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WHY THE DIGEST IS NECESSARY
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, its impact, and the 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 its many beneficiaries.
The Peace Science Digest is formulated to enhance awareness of scholarship 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.
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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.
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A NOTE FROM THE EDITORS
Dear Readers,
It is our pleasure to introduce Volume 2, Issue 3, of the Peace Science Digest.
As always, our analysis touches on a range of topics in the field of peace and conflict studies. While not all will directly relate to your
areas of interest or practice, we strive to provide engaging summaries of relevant research supplemented by thought-provoking
practical analysis and reflection on contemporary relevance.
This issue, for example, examines research that helps us rethink our assumptions about security, violence, and development, urging us
to look at these notions from the perspectives of those being “secured.” Next, by looking at a study on levels of short- and long-term
quality of life after military intervention, we highlight additional perspectives on how war harms civilians—and offer viable nonviolent
alternatives to military intervention. Through the examination of local entrepreneurship and peacebuilding in post-war Sri Lanka, we
learn about effective economic development programs that empower business owners and provide sustainable, local avenues to
economic security. In the next analysis, we consider two different studies—one on Nigerian responses to Boko Haram and MEND in
Nigeria and one on Kenya's responses to Al-Shabaab. The studies underscore the counterproductive effects of military counterterrorism
strategies in sub-Saharan Africa. Finally, we look at college-level experiential learning activities and their utility in helping students
internalize abstract theoretical concepts related to global complexity and conflict, helping them become more effective conflict
resolution practitioners.
Despite the diversity of topics, some common themes emerge: the importance of viewing conflict and security through the perspectives
and daily experiences of the most marginalized among us; a recognition of the different positions we occupy within local and global
power structures; the complexity of conflicts and the multidimensionality of conflict actors; the unpredictable (and long-term) effects of
military action/violence; and the way in which the frames we use matter for how we respond to particular threats or conflicts.
As always, we are excited to continue providing accessible and useful Peace Science analysis to our audience—analysis that can be used
to inform and strengthen arguments and action against many of today’s harmful policies and institutions working to slow the progress
of peace and justice. Peace Science has a crucial role to play, as it can inform peace advocates in their respective contexts of practice.
As an organization, we are committed to playing our role in ensuring that policies and actions harmful to humans and the planet are
resisted nonviolently—and effectively.
As a friendly reminder, print subscriptions of the Peace Science Digest are now available and can be shipped around the world. To
receive the Digest directly in your home or office, please visit us at PeaceScienceDigest.org.
To our readers who have opted into a print subscription, thank you for your confidence and support.
Your Peace Science Digest Editorial Team

Patrick Hiller
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Rethinking Security, Violence, and
Development from the Margins

Source | Luckham, R. (2017). Whose violence, whose security? Can violence reduction and security work for poor, excluded and vulnerable people? Peacebuilding, 5(2), 99-117.

Key
words

security
violence
war
peacebuilding
development

Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs)

human security
inequality

There is a general sense in the international development and
peacebuilding fields that all good things go together—in particular, that
security, peace, and development all reinforce one another. This consensus
shows up in the UN’s Sustainable Development Goal 16 (SDG 16), which is
to “promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable development”
and “significantly reduce violence and related death rates everywhere.”
While on its face a laudable goal, its broad strokes eclipse the various
ways violence and insecurity can be experienced, as well as the multiple
tensions existing between security and development and within different
approaches to security itself. Critiquing mainstream thinking on these
matters, the author asks what it might mean to understand security from
the lived experiences of those being “secured,” especially those living on
the margins of society.
The author begins by identifying and contesting the assumptions behind
SDG 16: that 1) violence in all its forms is similar enough to be treated as
one phenomenon, 2) violence can be measured and assessed in terms of
causes and effects, 3) violence “unsettles established political and social
orders” and is therefore linked to weak states, 4) violence is “the polar
opposite of security,” and 5) security is a precondition of development
(and insecurity its inverse). He instead suggests paying greater attention
to the specificities of multiple forms of violence in different contexts,
their relationships to power structures and inequality, and the far from
straightforward ways in which violence and development are related.
Cataloguing diverse forms of violence—from civil war to ideologically
motivated “globally and regionally networked violence” to “rape, domestic

Continued Reading:
Sustainable Development Goals

http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainabledevelopment-goals/

The Never-Ending War in Afghanistan
By Andrew J. Bacevich, The New York Times,
March 13, 2017 https://www.nytimes.com/2017/03/13/

opinion/the-never-ending-war-in-afghanistan.html?_r=0

violence and homophobic violence”—the author outlines seven defining
attributes of violence, even if these manifest differently under different
circumstances. First, violence is usually woven into moral frameworks
and understood in moral terms, despite—or perhaps because of—the
physical harm/terror it inflicts. Second, violence creates new social roles
and relationships between people, distinct from but related to those that
exist during peacetime. Third, violence is inherently unpredictable in
its effects. Fourth, violence is a form of communication, so part of its

6

JULY 2017 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

“power” comes from how it is represented and interpreted. Fifth, there are
inevitably tensions between the means of violence and the (often laudable)
ends for which it is employed, as violence usually sets into motion its own
destructive cycles that diverge from its intended effects. Sixth, violence
and protection from violence are both deeply related to identity. Finally,
violence—even when challenging current power structures—“often
reinforces inequalities and is inherently antidemocratic” because it
concentrates power in the hands of those wielding its tools.
After distinguishing between different forms of violence, the author
outlines opposing approaches to understanding the relationship between
development and violence: the mainstream one, which sees violence as
the antithesis of development, symptomatic of fragile state/institutional
structures, and the critical one, which sees violence as actually “inherent
in the development enterprise,” capable of creating as well as destroying
wealth, and implicated in the state itself.
Similarly, the author sets out two conceptions of security that are in
tension. The first is state-centric security, focused on simply reducing
overt violence—but without transforming the underlying causes, thereby
reinforcing unequal power structures. The second conception is what the
author calls “security in the vernacular,” focused on people’s protection
from violence and other “existential risks” and the transformation of
the conditions that enable these, as judged by the everyday evaluations
of those who are “secured” or “developed.” While the author argues that
marginalized people’s own definitions/experiences of security should
be foregrounded, he also contends that state-centric visions of security
are necessary for providing the minimal social order needed to ensure
“security in the vernacular.” While in some ways it might seem obviously
“good” to focus on the needs of regular people, doing so is fraught—in
part because different voices might tell very different, even contradictory,
security stories with which policy-makers must contend. Some of these
voices may even support activities that put others’ security at risk, as
when communities reinforce traditional practices threatening women or
minority groups. So, while the way forward is not entirely clear, attention
to the questions “whose security?” and “whose peace?”, as well as to
local, national, and global power structures, is necessary to facilitate more
inclusive and transformative approaches to security and peacebuilding.

