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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.

Photo Credit: Jason Wong on Unsplash

3

VOL. 3 Issue 2

LETTER FROM THE EDITORS
Dear Readers,
It is our pleasure to introduce Volume 3, Issue 2, of the Peace Science Digest.
In April 2018, the United States, Britain, and France bombed Syria in another escalation of a so-called regional conflict.
Regardless of the justification provided for this military action as a response to atrocities by the Assad regime, it was against
both U.S. and international law. As history and much research (some featured in this Digest) has proven, such military
interventions are detrimental to conflict transformation and devastating to those on the ground. Nonetheless, many of
today’s institutions and administrations—and the policies they champion—stand in stark contrast to the important findings
examined by peace and conflict researchers and practitioners. It is essential, therefore, to share this knowledge to better
understand the likely consequences of, and promote alternatives to, military interventions that go mainly unquestioned
in the mainstream media and beyond—both to encourage policy-makers to craft more intelligent policy and to create a
more critically aware public prepared to put pressure on these policy-makers when they do not. With this imperative in
mind, the editorial team at the Peace Science Digest is committed to presenting timely, useful analysis of peace and conflict
research, aimed at providing concrete and actionable steps towards the many nonviolent alternatives to war, violence, and
destructive policies.
In this issue of the Peace Science Digest, we present research highlighting the everyday violence and coping mechanisms
of Afghan civilians amidst nearly 40 years of war. Next, we look at the important work of Christian Peacemaker Teams in
Palestine/Israel and the tension that exists between their dual accompaniment and solidarity roles in the West Bank. We
then turn to the significance of a largely overlooked distinction between borrowing money to fund war versus imposing a
war tax—and how the latter vastly reduces public support for war. In the fourth analysis, we examine a study that looks back
on North Korean-Western relations to reveal interesting conclusions on how the parties react to triggers and provocations.
Finally, we look at research on the Arab Spring, and why civil resistance movements in some countries were more successful
than in others.
We hope you enjoy this issue of the Peace Science Digest and that it will prove valuable to your peacebuilding work,
activism, or education, whatever the context. We look forward to continuing our goal of offering accessible and useful
Peace Science analysis to our audience and are grateful for our readers and the support you provide.
Your Peace Science Digest Editorial Team

Patrick Hiller
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The Lived Experience of Violence
in Afghanistan

Source | Ray, A. (2017). Everyday violence during armed conflict: narratives from Afghanistan. Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, 23(4), 363-371.

Key
words

Afghanistan
human costs of war
violence
lived experience of war

At the center of armed conflict for the past 40 years, Afghans have
experienced a Soviet invasion and occupation, internal fighting and
the take-over of the Taliban regime, and U.S. invasion and occupation.
Although most attention devoted to Afghanistan in the western news
media in recent years has focused on the fight against the Taliban and
fatalities of U.S./NATO forces, this research turns our focus instead to the
everyday violence experienced by Afghans themselves over the past four
decades. Two central questions animate the author’s study: 1) “What is
the individual experience of living with violence daily?” and 2) “During
political conflict, how is violence incorporated into daily life?”
To answer these questions, the author engaged in six months of field

Continued Reading:
Trump, Mattis, and the Future of
Afghanistan
By Evan Perkoski, with Deborah Avant,
Nader Hashemi, and Kirstin Brathwaite.
Denver Dialogues for Political Violence
@ a Glance June 27, 2017.

research in Afghanistan, ultimately interviewing 40 people of diverse
ages, genders, ethnicities, and ideological/political leanings (though
interviewing them in English in the capital city of Kabul may have led to
an overrepresentation of educated, middle-class Afghans). Over the course
of multiple interviews with each person, the author asked the interviewee
to provide her/his life narrative, focusing on several dimensions related

http://politicalviolenceataglance.org/2017/06/27/
trump-mattis-and-the-future-of-afghanistan/

to the experience of violence and its impact on oneself, one’s family, one’s

The U.S. Needs to Talk to the
Taliban in Afghanistan
By Borhan Osman. The New York
Times, March 19, 2018.

common themes in the experience of violence.

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/03/19/opinion/
america-afghanistan-taliban-talks.html
The Secret to Effective Nonviolent Resistance By
Jamila Raqib. Ted Talk, November 2015. https://www.
ted.com/talks/jamila_raqib_the_secret_to_effective_
nonviolent_resistance

