high levels of agricultural
dependence will experience violent conflict;
a country that experiences violent conflict has a low level of human
ingenuity.

These hypotheses were tested by examining thirty-one countries with
limited resources: fifteen that experienced violent conflict and sixteen that
didn’t experience violent conflict.
Interestingly, the findings pointed to two lesser-known factors of violent
conflict in resource-scarce countries: agricultural dependency and higher
education. The author found that agricultural dependence, poverty, and
low attendance of higher education (i.e. universities, colleges, trade or
technical training) are strong indicators for violent conflict. Comparably,
agricultural independence and increased attendance in higher education
are strong indicators that a resource-scarce country will not experience
violent conflict.
Furthermore, ties between climate change and violent conflict were found.
The research showed that a country’s dependence on agriculture is directly related to their vulnerability to climate change. If the changing climate
further lowers agricultural yields, then an already desperate country or region would be in dire need of additional food and economic aid, providing
greater incentive to use violent methods to obtain their agricultural needs.
18
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food for all) [CC BY 2.0
Photo Credit: Oxfam East Africa (4. Sustainable
via Wikimedia Commons
2.0)],
es/by/
/licens
ons.org
vecomm
/creati
(http:/

Agricultural
dependence, poverty,
and low attendance of
higher education
(i.e. universities,
colleges, trade or
technical training)
are strong indicators
for violent conflict.
Comparably,
agricultural
independence and
increased attendance
in higher education
are strong indicators
that a resourcescarce country will
not experience violent
conflict.
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RELEVANCE

The research ties environmental concerns and the
importance of higher education to the field of Peace
and Conflict Studies. Although the article doesn’t address the overall question of whether resource scarcity
causes conflict, related contributing factors suggest a
connection —a resource-scarce country’s dependence
on agriculture contributes to an increased probability of
violent conflict.
Education is considered a universal human right and
draws generous funding in the humanitarian aid world.
More attention can be drawn to the education-conflict
correlation, especially the benefit of continuing education to higher levels.

TALKING
POINTS

E

In resource-scarce countries, agricultural dependence
and poverty contribute to violent conflict.

E

In resource-scarce countries, agricultural independence
decreases the likelihood of violent conflict.

E

In resource-scarce countries, low attendance levels in
higher education contributes to violent conflict.

E

In resource-scarce countries, high attendance levels
in higher education decreases the likelihood of violent
conflict.

, Sudan. UN Photo/
Photo Credit: Photo ID 468142. 27/03/2011. Rounyn
oto
org/ph
media.
Albert Gonzalez Farran. www.unmulti
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS

This study provides evidence of the link between the
environment and conflict. More attention could be given
to the agricultural sustainability of conflict prone areas
by increasing agricultural training programs and redirecting funding to related projects. In that regard humanitarian and development organizations benefit from the
insights. Additional benefit could be seen in encouraging
education beyond the secondary (high school) level. This
could be applied in tandem with the above initiatives by
supporting agriculture related technical training in addition to increased access to higher education.
21
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Resources and conflict:
Reframing the debate

Source| Koubi, V., Spilker, G., Böhmelt, T., & Bernauer, T. (2014). Do natural resources matter for interstate and intrastate armed conflict?
Journal of Peace Research, 51(2), 227-243.

Key
words
civil war

resource conflict
resource scarcity
resource curse

In addition to the complex debate over natural resources’ role in violent
conflict, there are many underlining sub-debates on the topic. One is centered on quantity: whether or not the abundance or scarcity of resources
affects a particular outcome.
This study summarizes the two arguments as follows:

E
E

an increase in scarcity or decrease in access to resources can cause
conflict;
an abundance of, or lack of control over, natural resources can lead
to conflict (see: Resource Curse). The authors suggest that although
these arguments have been thoroughly debated in the academic
arena, the structure and scope of past research has been inadequate
in defining a solid link between conflict and natural resources.

Twenty-six different studies on the resource-conflict argument are examined: 10 on resource scarcity and conflict and 16 on resource abundance
and conflict. The authors conclude there is still little to no convincing
evidence supporting the connection between resource scarcity and conflict,
and only slightly more evidence supporting the relationship between resource abundance and conflict. The study then suggests that when resources play a role in violent conflict it is most likely due to issues revolving
around the existence or control over resources rather than their absence.
The authors suggest a complete overhaul of the way in which the resource-conflict link is studied. Most of the past research has paid little
attention to how most measurable factors vary by country, region, time
period and social and economic environments. Therefore, because many of
these variables have been ignored in past research, it makes comparing the
findings of different studies difficult.