Sustainable
Development Goals:
“also known as
Global Goals, build
on the success of the
Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs) and aim
to go further to end all
forms of poverty. The
new Goals are unique in
that they call for action
by all countries, poor,
rich and middle-income
to promote prosperity
while protecting the
planet. They recognize
that ending poverty
must go hand-in-hand
with strategies that build
economic growth and
addresses a range of
social needs including
education, health, social
protection, and job
opportunities, while
tackling climate change
and environmental
protection.”
UN, “The Sustainable Development Agenda,”
Sustainable Development Goals,
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/
development-agenda/.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
This article encourages us to examine what we mean when we talk about “war
prevention” or “security,” as well as the unspoken assumptions that may inform our
beliefs about fundamental relationships between violence, security, and development.
It prods us to investigate why we might privilege “war” as a special concern over
other forms of violence like gang-related gun violence or domestic violence—or
forms of structural violence, like malnutrition or death from preventable disease.
Furthermore, it makes us think critically about the effects of seemingly benign
interventions for “development” or “security,” such that we must always ask, “security
or development for whom?” Recent cases of Chinese dam construction and mass
displacement or U.S. oil/gas pipeline construction on historically Native lands highlight
ways in which “development” and “security” do not always go hand in hand; it
depends on where you stand and who you are, as there are always winners and losers
with such projects. So, on the one hand, this is why attention to “security in the
vernacular” is so important, as it foregrounds these marginalized realities. On the other
hand, as the author notes, it is not this straightforward—simply look at security from
the perspective of affected people—because these affected people may themselves
disagree and experience security effects differently. Who actually represents “local”
security concerns, and how should any conflict or disagreement over what constitutes
“security” be adjudicated? Thinking back to the Arab Spring, there were multiple cases
where different local activists (in Syria or Libya, for instance) were in turn calling for
external military intervention or entreating foreign countries not to intervene, lending
local legitimacy to arguments in the international community both for and against
military intervention. So, the real importance of this research lies in its reminder of the
inherently political nature—meaning to do with conflict and power and decisions about
who wins and who loses—of security and development, matters that many of us would
assume transcend politics.
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TALKING POINTS
E

Questioning assumptions about violence, security, and development draws
attention to multiple forms of violence as manifested in different contexts, their
relationships to power and inequality, and the far from straightforward ways in
which violence and development are related.

E

Diverse forms of violence still share defining characteristics, including the way
violence is often understood in moral terms; its unpredictable and unintended
effects; its role as a form of communication; and its antidemocratic and
inegalitarian nature.

E

Contrary to mainstream views on the relationship between violence and
development, violence can actually be seen as inherent in both development
and the state and as capable of creating as well as destroying wealth,
depending in part on who benefits from wartime economies.

E

Greater attention is needed to the questions, “whose security?” and “whose
peace?” and to “security in the vernacular”—people’s everyday assessments of
their own security needs and the transformation of the conditions that enable
violence and other threats.

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
The most apparent practical implication of this research is to help people think
more critically about the assumptions they make about violence, security, and
development and pay greater attention to the experiences and judgments of
those being “secured” or “developed.” Peace activists, journalists, policy-makers,
and educators can encourage their colleagues, readers, and students to examine
their own assumptions along these lines, to ask how violence, security, and
development might be experienced differently by those differently positioned in
local/global power structures, and to encourage discussion based on the author’s
seven defining characteristics of violence. Many of the characteristics of violence
the author identifies upset widespread, but little-investigated, assumptions about
the operation and effectiveness of violence—assumptions that make military
action (and other forms of political violence) a default and seemingly necessary
tool in conflict. Broader critical discussion of these flawed assumptions—and of
the author’s findings related to violence—will make more apparent the practical
failings of military action (Exhibit A: the U.S. war in Afghanistan—broadly viewed
at the time as a necessary response to the attacks on 9/11—now in its sixteenth
year, stalemated, with the terrorism it was meant to combat still going strong),
depleting the force of arguments in favor of its use.
9
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Human Costs of Military Intervention
Source | Kisangani, E. F., & Pickering, J. (2017). The human consequences of foreign military intervention. Defence and peace economics, 28(2), 230-249.

Key
words

military intervention
quality of life
costs of war

Continued Reading:
The True Costs of Humanitarian
Intervention: The Hard Truth About a
Noble Notion
By Benjamin A. Valentino. Foreign Affairs.
November, 2011.
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/2011-10-17/truecosts-humanitarian-intervention

Military Intervention: Who Looks
Before They Leap?
By Aaron Rapport. Political Violence @ a
Glance. August 12, 2015.

http://politicalviolenceataglance.org/2015/08/12/militaryintervention-who-looks-before-they-leap/

Moralizing Military Intervention
By Richard Falk. Transcend Media Service.
November 14, 2016. https://www.transcend.org/