identity, and so on. The author then analyzed the interviews to identify

Four key themes emerged through her analysis: “institutional violence and
coping in everyday life, normalizing violence, childhood experiences of
violence, and resilience and its functions.” First, violence became a regular
occurrence, worked into the very fabric of social and political life in the
form of Soviet bombings, disappearances and torture on the part of the
Afghan government, street violence related to the state intelligence agency
and rival ethnic militias during the civil war, and public acts of punishment
like stonings and beheadings under Taliban rule. This relentless violence
had an impact on the population who expressed various levels of
helplessness, fear, widespread insecurity, and trauma.
Second, to cope with the ubiquity of violence, however, Afghans found
ways to normalize this violence and integrate it into their lives. This
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integration took the form of everything from catching up with neighbors
and telling stories to the kids while hiding out in the basement during
rocket attacks, to finding a tailor to make a burkha to wear on the way
to work so as to avoid getting in trouble with the Taliban, to feeling odd
if a few days went by without the smell of gunpowder—all of which
also required a measure of desensitization to the violence that was being
normalized.
Third, the author notes the distinct qualities of childhood experiences of
violence—a focus that highlights the way in which whole generations
have grown up in Afghanistan with violence as the “normal” backdrop to
their lives. While “inquisitive” about their surroundings, children have also
developed a capacity for emotional numbing in the face of regular violence,
including an ability to ignore the possibility of their own death. The
author describes numerous examples of children’s exploration among the
“wreckage” of war amid flying bullets and un-defused bombs or children’s
gaping at the spectacle of nighttime firefights, with bullets appearing like
stars. She also notes the everyday groundedness and banality characterizing
how children have dealt with personal grief and processed trauma: for
instance, a boy who briefly left the childhood friends with whom he
regularly played volleyball to go to the store, only to return to find that a
missile had exploded there and killed them all, ending his narrative with the
words, “There was no volleyball anymore.” As the author notes, this “tale
of tremendous grief and loss morph[s] into one of disruption of routine,”
echoing her earlier findings about the integration of violence into daily life.
Finally, resilience marked the narratives of the Afghans interviewed. Many
commented on the strength they gained and the lessons they learned
through their war experiences—sometimes requiring “tremendous courage
and fortitude”—as well as their faith in God as a source of their resilience.
This focus on resilience also highlights an often fine line between “victim
and victimizer, oppressed and oppressor”—presumably in the way that
resilience was sometimes itself seen to require violence. For example, child
combatants who took pride in protecting their families and communities
against attack as part of neighborhood patrols risked death or injury but
also took up arms. The nightly ritual of leaving the house and kissing
his mother goodbye was one boy’s routine for making it through, just as
others adhered to the routine of regularly going to school, even under
dangerous conditions, especially for girls. The yearning for a better life,
to reach their “full potential,” that drove children (and their parents) to
continue the routine of education was also the same yearning that fueled
their ability to survive.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
Although the experiences with violence examined here focus mostly on earlier
chapters in Afghan history (in one place the author notes that the study covers
the time period from 1978 to 2012, but elsewhere she notes that it covers only
the period from 1979 to 2001, the end of Taliban rule), the author’s findings are
extremely relevant to understanding the implications of U.S. military operations
in Afghanistan over the past decade and a half. This research draws attention to
the lived experiences of the real human beings who have had their lives shaped
by recurrent violence in their home country—something to which those of us in
the West do not normally pay enough attention. It bears remembering that these
are the people who were made to “pay” for the attacks of September 11, 2001, in
the U.S., and that the same sorts of experiences are lived daily by thousands and
thousands of families trying to make it through similar episodes of violent conflict
in other countries around the world (for example, the on-going violence in Syria,
including the retaliatory attacks by the U.S., France, and the U.K. in Syria in April
2018). How does this steady experience of violence shape their views of the actors
perpetrating that violence? What are the long-term effects of so many people
integrating and normalizing violence in their daily lives? What does all this say about
the efficacy of violence as a clear-cut tool for reaching concrete policy ends?
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
This research draws our attention to the lived experiences of war, something that
is too seldom central to “our” deliberations about going to war. This must change.

TALKING POINTS
• Long-term exposure to violence in Afghanistan over the past four decades
has had a significant impact on Afghans.
• In response to the regular occurrence of violence in Afghan society,
Afghans have expressed helplessness, fear, widespread insecurity, and
traumatization but also have learned to cope by normalizing violence,
desensitizing themselves from it, and integrating it into their daily lives.
• While “inquisitive” about the war landscape surrounding them, Afghan
children have also developed a capacity for emotional numbing in the face
of regular violence, including an ability to ignore the possibility of their own
death.
• Afghans have demonstrated real resilience in the face of violence, attributed
to their faith in God but also to the maintenance of routines and the yearning
for a better life.

Making such considerations central not only humanizes the people who may be
on the other side of “our” bombs and machine guns, heightening our awareness
of the human costs of war, but it also forces us to better consider the “messiness”
of war. Although it is tempting to think of war in purely instrumental terms, as a
means that will lead to a desired end, the operation of collective violence is never
that straightforward. Rather, as something that is experienced by real, complex
human beings who can respond in myriad ways, violence can backfire and have
unintended effects. “Our” use of violence can reinforce cycles of violence more
broadly, particularly if whole generations have grown up in the midst of violence
and have become both traumatized by and desensitized to it. In such contexts,
it is less likely that violence will be experienced and reacted to as a clearly
defined coercive tool and more likely that it will simply add itself to the mound
of grievances already piled up on an aggrieved population—who may find new
meaning and even resilience in reclaiming agency in the form of armed resistance.
For all these reasons, attention to the lived experience of war brings with it a fuller,
more realistic assessment of the ethics and utility of violence—whether its use is
proposed in North Korea, Syria, or elsewhere.
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Christian Peacemaker Teams’
Protection and Solidarity Work in
Israel/Palestine
Source | Leppert-Wahl, M.A. (2017). Christian Peacemaker Teams in Israel/Palestine: Beyond accompaniment. Journal of Global Peace and Conflict, 5(2), 1-14.

