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NEED FOR 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, 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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LETTER FROM THE EDITORS
Dear Readers,
We are pleased to share with you Volume 2, Issue 6 of the Peace Science Digest.
As we step into 2018, we reflect on the multiple, sometimes troubling, events of 2017. The past year presented numerous
challenges and upsets, but also victories for those of us focusing on peace, justice, and war prevention issues. While
the political and social climate in the U.S. remains tense and polarized, it is important to acknowledge the hard work of
thousands of activists, practitioners, and scholars dedicated to resisting agendas that are harmful to people and the planet.
May we all continue this effort in the new year.
We are committed to presenting timely, useful analysis of peace and conflict research, aimed at providing actionable and
reflective steps that reject war and violence and bolster peace and justice. Peace Science made accessible, understandable
and useful will remain our key goal in 2018. You can also expect some new approaches:
Weekly E-newsletter with “Peace Science and the News” – We will initiate a weekly e-newsletter where we connect
current war, peace and justice news to analyses we have done.
Web page “Other Peace Science Digest Findings” – During our article selection process we review more research than
what actually is presented in the Digest. Instead of doing full analyses, we will provide peace science talking points for
articles that did not make it into final selections on a special web section.
Broadening peer-reviewed journals – Remained focus on peace and conflict research journals, but also willingness to
go beyond into International Relations, Political Science, Psychology, Geography, Sociology, etc. when articles match our
mission.
In this issue of the Peace Science Digest, you will find research highlighting the negative effects of military spending on a
country’s long-term economic growth—contrary to many beliefs, war is not good for the economy. Next, we look at how
ad-hoc military intervention increases the likelihood of retaliatory terror attacks, showing how current military strategies
are actually making us less secure. We then turn to the role of social media in violent conflict, and how this new age of
communication is changing how conflicts are conducted and how conflict actors communicate. In the fourth analysis, we
look at how political leaders consider initiating conflicts abroad to distract from domestic problems. Finally, we look at a
contribution aimed at making Peace Journalism more relevant.

Patrick Hiller
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The Effects of Military Spending
on Economic Growth
Source | d’Agostino, G., Dunne, J. P., & Pieroni, L. (2017). Does military spending matter for long-run growth?. Defence and Peace Economics, 1-8.

Key
words

costs of war
military spending
economy
military budget

The debate over how military spending impacts a country’s economy has
been fiercely argued, and the results of studies trying to understand this
relationship have been mixed. Early researchers ran into trouble due to
inadequate time frame or country data. Others have studied only certain
types of countries or periods in time, leading to results that could arguably
be caused by other social, political, or economic factors. Past research, for
example, was highly influenced by military spending data in the Cold War
era. After the Cold War, the reduced military spending was matched with
an era of strong economic growth, which provided for a very different
economic environment than what was seen during periods of high

Continued Reading:
Economic Consequence of War on
the US Economy By the Institute for
Economics and Peace. 2012.
http://visionofhumanity.org/app/uploads/2017/04/
The-Economic-Consequences-of-War-on-USEconomy_0.pdf

military spending during the Cold War era. To overcome past limitations,
this study analyzes military spending by a large and diverse group of
countries over the span of 45 years, with special attention to global events
that may otherwise influence major economies.
In this study, the authors consider two main questions: (1) is long-run
economic growth affected by military spending; and (2) do other types of

Cost of War Project
By the Watson Institute at Brown
University.

government spending have any significant impact on economic growth?
The second question is asked to identify if military spending specifically

http://watson.brown.edu/costsofwar/costs/economic

affects economic growth, or if government spending in general affects

National Priorities Project

also break the countries down into different income levels to see if the

https://www.nationalpriorities.org/cost-of/war/

Joseph Stiglitz: How the Iraq War
Ruined the Economy
By Big Think. 2008.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=CFQyQ9nLZSw

The U.S. Employment Effects of
Military and Domestic Spending
Priorities: 2011 Update By Robert
Pollin, Heidi Garrett-Peltier. 2011.

https://www.peri.umass.edu/publication/item/449the-u-s-employment-effects-of-military-anddomestic-spending-priorities-2011-update

growth. To further narrow the scope of their research, the authors
economic growth/military spending relationship affects wealthy countries
differently than less wealthy countries.
To build their study, the authors use military spending information from
the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) dataset.
The data includes government spending on current military forces and
activities including salaries, benefits, operational expenses, arms and
equipment purchases, military construction, research and development,
central administration, and command and support. The SIPRI dataset
covers 170 countries and extends back to 1949 for most countries (1957
for some). Available data from the World Penn Table dataset restricts the
authors' starting year to 1970, but provides country-specific per capita gross
domestic product (GDP), private investment, employment growth, and
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current GDP. This allows the authors to accurately compare a country’s
military spending to its economic growth.
Their results show that increased military spending has consistently
negative impacts on a country’s economic growth. This even is the case
when analyzing different time periods and countries with varying GDPs, as
well as when comparing military spending to other forms of government
spending. When analyzing all countries together, the findings show
that over a 20-year period, a 1% increase in military spending decreases
economic growth by 9%. The negative economic impact is especially
apparent for most countries in the "Global North," as seen in the authors'
observation of Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development
(OECD) member states. Although there was also a negative economic
impact to military spending in non-OECD countries, the negative
economic impact in OECD countries was much more pronounced.