tms/2016/11/moralizing-military-intervention/

10

Over recent decades there has been a push in the academic community
to understand more about the human consequences of armed conflict.
This study seeks to add to that understanding by analyzing past foreign
military interventions and their influence on short- and long-term quality
of life in the areas directly affected by war. Previous studies have found
that armed conflict, of any size or scope, is detrimental to short-term
quality of life during and directly after the violence occurs. However, there
is some disagreement regarding the long-term consequences of military
intervention and the lasting effect on quality osf life after armed conflict
has subsided. This research investigates whether large-scale (1000+ armed
forces) foreign military interventions have positive or negative effects
on physical quality of life (PQOL) in conflict areas, as well as whether
these effects can be explained by the character of the target government
(democratic or non-democratic).
The distinction between democratic and non-democratic governments is
important because the authors argue that people living under democratic
governments are more likely to have higher PQOL due to a system of
government that holds political leaders accountable to their constituents.
Thus, when quality of life decreases, people living in a democracy have a
direct line to their representatives to voice their grievances and/or remove
elected officials from power. Alternatively, non-democratic governments
offer little to no political representation or avenues to voice grievances.
Power is usually held by a limited few who often lack the incentive to
deliver adequate public services or build the infrastructure needed to
increase quality of life for their citizens. Noting the differences between
democracies and non-democracies, the authors speculate that PQOL
will show the most improvement when military intervention leads to
government transition from non-democracies to democracies—leading the
authors to the following hypotheses:
1. In democratic target countries, large-scale foreign military
interventions reduce physical quality of life (PQOL) both during and
after the intervention.
2. In non-democratic target countries, large-scale foreign military
interventions reduce physical quality of life (PQOL) in the short
term but improve it in the long run.
To test their hypotheses, the authors use the International Military
Intervention dataset to account for every foreign military intervention
between 1960 and 2005, with over 1,000 “boots on the ground” soldiers,
explicitly challenging a government or its policies. In this time period,
a large-scale military intervention occurred nearly every year, and many
years during the 1960s, 1970s, and 2000s saw up to five interventions per
year. The authors then identify six key ways in which foreign military
intervention can directly reduce PQOL in target countries, although they
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note there are many more ways armed conflict can affect
a local population. Areas directly involved in combat are
most likely to see decreases in PQOL, but problems often
reverberate across the country depending on the length
and severity of the conflict.
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1. Intervention can weaken a target government and other domestic
institutions, reducing their ability to provide public services or
forcing the government to redirect PQOL resources to the military.
2. Intervention can damage physical infrastructure (hospitals,
schools, roads, industrial plants, communication networks, etc.).
Public health will diminish if access to providers is disrupted,
literacy rates will go down when schools are destroyed, and access
to goods and services will be affected when roads are blocked.
3. Intervention can produce internally displaced people that can
overwhelm operating health and education services.
4. Intervention can lead to a breakdown in the rule of law,
potentially increasing the rate of looting, violence, and other
criminal activity.
5. Intervention can damage the local environment, reducing access
to potable water and arable land.
6. Consequences of any of the above may result in physical and/or
psychological trauma.
The physical quality of life (PQOL) is determined by following available
data on life expectancy, literacy rates, and infant mortality before and after
the interventions take place. They also include gross domestic product
(GDP) per capita due to the observed positive effect financial resources
have on quality of life. The military interventions are then examined to
identify correlations between PQOL and the democratic/non-democratic
nature of the target government.
The results of the study show that, in both democracies and nondemocracies, PQOL decreases during and directly after a foreign military
intervention. The distinction between democracies and former nondemocracies emerges, however, in long-term trends: while democracies'
PQOL growth rates are gradual and level out once these countries have
re-attained their pre-intervention PQOL levels, former non-democracies
experience steep PQOL growth rates well after their pre-intervention PQOL
levels have been surpassed. In democracies, once PQOL levels are back
at pre-intervention levels, annual PQOL growth rates remain similar to
growth rates before intervention. This is most likely due to the established
governmental systems and the physical and social infrastructure common
in more democratic governments, which translates to higher baseline PQOL
levels. In former non-democracies, military intervention reduces PQOL in
the short term but boosts annual PQOL growth in the long term. In former
non-democracies, the annual PQOL growth rate averages 68% higher than
the growth rate before military intervention. The authors argue that this is
most likely due to the reformation or removal of ineffective and/or brutal
governments that were targeted by the military intervention. With the old
government out of the way, a potentially more democratic government can
provide increased access to the services and infrastructure that allow for
greater quality of life.
11
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
It is important to note the military interventions of the last 12 years that are absent
from this article’s data set. According to this research, in the years following a foreign
military intervention there is a marked increase in physical quality of life in former
non-democracies. However, almost all contemporary cases of military intervention,
including those in Libya, Iraq, Yemen, and Syria (some of which, as air wars, wouldn’t
meet this study’s criteria for a “military intervention”), have experienced an uptick
in violence and instability and a corresponding decrease in quality of life. Likewise,
recent attempts of foreign military intervention to force regime change also lack
successful outcomes or apparent exit strategies—to say nothing of the fact that
removing a party or person from power through violent force is a particularly
ironic path to justice when the goal or justification for an intervention is to prevent
extrajudicial crimes in the first place. History, and academic scrutiny, has shown that
military intervention will make the overall situation worse and reduce the prospects
for constructive conflict transformation. Moreover, while lives might be saved
somewhere, additional lives will be taken—a military intervention will always take
innocent lives. Finally, one must also consider if all viable nonviolent alternatives
to a military intervention have been thoroughly examined and applied. One can
certainly argue that using those instead of military intervention would have a higher
likelihood of improving PQOL in the short and long run.

TALKING POINTS
E

Between 1960 and 2005, 106 countries have suffered reduced quality of life due to
foreign military interventions.

E

In both democracies and non-democracies, foreign military interventions reduce
physical quality of life to 20% of what it was before the intervention.

E

In former non-democracies, the annual growth rate of physical quality of life
post-intervention is 68% higher than before military intervention—most likely due
to the reformation or removal of ineffective and/or brutal governments.

12
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS

• Arms embargoes
• Ending all military aid
• Civil society support, nonviolent actors
• Sanctions
• Working through supranational bodies (e.g. UN, ICC)

The factors measured in this study represent access to services that may improve

• Ceasefires

quality of life, but only for those left alive to benefit from them. This study does

• Aid to refugees (relocate/improve proximal camps/

not address the severe social, economic, and emotional toll that arises from

repatriate)

the loss of life due to foreign military interventions. Although foreign military

• Pledging no use of violence

interventions may push former non-democracies to higher PQOL growth than

• Withdrawal of military

experienced before intervention, the social and economic burden of a decreased

• Nonviolent conflict workers

population from civilian and military deaths, the destruction of infrastructure, the

• (Transitional) justice initiatives

multi-generational trauma, and the years required to rebuild, come at a cost that

• Meaningful diplomacy

can never be justified.

• Conflict resolution framework
• Inclusive good governance

Furthermore, the potential for PQOL growth should not be construed as a

• Confronting violence-supporting beliefs

justification for intervention or a positive outcome. What went unsaid in this

• Increasing women’s participation in social and

research are the many nonviolent alternatives to intervention that have proven to

political life

be much more effective than violence, with drastically less human, economic, and

• Accurate information/fact-checking

social costs.

• Separating perpetrators from support base –

Ultimately, the most practical application for this research is to examine the utility

• Banning war profiteering

and morality of military intervention, at any scale. As late historian Howard Zinn

• Peacebuilding engagement; reframing the either/or

addressing the grey area

stated, “In between war and passivity there are a thousand possibilities.” With the

us/them choices

tremendous advances in the field of peace and conflict studies comes evidence

• Effective policing

that those possibilities work. If we don't use them, it is not because they are

• Nonviolent civil resistance

unavailable. The military option needs to be taken off the table, otherwise all the

• Information gathering and reporting

other approaches are directly undermined. Below is a non-exhaustive list of viable,

• Public advocacy

nonviolent alternatives to military intervention:

• Conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement
• Human rights mechanisms
• Humanitarian assistance and protection
• Economic, political and strategic inducements
• Monitoring, observation and verification
• Unarmed civilian peacekeeping

13
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Micro-Enterprise Development
and Peacebuilding in Sri Lanka

Source | Yoosuf, A. & Premaratne, S.P. (2017). Building sustainable peace through business linkages among micro-entrepreneurs: case studies of micro-enterprises
in the North of Sri Lanka. Journal of Peacebuilding & Development, 12(1), 34-48.

