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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.

Print subscriptions of the Peace Science Digest are available. We offer education
discounts for libraries, students, and faculty, and bulk discounts if you are interested in
more than one copy.
Help us offset a portion of our editorial costs by considering a print subscription.
For more information, please visit www.PeaceScienceDigest.org/subscribe or call us at
+1-503-505-5721.

Photo Credit: Joanna Kosinska on Unsplash
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LETTER FROM THE EDITORS
Dear Readers,
We welcome you to Volume 3, Issue 5, of the Peace Science Digest.
In times of political and social instability and polarization, it is important to support those committed to identifying viable,
effective alternatives to violence. The Peace Science Digest works to amplify these ideas by making important findings from
the academic community accessible, understandable, and useful. We thank you for taking the time to utilize this resource.
At the time of this issue’s release we cannot pretend that things are going well. The United States witnessed further hate
crimes—a mass shooting targeting a Pittsburgh synagogue killed 11, and two African-Americans were murdered at a grocery
store in Kentucky. The Brazilian far-right president-elect is a de facto denier of the military dictatorship who has promised
to open up the Amazon to economic development, disregarding the needs of indigenous peoples and the environmental
implications. The Trump administration has ordered 7,000 troops to the southern border to forcefully confront a group of
Central American asylum seekers, propagating the narrative that the so-called migrant caravan is “an invasion” that has to be
met with force.
These events are worrying to those of us committed to working for a world of peace with justice. This state of affairs calls
for an informed resistance that draws on well-known but also newer nonviolent practices that history and/or research have
proven to be effective. To this end, we at the War Prevention Initiative are part of a community of experts who support best
practices and scientific insights into the viable and underutilized alternatives to violence and injustice—alternatives that can be
used to thwart the rising tide of violence and bigotry that appear, at times, unrelenting. Our hope is that the Digest provides
a source of informed optimism that highlights important research relevant to the practice of peace and conflict professionals
and advocates, whether in their work in the field or in their activism for peace with justice.
Inside this issue, we examine research analyzing hundreds of civil war peace agreements that concludes that “complex”
agreements are not necessarily better at keeping the peace than simpler ones. Next, we take a critical look at research on
public support for military interventions and the motivations behind support for interventions conducted for “humanitarian”
reasons. Third, through examining civics textbooks in Sri Lanka in the context of global peace education efforts, we consider
how specific omissions and emphases in these textbooks have served the government’s goals, while failing to address the
injustice and inequality still plaguing post-war Sri Lanka. Next, we discuss research finding that the primary peacekeeping
tasks associated with preventing violence and protecting civilians can be effectively undertaken by unarmed peacekeepers,
who are, furthermore, often able to address some of the shortcomings of their armed counterparts. Finally, the last analysis
reflects on possible reasons for why past attempts at peace in South Sudan have failed, calling for more psycho-sociologically
informed conflict interventions in the future.
As always, we thank you for your continued support.
Your Peace Science Digest Editorial Team,

Patrick Hiller
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Exploring the Complexities of Peace
Agreement Design

Source | Lounsbery, M. O., & DeRouen, Jr., K. (2018). The roles of design and third parties on civil war peace agreement outcomes.
Peace & Change, 43(2), 139-177.

Keywords
peace agreement, civil
war, military
intervention,
peace processes

Since the 1970s, civil wars have become an increasingly prevalent form of
violent conflict. Much attention has been devoted to improving the design
of peace agreements intended to resolve these conflicts. Important questions
still remain, however, about how comprehensive these peace agreements
should be. Some suggest that more elaborate agreements provide a “more
effective road map to peace.” Others argue that comprehensive peace
agreements might come off as a laundry list of compromises, resulting
in half-hearted implementation and the eventual return to violence.
Additionally, third parties frequently become involved in civil wars through
military interventions or by imposing sanctions on the conflict parties,
adding another layer of complexity to the peace process and to the analysis
of how best to create effective, long-lasting peace agreements.
By design, complex peace agreements address a wide range of issues,
often including provisions for the reformation of many aspects of dayto-day life, including the military and police, the justice system, political
institutions, and economic arrangements. These comprehensive agreements
are assumed to be more effective at preventing a return to violence, as less
ambiguity on key social and political issues would presumably make future
conflict less likely. In this study, the authors discuss their original research
on the causes and effectiveness of comprehensive agreements to seek
answers to two main questions: 1) Are more elaborate and comprehensive
peace agreements better able to keep the peace than less comprehensive
agreements? And, 2) do third-party interventions impact the “elaborateness”
of peace agreements and whether or not outstanding conflict issues remain
unresolved?
To measure the complexity and the effectiveness of peace agreements, the
authors used two datasets reflecting the design of 156 peace agreements
signed between 1975 and 2011. With the first dataset, a peace agreement’s
design was considered based on the number of provisions included.
This number was then used to rank peace agreements by complexity
(the more provisions included in the agreement, the more complex the
agreement). Agreement effectiveness was determined by whether or not
implementation failed within a year or armed conflict recurred within five
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Continued reading:
Peace Accords Matrix
By the Kroc Institute for International Peace
Studies, University of Notre Dame.
https://peaceaccords.nd.edu/
Understanding Quality Peace
Edited by Madhav Joshi and Peter Wallensteen. New York: Routledge, 2018.