7
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
There is a popular assumption that war, or even increased military spending,
will boost a nation’s economy. True, when a nation goes to war the surge of
government investment into war-related industries can lead to short-term
economic gains. However, these gains are short-lived, affect only certain, usually
isolated, industries (“conflict industry”, “war profiteers”), and are no consolation for
the long-term economic cost of war.
A study of six major U.S. wars (World War II, the Korean War, the Vietnam War, the
Cold War, and the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq) finds the costs of war to negatively
affect the national economy, taxes, debt, jobs, investment, and inflation.1 Key
findings of the report show that in most wars public debt, inflation, and tax rates
increase, consumption and investment decrease, and military spending displaces
more productive government investment in high-tech industries, education, or
infrastructure—all of which severely affect long-term economic growth rates.
While military spending may offer some short-term economic benefit, after the
fighting starts, and especially after it ends, the unintended consequences of
military spending on the economy are severe and numerous. “War is good for the
economic” is a myth.

1. Economic Consequences of War on the U.S. Economy. Institute of Economics and Peace. 2012.
http://thereformedbroker.com/wp-content/uploads/2012/02/Economic-Consequences-of-War.pdf
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TALKING POINTS
• Increased military spending leads to slower economic growth.
• Military spending tends to have a negative impact on economic growth.
• Over a 20-year period, a 1% increase in military spending will decrease a
country’s economic growth by 9%.
• Increased military spending is especially detrimental to the economic growth of
wealthier countries.

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Economic concerns are consistently cited among U.S. voters as a top issue.1
Knowing a healthy economy is important to many Americans, candidates often
campaign on tightening government spending, redirect funding between
programs, or pitch stimulus packages promising to boost the country’s economic
growth. However, when the debate pivots to national defense, questions around
how military spending may affect the economy are mostly absent, as these issues
are usually viewed as unrelated.
This research, however, provides substantial evidence of a direct link between
increased military spending and decreased economic growth. This finding can
and should contribute to debates about the merits of increased military spending,
helping to re-frame it in terms of economic, not only security, concerns.
Additionally, voters should question whether increased military spending, as
well as military action and aid, actually provides the increased security that is
often promised. Other research featured in this issue of the Peace Science Digest
suggests that military support leads to a heightened risk of retaliatory terror
attacks at home.
1. Americans Continue to Cite the Economy as Top Problem. Gallup. 2016.
http://news.gallup.com/poll/196430/americans-continue-cite-economy-top-problem.aspx
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Military Support Outside of
International Coalitions Increase Risk
of Terrorist Attack
Source | Buts, C., & Du Bois, C. (2017). Military deployment and international terrorism: do location and mission type matter? Defence and peace economics, 28(6), 621-633.

Key
words

cost of war
military support
terrorism
United Nations
NATO

Over the past two decades, the number of armed conflicts around the
world have decreased by over 40%. While this decrease highlights a
positive trend regarding the frequency of armed conflicts, the way armed
actors are fighting has also changed. For example, over a quarter of 2013’s
intrastate conflicts involved foreign troops—often escalating these conflicts
and evoking hostility towards in-country foreign troops, as well as towards
civilians of the countries providing military support. Past research has
shown a growing relationship between foreign military support (either in
the form of troops, weapons sales, or military equipment) and the higher
likelihood of domestic terrorist attacks against civilians of the country
providing support. This research attempts to take these findings a step
further to understand more about how international military involvement

Continued Reading:
US Military Support Increases Terror
Attacks on American Citizens, Study
Shows By London School of Economics
and Political Science. 2016. http://www.lse.ac.uk/

newsAndMedia/news/archives/2011/02/terrorism.aspx

US Security Assistance and Terrorism:
An Inconvenient Truth?
By Ed Coughlan. 2016.

http://politicalviolenceataglance.org/2016/08/19/us-securityassistance-and-terrorism-an-inconvenient-truth/

2017 Global Terrorism Index By Institute
for Economics and Peace. 2017.
http://visionofhumanity.org/app/uploads/2017/11/GlobalTerrorism-Index-2017.pdf

Addressing ISIS. Research and
Advocacy Briefing
By War Prevention Initiative. 2015.
http://warpreventioninitiative.org/?p=2846
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in intrastate conflicts can increase the likelihood of retaliatory terrorist
attacks at home—as well as whether this likelihood changes depending
on how many countries are involved, where the conflict takes place, and
whether foreign militaries are part of a coalition or acting alone.
Since the end of the Cold War, violence between countries (interstate
conflict) has become much less common, while violence within countries
(intrastate conflict) is on the rise. In 2012, all but one of world’s 32 violent
conflicts were on the intrastate level. The rise in intrastate conflict is
more concerning when we begin to look at whom, and where, actors are
fighting. Intrastate conflicts are confined within the borders of a single
country and are usually characterized by local disputes between multiple
actors of that country, as in the case of a civil war. However, today’s
intrastate conflicts are marked by increasing levels of outside participation
from foreign groups and militaries. In 2013, international troops
participated in over a quarter of the world’s intrastate conflicts, often
escalating these conflicts and often escalating these conflicts and evoking
hostility towards in-country foreign troops, as well as towards civilians of
the countries providing military support.