22
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ed by Markos90) [CC BY 2.0
Photo Credit: Neekoh.fi (Oil and water Upload
via Wikimedia Commons
2.0)],
es/by/
/licens
(http://creativecommons.org

The authors argue that attention
should be paid to creating more encompassing datasets that reflect the
current nature of armed conflict.
Currently civil conflict and civil
wars are listed in common datasets
as the only applicable type of violent
conflict. However, if larger pools
of information are collected that
include more contemporary forms
of violent conflict (i.e. terrorism,
non-state or institutional violence,
demonstrations, riots) the information gained would be of greater
value and more accurately represent
the current state of global affairs.

23
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RELEVANCE

Studies on resource scarcity or abundance and conflict
are considered outdated and inadequate for the social
realities. There needs to be better awareness of the
uniqueness of each conflict, and the multitude of influential factors. Analyzing conflict within its specific dynamic
social context then becomes a key task for theorists and
practitioners.
The current body of work provides little evidence that
resource scarcity causes conflict and only slightly more
showing resource abundance is associated with conflict,
though neither argument is clear or wholly persuasive.

TALKING
POINTS

24

E

There is more evidence to suggest that an excess of
resources can lead to conflict, than too little resources.

E

Armed conflict is likely to increase resource dependence,
since political leaders can use the profit from the resources to fund their militaries or continue oppression.

E

Every conflict needs to be examined within its own
dynamic social context in order to understand the role
natural resources play.

JANUARY 2016 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS

This article illustrates an opportunity to expand on current research and address the resource-conflict question
on a more case-by-case basis, with the social context of
research studies taking a more prominent role.
Practitioners and researchers should examine indicators
that are specific to a single conflict, as well as recurring
regional conflicts. Compiling a dataset of individual triggers and the social and political environments specific
to each conflict could be valuable in identifying patterns
and methods of prevention.
The current datasets are insufficient in explaining all areas of
violent conflict. Therefore, there would be value in constructing a new resource that encompasses contemporary
forms of violence, including state and non-state aggression.

/creativecommons.org/licenses/

Photo Credit: Ton Rulkens [CC BY-SA 2.0 (http:/
by-sa/2.0)], via Wikimedia Commons
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The Peace Science Digest is a product of the War Prevention Initiative

OUR VISION
OUR MISSION
OUR CORE
VALUES

Our vision is a world beyond war by 2030 and humanity united by a global system of peace with justice.
Our mission is to advance the Global Peace System by supporting, developing and collaborating with
peacebuilding efforts in all sectors of society.
Nonviolence – We promote strategic and principled nonviolent solutions over any kind of armed conflict.
Empathy – We view social problems through the eyes of others and respectfully communicate with each
other in the pursuit of mutual understanding.
Planetary loyalty – We consider ourselves global citizens, living in harmony with humanity and nature.
Moral imagination – We strive for a moral perception of the world in that we: (1) imagine people in a web
of relationships including their enemies; (2) foster the understanding of others as an opportunity rather
than a threat; (3) pursue the creative process as the wellspring that feeds the building of peace; and (4) risk
stepping into the unknown landscape beyond violence

AREAS OF FOCUS

WE SUPPORT

Support Rotary International’s focus on peace by aiding the Rotarian Action Group for Peace with human,
logistical and content-related resources.
Support development of effective strategies to convince Americans that the United States should not
promote war, militarism or weapons proliferation, but rather embrace conflict resolution practices that
have been shown to prevent, shorten, and eliminate war as viable alternatives to local, regional and global
conflicts.
Support building grassroots social movements seeking a world beyond war.

WE EDUCATE

Actively contribute to peace science and public scholarship on war prevention issues.
Share information and resources with multiple constituencies in an understandable manner.
Provide evidence-based information on peace and conflict issues with immediately potential doable
policy advice to public policy makers.
Advance the understanding and growth of the Global Peace System.

WE ENGAGE

Convene national and international experts in ongoing constructive dialog on war prevention issues via
our Parkdale Peace Gatherings.
Connect likely and unlikely allies to create new opportunities.
Participate in peacebuilding networks and membership organizations.

UNDERLYING
ASSUMPTIONS

We are at a stage in human history where we can say with confidence that there are better and more
effective alternatives to war and violence.
A Global Peace System is evolving.
Poverty, employment, energy, education, the environment and other social and natural factors are interconnected in peacebuilding.
Peace Science and Peace Education provide a path to a more just and peaceful world.
Multi-track diplomacy offers a sectoral framework for creating peacebuilding opportunities
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