Key
words
Israel/Palestine

unarmed civilian peacekeeping

nonviolent/civil resistance
Christian Peacemaker Teams
accompaniment
civilian protection
solidarity

Christian Peacemaker Teams (CPT) was the first international nongovernmental organization (INGO) to practice sustained third-party
nonviolent intervention (TPNI)—also referred to as unarmed civilian
protection/peacekeeping (UCP)—in the West Bank. As such, the
organization has played an important role in shaping the activities of
subsequent organizations that have also come to the West Bank to stand
with Palestinians in the face of Israeli occupation. As a faith-based
organization committed to standing with the oppressed, CPT brings a
distinctive character to its work, combining the international protective
presence and accompaniment work most associated with TPNI and UCP
with the solidarity work more often associated with partisan nonviolent
resistance activities. The author examines CPT’s efforts to “reduce violence

Continued Reading:
Nonpartisanship, Interventionism
and Legality in Accompaniment:
Comparative Analyses of Peace
Brigades International, Christian
Peacemaker Teams, and the
International Solidarity Movement By
Patrick Coy. International Journal of Human
Rights, Vol. 16, No. 7, 2012. https://www.tandfonline.
com/doi/abs/10.1080/13642987.2011.642144

A Christian Peacemaker in Palestine By
Bud Courtney. Waging Nonviolence, January
20, 2010.
https://wagingnonviolence.org/feature/a-christianpeacemaker-in-palestine/

and foster justice” in the West Bank since 1995 and is especially interested
in exploring this tension between its accompaniment work and its more
partisan solidarity work in support of the Palestinian struggle.
Drawing on numerous CPT documents, along with interviews with former
team members and previous analyses of CPT’s activities, the author outlines
the establishment and evolution of its Palestine Project from 1995 onward.
Through an examination of its two teams—the Hebron Team (1995 –
present) and the At-Tuwani Team (2004 – 2011)—the author categorizes
CPT’s work in the West Bank into three areas: accompaniment activities,
solidarity activities, and its support of the Boycott, Divestment, and
Sanctions (BDS) campaign against Israeli occupation. She finds that CPT has
generated real trust and acceptance in the Palestinian communities where it
works and has provided a greater level of safety through its accompaniment
of community members, who thereby have been able to carry on with
their daily activities in the face of Israeli settlers’ intimidation. For instance,

Organizations:
Christian Peacemaker Teams
www.cpt.org

starting in 2003 CPT provided direct accompaniment for school children
who faced attacks by Israel settlers on their way to school in At-Tuwani, the
route to which passed between two Israel settlements. In large part due to
the presence of international accompaniers, one particular attack by masked
settlers on school children and CPT team members in 2004 triggered such
an outcry that the Israeli Knesset was obliged to address the issue. CPT also
accompanied shepherds and farmers in At-Tuwani to provide the protection
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they needed to reclaim their land amid settler intimidation and attempts to
drive them away from it.
In addition to direct accompaniment, CPT has also provided more general
protective presence for whole communities at risk. For instance, CPT team
members—whose apartments happened to be located in the middle of
Hebron’s Old City, which came under Israeli control in 1997—provided a
constant presence and went on daily patrols, “act[ing] as a deterrent to the
IDF practice of randomly detaining Palestinian shoppers and pedestrians”
and providing a measure of security for the Palestinian community. On
those occasions when soldiers did stop or detain Palestinians, CPT could be
easily contacted to monitor the situation. In other words, CPT’s presence
in that particular location has supported the ability of some Palestinians to
remain in their homes and shops amid otherwise inhospitable conditions.
At the same time, CPT has leveraged its international status and
connections to contribute to Palestinian nonviolent resistance, including
BDS, often effectively putting pressure on Israel in specific cases—but
not without often “antagoniz[ing] Israeli settlers, soldiers, [ ] government
authorities,” and even some moderate Israelis, which has arguably
jeopardized CPT’s ability to effectively carry out its protection work.
Nonetheless, these solidarity activities have brought some successes. For
instance, following Israel’s closure of Hebron University in March 1996,
CPT, in consultation with faculty and students, “physically removed
barricades placed by Israeli soldiers to a pedestrian gate and a vehicle
entrance” to the university and “accompanied approximately 200 students
onto the campus.” After two weeks of student sit-ins at the university’s
front gate—and CPT urgent action alerts that mobilized international
pressure—Israel re-opened the university. CPT also became active in efforts
in 2013 to challenge the Israeli military’s use of land in the South Hebron
Hills for “live fire training,” despite the presence of twelve Palestinian
communities in the area, many of whom were put under eviction orders.
In collaboration with other organizations, CPT sponsored a petition on
behalf of these Palestinian communities, pressuring the Israeli military
into a “court-ordered mediation process…[with] the villages” and in early
2017 resulting in a Supreme Court decision “requiring the State to provide
alternative propositions.”
CPT’s decision, however, to take on this solidarity role in conjunction
with its protection role has come with mixed results. Despite CPT’s
contribution to substantive outcomes like those just noted, as well as to
greater safety for the Palestinians it has accompanied in many instances,
there is evidence that CPT’s solidarity activities may sometimes bring with
them greater vulnerability for CPT team members as well as those they
accompany—as when one headmistress requested that CPT no longer
accompany her school children due to settler threats or as when CPT team
members have been attacked by settlers or detained by security forces.
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
When civilians are at risk, subject to widespread mistreatment and sometimes
even killing, concerned global citizens may support a military intervention for
civilian protection purposes, whether a NATO-led intervention supported by the
United Nations or a “robust” UN peacekeeping force with a civilian protection
mandate. Likewise, when people rise up against an unjust government or foreign
occupier, concerned global citizens, unaware of nonviolent options, might again
support the arming of rebels against an authoritarian and/or repressive regime—as
many countries have done in the case of Syria—based on the assumption that
strengthening armed resistance is the only way to confront such an unsavory
adversary. The Christian Peacemaker Teams (CPT) model provides an alternative
to both military strategies—whether for civilian protection or in solidarity with
some larger political project. An international presence, either in the form of
accompaniment or in the form of participation in nonviolent resistance, can
provide an added dimension of deterrence against violence (the former) or greater
publicity and leverage for a movement (the latter). There is, however, a tension
between these two kinds of activities—protection and solidarity—that needs to be
explored and carefully considered, as one may come at the expense of the other;
in particular, the additional pressure an international presence may contribute to
locally driven nonviolent resistance campaigns may so antagonize the adversary
that this international presence may itself become subject to attacks and/or
detentions, thereby diminishing its ability to protect those it wishes to.