DECEMBER 2017 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

To answer these questions, the authors look at a 10-year period between
1998 and 2007 and examine all known terrorist attacks, the countries
where the attacks took place, and the home country of the organization
that conducted the attacks. They examine whether there is a relationship
between the location of these terrorist attacks and both a country's
provision of military support to intrastate conflicts and the nature of
this military support (as part of a coalition, such as NATO, UN, EU, or
unilateral). Finally, the authors separate conflict areas into six distinct
regions: Africa, America, Asia, Europe, the Middle East, and Oceania to see
if the conflict region matters when analyzing the number of retaliatory
terrorist attacks.
Their results show that all measured forms of military support (deployed
troops, weapons sales, military equipment) increase the likelihood
that citizens of the supporting country experience an attack organized
by terrorist groups originating from the country receiving assistance.
However, among these forms of support, weapons sales are the most
significant factor in increasing the likelihood of a terrorist attack. Also,
foreign military support to conflicts in Asia and the Middle East are more
closely tied to terrorist retaliation than foreign military support to other
regions is. When compared to the Americas, foreign military deployments
in Asia are linked to three times as many retaliatory terrorist attacks, and
foreign military deployments in the Middle East are linked to over five
times as many. In addition, when military support is provided by countries
of fixed coalitions, such as the UN or NATO, terrorist retaliation is much
less likely compared to when support is provided by ad hoc missions, such
as the “Coalition of the Willing” or “Operation Enduring Freedom” in Iraq
and Afghanistan respectively.
The authors suggest that this distinction may be due to the fact that
fixed coalitions operate as a result of a joint agreement among numerous
countries, making it more difficult for terror organizations to identify a
single country to blame or target. Also, fixed coalition forces, especially
the UN, appear to be “more neutral, less aggressive and have a more
positive image in the international community.” Lastly, fixed coalition
missions attract less, and different, media attention than ad hoc missions
do, resulting in lower visibility and fewer opportunities to apply negative
connotations to the coalition’s actions.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
The so-called Global War on Terror is an utter failure in its conception and
implementation. Military missions can lead to “battlefield” victories, as we can
observe in the taking of ISIS’s territorial base. Such victories, however, come at
unacceptable human, social and economic costs. The re-taking of the Iraqi city of
Mosul cost the lives of an estimated 9,000 to 11,000 civilians, and did nothing to
address any of the root causes of ISIS’s existence. As this study shows, the types of
military responses to terrorism employed by the U.S.—ad hoc operations without
broad international support—are counterproductive and lead to resentment and
retaliation. It is long overdue for the U.S. to reassess the role of their military in
combating terrorism. This study reinforces the notion that “there is no military
solution— a commonly used phrase in the context of justifying and executing
military interventions and operations. When leaders state that there is no military
solution, the military option is never seriously questioned and is always kept on the
table. Sometimes dominant, sometimes subtler, almost always stated in the context
of justifying military approaches, and always within the military solution paradigm.
To be sure, many real experts and pseudo experts will accept the suggestion that
there is no military solution to a given violent conflict or to forms of terrorism.
However, they usually promote military action to move things into place for the
desired political results. First, military action is accompanied by the killing and
suffering of people as well as the well-known human, economic costs of all wars.
Second, military action against an “ism”, an ideology, clearly has no ‘winnable’
outcome. Third, any form of military action will severely undermine constructive
nonviolent approaches and often render them useless. Fourth, the sometimesstated context of leveling the playing field is problematic. Casualties of war are
much more than numbers on our newsfeeds, and moreover no military campaign
is launched to create equitable outcomes but to achieve a guaranteed victory
resulting in dictated victor’s justice or negotiations.