years. The agreements were then analyzed in relation to a different dataset
to measure the impact of third-party intervention on peace agreement
design. Interventions were classified as either diplomatic (through
mediation), economic (through sanctions), or armed. Armed interventions
were classified by which side the third-party military supported—either the
government or the rebelling forces.
The authors’ findings showed that agreements with a greater number of
provisions (more complex) are less effective at keeping the peace, with
violence more likely to return within five years. Also, outstanding issues
left unresolved in the agreement do not necessarily result in the peace
agreement’s failure. Regarding third-party intervention, the results showed
that mediation or armed intervention in support of the government both
correspond with more comprehensive peace agreements, whereas sanctions
and armed intervention in support of rebel forces correspond with less
comprehensive agreements. Additional control variables unrelated to the
authors’ hypotheses were also examined, leading to a consistent finding
that stronger rebel forces during civil war resulted in a lower likelihood of
creating comprehensive agreements.
The authors suggest that these findings reinforce the notion that civil war
resolution should be embraced as a process—and that this process takes
time for trust to build within and between actors. Agreements with fewer
provisions allow actors “the time necessary to convince their constituents
and supporters to support resolution efforts and avoid being viewed as
having sold out” by either abandoning their cause or failing to address
issues important to their base. Agreements with fewer provisions also allow
leaders to spend the necessary time addressing key issues, rather than
spreading their time across many provisions that may not be as central to
the conflict.
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CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE
Of the more than 200 civil wars since the end of the Cold War, only 20% ended as a result of a military “victory,” while
around one-third have ended in a ceasefire or peace agreement. Considering the prevalence of civil wars and the significant
difference in success rates between peace agreements and prolonged military engagements, it is vital to continue the search
for effective ways to improve agreement design and implementation. The internationalized civil wars in Syria and Yemen
are two contemporary conflicts that have both been labeled the worst humanitarian crises of our time. In Syria, hundreds of
thousands of people have been killed and millions are on the run and in need of humanitarian assistance. In Yemen, there is a
risk of widespread famine and an existing cholera epidemic. Better understanding civil wars, how they end, and how they are
less likely to recur cannot be any timelier.

TALKING POINTS
•

More complex peace agreements with a greater number of provisions correspond with a greater probability of failed
implementation and of armed conflict recurrence.

•

Simpler peace agreements with fewer provisions are more likely to be successful at preventing armed conflict recurrence.

•

Armed intervention in support of the government and mediation both correspond with more comprehensive peace
agreements.

•

8

Armed intervention in support of rebel forces and sanctions correspond with less comprehensive peace agreements.
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PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS
As this research shows, a signed peace agreement—even, and perhaps especially, one with long lists of provisions—does not
guarantee peace. Civil wars end, yet research suggests they tend to recur. A key task will always be to better understand peace
agreement design and how sustained peace can be achieved.
The authors of this article suggest that peace agreement design, peace process dynamics, and the experiences of conflict experts and
practitioners need to inform meaningful advances in conflict resolution policies. A valuable contribution at the nexus of research
and practice is the Peace Accord Matrix (PAM; https://peaceaccords.nd.edu). Members of the research team monitor ongoing peace
processes on issues of design and implementation. This kind of assessment, according to the PAM project, “enables and facilitates
early preventative action and the generation of options for potentially needed innovation in the process of implementation.”
The research findings here are important because of how they point to different conclusions than what is easily recognized. It
is logical to assume that complex agreements designed with provisions addressing all aspects of the conflict would be superior
to agreements with fewer provisions. This research can inform the practice of international mediators, whose expertise might
lead them to work toward highly complex peace agreements. With thorough examination of the context (i.e., conflict analysis/
conflict mapping), however, they might recognize that even in peace agreements for complex civil wars, as this research suggests,
sometimes less is more.
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What Drives Public Support for
Humanitarian Interventions?
Source | Kreps, S., & Maxey, S. (2018). Mechanisms of morality: Sources of support for humanitarian intervention.
Journal of Conflict Resolution, 62(8), 1814-1842.

Keywords
humanitarian
intervention, public
support, Responsibility
to Protect, war support

Humanitarian interventions have become a common aspect of United
States foreign policy, especially over the last several decades. Since the
1990s, over half of U.S.-led interventions have purportedly been motivated
by humanitarian objectives, including Somalia in 1993, Bosnia in 1995,
and Libya in 2011. As with all military action, however, the human and
economic costs of war must be justified to the public whose support,
or lack thereof, can influence the trajectory of U.S. involvement. Public
opinion plays a particularly important role in humanitarian interventions
because “rather than responding to security threats, these operations

					
Humanitarian intervention: “the
deployment of military force across
borders, without the consent of the
target state, with the predominant
purpose of preventing or ending the
widespread suffering or death of
foreign civilians.”

rely on the public’s belief that military action to protect foreign civilians
is in the interest of the United States and worth the potential cost.” The
important role public opinion plays in determining the involvement,
methods, and longevity of a particular intervention thus becomes a
significant topic of study for academics, as well as for political decisionmakers or practitioners working to conduct or avoid these interventions.
The respective stakeholders are eager to understand what drives public
opinion on this matter.
In this article, the authors use a series of survey experiments to
identify the main drivers behind U.S. public support for humanitarian
interventions. They structure their surveys to consider three potential
sources of an individual’s attitude towards humanitarian interventions,
including views about costs, strategic consequences, and moral obligation.
The authors then try to narrow in on the specific “mechanisms of
morality,” derived from the most common drivers of the respondent’s
moral convictions about intervention, and also incorporate survey
questions on political partisanship and various other related variables.
The first survey examined differences in support between two hypothetical
military intervention scenarios: one focused on protecting civilians and the
other focused on more defined security objectives. The former involved a
foreign leader invading another country to restrain the government from
harming civilians, and the latter involved a foreign leader invading another
country to gain power. The next survey involved the same situations but
replaced “foreign leader” with “U.S. President” to see if attitudes would
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change depending on where the invading forces originated. The survey
respondents were also asked questions about the motivation behind
their support/lack of support, including questions around morality, costs,
and strategic consequences. Morality was gauged by asking whether the
U.S. had a “moral obligation to intervene.” Costs were gauged by asking
questions regarding the likelihood of U.S. casualties, the financial costs
of the operation, burden-sharing and multilateral authorization, and
military strategy. Finally, strategic consequences were gauged by asking the
respondents about the potential consequences if the U.S. didn’t intervene,
including “creating a breeding ground for terrorists” and “generating
Continued reading:
Why Humanitarian Intervention Goes Horribly Wrong By Rajan Menon. Aeon, March 29,
2016. https://aeon.co/ideas/why-humanitarian-intervention-goes-horribly-wrong
The Slippery Slope of U.S. Intervention By
Micah Zenko. Foreign Policy, August 12,
2014. https://foreignpolicy.com/2014/08/12/
the-slippery-slope-of-u-s-intervention/
William Hartung on the Military-Industrial
Complex and Yemen Interview by Scott
Horton. WallStreetWindow.com, September 28, 2018. https://wallstreetwindow.
com/2018/09/william-hartung-on-themilitary-industrial-complex-and-yemensource-scott-horton-show-09-28-2018/