Key
words

peacebuilding
reconciliation
micro-enterprise
Sri Lanka
development
Continued Reading:
Sri Lanka’s Transition to Nowhere
By International Crisis Group, May 16, 2017,
https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/southasia/sri-lanka/286-sri-lanka-s-transitionnowhere

Post-War Reconciliation in Sri Lanka –
A Reality Check
By Jayadeva Uyangoda, Groundviews, July
15, 2016

http://groundviews.org/2016/07/15/post-war-reconciliationin-sri-lanka-a-reality-check/

Sri Lanka Accused of Waging ‘Silent
War’ as Tamil Land is Appropriated
by Army
By Sam Jones. The Guardian, May 29, 2015
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/2015/
may/28/sri-lanka-army-land-grabs-tamil-displacementreport-oakland-institute

Eight years ago, the Sri Lankan civil war came to a brutal conclusion,
with some 150,000 Tamil civilians trapped in the war zone and perhaps
one-tenth or more of them killed in the final onslaught as the Sri Lankan
Army decimated what remained of the Tamil Tigers, the Tamil nationalist
insurgency that had fought the government off and on for a quarter
century to gain control over a Tamil homeland in the North (and East) of
the country. Despite a seemingly decisive military victory, the country is
still struggling to achieve meaningful political reforms and reconciliation
among its Sinhalese majority and Tamil and Muslim minorities to address
the roots of the conflict, especially after years of violence between
those communities. One component of peacebuilding that must not
be overlooked, according to the authors, is economic development—
especially in light of the economic roots of the conflict. The authors cite
Abeyratne who argues that the conflict emerged out of the exclusion of
educated youth from economic opportunity, with ethnicity acting only
as a “mobilizing device” rather than as a “root cause.” As such, one key
aspect of peacebuilding must be ensuring that war-affected communities—
particularly Tamils living in the North—have access to resources to sustain
their livelihoods. The authors focus on one particular model of small-scale
economic development—the establishment of linkages between and support
for micro-entrepreneurs—and ask how such business linkages and support
activities can facilitate peacebuilding in Sri Lanka.
Examining the work of a specific organization called the Nucleus
Foundation, the authors selected five micro-entrepreneurs from northern
Sri Lanka who participated in the foundation’s activities to trace the effects
such participation had on their micro-enterprises and economic well-being.
While many micro-entrepreneurs in post-conflict contexts “operate in

Video:
The Causes of War and Conditions
of Peace
By David Cortright on Peace and War Research
https://youtu.be/U1_qXlLGX8k

complete isolation with little if any access to business development services,
financial services and information,” the Nucleus Foundation organizes
groups of micro-entrepreneurs from the same sector, providing them with
a small business counselor and facilitating business development activities
such as training programs, trade fairs, and networking events. Over the
course of such activities, relationships develop among same-sector microentrepreneurs themselves, as well as between these micro-entrepreneurs
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and various other entrepreneurs, service providers, suppliers, government
authorities, and even customers in other parts of the country. The five
participants the authors selected for interviews are representative of the
broader body of micro-entrepreneurs in the North, in terms of geography,
age, gender, and rural/urban location.
The authors found that the foundation’s activities—especially broadening
business networks and traveling outside of the North for various business
enrichment activities—helped micro-entrepreneurs “develop their micro-

Organizations:
The Nucleus Foundation www.nucleus.lk
One Earth Future www.oneearthfuture.org
The National Peace Council www.peace-srilanka.org
International Centre for Ethnic Studies www.ices.lk

enterprises, increase their income and further expand their businesses.” For
instance, Rani (all names have been changed), a 37-year-old war widow and
single mother who lost an eye during the war, had a small business cooking
and selling food items. Participating in multiple activities with the Nucleus
Foundation, which took her beyond the Northern Province for the first
time, she noted a “change” within herself, as she “observed the factories,
the machines, marketing strategies and new innovations,” and she also
valued the group problem-solving and support she experienced through
the project. Her profits, up one-hundred-fold since she began, exhibit
the change. Another micro-entrepreneur, Luxmi, a 54-year-old mother
who lost her home and land during the war, has been able to develop her
small business selling gingili oil. The contacts she made over the course of
multiple trade fairs and technical training programs throughout Sri Lanka
expanded the market for her products, which she now sells in Colombo as
well as in the North. Luxmi has refined her packaging and products to meet
the needs of this broader customer base and has also “found many friends
from different parts of the country,” some of whom “are able to advise
and guide [her] in [her] business.” All five micro-entrepreneurs profiled
experienced increased profits as a result of their participation. Furthermore,
all of them gained access to experiences and networks that they would not
have had they been operating alone.
The authors appear to make two claims with regard to the effect of such
business linkage activities on peacebuilding: first, that strengthening
micro-enterprises improves overall economic conditions in conflict-affected
areas, thereby “mitigating the causes of conflict,” and, second (the less
well-developed point), that developing business relationships and networks
with those from “other ethnic groups and cultures” contributes to social
reconciliation in Sri Lankan society.

Human security:
a concept popularized
in UNDP’s 1994 Human
Development Report that puts
individuals and groups at
the center of considerations
about security rather than
countries, outlined as, “safety
from such chronic threats
as hunger, disease and
repression” and “protection
from sudden and hurtful
disruptions in the patterns of
daily life—whether in homes,
in jobs or in communities.” It
comprises both freedom from
fear and freedom from want
and includes seven main
categories: economic security,
food security, health security,
environmental security,
personal security, community
security, and political security.
UNDP, Human Development Report (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1994), 23-25.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
Although Sri Lanka has largely fallen from international news headlines since
the end of the civil war in May 2009, this research calls to mind the long-term
peacebuilding work that continues long after the battles have been fought. People
need to rebuild their lives, often with family members no longer living, homes and
crops destroyed, years of schooling missed—decades of war marking their bodies
and their psyches and their communities. The legacy of war means different things
for people who are differently positioned in terms of geography, social identity, or
economic status. While this research could pay greater attention, therefore, to the
way in which power necessarily operates in “post-conflict” Sri Lanka and intersects
with economic development projects in often unsettling ways, it nonetheless
draws attention to the crucial issue of livelihoods—a fundamental concern that
must be addressed in every country to safeguard citizens’ human security, as well
as to make them less vulnerable to calls for violence. Still, grassroots economic
development itself is not enough to address the deep-seated grievances that
have emerged over years of violent conflict; even if ethnicity was originally only a
“mobilizing device” in the conflict, the experience of discrimination and violence
along ethnic/national identity lines has made its operation and implications all too
real for many people—with legacies that must be recognized and addressed, not
simply wished away.

TALKING POINTS
E

Since the civil war in Sri Lanka arguably emerged as a result of economic
forces, effective peacebuilding must involve economic development for waraffected communities, especially Tamils living in the North.