TALKING POINTS
• Deploying their military may make countries less secure: Foreign military support
in intrastate conflicts increases the risk of retaliatory terrorist attacks by groups
from countries experiencing those conflicts. Weapons sales are the most significant
factor in increasing the likelihood of a terrorist attack.
• Countries providing military support as part of a fixed coalition are not at
significant increased risk of retaliatory terrorist attacks. Ad-hoc missions seem to
substantially enhance the possibility of terrorist retaliation.
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
For peace advocates, in the U.S., pointing to the human, social, political, and
economic costs of war is an important element in their advocacy toolbox. Keeping
war far away from home, for example by “defending our way of life” or “taking
the battle to the terrorists” in foreign countries, keeps the public disengaged and
allows the militaristic approach to prevail. When making decisions on whether
or not to provide military support, countries need to factor in the human and
political costs of the increased likelihood of a retaliatory terrorist attack at home.
This research reveals one of the unforeseen costs of war through the increased
likelihood of a domestic terrorist attack against civilians. In 2016, OECD countries
experienced most deaths from terrorist attacks since 9/11/2001, while the
likelihood of being killed in a terrorist attack in those countries remains extremely
low (Global Terrorism Index, 2017). It therefore is not useful to create irrational fear
of a surge of domestic terror attacks, but simply describe the counterproductive
nature of military responses to terrorism. Instead of responses that are proven to
create resentment and retaliation, the numerous viable nonviolent alternatives
that peacebuilding practitioners have established need to be promoted and used.
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How Social Media is Changing Conflict
Source | Zeitzoff, T. (2017). How Social Media Is Changing Conflict. Journal of Conflict Resolution, 61(9), 1970–1991.

Key
words

social media
conflict
collective action
social movements
protest
elites
communication technology

The rise of ISIS, the Russian annexation of Crimea, and the election of
Donald Trump are not only three very important geopolitical events,
they all are directly connected to the varying impact of social media on
conflict. Social media, according to the author, is “a form of electronic
communication and networking sites that allows users to follow and share
content (text, pictures, video, etc.) and ideas within an online community”.
ISIS used/is using social media to target enemies and recruit followers.
Russia uses cyberwarfare and misinformation. Trump used/uses Twitter
as a campaign (and now governing) tool. It is no question that social
media matters. The extent of the influence of social media on conflict and
political struggle and the mechanisms at play still need to be captured
more systematically. In this article, the author presents a framework to

Continued Reading:
Social Media and Conflict Prevention
By Sheldon Himelfarb. United States
Institute of Peace. 2012. https://www.usip.org/
publications/2012/12/social-media-and-conflict-prevention

How social media is changing the way
we see conflict By Kym Beeston. 2014.

https://www.opendemocracy.net/opensecurity/kymbeeston/'sharing'-witness-is-social-media-changing-waywe-see-conflict

A New Era of Global Protest Begins By
Rajesh Makwana. Transcend Media Service.
2016. https://www.transcend.org/tms/2016/01/a-new-

era-of-global-protest-begins/

Tweets of Contention: How Social
Media is Changing Political Conflict
By Thomas Zeitzoff. Political Violence @
a Glance. 2017. http://politicalviolenceataglance.

org/2017/08/30/tweets-of-contention-how-social-mediais-changing-political-conflict/

understand how social media can influence political conflict on the level
of the elites as well as mass-level collective action.
On the level of collective action, the author’s review of literature suggests
there is strong evidence that social media can raise awareness and
importance of protest and facilitates groups getting “their story” out.
Communication is assisted by social media through the exchange of
information, the exposure of wrongdoing by elites, and mobilization and
coordination of protest. Connections between activists are made easier,
coordination and communication are less costly. Moreover, potential allies
and activists can be targeted and recruited—a point primarily examined
in the context of political violence and radicalization (e.g. ISIS), but also in
the context of nonviolent social movements (e.g. the 2017 Women’s March).
Less focus, according to the author, has been placed on how elites/leaders
use social media. This is surprising, given that leaders and governments are
heavily active on social media to campaign, to gather support for their issues
at home and abroad, and to influence and/or bypass traditional media.
Such broad and disparate findings make it important to provide a
conceptual framework on the impact of social media on conflict. The
author proposes four points: (1) Social media makes communication for
individuals and groups easier. They can challenge the state outside of
mainstream media. Likewise, regimes can manipulate social media with
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fake users to give the appearance of broad support. (2) The speed and
spread of information is increased by social media. “Viral” messages can
spread across the globe and enter into the mainstream media narrative
when picked up by news sources. The implications are mixed. For
example, the pressure to first report news stories might lead to poorly
vetted material and publication of false and misleading information. In
turn, secretive actions or mass atrocities might quickly become visible. (3)
It is important to examine the interaction and strategic dynamics between
movements and elites. In this dynamic process both sides constantly shift
communication technology and tactics. (4) Social media generates new data
and information about popularity, support and the conflict environment.
In conclusion of this research, the author offers four key future implications:
(1) recognizing the increased use of social media as a campaigning tool; (2)
increased usage of encrypted social media due to privacy concerns; (3) social
media and cyberconflict will be tied together more generally; and (4) higher
technological sophistication and artificial intelligence will have increased
ability to manipulate conflict and social media.

