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Introduction 

About the Global Partnership

EC Africa: The Global Partnership for the Prevention of Armed Conflict, (GPPAC) is a world-wide civil society-led process initiated in 2002 to generate and build a new international consensus on peacebuilding and the prevention of violent conflict. The initiative is in response to a call to Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) by the UN Secretary General in Recommendation 27 of the 2001 UN Report on the Prevention of Armed Conflict. GPPAC aims at generating a global agenda for the prevention of violent conflict, and seeks a wide recognition and acceptance of the positive role and contribution of CSOs. It recognises that peacebuilding and conflict prevention require the forging of effective partnerships between CSOs, communities, governments, regional organizations and the UN system, among others. 
The GPPAC process is organised around fifteen Regional Initiators across the world that form an International Steering Group. NPI-Africa is the Regional Initiator for Eastern and Central Africa. The Regional Initiators work closely with National Focal Points in every country. The International Secretariat of GPPAC is currently hosted by the European Centre for Conflict Prevention, (ECCP) in the Netherlands. In its first phase, GPPAC is working towards an International Civil Society Conference at the UN Headquarters in July 2005.  As a build up to the international conference, national and regional consultations and conferences to generate agendas have been and are being organised throughout the world, led by the National Focal Points and the Regional Initiators. The July 2005 international conference will serve as the rallying point for the adoption of common conflict prevention principles and agenda to be adopted by CSOs, the UN system and governments. In the longer-term, GPPAC seeks to establish a global network of people and organizations committed to peacebuilding and conflict prevention, with the aim of facilitating a shift to a culture of prevention. 

EU+: The GPPAC works on strengthening civil society networks for peace and security by linking local and global levels of action. This, in turn, supports the potential for solidarity work and global mobilisation to strengthen capacities for peace.   
Conceptual Definitions

Prevention of Violent / Armed Conflict

EC Africa: prevention of violent conflict to refer to measures and actions aimed at ensuring that violent conflict does not occur, recur or intensify. These include both measures addressed directly to specific threats of violence, and to measures intended to fundamentally transform the conditions that give rise to violent conflict. In the GLR, it would entail the following elements, amongst others:

· Legitimate democratic institutions, the rule of law and good governance

· Respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 

· Peaceful co-existence and tolerance of diversity

· Development of full citizenship and participation, combating all forms of discrimination and exclusion

· Distributive justice and fair management of resources, including natural resources such as land and water

· Proactive and effective response to threats to peace and security

· The respect for territorial integrity

· Recognition by the state of its responsibility to protect all its people

· Active sensitization to rights and civic responsibilities

· Poverty reduction and economic development strategies 

North America: What do we mean by prevention of violent conflict?  We are not attempting to prevent all conflicts.  In fact, nonviolent conflict can be a positive force for change, justice, and development.  Our concern is to minimize violent conflict and its human, economic and environmental impact.  Ultimately, conflict prevention saves lives and is both more effective and less expensive than reaction.  In recent years, various groups have articulated a distinction between two types of conflict prevention: 

· Structural prevention, which addresses the economic, social and political forces that animate conflict by working to achieve justice, meet human needs, govern effectively, respect human rights, and develop mechanisms for handling conflicts constructively. Structural prevention approaches assume that addressing these factors reduces the likelihood that violent conflict will erupt. 

· Operational prevention addresses the more immediate emergence, escalation and/or renewed cycles of violence. Work on this basis is often called conflict resolution, and peacemaking. 

Programs devoted to economic development, good governance, strengthening of democratic institutions, the rule of law, and human rights address issues of structural prevention.  We concur with the High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change
  that poverty, infectious disease, and environmental degradation are threats to global security and support the Panel’s emphasis on meeting the challenge of prevention with more resources and action.  Development, as the Panel notes, is “the indispensable foundation for a collective security system that takes prevention seriously.”

Active support of human democratic development and the achievement of the UN Millennium Development Goals are of paramount importance to move from a culture of reaction to a culture of prevention.  However, situations of deep poverty, injustice and even repression do not always lead to violent conflict. Other factors, such as the availability of arms, attitudes that support violent means, manipulation of symbols, grievances and fears through the media, and forceful leadership that can mobilize populations and recruit fighters, must also be analyzed and addressed. 

The typology of violent conflicts includes warfare within states, between states, regional conflicts, and violence undertaken by non-state actors on a global scale. Prevention strategies must be able to respond flexibly to each of these situations, including the dominant concern among some governments (and their populations) regarding security.  