E

By participating in business development programs, micro-entrepreneurs
broadened their market base and increased profits by developing relationships
among themselves and with other business actors, government authorities,
and customers in other parts of the country.

E

Business linkage activities among micro-entrepreneurs may have two effects
on peacebuilding:

E

They improve overall economic conditions in conflict-affected
areas, thereby “mitigating the causes of conflict.”

E

They create relationships/networks across ethnic lines, thereby 		
contributing to social reconciliation.

Photo Credit: Tom Greenwood; Department of Foreign
Attribution 2.0 Generic (CC BY 2.0);
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Since the article only suggests—rather than demonstrates—the effects of business
linkage activities on peacebuilding in Sri Lanka, it is difficult to come to any real
conclusions about how best to facilitate peacebuilding along these lines. But,
on a broader level, the research reminds us of how multifaceted peacebuilding
is and how important it is to address economic—along with social and political—
aspects of peacebuilding and reconciliation in the wake of violent conflict. The
organization One Earth Future, for example, has recognized exactly this nexus
of economic development and peacebuilding in the organization’s programs in
Somalia (Shuraako) and Colombia (Paso Colombia). While much attention is given
to warfare, peace workers have their work cut out for them when the fighting
finally stops, as a country’s social, economic, and political fabric, torn apart by
years of war and mistrust, needs to be built up again and underlying grievances
need to be addressed.
While structural changes are absolutely necessary to meaningful conflict
transformation, there is also plenty to be done on the ground at the level of
individuals seeking ways to survive and even thrive—but also to live with one
another amid a legacy of violence and persistent inequalities and power disparities.
Those working in economic development can usefully draw on insights from
peacebuilding to make sure that efforts to build up livelihoods also forge links
across ethnic identity lines in the process, so participants in such programs can
build relationships with those they might otherwise stereotype as “oppressor” on
the one hand or “terrorist” on the other.

Conflict transformation: “a complex
process of constructively changing
relationships, attitudes, behaviours,
interests and discourses in violenceprone conflict settings… [and] ddress[ing]
underlying structures, cultures and
institutions that encourage and condition
violent political and social conflict.”
Berghof Foundation, ed., “Conflict Transformation—Theory, Principles, Actors,” Berghof Glossary
on Conflict Transformation (Berlin: Berghof Foundation, 2012), 23.
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Counterproductive Effects of Military
Counterterrorism Strategies
Sources | • Lind, J., Mutahi, P., & Oosterom, M. (2017). “Killing a mosquito with a hammer”: Al-Shabaab violence and state security responses in Kenya. Peacebuilding, 5(2), 118-135.
• Williams, D.U. (2016). The role of conflict resolution in counterterrorism in Nigeria: a case analysis of the Movement for the Emancipation of the Niger Delta (MEND) and
Boko Haram (BH). The Canadian Journal of Peace and Conflict Studies, 48(1-2), 173-202.
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Irregular warfare:
“A violent struggle among
state and non-state actors
for legitimacy and influence
over the relevant populations.
IW favors indirect and
asymmetric approaches,
though it may employ the
full range of military and
other capabilities, in order to
erode an adversary’s power,
influence, and will…
[I]t encompasses insurgency,
counterinsurgency, terrorism,
and counterterrorism…”
U.S. Department of Defense, Irregular Warfare
(IW) Joint Operating Concept (JOC), September
11, 2007, http://www.dtic.mil/doctrine/
concepts/joint_concepts/joc_iw_v1.pdf
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The widely acknowledged shift over the past half-century from traditional
warfare—where one country’s military confronts another’s on a clearly
designated battlefield—to so-called irregular warfare only further
highlights the shortcomings of military tools for addressing security
threats. Although countries tend to fall back on military action when
threatened, it is largely ineffective at countering terrorist or insurgent
groups, as numerous cases of failed military counterterrorism and
counterinsurgency can attest. Two studies focused on such cases in subSaharan Africa—Nigeria’s responses to both Boko Haram (BH) and the
Movement for the Emancipation of the Niger Delta (MEND) and Kenya’s
responses to Al-Shabaab—are examined here to flesh out some of the
weaknesses associated with military counterterrorism, in particular.
Nigeria: Boko Haram and MEND
The first article asks how terrorism can be most effectively countered. To
address her question with reference to Nigeria, the author engages in the
kind of conflict analysis she argues governments should engage in: a full
examination of the historical, political, and socio-economic context of the
conflict from which terrorist violence emerges. Critically assessing “war”
and “crime” framings of terrorism and offering a “conflict resolution”
frame instead, she argues that terrorism is best understood as strategic/
instrumental action to bring attention to grievances and put pressure on
adversaries. In this framing, terrorist groups are seen as multidimensional
and embedded in broader conflict systems and communities that may lend
support or provide recruits. According to the author, a conflict resolution
approach that engages members or supporters of terrorist organizations
in dialogue, taking into account their grievances, opens up more options
for action than war and/or crime framings do. In fact, in outlining the
Nigerian state’s various responses to both MEND and BH—and how these
responses interact with the groups’ motivations/grievances/objectives,
organizational structures, and funding sources—she points to the ways in
which military counterterrorism efforts have been ineffective and often
counterproductive.
For instance, military action against Boko Haram and surrounding
communities has often only created greater sympathy for the group within
those communities, facilitating further recruitment and at the same time
eroding trust between these communities and the Nigerian state. In other
words, only by looking at the conflict more broadly—and the grievances
that feed into support for and participation in terrorism—can one begin
to see why and how military action might be counterproductive. This
broader, context-informed view also suggests other inroads for influencing
the conflict and the use of terrorism, such as addressing the socioeconomic grievances that give rise to support for extremist movements
in the first place. While conflict parties that mobilize around rigid and
deeply held religious demands might seem impossible to negotiate with,
many underlying grievances including “perceptions of social exclusion,
discrimination, failed governance, frustrated expectations, and government
repression” can be addressed and negotiated, preventing further
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“radicalization.” That said, the author also notes the importance of taking
seriously the religious experience and belief of many conflict actors as
yet another entry point for engaging with them, as well as with religious
leaders who may influence and/or support these actors.
Although the author emphasizes the need for a context-specific conflict
resolution approach for dealing with terrorism, she ultimately argues that
this should be combined with limited military counterterrorism, as the
former is necessary to address root causes of the conflict so sustainable
peace can emerge, while the latter is necessary, she argues, to address
the conflict’s symptoms (violence) in the short term. Yet, she maintains
that “[c]ounterterrorism strategies of force provoke more violence from
terrorist groups, generate more conflicts, and worsen the situation rather
than solve existing problems.”
Kenya: Al-Shabaab
The second article highlights similar findings as the first: the
counterproductive effects of military counterterrorism; the importance
of critically assessing dominant frames shaping counterterrorism
responses and of understanding these responses in their broader historical
context; and the necessity of viewing conflict and security from multiple
perspectives. Focusing on the dynamics of the Kenyan state’s responses
to Al-Shabaab’s violence, the authors interviewed numerous civil society
and governmental actors who represented Kenyan state or Kenyan Somali/
Muslim perspectives and also analyzed national/international media sources.
The authors first highlight the dominant “external stresses” framing
employed by the Kenyan state to understand the threat of Al-Shabaab
violence, a discourse that casts what is inside Kenya as safe/secure and
what comes from outside as threatening. In this discourse, Kenya is seen as
an “island of peace” amid a broader context of external dangers—including
Al-Shabaab across its border in Somalia—that threaten its security. This
framing results in both an overemphasis on the external nature of AlShabaab violence (underplaying some of its sources within Kenya) and the
targeting of Somali and Muslim populations in Kenya as “external” threats
to the country. The latter is part of a longer history of unequal citizenship
for Kenyan Somalis and/or Muslims, populations that the colonial and
then post-colonial governments have tried to control through restricted
movement, forced villagization, identity screening, military coercion, and
collective punishment. Therefore, current military responses to Al-Shabaab
across the border in Somalia and repressive counterterrorism activities/
policies within Kenya have only strengthened Kenyan Somalis’ and
Muslims’ sense of alienation and victimization in relation to the Kenyan
state, grievances that are used by Al-Shabaab to gain support and recruits.
Indeed, the author notes that Kenya’s military operation against Al-Shabaab
in Somalia in 2011—though intended to protect Kenya from further
violence—resulted in greater numbers of Al-Shabaab attacks in Kenya,
including the Westgate Shopping Centre attack of 2013.
Therefore, in order to fully understand and effectively address AlShabaab violence in Kenya, the author argues, it is necessary to look at
security/insecurity from the perspectives of those most marginalized in
Kenyan society; doing so enables a recognition of the ways in which the
Kenyan state is itself often experienced as a threat by these populations,
which explains why its military operations against Al-Shabaab may be
counterproductive, as these often galvanize further support for the group.
In other words, the insecurity created by Al-Shabaab stems not from
“external stresses” alone but from the interaction between “external
stresses” and “internal stresses” (the history of state persecution against
Kenyan Somalis and Muslims upon which Al-Shabaab strategically builds).