Mule on Unsplash
Photo Credit: Photo by Sticker
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
The entire framing of this article is contemporary relevant by the omnipresent yet
underexplored impact of social media on conflict. The Arab Spring, which started
in 2010, was quickly labeled the “social media revolution” before any systematic
inquiries were able to examine all conflict dynamics at play. At present, no social
conflict can be viewed without examining the use of social media by conflict
parties and the impact these communication platforms have on the conflict
trajectory, the conflict parties and their constituencies, and the broader conflict
context. With the advent of social media, any intervention into conflict or efforts
to build peace must consider the role of social media. The frameworks for analysis
and conflict prevention can benefit from understanding the four key roles outlined
in this study.

TALKING POINTS
• In conflict, social media makes communication for individuals and groups easier.
• In conflict, the speed and spread of information is increased by social media.
• In conflict, it is important to examine the interaction and strategic dynamics
between movements and elites via social media.
• In conflict, social media generates new data and information about popularity,
support and the conflict environment.

16
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Practically, we must be careful not to exclusively consider social media as
“liberation technology” for social movements, neither should we consider
social media a tool for governments and autocrats to stifle dissent and spread
misinformation. Social media can be both, therefore it becomes more important
to understand the role of social media in conflict as discussed in this study. We
should also use the understanding of social media technology to systematically
think about conflict prevention. By using the author’s four factors—easier
communication, speed of communication, strategic interaction, and new
data on support/popularity—as a framework for strategic violence prevention,
practitioners no longer need to work with the vague and simplistic notion that
“social media matters”. A key factor in disrupting destructive conflict lies in
understanding the strategic interaction of the conflicting parties at the different
stages of conflict (latent conflict, manifest conflict, conflict escalation, conflict
climax, conflict de-escalation, post-conflict). As Tadzie Madzima-Bosha writes,
“social media can help spread peace, encouraging dialogue among people
from different ethnic backgrounds and nationalities. It can affect perception on
ethnicity, change attitudes, and promote tolerance and mutual understanding.
Thus it can bridge the divide between ethnic groups that wouldn’t otherwise
communicate with one another.”1
1. Harnessing the power of social media for conflict prevention By Tadzie Madzima-Bosha.
Peace Insight. 2013.
https://www.peaceinsight.org/blog/2013/07/social-media-conflict-prevention/

Photo Credit: Saulo Mohana on Unsplash
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The House is on Fire, Should We
Go to War?
Source | Haynes, K. (2017). Diversionary conflict: demonizing enemies or demonstrating competence? Conflict Management and Peace Science, 34(4), 337-358.

Key
words

diversionary conflict
diversionary foreign policy
diversion
war
power

It is often believed that when things aren’t going well domestically, political leaders might initiate war abroad to shift attention away from the
problems at home. This so-called “diversionary foreign policy” is popular
in foreign policy analysis. Diversionary foreign policy theory suggest that
governments try to generate public approval, for example, by undertaking
war at a time of domestic difficulty. During wartime, citizens often refrain
from criticizing common policy issues such as healthcare or education,
since soldiers’ lives are on the line. This theory is hard to prove, since governments would never admit to such diversion of public attention.1 Studies
have shown, however, that diversionary conflict is highly conditional. In
other words, not all leaders respond to domestic pressure by launching
conflicts abroad, but many do.

Continued Reading:
Conflict Analysis. A quick-guide
to structured conflict assessment
frameworks
By War Prevention Initiative. 2017.

Two main explanations are considered most plausible to explain the diversion. First, “rallying around the flag” suggests that during conflict with
an out-group, the in-group becomes more unified. Patriotism and support
for leadership increases in the population, thus strengthening the leader’s

http://warpreventioninitiative.org/wp-content/
uploads/2017/06/conflict-analysis-quick-guide.pdf

hold on power. The out-group in question cannot be a friendly state, as

The Risks of Foreign Policy as Political
Distraction
By Dominic Tierney. 2017.

vilified and easily recognizable out-group, however, is expected to cause

https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2017/06/
trump-diversionary-foreign-policy/530079/

Empirical Knowledge on Foreign
Military Intervention
By Jeffrey Pickering and David F. Mitchell. 2017.
Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Politics.
http://www.davidfmitchell.com/
uploads/4/3/4/0/43400967/empirical_knowledge_on_
foreign_military_intervention_-_pickering_mitchell.pdf