TALKING POINTS
• Christian Peacemaker Teams (CPT) combines accompaniment work to protect
vulnerable Palestinians with solidarity activities to support Palestinian nonviolent
resistance movements.
• CPT has generated real trust and acceptance in the Palestinian communities
where it works and has, on the whole, provided a greater level of safety through its
accompaniment of Palestinian community members.
• Unlike some other organizations involved in unarmed civilian peacekeeping (UCP)
who maintain a nonpartisan stance, CPT has stood in solidarity with Palestinian
communities against the Israeli occupation, leveraging its international status and
connections to contribute to Palestinian nonviolent resistance—but, in the process,
arguably also jeopardizing its ability to effectively carry out its protection work.

12

APRIL 2018 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
The tension explored here in the context of Christian Peacemaker Teams’ (CPT’s)
work in the West Bank—that between its protection activities and its solidarity
activities—is instructive for any other organization wishing to support both peace
and justice in at-risk communities around the world. On one hand, privileging
nonpartisanship and relationship-building with all parties may increase an
organization’s protective capacities but in turn diminish its ability to effectively
challenge the underlying structural imbalances and injustices at the heart of the
conflict—in effect, acting as if there is parity between the parties when there is
none and leaving intact the oppressive systems that make people vulnerable. On
the other hand, privileging partisan solidarity activities in recognition of existing
power imbalances and structural inequalities, though it may create important
sources of leverage for nonviolent resistance campaigns, also implicates the
organization directly in resistance activities that may place it, and those it wishes
to protect, at risk, as any involvement in nonviolent resistance can. Therefore,
organizations interested in supporting vulnerable and/or oppressed communities
should deliberately think through their priorities and their strengths, as well as
the trade-offs between different types of activities. Do the organization’s identity,
purpose, membership base/reach, and reputation better position it for protection
work or for solidarity work? If an organization sees itself as suited to both kinds
of activities, is it willing to sacrifice its capacities in one area for the sake of the
other? What measures will it take to mitigate the risks associated with taking on
both sets of activities? Although organizations—and the individuals who comprise
them—may wish to contribute to both protection and resistance against injustice—
and rightly see a continuum between the two—they should be prepared for the
possibility that it may not be feasible for them to effectively contribute to both at
the same time.
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War Finance Methods and Public
Support for War
Source | Flores-Macías, G.A., & Kreps, S.E. (2017). Borrowing support for war: The effect of war finance on public attitudes toward conflict.
Journal of Conflict Resolution, 61(5), 997-1020.

Key
words
war support
costs of war
war finance
democracy

There are two primary ways countries finance their wars: through
borrowing money or by taxing their citizens. Each of these finance options
affects the economy differently, and presumably opinions on war will vary
based on how the costs of war are reflected in the day-to-day lives of those
paying for it. Although numerous studies have examined the way public
support for war is influenced by the costs of war—through lives lost and
injuries suffered by combatants, military families, and communities—
fewer studies have examined the way public support for war is influenced
by the way it is financed. In this article, the authors conduct a study to
measure if the way countries finance war has a noticeable effect on the
public’s support for that war.

Continued Reading:
We Need a War Tax: The Only Way for
Anti-Interventionists to Succeed Is to
Set Specific Policy Goals
By Noah Berlatsky. Slate.com, April 24, 2017.
http://www.slate.com/articles/news_and_politics/
politics/2017/04/trump_s_newfound_militarism_shows_
why_we_need_some_kind_of_a_war_tax.html

What if They Gave a War and Nobody
Paid?
By David Hartsough. Waging Nonviolence,
March 26, 2013. https://wagingnonviolence.org/
feature/what-if-they-gave-a-war-and-nobody-paid/