reputational costs.” A different survey was used to separate morality into
five different components to identify which aspect of morality was most
influential in a respondent’s support for humanitarian intervention: harm/
care (responding to harm done to vulnerable civilians); fairness/reciprocity
(the desire to hold perpetrators of violence against civilians accountable);
authority/respect (upholding international law regarding the treatment
of civilians); purity/sanctity (upholding the standards of common
decency accepted by civilized countries); or in-group/loyalty (American
exceptionalism: the U.S. doesn’t turn a blind eye to atrocities).
The survey findings showed that humanitarian objectives attract high
levels of public support. Just over half of respondents supported a
military intervention with more defined security objectives, while
80% of respondents supported a humanitarian intervention scenario.
“Moral obligation” was the most significant factor behind over half of
the respondents’ support, easily outpacing factors of cost and strategic
consequences. In the subsequent survey separating morality into five main
concerns, fear of harm being done to civilians was the most significant
factor in an individual’s support—individuals were less concerned about
allowing foreign leaders to get away with human rights abuses, creating
a dangerous international environment, contradicting U.S. values, or
permitting violations of “civilized” behaviour. Interestingly, the belief
in the United States’ moral obligation to protect civilians was common
among major political parties, but partisan differences began to emerge
when respondents were asked about support for other types of military
intervention. Republicans exhibited high levels of support for the use
of force across the board, regardless of the type/reasons given for the
intervention, whereas Democrats and Independents exhibited lower levels
of support for the overall use of force with an increase in support in the
case of humanitarian intervention. Additionally, Independents consistently
showed the least support for intervention, while Democrats’ support for
both interventions was in the middle, with a sharp spike in favor for
humanitarian interventions.
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CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE
This research advances understanding on why and under what circumstances
people are most likely to support so-called humanitarian interventions, which,
due to the nature of military actions involved, should be considered wars. These
findings also provide an opportunity to reflect on past wars supposedly conducted
for humanitarian reasons, while making us more cautious about the humanitarian
buzzwords that are likely to be used in the future when leaders seek public
support for military action. By identifying that most Americans are supportive of
humanitarian interventions, and that this support stems mostly from a sense of
moral obligation to protect civilians, this research reinforces what political leaders
already largely know: that providing a humanitarian justification provides them
with a solid path for garnering public support for military action, as long as they
are able to sell the notion that a “good war” is necessary to protect human life from
“evil.” The question remains, however: can humanitarian objectives be achieved
through military force?
Considering past U.S. interventions helps us see both how the public is often misled
with regards to the true motives behind military action and how such interventions
can have harmful unintended effects. During the 2011 NATO operation in Libya,
the Obama administration clearly stated that the U.S. objective was to protect the
Libyan people—and that broadening the scope of the operation to include regime
change would be a mistake. But the U.S.’s eventual support for rebel forces and
the overthrow of the Qaddafi regime suggests that other motives may have been
at play. Furthermore, although the argument can be made that NATO intervention
prevented a massacre in Benghazi, the unintended effects of the intervention and
the ensuing collapse of Qaddafi’s regime—a lengthy civil war, a country in chaos,
and the creation of a safe haven for ISIS—have only further threatened civilian lives.
Once again, military intervention was justified on humanitarian grounds, chosen
over viable nonviolent alternatives, and brought with it anti-humanitarian results.

TALKING POINTS
•

In the United States, military interventions conducted for humanitarian
objectives receive significantly higher public support than interventions serving
security interests.

•

The most important factor behind public support for humanitarian
interventions was the view that the United States had a moral obligation to
protect civilians.

•

Republicans exhibited high levels of support for the use of force across the
board, regardless of type of intervention, whereas Democrats and Independents
exhibited lower levels of support for the use of force overall with an increase in
support in the case of humanitarian intervention.

•

Independents consistently showed the least support for military intervention.

Photo Credit: Blink O'fanaye
War Protests, D.C.
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PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS
The findings from this research could be used in two ways. First, political leaders could
use the findings of this study to inform how they frame military interventions in order
to garner the most public support—a use that certainly is not in the interest of those of
us who advocate for nonviolent responses to any form of conflict. Due to the public’s
strong support for military action when conducted for humanitarian reasons, political
leaders can potentially manipulate the public’s sense of morality to fit their foreign
policy agendas by capitalizing on a humanitarian crisis to gain backing for military
interventions conceived with more strategic geo-political or economic goals in mind.
Second, by recognizing this primary application of the research, active citizens can be
doubly vigilant about keeping their governments in check by critically attending to the
justifications provided for military interventions and engaging in advocacy for viable
nonviolent alternatives. Peace- and justice-oriented institutions such as the Institute
for Policy Studies, the Center for International Policy, and our own War Prevention
Initiative provide strong analysis that is grounded not in idealism but rather in a
rigorous examination of the context, the unintended effects of military action, and the
myriad preferable alternatives.
This research serves as an important reminder that political leaders need the public’s
support to undertake or sustain a military intervention—and that therefore the public
can also choose to withhold this support if they realize they are being manipulated to
facilitate a military intervention.
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Civics Textbooks, Peace Education,
and Peacebuilding in Sri Lanka

Source | Bentrovato, D. & Nissanka, M. (2018). Teaching peace in the midst of civil war: Tensions between global and local discourses in Sri Lankan civics
textbooks. Global Change, Peace & Security, 30(3), 353-372.