that would only further increase the domestic pressure on the leader. A
the population to rally behind the leader. According to this explanation,
it can be convenient for a leader to manufacture a crisis. Second, “gambling for resurrection” suggests that leaders can initiative a risky conflict
to show that they are competent and strong when under pressure. If the
leader is already on the verge of losing office, this is a low risk and high
reward pursuit. Losing a conflict comes at low costs, since the leader is
already likely to lose office, but ‘wining’ a conflict might enable the leader
to remain in power.
Both explanations of diversionary conflict suggest that the goal is to
strengthen a leader’s popularity, and with that, his/her hold on power. Citing
lack of evidence, the author of this study assesses mechanisms that motivate
embattled leaders to create diversions. More specifically, the author seeks to
examine the types of states that are targeted in diversionary conflict.
1. Pevehouse, J. C., & Goldstein, J. S. (2016). International Relations. New York: Pearson Education.
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The author proposes four factors that should have an effect on a leader’s
conflict initiation during domestic unrest. To “rally around the flag” there
needs to be: (1) an enduring rivalry; (2) geographical proximity; and, (3)
geopolitical incompatibility. When “gambling for resurrection,” (4) the
target needs to be more powerful. Data from the Correlates of War project
is used to inspect conflict initiation. Domestic unrest like riots, strikes, and
public demonstrations are derived from a dataset consisting of countryspecific unrest over time.
By examining the four factors listed above, the author could not find support for the “rally around the flag” explanation. In fact, the results show
that “diverting” leaders are more likely to shy away from traditional adversaries instead of engaging (factor 1). It is unclear if this avoidance is strategic. Leaders are more likely to initiate conflict with targets that are distant,
although only to a small effect (factor 2). Domestic unrest has an effect on
targets that are geopolitically compatible (factor 3). Finally, there is evidence that diversionary conflicts during domestic unrest are more likely
to target more powerful states (factor 4). This proves that such conflicts are
more driven by a leader’s desire to demonstrate competence when under
attack from his/her constituents. Even limited victories will usually translate into increased perception of a competent leader.
This research provided valuable insights into systematically examining

Correlates of War: is an
academic project that traces
the history of warfare.
"COW seeks to facilitate the
collection, dissemination,
and use of accurate and
reliable quantitative data
in international relations.
Key principles of the project
include a commitment to
standard scientific principles
of replication, review, and
the transparency of data
collection procedures"
http://www.correlatesofwar.org/

targets of diversionary conflict. In doing so, the author was able to not
only add further insights into previous studies, but also offer practically
relevant knowledge to help us challenge some common assumptions on
diversionary conflict.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
In the United States context, one cannot view this study without making a
plausible, direct connection to the current administration and its foreign policy.
Since taking office, the approval rating for President Trump has been under 50%,
for the last six months it has been consistently under 40%. Simultaneously the
2017 Women’s March, a day after Trump’s inauguration, launched what is now a
broader and more mainstream resistance movement on social issues including
women’s rights, LGBTQ rights, immigration, healthcare, education, and taxes.
Adding the investigation on possible collusion between the Trump campaign and
Russia to the picture, it is safe to suggest that the current administration is facing
severe domestic pressure. Not surprisingly, a Google internet search with the
terms “diversionary war” and “Trump” provides more than 1,000 results.
More specifically, there are three foreign policy issues, and the ways they are
being dealt with, that give credence to the “gambling for resurrection” and “rally
around the flag” theories. First, the Trump administration is outspoken in its claim
that Iran (a traditional adversary) is willfully violating the terms of the Iran Nuclear
Deal. Second, the administration is promoting a hard-fist, military might approach
with regard to combating ISIS as the only solution to combat terrorism. Moreover,
the terrorism threat is exaggerated to justify these approaches. Third, the ongoing
conflict with North Korea (a traditional adversary) has been escalated, leading
many experts across the political spectrum to conclude that the administration
seeks war with the nuclear armed nation. The Trump administration certainly
did not create the conflict with North Korea, yet we can observe how narrative
of the threat of nuclear missile attacks on the U.S. mainland is pushed as a
menace to the entire population of the U.S. The existing rivalry between the U.S.
and the demonized North Koreans—the “other” we should be afraid of—plays
into the administration’s narrative and provides a needed diversion from poor
performance and low approval ratings. Especially in an era where an unpopular
U.S. administration is pushing nationalist sentiment to discriminate against
immigrants and “otherness” under the cover of “Make America Great Again”, we
must not fail to consider foreign policy saber rattling in the context of “rallying
around the flag” and “gambling for resurrection”. At the same time, the results
caution us not to assume that these are (sole) explanatory factors.
Considering this context, both the “rallying around the flag” and the “gambling
for resurrection” theories are intuitively plausible. The author suggests in his
review of related research, that diversionary conflict is highly conditional. In
other words, the contextual factors that go beyond an embattled leader and
diversionary conflict need to be included into the analysis. Wars always have many
contributing factors. Diversion from domestic lack of leadership certainly can be
one, but we must not fall into the trap of providing simple causal relationships for
complex social phenomena. Therefore, in the “Practical Implications” we make the
argument for a systematic and ongoing conflict assessment.

20

DECEMBER 2017 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
The first and arguably most important step toward constructively resolving a
conflict is to understand the conflict and its context. In the U.S. context, the
insights from this study help us challenge the administration’s handling of the
conflicts with Iran and North Korea, as well as the responses to terrorism.
This study does not tell us that there is diversionary conflict, nor does it tell us
there is not. This study allows us to consider diversionary conflict as a possible
contributing factor to already existing foreign policy issues. Conflict analysis can
suggest that diversion indeed is a factor in conflict escalation, even if it falls short
of war. Conflict analysis, the structured inquiry into the causes and potential
trajectory of a conflict, is an invaluable practical tool to determine the contributing
factors, and thorough analysis is an absolute prerequisite for conflict resolution
and transformation.
One possible conflict analysis framework is structured as follows:
1.