Continued Reading:
Most Convicted Terrorists Are U.S.
Citizens. Why does the White House
Say Otherwise? By Phil Hirschkorn, PBS
NewsHour, March 12, 2017. http://www.pbs.org/
newshour/updates/convicted-terrorists-citizens/
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
The relevance of these cases extends beyond Nigeria and Kenya to other
countries struggling with how to respond to the threat of violence from terrorist
organizations. They remind us how common it is to fall back on the comfortable
framing employed by so many countries to justify their military policies (and
defense budgets) when contending with a range of threats (including terrorism):
inside = safe/peaceful; outside = threatening/violent. As convenient as it is, this
framing—like all discourses—comes with real implications for the kinds of policies
deemed possible and/or necessary. In the case of the U.S., it has meant repeated
attempts by the Trump administration to ban refugees and immigrants from several
Muslim-majority countries in the name of counterterrorism, as well as a surge in the
U.S. bombing campaign against ISIS (and a related rise in civilian casualties).
Not only is this framing inaccurate, but it also brings with it disastrously ineffective
and counterproductive policies. First of all, a majority of convicted terrorists in the
U.S. are, in fact, U.S. citizens; and, more generally, U.S. citizens commit crimes at
a higher rate than immigrants do. In other words, security threats clearly come
from “inside” as much as—if not more than—they come from “outside.” And, in one
particularly horrendous sub-set of violent crime in the U.S., mass shootings, white
males are by far the most common demographic responsible. Yet do we see calls
to round them up or profile them or collectively punish them? No, because we
know that these horrific acts of violence are the responsibility of the individuals
who commit them, not of the entire social identity group to which they belong. By
the same token, it is unjust to collectively punish or victimize—whether through
immigrant/refugee bans, military action, or other repressive policies—entire
religious or racial or national communities for the acts of a few of their members.
It is unjust—and it is strategically stupid and deeply counterproductive, as doing
so only fuels the violence that such actions are meant to eradicate. As Souad
Mekhennet, a journalist who has interviewed multiple members of groups such as
ISIS and al Qaeda, recently noted, ISIS has in fact “been cutting and pasting some
of the statements President Trump made during the campaign [about a “vicious”
response to ISIS, bringing back torture, a “Muslim ban,” etc.] and are using those in
order to show Muslims in the West, look, this is how Western leaders are thinking
about your religion and about you…using [them] for their recruitment.”

Photo Credit: Peretz Partensky; Attribution-ShareAlike
Emergency Surgical Center for War Victims
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
The studies examined here suggest a few main courses of action for concerned
citizens in affected countries to take. First, we must critically assess and break
down the dominant discourses that make “outsiders” into “threats”—or that make
some “insiders” into these “dangerous outsiders” (as when, for instance, Muslim
Americans are considered to be outside of the national “we”). Accordingly, we
must recognize the futility of policies that simply aim to keep “bad” people out and
accept that those willing to carry out acts of violence live among us, are of all races
and religions, and have a complex range of motivations and justifications that must
be addressed if this violence is to be prevented. As such, what is needed is the hard,
slow, steady work both of integrating diverse communities into the national “we”—
so members of all communities feel not alienated and victimized but connected,
supported, and accepted into the broader societal mosaic—and of funding mental
health initiatives that can give people the support they need to not become a
threat to others or themselves. (Sensible gun policies are of course also a key
priority, especially in the U.S. context.) This is how trying to understand security/
insecurity from the “margins” can actually assist in identifying new strategies for
dealing with this violence. Instead of taking repressive measures that simply feed
into and reinforce the narratives that justify participation in terrorism, we can
take actions that counter those narratives—and also support the dissemination of
counternarratives as voiced by credible figures within affected communities.
On a related note, we should see terrorist organizations not as monolithic or
isolated but as complex groupings of individuals who may hold onto the group’s
ideology with different levels of devotion and who are embedded within broader
communities that may or may not support them. Appreciating this complexity
provides a greater number of leverage points for those wishing to influence
members of terrorist organizations and also makes clear why addressing underlying
grievances can pull away broader sources of support, without which these
organizations could not function.
Finally, before promoting a mixed counterterrorism strategy that involves both
conflict resolution and military approaches (as advocated by one author noted
above), we should investigate more closely the potentially counterproductive
interaction between those two approaches—with even limited military action
possibly diminishing the gains made by efforts to reach out to terrorist group
members or supporters—and the tenacious assumptions about the effectiveness of
military action that inform such hybrid policies.