Keywords
peace education,
textbooks, civics
education, global
citizenship, nationalism,
Sri Lanka, LTTE

Peace education is widely held to be an important piece of the puzzle in
building cultures of peace and moving societies away from violent conflict.
Scholars have noted a recent “global convergence” of peace education
curricula under the rubric of global citizenship education, incorporating
global norms such as “human rights, democracy, equality and social justice,
diversity and multiculturalism, and sustainable development.” At the
same time, we also know from the so-called “local turn” in peacebuilding
research and from critiques of “liberal peacebuilding” that what emerges
on the ground is always a result of negotiation between global and local

					
Peace education: the promotion
of “the knowledge, skills, attitudes,
and values needed to bring about
behaviour changes that will enable
children, youths and adults to
prevent conflict and violence, both
overt and structural; to resolve
conflict peacefully; and to create
the conditions conducive to peace,
whether at an intra-personal,
interpersonal, intergroup, national or
international level.”
Fountain, S. (1999). Peace education in UNICEF.
New York: UNICEF.

forces, with globally sanctioned peacebuilding projects being adapted and/
or resisted by and repurposed for local actors to serve their interests. In
the case of the implementation of peace education and civics curricula
in deeply divided societies, recent scholarship has shown that textbooks
in such contexts often avoid discussion of the most controversial local
issues and adhere to a more traditional approach to civics education that
emphasizes national rather than global identity, reinforcing “national unity
and allegiance to the nation-state.”
In this study, the authors examine the case of Sri Lanka, asking how a
peace education curriculum (supported by the international community)
was implemented in Sri Lankan schools during that country’s civil war,
and what the “dominant themes, values, emphases and omissions” were
in its accompanying civics textbooks. What tensions emerge in this
particular negotiation between the global and the local, and what are
the implications for a multicultural Sri Lanka moving forward after the
government’s military victory over the Tamil Tigers (LTTE) in 2009? The
authors analyze civics textbooks that were published in 2007, just as the Sri
Lankan government was turning away from the peace process and towards
a return to war against the LTTE. These textbooks were created as part of
educational reform initiated in 2000, supported by international donors,
which, like other similar educational reforms in Sri Lanka, was generally
geared towards building national cohesion and appreciation for diversity.
Drawing on the six official textbooks for grades 6 through 11, the authors’
analysis entailed first identifying dominant themes and then attempting to
“discern how state-sponsored educational discourse produces, reproduces
and legitimises particular knowledge” in these textbooks.
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Continued reading:
Sri Lanka Conflict: ‘Why Can’t You Find Our
Sons?’ By Anbarasan Ethirajan. BBC News,
September 10, 2018. https://www.bbc.com/
news/world-asia-45474584
Sri Lanka Crisis: Activists Fear End of Human
Rights Investigations By Michael Safi.
The Guardian, October 30, 2018. https://
www.theguardian.com/world/2018/oct/31/
sri-lanka-crisis-activists-fear-end-of-human-rights-investigations
Sri Lanka Declares State of Emergency After Communal Violence By Michael
Safi and Amantha Perera. The Guardian,
March 6, 2018. https://www.theguardian.
com/world/2018/mar/06/sri-lanka-declares-state-of-emergency-after-communal-violence
Sri Lanka, Nine Years After the War
By Tejshree Thapa. Human Rights
Watch, May 18, 2018. https://www.hrw.org/
news/2018/05/18/sri-lanka-nine-years-after-war
Sri Lanka’s Democracy: Very Critical
Challenges Ahead By Jayadeva Uyangoda.
Colombo Telegraph, August 19, 2018. https://
www.colombotelegraph.com/index.php/
sri-lankas-democracy-very-critical-challenges-ahead/

The authors identify three themes in their analysis of the textbooks: “social
cohesion around civic virtues,” “understanding and resolving conflict,”
and “social justice, democracy and human rights.” Within each of these
themes, however, they note particular emphases or omissions that bring
out the tensions between local and global priorities. With regards to the
first theme, the authors note how the textbooks reflect an understanding
of the purpose of citizenship education as promoting social cohesion and
patriotism, emphasizing citizens’ duties to the community and their respect
for authority, including that of the government. Also notable is the framing
of rights as being contingent on the performance of duties—contrary to
the western liberal understanding of human rights as being inalienable and
granted to all people by virtue of birth.
In the textbooks’ treatment of the second theme, the authors find a
pronounced emphasis on interpersonal conflict resolution skills and
dispositions, thereby highlighting individual responsibility for conflict
and almost completely eclipsing structural violence as an underlying
cause of conflict. The authors note key silences around the grievances that
motivated the Tamil struggle for independence (which is instead viewed
one-dimensionally as “terrorism”) and around the concrete suffering and
destruction the civil war has wrought on various Sri Lankan communities.
Furthermore, the authors note that most references to the civil war were
removed in 2016 revisions of these textbooks.
Finally, with reference to the third theme, the authors find abstract
discussions of the importance of social justice, democracy, and human
rights but a lack of attention to the operation—or shortcomings—of these
in the Sri Lankan context. Not only do the books fail to frame the Tamil
struggle for self-determination in terms of human rights, but they also
avoid discussion of inequalities among different ethnic communities and
of undemocratic practices that have existed over the course of the conflict
(e.g., “electoral violence, unequal political representation of Tamil and
Muslim minorities, and restrictions on freedom of speech and expression”).
Furthermore, the didactic style in which the textbooks are written does
not encourage the critical thinking and debate necessary to the flourishing
of democracy.
It is evident that these particular emphases and omissions serve the
interests of the Sri Lankan government in its desire for national cohesion
and harmony. In short, while the textbooks affirm global norms around
peace and citizenship education in the abstract, they also simultaneously
contradict and/or undermine these in various ways that serve the
government’s agenda. In addition, in failing “to critically address identitybased power relations and historical and contemporary structural
inequalities and injustice” in the country, the textbooks are unlikely to
contribute to the creation of a sustainable peace in post-war Sri Lanka.
15
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CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE
This research on Sri Lankan civics textbooks is framed as a concrete example of
“hybrid peacebuilding,” where the outcomes of peacebuilding efforts are understood
as the product of tensions and negotiations between global and local priorities.
In many discussions of hybrid peacebuilding, local interpretations of (and pushback against) internationally funded projects are celebrated as forms of resistance
against the neo-imperial “liberal peacebuilding” project. This study draws out some
of the ambivalence around this celebratory stance, as the “local” in this case is the
Sri Lankan government and its “resistance” is to craft narratives in its textbooks
that promote national cohesion at the expense both of critically examining power
inequalities and injustice in the country and of encouraging the dissent and debate
crucial to a healthy democracy. So, while there is some positive recognition of the
textbooks’ emphasis on so-called “Asian values”—a privileging of the community
over individual rights, to some extent—as a form of push-back against western,
liberal conceptions of human rights, there is also the acknowledgement of a cost
to sustainable peace in the textbooks’ disregard for aspects of the global peace
education discourse. This ambivalence forces us to examine larger questions about
who has the authority to judge the value of different approaches to peacebuilding—
those positioned as advocates of “global norms” or those on the inside of a particular
conflict who have their own ideas about how to move their society forward? Almost
a decade after the Sri Lankan government’s military victory over the LTTE, with as
of yet no substantial resolution of the issues or grievances that fueled the violent
conflict in the first place (as well as a recent constitutional crisis that puts any
progress on this front at risk), it is worth asking, what is the nature of the “peace”
that has emerged in Sri Lanka, to which these textbooks have perhaps contributed?