Short summary description

2.

A conflict history

3.

Conflict context (geographical boundaries, political structures,
communications networks, etc.)

4.

Conflict parties (primary, secondary, interested third parties), including
power relations (symmetrical or asymmetrical), main goals of the parties and
potential for coalitions

5.

Conflict issues (facts-based, values-based, interests based, non-realistic)

6.

Conflict dynamics (precipitating events, issue emergence, polarization,
spiraling, stereotyping)

7.

Alternative routes to a solution of the problem(s)

8.

Conflict regulation or resolution potential (internal limiting factors, external
limiting factors, interested or neutral third parties, techniques of conflict
management)

Wehr, P. (1979). Conflict Regulation. Boulder, CO: Westview Press
Peace and conflict resolution practitioners and advocates need to use their skills
and toolsets, conflict analysis frameworks, as well as theoretical lenses such as
“diversionary conflict” to get the most accurate picture of the conflict at hand.

TALKING POINTS
• Diversionary conflicts during domestic unrest are more likely to target more
powerful states.
• There is no evidence that diversionary conflicts during domestic unrest target
traditional enemies.
• There is no evidence that diversionary conflicts during domestic unrest are aimed
at geographically close targets.
• There is no evidence that diversionary conflicts during domestic unrest are aimed
at geopolitical incompatible targets.
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Peace Journalism Done Right?
Source | Kempf, W. (2017). Towards a theory of (better) practice of peace journalism. Conflict and Communication Online, 16(2).

Key
words

peace journalism
media framing
conflict escalation
messaging

Peace journalism is becoming increasingly known as a form of journalism
where the bias towards violence in reporting is eliminated and nonviolent
responses to transforming conflict are emphasized. Peace researchers and
peace journalists alike are in an ongoing quest for improving the theories
and practices of this approach. Peace journalism, at this point, is mostly
sidelined from the mainstream media. The author of this article suggests
that peace journalism can be best furthered by a gradual development,
paying particular attention to the context within which stories are being
developed. Contextual factors to consider include the stages of conflict
escalation (see figure), the mainstream media coverage, and the overall

Organizations:
Transcend Media Service www.transcend.org/tms/
PeaceVoice www.peacevoice.info
OtherWords www.otherwords.org
Institute for Public Accuracy www.accuracy.org

societal climate.

With the goal of making peace journalism more relevant, the author builds
a constructive critique of the existing understanding of peace journalism.
The authors main concern is the conflation of journalism and activism
or the desire to propose/impose solutions—both of which are situations
where journalists become parties to the conflict. Instead of giving peace
journalists prescriptive "how to" guidelines, the author recommends a
subtler yet conscious approach. In peace journalism, editors and reporters
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are aware of how their choices and type of reporting contribute to how
people's realities are shaped, and they share a responsibility to give peace a
chance. The latter can be achieved by adding a layer of complexity to news
media without sacrificing audience interest. To gain an audience, any form
of public communication, like peace journalism, needs to be geared toward
public attention.
A further interesting approach to better peace journalism practice is to
adapt coverage depending on the levels of conflict escalation (see figure).
In other words, to be relevant peace journalists must not remain stuck on
the far end of a war journalism-peace journalism continuum, but add coverage that is not radically different from the context. Just like conflicts go
through stages in a process, the journalistic responses need to be attuned
to those stages.
Audiences of peace journalism do not receive information as passive recipients, but as individuals who already have developed attitudes and understandings of conflicts. Based on numerous experiments, the author found
that different attitudes on conflict (between Israel and Palestine) depend on
the interaction between news selection, media frames (pro-escalation Israel; pro-escalation Palestine, or de-escalation), individual preconception of
the conflict, interaction with mainstream media coverage, and the overall
societal climate. Considering the multiple contributing factors, the author
argues that peace journalism should not be overestimated with regard to
its impact on audiences.
In conclusion, the author recommends peace journalists should not assume that individual news stories will significantly change individuals'
attitudes. However, he sees long-term effects of peace journalism taking
place through consistent peace framing. Over time, this can gradually
transform attitudes and understandings of conflict. Moreover, peace journalists have to be realistic in their expectations of what kind of audiences
they can reach. Hardliners who are committed to a war-frame will not
only be unreceptive to peace journalism, they will even consider it being in favor of "the other". Then, the integrity of peace journalism will be
questioned and/or the practice will be denounced as hostile propaganda.
Therefore, peace journalist need to be extra careful and avoid discrediting
themselves by being drawn into the conflict, taking positions or propagating conflict strategies.
At this point, peace journalism is part of the alternative media. It has the
best chances of succeeding during conflicts that still have not reached stages of violence. During wartime—and the immediate buildup—positions