Theories of democratic accountability, beginning with Immanuel Kant in
1775, have long argued that, although democracies engage in war, the costs
of war will be heavily scrutinized because the citizens in a democracy
will ultimately bear the expense and will therefore hold their leaders
accountable for the total costs. This theory, however, predates today’s
borrowing economy where governments can acquire debt instead of
implementing taxes to pay for wars. Importantly, the authors point out,
modern wars waged by the U.S. have all been financed entirely through
borrowing money, breaking away from the long-standing tradition of a
“war tax” that paid for previous U.S. wars.
The authors argue that how individuals experience the financial costs of
war will affect their attitudes toward war and the pressure they apply on
their leaders, as taxation has a “direct impact on an individual’s purchasing
power and draws an explicit connection between the individual and
the war, whereas the costs of borrowing are deferred.” The “explicit
connection” of taxation is important because it makes the prospect of a
war financed through taxes less agreeable to the public compared to a war
financed through borrowing, which lacks the direct financial consequence
to the public and in turn may translate into greater public support for a
non-taxed war. In short, the authors propose that borrowing as a form of
war finance is tantamount to borrowing public support for war.
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To test their theory, the authors conducted surveys in the United States
and the United Kingdom to measure if the method by which war is
financed in a democracy is an important factor in the public’s support
for that war. They asked over 5,000 survey respondents about the level of
war support for a hypothetical war and measured variations in the type of
conflict, the method of finance (borrowing money or taxes), the political
party of the respondent, and the type of political system under which the
respondent lived.
The results of the study show a clear connection between how a war is
financed and the level of public support for the war. Individuals were
much more sensitive to the costs of war when they were connected to
the financial burdens through taxes rather than through debt. Decreased
support for war when financed by taxes was consistent no matter the
type of conflict, the country analyzed, or the political party or system of
governance. Depending on the variable, when war was financed by taxes,
public opinion decreased by an average of 11% and in some cases even by
16%. This is a very significant difference in support, more than would be
enough to shift a minority opinion to the majority, should a congress or
parliament be called upon to vote on going to war.

15

VOL. 3 Issue 2

CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
The “War on Terror” provides a glaring example of defense spending and the role
it plays in a national economy. The total United States spending for the wars in
Iraq and Afghanistan totals somewhere between $2 to $5 trillion dollars—and the
price tag surpasses $6 trillion when accounting for the entire “War on Terror.” This
is shocking, especially when compared to the $4 trillion (adjusted for inflation)
spent on World War Two. By 2023, the U.S. plans to spend $726 billion on defense,
nearly 65% of the entire discretionary budget.1 The vast majority of this money
will be borrowed and, as this research points out, people are much less likely to
disagree with massive defense spending when that is the case because of the way
debt protects individuals from the economic burden of war.
One of the most significant implications of the above research is the additional
leeway borrowing grants our political leaders. Because the public is not directly
burdened when financing war via borrowing, the deferred debt means the public
has fewer reasons to rein in exorbitant costs. As the authors point out, borrowing
to finance war “enables leaders to sustain public support—or at least minimize
opposition—by shielding the public from the direct costs of war.” Furthermore,
the strong economies of the U.S. and the United Kingdom make borrowing easy
and inexpensive compared to the rest of the world, so they are likely to continue
borrowing and will be able to outspend any opponents who would borrow at
higher interest rates or levy taxes to finance their war-fighting ability.
1. National Priorities Project. Trump Budget Request Takes Military Share of Spending to
Historic Levels. Feb. 15, 2018.
https://www.nationalpriorities.org/analysis/2018/trump-budget-request-takes-military-share-spending-historic-levels/
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TALKING POINTS
• War support is significantly reduced when war is financed through taxes instead of
through borrowing money.
• When wars are paid through taxes, war support decreases by around 15% because
individuals are directly impacted by the economic costs of war.
• The decrease in public support for war when the public is taxed is consistent across
party lines, types of conflict, and countries analyzed.
• Borrowing money for war allows governments to shield the public from direct costs,
leading to higher war approval ratings and less oversight.

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Part of the reason war fighting is such a common policy option for the United
States is because the majority of its citizens have no direct connection to, and
thus remain relatively unaffected by, the high human and economic costs of war.
In the U.S., the national draft ended with the Vietnam War, leaving most of today’s
military enrollment to communities of color and/or low-income people, further
perpetuating many of the damaging social institutions already in place. However,
one thing that everyone from every community shares is a connection to the
economy and their interest in how a changing economy, or a change in taxation,
may affect their individual economic situation. Borrowing money to pay for wars
all but removes this connection between the individual and war spending, but
as the above research shows, a war tax can make the costs of war much more
personal for all.
To bring attention to the growing national debt stemming mainly from U.S.
defense spending, war resisters can consider pushing for a war tax in the U.S.
By demanding that congress pay for all military expenditures directly through a
special tax, one could expect immediate voter attention—and apprehension—the
next time the military is called up.
Furthermore, a war tax would increase the likelihood of congress actually voting
on military action, which they are constitutionally required to do. Since the
beginning of the "War on Terror," the U.S. Authorization for the Use of Military
Force (AUMF), passed and signed into law in mid-September 2001, has made it
easy for U.S. presidents to work around these votes.
2.0 Generic (CC BY-SA 2.0)
Photo Credit: The All-Nite ImagesAttribution-ShareAlike
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NYC War Tax Resistors Leauge action: Featuring
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North Korea and the International
Community: Triggers and Provocations
Source | Hess, A. A. C. (2018). Why does North Korea engage in provocations? Journal of Asian Security and International Affairs, 5(1), 57–83.
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In this article, the author examines the relationship between North Korean (DPRK) actions—labeled as “provocations”—and so-called “trigger
events” for these actions by the international community.1 By examining
whether North Korean provocations and international triggers are statistically related, the author argues, governments and policy-makers can make
more informed decisions. To date, research-based analysis regarding this
question has been sparse, yet various triggering events have been used by
analysts in an attempt to explain North Korean provocation. In this article,
a provocation is defined as an “intentional military or political action taken