TALKING POINTS
•

Analysis of the prominent themes in Sri Lankan civics textbooks related to social
cohesion, conflict, social justice, democracy, and human rights reveals particular
emphases and omissions that reflect tensions between global norms and local
interests—in particular, the interests of the Sri Lankan government in national
cohesion and harmony.

•

While Sri Lankan civics textbooks affirm global norms around peace and
citizenship education in the abstract, they also simultaneously contradict and/or
undermine these in various ways in service of the government’s agenda.

•

In failing “to critically address identity-based power relations and historical and
contemporary structural inequalities and injustice” in the country, Sri Lankan
civics textbooks are unlikely to contribute to the creation of a sustainable peace in
post-war Sri Lanka.
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PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS
This analysis of Sri Lankan civics textbooks brings up larger questions about how best
to use textbooks in the service of peacebuilding in deeply divided societies. One of the
key tensions that peacebuilders must work through in post-war contexts is between,
on the one hand, recognizing harms that have been committed and injustices that have
existed over the course of the conflict so that they can be adequately addressed and,
on the other, smoothing over differences and divisions to move forward as a unified
society. The problem with the former approach, of course, is that continuing to discuss
these harms and injustices can reinforce communities’ sense of grievance and motivate
further conflict, while the problem with the latter approach is that it risks moving on
too soon, stifling dissent, and leaving important grievances unaddressed such that the
new society is built on a weak foundation. It is clear that, in these textbooks at least, the
Sri Lankan government (controlled by the Sinhalese majority) has opted for the latter
approach—an approach it sees as being in its best interest. As the party to the conflict
with the most power (and a numerical majority)—and as the party whose position in
the conflict was to ensure the territorial integrity of the Sri Lankan state in the face
of demands for a Tamil homeland—it has the privilege of emphasizing unity, ethnic
harmony, and democracy, as any unified, multiethnic state will likely exist on its terms,
the terms of the Sinhalese majority.
This approach may be in the short-term interest of the Sri Lankan government and
of the Sinhalese majority, but the erasure of injustices and violence experienced by
the Tamil and Muslim communities on the island will not serve long-term prospects
for peace if these minority communities feel that their long-held grievances are not
being recognized and rectified. Rather, in considering the textbooks shaping the minds
of its young people, the Sri Lankan government—and other governments emerging
from wartime contexts—should endeavor to tell the stories of the country that are
uncomfortable, along with the rosy depictions of ethnic harmony it is already telling. It
is only by doing so that students who are members of minority communities will see
themselves and their actual experiences reflected in the textbook pages and therefore
feel as if they belong in the narrative of the country’s struggles. If Sri Lanka or any
other deeply divided country wants all of its citizens to buy into the national project, it
must actually listen to the voices of all its citizens, acknowledge its own responsibility
for some of the wrongs they have experienced, and commit itself to creating a country
worthy of their genuine allegiance. This is a risky enterprise—one to be tackled
everywhere from the educational system to the judicial system—but it is a worthwhile
enterprise necessary to the development of a healthy democracy—whether in Sri Lanka,
in Germany, or in the United States.
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Assessing Armed and Unarmed
Approaches to Peacekeeping
Source | Julian, R. & Gasser, R. (2018). Soldiers, civilians and peacekeeping—Evidence and false assumptions. International Peacekeeping, forthcoming
(available online).
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Unarmed civilian peacekeeping
(UCP): “efforts by unarmed civilian
third parties, in the field, to prevent
or diminish violence by influencing
or controlling potential perpetrators
for the purpose of protecting people
and making it safe for local people to
engage in peace and justice efforts.”
Furnari, E. (2014). Understanding effectiveness
in peacekeeping operations: Exploring the perspectives of frontline peacekeepers. PhD Thesis,
University of Otago, Dunedin, NZ.
http://hdl.handle.net/10523/4765