Continued Reading:
The Peace Journalist
http://www.park.edu/center-for-peacejournalism/peace-journalist.html
Peace Journalism. An Introduction
By Center for Global Peace Journalism. 2017.
http://www.park.edu/center-for-peacejournalism/_documents/PJ-An%20Introduction.
pdf
Study: Readers prefer stories with
solutions
By Caroline O’Donovan. 2014.
http://www.park.edu/center-for-peacejournalism/_documents/_resources/
Readers%20like%20stories%20about%20
problems%20more%20when%20they%20
also%20include%20possible%20solutions.
docx
Peace Journalism Works!
By Jake Lynch. 2012. http://www.park.edu/
center-for-peace-journalism/_documents/_
resources/lynch%20Peace%20Journalism%20
works.docx

are hardened, and populations feel threatened. Therefore, peace journalism
needs to become part of the peacetime media system in order to have an
effect, even during wartime.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
"Fake News" has turned into a battle cry term to label any news that is
inconvenient or undesirable. Discrediting the media, a tactic out of the "dictator's
playbook”, remains present in conflict zones around the world and is becoming
increasingly used in what are considered stable democracies, including the
United States. In this context, research contributions like this one are important
to fine-tune and even question journalistic approaches that are aimed at peaceful
conflict transformation. By recognizing limitations to changing the minds of
people who don’t want to be changed and for advocating approaches that are too
disconnected from the conflict context, peace journalists (and advocates) need to
find the right balance to address the current context, be balanced, be in it for the
long-haul, and consider their contributions gradual, not drastic. Radical change
for a more just and peace world is desired and necessary. Following the logic of
this study, however, peace journalists might not be the carriers of that message.

TALKING POINTS
• Peace journalism must adapt coverage to the stages of conflict in order to be
relevant.
• Peace journalism can have long-term effects through consistent peace framing.
• Peace journalists need to avoid discrediting themselves by being drawn into the
conflict, taking positions, or propagating conflict strategies.
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Some key advice from this article is equally helpful to peace journalists as it
is to peace advocates in terms of framing their issues in a polarized societal
environment. The first thread is about an individuals' preconception of a conflict.
Simply stated, the author found in his experiments that we must reach people
where they are. If we try to convince them about something far outside of their
existing mental framework (i.e. political views), they will shut us out at best,
and discredit or perceive us as hostile at worst. John Paul Lederach uses the
"continuum of social relations" to describe a similar phenomenon. If we consider
the "nonviolent peace frame" on one end, and the "violent war frame" on the
other end, we must accept that those whose perceptions occupy both ends of the
continuum are hardened and unlikely to change. Trying to reach and change those
on the far ends of the continuum is strategically unwise. Instead, the so-called
“contested grey area” making up the center of the continuum is the area that
should be focused on. To advance the peace frame, it is strategically more useful
to try to reach those who are already closer on the continuum. These are the
subtle approaches that the author suggests.
In a violent conflict, where positions inevitably are hardened, a call for complete
peace, justice and reconciliation might be a valid aspiration, but is inadequate if
we recognize the various stages of conflict and opportunities for de-escalation.
Instead, coverage that provides a complex picture of the conflict, including steps
of de-escalation, can bring in more moderate audiences and begin to shift the
understanding of the conflict. Once again, we see subtler approaches that are
conscious of the context while giving peace a chance.
The advice given by the author is most useful for those who are trying to reach
audiences that are not hardened in their positions, and who can adopt peace
journalism perspectives into their mental preconceptions of conflict over time.
The sharper, traditional, peace journalistic frame criticized by the author can still
be very useful in communicating with likeminded groups to activate them or
to help them view conflicts in the polarizing war/peace frames. It can also help
Photo Credit: Photo by Jon Tyson on Unsplash

those advocates and activists who nonviolently want to pose sharp contradictions
between war and peace.
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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 cuttingedge peace research that is often hidden in hard-toaccess 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 (FMR), 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
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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
Director, School of Conflict Management,
Peacebuilding and Development
"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
The Peace Science Digest is a major contribution to
the peace and security field. It makes complex issues
more understandable, enabling professional outfits
like ours to be more effective in our global work.
The Digest underscores that preventing war is about
more than good intentions or power; it is also about
transferable knowledge and science.
Mark Freeman
Founder and Executive Director of the Institute for
Integrated Transitions (IFIT).
The distillation of the latest academic studies offered
by the Peace Science Digest is not only an invaluable
time-saving resource for scholars and policymakers
concerned with preventing the next war, but for
journalists and organizers on the front lines, who can
put their findings to good use as they struggle to hold
the powerful accountable and to build a more just
and peaceful world.
Eric Stoner
Co-founder and Editor, Waging Nonviolence
Peace Science Digest is an invaluable tool for
advocates for peace, as much as for educators. In it
one quickly finds the talking points needed to persuade
others, and the research to back those points up.
David Swanson
Director, World Beyond War
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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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