Continued Reading:
25 Years of Negotiations and
Provocations: North Korea and the
United States
By Lisa Collins. Center for Strategic and
International Studies, 2017.

by the DPRK for military, political or diplomatic objectives that threatens
or is perceived to threaten a third country, such as the USA, causes personal damage to property, and/or is a serious violation of international law.”
Trigger events were similarly defined to be actions by the U.S., its allies, or
the international community that threaten, or are perceived to threaten,

https://beyondparallel.csis.org/25-years-of-negotiationsprovocations/

the DPRK.

Too Close and Too Strong: U.S. Power
and Proximity Contributing to North
Korea’s Nuclear Ambitions
Peace Science Digest Analysis, 2017.

The author developed an original data set from 2012 through 2016 (roughly

https://peacesciencedigest.org/close-strong-u-s-powerproximity-contributing-north-koreas-nuclear-ambitions/

source documents, such as newspaper articles, publicly available govern-

Limiting Escalation/De-escalation
By Michelle Maise. Beyond Intractability,
2004.

of information. Provocations were categorized by severity into small, me-

https://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/limitingescalation

the time of Kim Jong Un’s leadership) which contained 88 North Korean
provocations and 257 possible trigger events in different categories. Open
ment documents, and international organization reports, were the sources
dium, and large and included missile tests with varying degrees of success;
negative actions in the Kaesong Industrial Park (a collaborative economic
development project between both North and South Korea); detention of
U.S., Canadian, or Australian citizens; cyber-attacks; naval incursions; and
military exercises. Trigger events included South Korean (ROK) negative

Organizations:
Peace Action’s “Promote Diplomacy
with North Korea Campaign”
https://www.peaceaction.org/what-we-do/campaigns/
promote-diplomacy-with-north-korea/

Korea Peace Network
https://www.peaceaction.org/what-we-do/campaigns/
promote-diplomacy-with-north-korea/

actions regarding Kaesong, DPRK diplomatic initiatives, or DPRK holidays
or national events; U.S. high-level visits; U.S.-ROK military events or political events; U.S. negative political actions or statements; UN events; or other
events identified by DPRK as threatening.

1. The author makes the important observation that North Korea and the USA and other international actors respectively may perceive the actions undertaken by the other side as provocative. To achieve clear terminology, she decided
to distinguish between “provocations” (North Korean actions) and “trigger events” (U.S. and other’s actions).
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Anecdotal assumptions by government officials, academics, and the media often suggest that the provocations are correlated to the triggers. The
research results, however, show that neither North Korea’s choice to engage
in provocation nor the level of provocation are strongly correlated with the
triggering events. Solely by comparing the basic numbers of 88 examined
provocations and 257 examined trigger events, one can see that many of the
latter went unanswered. When provocations happened, the data showed
that the DPRK was more likely to follow up with additional, although
weaker, provocations within a short period of time. The author called this a
provocation cycle.
The author suggests that international leaders should consider these findings and reassess possible provocative effects. Importantly, the author notes
significant limitations to the study, including the following: no examination
of the relationship (if any) between negotiations and provocations (as this
was not possible due to the time period examined); missing North Korean
domestic-level factors (lack of information on internal issues such as leadership succession, power struggles, and distracting domestic attention from
famine); and unreported or underreported provocations (cyber campaigns,
border violations, and small-scale military exercises).
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
The danger of war on the Korean Peninsula is high. This is expert opinion regardless of
one’s assessment of who is responsible—whether via provocations or triggering events.
The conflict is in a much-needed phase of de-escalation, which began with diplomatic
advances by the South and North Korean governments preceding the 2018 Winter
Olympics in South Korea and the prospect of a meeting between President Trump and
North Korean leader Kim Jong Un.
This study adds clear data that requires analysts and policy-makers to reject unproven
assumptions about North Korean so-called provocations and what might have
triggered them. Especially in the U.S., triggering events are viewed as positive and
necessary acts by the “good guys” and provocations by North Korea are viewed as
negative and irrational steps by the “bad guys.” The data shows that, contrary to
widely held assumptions, triggers and provocations are generally not linked to each
other. Yet policy-makers, academics, and the media create those exact links through
speculation, which can lead to disastrous outcomes, namely war. More and expanded
data to determine possible triggers, possible provocations, and possible reactions is
badly needed. By understanding what triggers can cause certain behaviors, a conflict
resolution perspective takes all sides into consideration to transform destructive
patterns into constructive ones.

TALKING POINTS
• Anecdotal assumptions by government officials, academics, and the media about North
Korean provocations as responses to U.S./Western triggers are not supported by data.
• North Korea’s choice to engage in provocation is not strongly correlated with
triggering events.
• When engaging in provocations, North Korea is more likely to follow up with
additional, although weaker, provocations within a short period of time.