TALKING POINTS
E
E
E
E

Military action is often an ineffective and counterproductive tool for countering terrorism, as it fuels grievances of already marginalized communities,
feeding into narratives employed by terrorist groups and providing these groups with new recruits.
Framing terrorism as an “external threat” or as “war” or “crime” limits the options available for effectively addressing it.
To better understand and address terrorist violence, it is necessary to analyze terrorism as a tool (like other forms of political violence) for pursuing
interests in a broader conflict context and to view security/insecurity from the perspectives of those most marginalized in society.
Conflict resolution or peacebuilding approaches to confronting terrorism take the broader historical, political, and socio-economic context into
consideration and include engaging in dialogue with members of terrorist organizations and the communities that support them, addressing legitimate
grievances of these actors, and countering the alienation felt by those on the margins of society.
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Experiential Learning as a Tool for
Teaching About Global Complexity
and Conflict
Source | Romano, A., Hirsch, S., & Paczynska, A. (2017). Teaching about global complexity: Experiential conflict resolution pedagogy in higher education classrooms.
Conflict Resolution Quarterly, 34(3), 255-279.
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Conflicts are embedded within overlapping local, national, and global
structures of power. Accordingly, any intervention in a conflict can bring
unpredictable results, individual agency is hemmed in by larger forces, and
the nature of ethical action can be difficult to determine. These are crucial
insights for future conflict resolution practitioners to internalize, but for
many students they can seem too theoretical/abstract and difficult to grasp.
The authors, therefore, wish to investigate whether and how experiential
learning activities (ELAs) in the classroom might help students learn about
global complexity.
Over the course of a four-year research project, faculty and students from
George Mason University’s School for Conflict Analysis and Resolution
(S-CAR) developed and tested ten ELAs. The authors focus on the learning
outcomes of two of them in particular: a multi-day conflict simulation
called “Adding Fuel to the Fire” about the discovery of—and disputes
over—gas reserves in the eastern Mediterranean (involving multiple
countries, energy companies, environmental NGOs, and UN mediators)
and a one-session activity called “Mediated Perceptions” where students
examine a provocative photo from a conflict zone and then learn
progressively more information about its context and the photographer’s
background, causing them to revise their initial reactions.
The data analyzed to assess student learning in these activities included
some combination of pretests, posttests, assignments, and instructor
reflections. The researchers were especially interested in students’
recognition of two key theoretical insights: the relationships between local
and global processes/structures and the precarity experienced by many
embedded in these overlapping local/global processes/structures.
Overall, the authors found that these ELAs increased students’ engagement
and enhanced their understanding of global complexity. “Adding Fuel
to the Fire” involved intense negotiation among the various parties and
mediation/facilitation work on the part of the UN mediators, followed by a
debriefing session, enabling students to engage with multiple themes over
the course of the activity: tensions and alliances between various parties,
power inequalities between countries but also between state and non-state
actors, the role of international law and environmental norms in relation
to state sovereignty and power, the role of global capital, and overlapping
local and global structures/processes, creating “a complex set of constraints
and opportunities for actors.”
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“Mediated Perceptions” encouraged students to re-examine their
assumptions about different contexts and people based on the images
or narratives they consume and the information available to them,
with instructors pausing after each presentation of new information to
ask for interpretations and reflections. First, students were presented
with a disturbing image of a clearly starving child slumped over in the
foreground with a vulture sitting in the background. After being asked
to consider who was missing from the frame, they were successively
told that the photographer earned a Pulitzer Prize for the photograph but
also condemnation; that he committed suicide a month after this award;
that the child’s mother was nearby when the photo was taken and the
photographer chased away the vulture afterwards; that the photographer
was a white South African involved in anti-apartheid struggles; and that
his friend was killed just before he committed suicide. At each juncture,
students had to re-examine their previous assumptions about the
photograph, the child, the photographer, and themselves.
The students came away from the activity engaging with a few key issues/
insights: the need to know as much as possible about a context before
making judgments or intervening; the desire to be more critical in their
consumption of images/narratives, especially “iconic scenes of precarity,”
which they realized could be manipulated; an understanding of precarity
in global processes and people’s differential positioning in relation to local/
global power structures; a recognition of both their positioning within
constraining local/global structures and their limited ability to control
the effects of their “interventions”; and, finally, a related realization of
the dilemmas inherent in identifying responsible, ethical action amidst
complex, unpredictable, and uncontrollable local/global processes.
The authors close with some reflections on the importance of this greater
understanding of global complexity for students’ capacities to become
effective conflict resolution practitioners. First, those working in the
conflict resolution field must be aware of the interaction between the
“local” and the “global” to analyze the conflict’s situation within “multiple
overlapping legal, economic, political, and social structures” that constrain
possible actions/interventions, the various stakeholders, and the leverage
points available for resolving/transforming the conflict. Second, they
must be aware of the bearing power disparities have on their ability to
be accountable to various local/global actors and to identify what would
constitute “ethical and effective action” in a given conflict context. Third,
they must be able to reflect critically about their own identities, their own
positioning in relation to those they would like to “help,” and their own
limitations vis-à-vis intervening effectively in the conflict—and facilitate
the ability of others to engage in similarly difficult reflection.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
With so many voices out there trying to represent conflicts in simplistic “us-versusthem” terms, blaming entire ethnic, racial, religious, or national groups for the
actions of a handful of individuals, or blithely asserting “America First” in complete
ignorance—or disregard—of the inescapable connections that link the fates of
peoples and countries halfway across the world from each other, a focus on global
complexity and how to teach it is welcome and necessary. It is of course simple,
black-and-white thinking, clung to with certainty, that most easily justifies war (and
violence more generally)—and war also comes of the belief that we can somehow
control outcomes, make that enemy do our bidding. Once we start to acknowledge
that the “other side” is not monolithic but rather made up of various complicated
human beings with hopes and fears, loves and families; that what hurts you or
makes you feel insecure may ultimately come back to hurt me and make me feel
insecure; that there are myriad unintended consequences of any of our actions,
especially military actions—once we start to acknowledge all of this complexity—
then the call to violence makes less sense and is harder to justify.

TALKING POINTS
E

Experiential learning activities (ELAs) are effective tools for teaching—and helping
students internalize—abstract theoretical concepts related to global complexity
and conflict, as well as for helping students integrate theory and practice.

E

Through two ELAs in particular, students gained a greater appreciation for the
ways in which global and local processes/structures interact in a given context,
as well as the ways in which people are differently positioned—and therefore
differently precarious—in these local/global processes/structures.

E

The insights gained from the ELAs studied here are critical to students’ training as
future conflict resolution practitioners who must be able to do the following:

E

analyze a conflict’s broader local/global context and the constraints
it provides.