Think of the word “peacekeeping”—what image comes to mind? Most
likely blue-helmeted soldiers carrying weapons and outfitted with the UN
logo. In other words, as the authors of this research suggest, it has become
common sense to assume that armed military forces are necessary for the
violence prevention and civilian protection work of peacekeeping. Indeed,
this common-sense thinking is based on the foundational assumption that
the only thing capable of stopping violence is violence (or the threat of violence). It is the work of this study to critically examine these assumptions
by surveying the empirical evidence on unarmed civilian peacekeeping
(UCP) and assessing whether and how well UCP has been capable of fulfilling the tasks traditionally associated with peacekeeping.
At its most fundamental level, peacekeeping means the “prevention or
reduction of direct violence.” UCP involves peacekeeping activities characterized by the following: 1) nonviolence (therefore no weapons are carried
or used), 2) civilian (instead of military) personnel, and 3) locally guided
actions. The authors distinguish UCP from armed military peacekeeping
(AMP), which includes “both military personnel and other uniformed
and armed professionals.” Traditionally, UN peacekeeping was defined by
consent of the parties, the non-use of force except in self-defense, and impartiality, but more recently, the authors argue, the line has begun to blur
between “peacekeeping” and its much more blatantly militarized cousin
“peace enforcement”—as demonstrated through the use of the vague term
“peace operations.”
Although AMP has received the majority of attention in research on peacekeeping, its shortcomings have not been sufficiently examined. In addition
to charges of neo-imperialism, these include the reinforcement of the logic
of violence and broader societal militarization in the host countries where
it operates, the reinforcement of the lower status of civilian leadership as
compared to military authorities, the marginalization of local ownership
in peacebuilding processes, the low level of accessibility to local communities (making it less likely that such peacekeeping forces will be tuned in
to on-the-ground developments), and documented cases of sexual violence
perpetration in local communities. AMP’s dominance, therefore, seems to
stem from the assumption that no alternative to it exists rather than from
an assessment of its results in comparison to UCP.
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Turning their attention instead to UCP, the authors first identify a list of
tasks traditionally associated with peacekeeping: “presence, patrolling,
protection, influencing behaviour”; “monitoring, observing, informing”;
“communication: negotiation, collaboration, advocacy”; “investigation and
responding to findings”; “early warning and early response”; “peacekeeping
tasks not undertaken by AMP”; and “capacity building.” Second, they analyze academic research, UCP organizations’ websites, and publicly available
field project evaluations (in particular, those of Peace Brigades International
and Nonviolent Peaceforce) to look for evidence that UCP teams have successfully carried out these tasks over the past 35 years.

Continued reading:
Understanding Effectiveness in Peacekeeping Operations: Exploring the Perspectives
of Frontline Peacekeepers By Ellen Furnari.
National Centre for Peace and Conflict
Studies, University of Otago, March 2014.
https://otago.ourarchive.ac.nz/bitstream/
handle/10523/4765/FurnariEllen2014PhD.
pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
Civilian Peacekeeping: A Barely Tapped Resource Edited by Christine Schweitzer. Belm:
Sozio-Publ., 2010. https://www.ssoar.info/
ssoar/handle/document/33222
Report of the High-level Independent
Panel on Peace Operations on Uniting Our
Strengths for Peace: Politics, Partnership
and People By United Nations, June 17, 2015
(particularly Section C.1. on unarmed strategies for protecting civilians). http://www.
un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/2015/446
Security Without Weapons: Rethinking
Violence, Nonviolent Action, and Civilian
Protection
By M.S. Wallace. New York: Routledge, 2017.

The authors find ample evidence that UCP has successfully engaged in all
of the identified peacekeeping tasks over a range of projects and organizations. For example, the authors cite instances in Sri Lanka, Colombia, and
South Sudan where the proactive presence of UCP teams protected threatened communities or individuals, including children at risk for armed
recruitment or women threatened with rape by armed actors in their daily
activities. In Mindanao (Philippines), UCP had an official role monitoring
the ceasefire agreement—and when that ceasefire was about to expire,
the UCP team engaged in “shuttle diplomacy” between stakeholders with
whom it had built relationships to effectively extend it. Moreover, undertaking a task that AMP would be inherently incapable of, UCP in South
Sudan supported community members in implementing a weapons-free
zone in order to enhance civilian security in their area. In all these activities and others, UCP has been able to prevent or mitigate violence without
simultaneously contributing to further societal militarization or to the
marginalization of local agency as AMP does. Instead, UCP teams function
by living and working within local communities and supporting them in
their protection and peacebuilding efforts while overtly challenging the
logic of violence. Their relationship-building with—and acceptance by—a
broad range of local armed and civilian stakeholders is necessary to UCP
teams’ very presence and effectiveness in the communities where they
work. Crucially, this relationship-building so central to peacekeeping effectiveness is facilitated by the absence of weapons. As a seasoned military
peacekeeper (who had also served in unarmed observer missions) noted,
“When I had no weapons, I could access people, people had confidence at
the first sight…but if you are there with a weapon, you are looked at in a
different way. People used to think about it before talking with you.”
The authors therefore conclude that to fulfill its violence prevention and
civilian protection functions peacekeeping does not require military personnel or the presence of weapons and, in fact, that UCP can fulfill these
functions in a way that also addresses some of the shortcomings of AMP.
As the authors note, “[t]he assumption that an armed actor will not yield
to anything except a weapon has been demonstrated to be false on many
occasions”; moreover, confronting armed actors with unarmed civilian
peacekeepers “may help to unlock some complex and intractable situations” in a way AMP is unable to do, operating, as it does, according to the
same logic of violence.
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CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE
While the primary debate on peacekeeping over the past twenty years has been
about whether and how peacekeeping can be “robust” enough to take on the
security challenges of the post-Cold War world, this research indicates that perhaps
this debate is leading us in the wrong direction. As previous research examined
in the Peace Science Digest has suggested, recent robust peacekeeping operations
(in Côte d’Ivoire, the Democratic Republic of Congo [DRC], Mali, and the Central
African Republic [CAR]) have had unintended results. Most importantly, they have
sometimes, paradoxically, led to greater civilian vulnerability—either through
inadvertently injuring or killing civilians in the course of a military operation
against armed groups or through such armed groups engaging in revenge attacks
against civilian communities thought to side with UN forces. Yet, arguments for
the necessity of arms in peacekeeping operations—and of a “robust” mandate to
use them if civilians or peacekeepers are threatened—assume that threatening or
using violence against violent actors will get them to stop their violence and thereby
better protect civilians. This facile assumption ignores the simple fact that armed
military peacekeepers (AMPs) are engaged in and reinforcing the very logic—and
cycles—of violence that they are there to disrupt.
The value of the present research is its demonstration that there are alternative
unarmed approaches to armed peacekeeping that can be effective—we need not
assume that AMP is the only possible response when armed actors threaten civilians.
The UN itself is beginning to recognize this fact. Its 2015 Report of the High-level
Independent Panel on Peace Operations devoted a section to unarmed strategies for
protecting civilians, and other recent UN reports, General Assembly Resolutions,
and Security Council Resolutions have reaffirmed a commitment to employing this
approach when civilians are threatened with violence.