20

APRIL 2018 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST

PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Conflict resolution requires thorough conflict analysis. Understanding conflict
triggers and provocations is part of such analysis. If assumptions prevail over
analysis in policy-making, misguided approaches to resolving conflicts are
more likely to happen, especially if triggers and provocations are expected to be
connected and are assumed to take place in an escalatory manner. This study
challenges widely held assumptions about provocations. In a U.S. political context,
where preemptively striking North Korea has been justified by National Security
Advisor John Bolton, the mere expectation of provocation by North Korea might
be the impetus for launching war. Instead, by understanding the historical context
we must remember that the Korean War officially never ended and that all events
are taking place in the context of a 1953 Armistice.
Conflict resolution perspectives move beyond the parties’ positions (wants) to
identify the interests that drive the positions and ultimately rest on underlying
needs. So-called provocations then can be examined in context, as opposed to
falsely connected to triggers. Regarding North Korea's position, it is clear that
they want a nuclear program. To understand their interest, we must look to what
research suggests are the two primary motivators behind the nuclear program:
the desire for security and sovereignty in light of the U.S.’s overwhelming military
capabilities and the presence of U.S. troops on the Korean peninsula.1 A permanent
peace treaty, a denuclearized North Korea, and/or reconciliation and unification of
a divided country are certainly long-term aspirations. Realistically though, we need
to understand conflict in its context and at its different stages of escalation.
Lastly, for the conflict to be addressed constructively, it is important to shift
away from language that emphasizes blame or wrong-doings on one side. In
other words, instead of talking about triggers and provocations, a more nuanced
perspective would examine moves and countermoves by all parties.

1. Too Close and Too Strong: U.S. Power and Proximity Contributing to North Korea’s
Nuclear Ambitions Peace Science Digest Analysis, 2017.
https://peacesciencedigest.org/close-strong-u-s-power-proximity-contributing-northkoreas-nuclear-ambitions/
(CC BY 2.0)
Photo Credit: JoshBerglund19; Attribution 2.0 Generic
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An Interactive Approach to Explaining
Success and Failure in the Arab Spring
Source | Bramsen, I. (2018). How civil resistance succeeds (or not): micro-dynamics of unity, timing, and escalatory actions. Peace & Change, 43(1), 61-89.
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Seven years after the blossoming of the so-called Arab Spring, the results of
numerous civil resistance movements across the Middle East and North Africa (MENA) region are mixed. Scholars have studied these cases to discern
precisely what might explain success in some cases and failure in others.
The research here contributes to this emerging body of knowledge on civil
resistance in the region by comparing the cases of Tunisia and Bahrain. The
former stands out as perhaps the lone case of successful and sustainable
regime change and the latter as an uprising that was suppressed before it
could come to fruition. What accounts for these divergent outcomes—for
whether, in the author’s words, “civil resistance is successful or silenced”?