E

recognize the effects power disparities have on their ability to
identify ethical and effective interventions.

E

reflect critically on their own identities and positioning in relation to
those they wish to “help.”

24

JULY 2017 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
As the authors note, many of the insights gained from the two experiential learning
activities (ELAs) assessed here are critical to effective conflict resolution work.
Therefore, if educators wish to train students, community members, activists, or
professionals to become more effective conflict resolution practitioners—thereby
contributing to our collective ability to transform conflict away from violence
and towards peace and justice—they would be well advised to adopt some of the
pedagogically innovative activities discussed here. While there is certainly value in
assigning and discussing academic books and articles that explore the complex
theoretical concepts educators hope for their students to grasp—especially to
provide students with a vocabulary for engaging in an ongoing dialogue among
scholars on these questions—there is nothing quite like participating in deliberations,
in problem-solving, in negotiation, or in interpretation to help students arrive at a felt
realization of these same concepts.
To get the most out of these activities, educators should provide plenty of time for
debriefing, as this is the space where students can really articulate for themselves
what exactly it was that they discovered over the course of the activity. It is also the
space where educators can guide students through challenges as they process the
activity. The authors note, especially, that some students struggle with “complexity
fatigue,” “anxiety,” and a hopeless sense of “What can I do? I’m only one person?”
over the course of the activity. Educators should, therefore, think through how to
discuss these potential responses ahead of time, sharing with students that these are
common challenges experienced by conflict resolution practitioners in the field—
but that ultimately we all must choose to act even amid complexity, uncertainty, and
a recognition of our limited agency.

Photo Credit: War Prevention Innitiative
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TESTIMONIALS
This Magazine is where the academic field and the practitioners meet. It is the ideal
source for the Talkers, the Writers and the Doers who need to inform and educate
themselves about the fast growing field of Peace Science for War Prevention Initiatives!
John W. McDonald
U.S. Ambassador, ret.
Chairman and CEO, Institute for Multi-Track Diplomacy

As a longtime peace activist, I’ve grown weary of the mainstream perception that
“peace is for dreamers.” That’s why the Peace Science Digest is such as useful tool; it
gives me easy access to the data and the science to make the case for peacebuilding
and war prevention as both practical and possible. This is a wonderful new resource for
all who seek peaceful solutions in the real world.
Kelly Campbell
Executive Director, Oregon Physicians for Social Responsibility Co-founder,
9/11 Families for Peaceful Tomorrows

The Peace Science Digest is the right approach to an ever-present challenge: how do
you get cutting-edge peace research that is often hidden in hard-to-access academic
journals into the hands of a broader audience? With its attractive on-line format, easy
to digest graphics and useful short summaries, the Peace Science Digest is a critically
important tool for anyone who cares about peace – as well as a delight to read.”
Aubrey Fox
Executive Director, Institute for Economics and Peace

The field of peace science has long suffered from a needless disconnect between
current scholarship and relevant practice. The Peace Science Digest serves as a
vital bridge. By regularly communicating cutting-edge peace research to a general
audience, this publication promises to advance contemporary practice of peace and
nonviolent action. I don’t know of any other outlet that has developed such an efficient
forum for distilling the key insights from the latest scholarly innovations for anyone
who wants to know more about this crucial subject. I won’t miss an issue.
Erica Chenoweth
Professor & Associate Dean for Research at the Josef Korbel School of
International Studies at the University of Denver

Peace Science Digest is a valuable tool for translating scholarly research into practical
conclusions in support of evidence-based approaches to preventing armed conflict.
David Cortright
Director of Policy Studies at the Kroc Institute of International Peace Studies at the
University of Notre Dame

How many times are we asked about the effectiveness of alternatives to violent
conflict? Reading Peace Science Digest offers a quick read on some of the best research
focused on that important question. It offers talking points and summarizes practical
implications. Readers are provided with clear, accessible explanations of theories and
key concepts. It is a valuable resource for policy-makers, activists and scholars. It is a
major step in filling the gap between research findings and application.
Joseph Bock
International Conflict Management Program Associate Professor of International Conflict
Management, Kennesaw State University

"We must welcome the expansion of peace awareness into any and every area
of our lives, in most of which it must supplant the domination of war and violence
long established there. The long-overdue and much appreciated Digest is filling an
important niche in that 'peace invasion.' No longer will anyone be able to deny that
peace is a science that can be studied and practiced."
Michael Nagler
Founder of the Metta Center for Nonviolence
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RECOMMENDED SOURCES OF PEACE JOURNALISM
AND ANALYSIS:

PEACEVOICE
A peace and justice op-ed distribution
service and an extensive library of ready-to-publish commentary and op-eds written by peace
professionals, focusing on changing the U.S.
national conversation about the possibilities of
peace and justice and the destructive cycle of war
and injustice. PeaceVoice operates on the belief
that presenting academically informed opinions
that promote peace and nonviolent conflict
resolution provides the public one of the best,
and most absent, deterrents to war and injustice.
(www.peacevoice.info)

TRANSCEND
MEDIA SERVICE
A nonprofit peace network specializing
in exclusive analysis, research and policy commentary on local and global affairs. Topic areas
include political, economic and social issues; as
well as global insight on nonviolence, activism
conflict resolution and mediation.
(www.transcend.org/tms)

PEACE POLICY
A product of the University of Notre
Dame’s Kroc Institute for Peace Studies,
providing research-based insight, commentary,
and solutions to the global challenge of violent
conflict. Contributions include writing from
scholars and practitioners working to understand the causes of violent conflict and seeking
effective solutions and alternatives war and the
use of force.
(www.kroc.nd.edu/news-events/peace-policy)

OTHER WORDS
Distributor of no-cost commentary, opeds, columns and cartoons focused on empowering readers to become more engaged in issues
of local and global peace, justice, democracy,
economy and the environment.
(www.otherwords.org)

FOREIGN POLICY
IN FOCUS

POLITICAL VIOLENCE
@ A GLANCE

A “Think Tank Without Walls” connecting the research and action of 600+ scholars,
advocates, and activists providing timely analysis
of U.S. foreign policy and international affairs,
and recommends policy alternatives seeking
to make the United States a more responsible
global partner.
(www.fpif.org)

Political Violence @ a Glance answers
questions on the most pressing problems related
to violence and protest in the world’s conflict
zones. Analysis comes from a distinguished team
of experts from some of America’s top universities. The goal is to anticipate the questions
you have about violence happening around the
world and to offer you simple, straight-forward
analysis before anyone else does. No jargon. No
lingo. Just insightful content.
(www. politicalviolenceataglance.org)

See more issues and get a print subscription at:

COMMUNICATION.WARPREVENTIONINITIATIVE.ORG
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The Peace Science Digest is a project 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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