TALKING POINTS
•

The widespread assumption that peacekeeping requires armed personnel stems
from an even more fundamental assumption that only violence can stop violence
and that therefore no alternative forms of peacekeeping exist, rather than from
an assessment that armed military peacekeeping produces better results than
alternative unarmed forms of peacekeeping.

•

The shortcomings of armed military peacekeeping have not been sufficiently
examined, including its reinforcement of the logic of violence and militarization
in the host countries where it operates, its marginalization of local ownership in
peacebuilding processes, and its low level of accessibility to local communities.

•

Unarmed civilian peacekeeping (UCP) has successfully engaged in the tasks
traditionally associated with peacekeeping, demonstrating that peacekeeping does
not require military personnel or the presence of weapons to carry out its violence
prevention and civilian protection functions; furthermore, UCP can fulfill these
functions in a way that also addresses some of the shortcomings of armed military
peacekeeping.

•

The relationship-building that is so central to peacekeeping effectiveness is actually
facilitated by the absence of weapons.

•

UCP teams function by living and working within local communities and
supporting them in their protection and peacebuilding efforts while overtly
challenging the logic of violence.
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PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS
Even if we know that unarmed civilian peacekeeping (UCP) is a viable option when
civilians are threatened with violence, the biggest hurdle to overcome is the cultural and
institutional inertia that exists in support of militarized responses to mass atrocities and
other wartime violence—especially the ever-powerful “common-sense” thinking that
immediately discounts unarmed strategies in the face of violence. The present research
suggests that, to counter such common-sense thinking, we must look to and critically
examine the actual results of both armed military peacekeeping (AMP) and UCP.
To be sure, there are studies that highlight positive effects of AMP. Georgetown
University’s Lise Morjé Howard, who has studied UN peacekeeping forces thoroughly,
remarked at the 2018 Alliance for Peacebuilding conference that UN peacekeeping
reduces civilian and military deaths, reduces the risks of a violence contagion, reduces
the duration of civil wars, and diminishes the recurrence of civil wars. It is worth
noting, however, that directly comparing these results of AMP to results of UCP is
difficult, given the fact that UCP missions tend to be extremely under-resourced (and
under-staffed) by comparison.
On the other hand, in cases where an AMP mission is determined to be unsuccessful,
we tend to assume that this is because it wasn’t “robust” enough—that it did not have
enough firepower or its mandate was too “weak” when it comes to the use of force.
It is incumbent upon us, therefore, to point to the ways in which unarmed civilian
approaches actually have capacities that AMP missions do not, especially when it comes
to the ability to have access to and build trust with relevant communities and to build
relationships with—and therefore influence—a wide range of armed and civilian
actors. In other words, being unarmed does not mean being “weak.” Although we must
acknowledge that no approach, armed or unarmed, comes with guaranteed results,
a more realistic assessment of the capacities—and unintended results—of both UCP
and AMP provides a better foundation for instituting effective civilian protection and
violence prevention strategies.

Photo Credit: Peace Brigades International
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Lessons Learned From Unsuccessful
Conflict Intervention Strategies in
South Sudan

Source | Ateng, M.A. (2018). Fragments of peace in South Sudan: A critical look at the intervention strategies of the South Sudan ethnopolitical conflict.
Peace Studies Journal, 11(1), 25-43.

Keywords
South Sudan,
peace agreement,
conflict intervention

Multiple conflict intervention strategies have been attempted by the international community to end the year-long conflict in South Sudan, yet
none of them have achieved lasting peace. The conflict intervention strategies implemented have largely ignored the social-psychological root causes
of the conflict and thus have failed to bring about peace. The outbreak of
armed conflict in South Sudan was characterized by economic and political
marginalization with ethnic undertones. The final straw was when South
Sudanese President Salva Kiir (of the Dinka ethnic group) dismissed Vice
President Riek Machar (of the Nuer ethnic group) in late 2013 on the asser-

					
Social Psychology: “the scientific
field that seeks to understand the
nature and causes of individual
behavior in social situations.”

tion that Machar was plotting a coup, and violence quickly broke out. Both
Kiir and Machar have relied upon their ethnic ties to stoke the conflict and
assert their claims to power. Upon his ousting, Machar created the Sudan
People’s Liberation Movement-In-Opposition (SPLM-IO) to wage an armed
campaign against the current government, also known as the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement (SPLM). A formal peace agreement was signed in
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dissolved. Leading up to the peace agreement, the international community
had implemented a variety of conflict intervention strategies to foster peace,
including sanctions, ceasefires, and peacekeeping operations.
In this article, the authors examine these conflict intervention strategies,
including the peace agreement itself, in an attempt to understand why they
have been unsuccessful. By examining the theoretical justifications for—
and criticisms of—sanctions, ceasefires, peacekeeping operations, and peace
agreements, the authors seek to identify critical aspects of the conflict that
were overlooked. The authors argue that because these conflict intervention strategies were conceptualized using realist and liberal theories, they
neglected to take into account the social-psychological perspective and
were thus flawed when implemented in South Sudan. Realist and liberal frameworks emphasize the self-interested actions of state or political
actors, therefore the conflict intervention strategies based on these frameworks emphasize institutional changes and power-sharing among political
actors. The social-psychological perspective emphasizes and prioritizes love,
justice, trust, mercy, reconciliation, relationship-building, and security
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rather than the motivation factors of each actor. According to the authors,
the failure of conflict intervention strategies in South Sudan can be largely
attributed to the international community’s assumption that their default
strategies—based on realist and liberal theoretical foundations—are universally applicable. The international community also neglected to view
the conflict from a social-psychological perspective and therefore did not
address all the conflict factors.
Due to the collectivist culture of South Sudan, sanctions did not have the
intended effect, as supporters stood behind their leaders instead of allowContinued reading:
What Are the Prospects for South Sudan's
New Peace Agreement? Here Are Some
Critical Next Steps. By Matthew Hauenstein
and Madvov Joshi. The Washington Post,
October 29, 2018. https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2018/10/29/
what-are-the-prospects-for-south-sudansnew-peace-agreement-here-are-the-criticalnext-steps/?utm_term=.e03afe373e55
South Sudan Celebrates New Peace Accord
Amid Joy - and Scepticism By Jason Burke
and Benjamin Takpiny. The Guardian,
October 31, 2018. https://www.theguardian.
com/global-development/2018/oct/31/southsudan-celebrates-new-peace-accord-amidjoy-and-scepticism