Continued Reading:
The Arab Spring’s Aftermath, in 7
Minutes
By Steven A. Cook. The Atlantic, January 26,
2016.
https://www.theatlantic.com/
international/archive/2016/01/arab-springanniversary/416301/
The ‘Arab Spring’: Five Years On
By Amnesty International, 2016.
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/
campaigns/2016/01/arab-spring-five-yearson/
The Strategy of Nonviolent Defense: A
Gandhian Approach
By Robert J. Burrowes. Albany: SUNY Press,
1996.
Why Egypt’s Presidential Elections are
Neither Democratic nor Contentious
By Dawn Brancati and Shimaa Hatab.
Political Violence @ a Glance, March 14, 2018.
http://politicalviolenceataglance.
org/2018/03/14/why-egypts-presidentialelections-are-neither-democratic-norcontentious/
Is the Middle East Exceptional? The
Power of Identity in Middle East
Conflict
By Karen Bodnaruk Jazayeri. Political
Violence @ a Glance, April 30, 2015.
http://politicalviolenceataglance.
org/2015/04/30/is-the-middle-eastexceptional-the-power-of-identity-inmiddle-east-conflict/
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The author starts by examining prevalent explanations for the success or
failure of civil resistance, both in the Arab Spring and more generally. She
argues that such prominent explanations as the maintenance of nonviolent
discipline, previous organizational capacity, and military defections (and
civil-military relations more broadly) are insufficient for explaining the divergent outcomes in these particular cases, as well as the variation within
each case over time (in other words, why repression may have failed at one
point but effectively suppressed a movement at another). Instead, employing a theoretical framework developed by Randall Collins, the author
focuses on the interactive dimensions of the struggle between a civil resistance movement and the regime it opposes to explain why some movements succeed and some fail. Applying this theoretical lens, the author
conducted interviews in 2015 with a variety of (mostly) activists—prominent and ordinary, rural and urban, female and male, those who threw
stones and those who adhered to nonviolent discipline—from Tunisia and
Bahrain, while also drawing on reports, news articles, earlier scholarship
on these cases, and YouTube videos.
Through her analysis she finds the following: In Tunisia, the violent repression of the uprising in late 2010/early 2011 only further unified and
energized the protest movement across the country, providing it with
greater momentum that eventually contributed to a deterioration of regime
cohesion; therefore, when the movement escalated with a massive demonstration on a major street outside the Ministry of Interior, it was from a
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position of strength and momentum for the movement and at a moment
of division and uncertainty for the regime, leading to Ben Ali’s departure.
In Bahrain, the initial violent repression of the movement in early 2011
had a similar unifying and energizing effect, with activists of different
stripes, as well as Sunnis and Shias, coming together against a common enemy. The regime’s shift in tactics after a few days, however, pulling out of
the Pearl Roundabout (the center of protest activity) and generally allowing the demonstrations to proceed, allowed divisions within the movement to emerge, both between revolutionary and reformist contingents
and along sectarian lines—despite some concerted effort on the part of the
movement to be decidedly non-sectarian. A few weeks later, when (some
segments of ) the movement decided to escalate with a blockade of the
financial district, it was from a position of disunity, without widespread
Sunni participation and without the participation of the biggest opposition
party. The entrance of Saudi forces the next day and the regime’s crackdown against the movement and clearing of the Pearl Roundabout within
the next two days had an important psychological effect on the movement
in this context, “emotionally dominat[ing] the protesters.”
The author argues more generally, therefore, that the success of a civil resistance movement depends on the movement’s maintenance of “unity and
coherence” while “challeng[ing] the cohesion of the opponent”—where
these are influenced by the regime’s “repressive strategies” and the timing of the movement’s escalation, namely whether or not it is undertaken
while the movement has momentum. Based on these findings, she urges
activists to consider the timing of escalatory activities carefully, planning
them for moments of “cohesion and momentum.”
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CONTEMPORARY
RELEVANCE
This research reminds us that the success of civil resistance movements does
not depend on the mere presence or absence of seemingly static factors like
organizational capacity or a disgruntled military but rather on the timing of
movement and regime actions and the dynamic interaction between these. This
reminder is relevant to current movements around the world and should be
encouraging insofar as it means that no movement is a lost cause just because it
lacks one of the purported factors of success. Instead, what matters is strategy and
a certain perceptiveness when it comes to relations and interactions between the
movement and its opponents.
The findings here recall those of Robert J. Burrowes in his 1996 book, The Strategy
of Nonviolent Defense: A Gandhian Approach, where he emphasizes the prime
importance of a nonviolent movement “consolidat[ing] [its] power and will”
while “alter[ing] the will of the opponent elite to conduct the aggression…and [ ]
undermin[ing] their power to do so” (1996, 210), essentially of strengthening one’s
own unity and cohesion and weakening the adversary’s. In effect, this means that
what matters are not the “weapons” one has at one’s disposal (whether these
are actual or symbolic) but rather the effect these “weapons” have on one’s own
and one’s opponent’s will to continue struggling. In this sense, we can better
understand how a regime’s choice to violently repress a civil resistance movement
can actually have the opposite effect from that intended, strengthening the
ability of the movement to continue resisting by unifying multiple social groups
around it and reinforcing their will to resist. At the same time, to the extent that
violent repression is used against clearly unarmed activists, this repression can
itself weaken the unity of the regime and therefore its will and power to continue
opposing the movement; the growing cohesion and unity of the civil resistance
movement can also sway members/supporters of the regime to the movement’s
side as they become convinced of its viability and promise or even just become
swept up in its fervor. In short, current movements can use these findings to recall
the fluidity and malleability of seemingly fixed power structures and social groups,
and use these to their advantage.

TALKING POINTS
- The success or failure of a civil resistance movement is best understood within
a dynamic framework that can account for the interactions between movement
activists and the regime, particularly the bearing their respective tactics have on
the unity and coherence of the other side.
- The success of a civil resistance movement depends on the movement’s ability
to maintain unity and coherence while weakening the cohesion of their opponent,
both of which are related to the timing of regime repression and of movement
escalation.
- Activists in civil resistance movements should consider the timing of escalatory
24
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PRACTICAL
IMPLICATIONS
Based on these findings, civil resistance activists should keep the following
considerations central to their strategizing. First, activists should choose
nonviolent tactics based not only on what will withdraw sources of power
from the regime but also on what they think will either best strengthen their
own movement’s broad-based cohesion or best weaken the cohesion of the
adversary/regime, while noting the general importance of employing a diversity
of tactics (of both concentration and dispersion, depending on the level of risk).
Second, as noted by the author, activists should choose the timing of escalations
carefully, being mindful of the risk of escalating when they do not enjoy sufficient
unity or momentum. On the other hand, a well-timed escalation—when the
movement enjoys peak participation numbers and diversity—could prove decisive.
Third, activists should resist the urge to see the opponent as monolithic and
rather should try to see and relate with the opponent as a diverse group, many
contingents of whom could potentially be peeled away from the opponent core,
ultimately depleting it of its power.

ercial 2.0 Generic (CC BY-NC 2.0)

Photo Credit: Amine GHRABI; Attribution-NonComm
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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
The Digest is smartly organized, engaging, and
provides a nice synthesis of key research on conflict,
war, and peace with practical and policy relevance.
The Digest’s emphasis on “contemporary relevance,”
“talking points,” and “practical implications” is a
breath of fresh air for those of us trying to bridge
the academic-policy-practitioner divides. Highly
recommended reading.
Maria J. Stephan
Senior Advisor, United States Institute of Peace
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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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