ing them to be isolated. Similarly, ceasefires are considered essential for
peace, yet they failed to impact any of the peace processes in a meaningful way and were routinely violated. Ceasefire agreements will not work
if the incentives to engage in violence outweigh the cost of breaking the
agreement, therefore conflict parties presumably saw strategic and political
reasons for continued fighting. The authors also note that the consent of
the parties is fundamental to the success of peacekeeping operations. In
the case of South Sudan, the government did not support the peacekeeping
effort and therefore obstructed their operations, hindering their success.
Lastly, attempts at a peace agreement were ineffective because it was signed
under duress, elite driven, and not based on the commitment of the parties. The international community threatened sanctions against any parties
not signing the agreement, ignored concerns of the parties, and assumed
peace would naturally follow a signed peace agreement, regardless of what
was in the agreement itself.
In all the conflict intervention strategies examined, it is clear that the
international community overlooked critical issues: identity, security,
participation, recognition, and respect. The authors argue that political settlement, relationship-building, and reconciliation processes that draw on a
psycho-sociological perspective would have a higher likelihood of sustaining peace. First, it is clear that the presence of Kiir and Machar in significant political positions during the shaping of the country’s future is a significant obstacle to peace as they are likely to continue exacerbating ethnic
divisions, and thus they should perhaps be offered amnesty upon condition
of exile to countries of their choice. Securing peace and mitigating violence is the most important outcome for the people of Sudan. After their
exit, a neutral transitional government should be established. Second, the
authors clarify that conflict workers should focus on relationship-building
throughout all levels of society. This can be achieved through the implementation of problem-solving workshops with middle-range actors. Lastly,
the authors recommend a reconciliation process for all people of South Sudan, inspired by Lederach's emphasis on “truth, peace, justice and mercy.”
In short, more attention should be dedicated to building relationships and
developing trust between all actors in society, especially when overcoming
entrenched ethnic divides.
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CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE
Although the authors specifically analyze the case of South Sudan, their
recommendations are applicable to various conflicts unfolding around the world.
Intractable conflicts in Yemen, Palestine, and Syria, as well as episodic outbreaks of
violence in Nigeria, Mali, and the Central African Republic, could all benefit from
conflict intervention strategies derived from a social-psychological perspective that
are specific and appropriate to their respective contexts. On a related note, conflict
intervention strategies should also embrace more of a bottom-up approach, which is
better equipped to address the individual-level factors shaping conflict. Outside actors
(usually tasked with designing conflict intervention strategies due to impartiality)
or those removed from the grassroots do not possess an intimate understanding of a
conflict’s social dynamics, whereas local actors are sensitive to these dynamics and
can craft intervention strategies that address them. With this perspective, high-level
approaches like peace agreements or ceasefires become more sustainable.

TALKING POINTS
•

An approach to peacebuilding that focuses solely on elections, democracy, and
power-sharing is not adequate and needs to be supplemented by reconciliation and
relationship-building processes to facilitate a more sustainable peace.

•

Conflict intervention strategies informed by realist and liberal assumptions are not
universally applicable; instead, conflict intervention strategies should be conceived
on a case-by-case basis and should incorporate social-psychological perspectives.

•

“Positive sanctions,” offering complying parties actual or promised rewards, are
most useful in the early stages of conflict and in inter-state conflicts. However,
even if applied at a later stage, they can facilitate the removal of problematic actors
and the transition to a stable government.

24

NOVEMBER 2018 PEACE SCIENCE DIGEST
Photo Credit: UN Photo/Isaac Billy
(CC BY-NC-ND 2.0)
Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivs 2.0 Generic
l Unity. Twenty-seven ministers
Nationa
of
ment
Govern
onal
South Sudan Forms Transiti
Government of National Unity of the
were sworn in today as part of a new Transitional
together members from the current
brings
n
coalitio
new
Republic of South Sudan. The
been at odds for over two years.
government and the armed opposition, who have

PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS
Although this case study specifically refers to South Sudan, the key takeaways can be
applied to other regional conflicts as well. In most cases, conflict intervention strategies
are designed and implemented by the international community. The authors strongly
assert that conflict intervention strategies should be culturally specific and designed
in ways that are not, contrary to many assumptions of the international community,
universally applicable to every conflict. Developing conflict intervention strategies
based on the analysis and context of each conflict, rather than applying strategies based
on blanket assumptions and the chorus of experts, can yield a higher rate of success.
Furthermore, determining why specific conflict intervention strategies may have failed
can prompt further analysis as to how to improve sanctions, ceasefire agreements,
peacekeeping operations, and peace agreements. Understanding the conditions necessary
for the success of specific approaches can be helpful when designing strategies. For
example, the peacekeeping operation in South Sudan has proved to be unsuccessful
without the consent of the parties. Therefore, peace practitioners should prioritize
building that consent before implementing peacekeeping operations.
When designing conflict intervention strategies, peace practitioners should also be
mindful to view specific strategies through a social-psychological lens, in addition to
liberal and realist lenses. It is important to consider the individual-level grievances and
underlying causes of a conflict when seeking to foster peace. Hastily conceived strategies
based on what has worked previously but that fail to address underlying causes of
conflict can have grave consequences for those living in conflict zones.

25

VOL. 3 ISSUE 5

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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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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