In the words of the Secretary General’s Report on Prevention of Armed Conflict
, “[a]n effective conflict prevention strategy requires a comprehensive approach that encompasses both short-term and long-term political, diplomatic, humanitarian, human rights, developmental, institutional and other measures taken by the international community, in cooperation with national and regional actors.”  

S Africa: Guided by the knowledge that conflict prevention encompasses the prevention, transformation, management and resolution of conflicts through non-violent means, and that civil society includes non-governmental organisations, community-based organisations, women, youth and faith-based organisations, trade unions and the media;

‘Civil society’ and ‘civil society organisation’

South Asia: Above all, the conference discussed the term “Civil society” itself at great length to ascertain its own nature, representative character, role and capacity and came to the conclusion that while it is difficult to reach a consensus on the definition of the term at this stage, it is clear that the term is not co-terminus with the NGOs as the former is more extensive, covers more ground and should be therefore kept separate.  In this context, it was widely appreciated that civil societies can play significant role in building trust and strengthening networks in a way that this “social capital” can become a bulwark of peace and development of the society.

EC Africa: While there is no doubt that governments have a primary responsibility to protect citizens and prevent violence, the complexity, scale and diversity of violent conflict suggest that no single entity, on its own, can hope to adequately respond to ensure peace. Rather, a complex network of relationships and actions is needed. GPPAC is motivated by the genuine belief that effective partnerships between CSOs and other actors can contribute to the goals of conflict prevention and peacebuilding. CSOs all over the world have worked in specific conflict settings, undertaking processes of peacemaking, promoting dialogue and peaceful resolution of conflict, and taking care of the rehabilitation, healing and reconciliation needs of survivors of conflict. Many CSO actors are close to the conflicts that they seek to address. This proximity affords them access to information and insights that state actors may not have. GPPAC seeks the recognition of the important contribution CSOs are making, and can make in peacebuilding and prevention of violent conflict. In many instances, CSOs are more acceptable to armed and opposition groups than representatives of governments, allowing them to play a positive role. 

North America: Civil society organizations play a broad range of roles in conflict prevention and peacebuilding, from relief and development to community-building and local conflict resolution, to advocacy and civic engagement, to nonviolent accompaniment.  Civil society organizations are now actively linking development activities and prevention efforts, and addressing the structural causes of violence through their programming.

While states remain the primary political actors, globalization and the transnational nature of threats have heightened the role of global civil society as a significant actor in addressing peace and security issues.  At the local level, civil society(civilians(is now bearing the brunt of wars and violent conflict and striving to develop effective local capacities for peace.  As demonstrated through the Global Partnership, many civil society groups are now actively working to strengthen their own conflict prevention capacities and programming and to build national, regional, and international networks focused on these issues.

Violence and Armed Conflict
South Asia: The South Asian people are not just facing patriarchiacal dominance, majoritarian and hostile State systems but also social and political systems that have increased structural violence leading to widespread and multilayered conflicts.   … [Participants] challenged the concept that armed conflicts are the only indicators of widespread and pervasive violence in society. They opined that if peace is the goal then there has to be a process of introspective interrogation of all kinds of violence and present inequities in South Asian societies.  

Principles & Values

GPPAC Agreed:
· Prevention of violent conflict is possible and should be pursued to the fullest extent by all peaceful means.

· Commitment to the transformation of the conditions that give rise to violent conflict.

· Creation of multi-level partnerships and networking among CSOs, governments and multilateral organizations, among others, for effective prevention of violent conflicts.

Peace by peaceful means

NE Asia: Respect for the peaceful resolution of conflict. We reaffirm our commitment to bringing about peaceful resolutions to any kind of conflicts through dialogue and preventive diplomacy.

…Promoting peaceful engagement to areas of conflict and potential danger. We should develop non-violent ways of peaceful engagement to replace any colonialist or military intervention promoting conflicts.

Diversity, pluralism, multiculturalism
Balkans: intro, principle 3 “we recognise the value inherent in diversity and difference and believe that differences can be a source of strength”

Accountability, transparency and learning from practice
Balkans: To ensure that states and institutions in the region have the ability to meet the needs of the people, we strongly advocate accountability and transparency as key elements of the practice of all institutions and programs in the region.  

South Asia: Accountability, and developing norms of responsibility at all levels – from the United Nations, to the region, country and local.
North America: Learning from Practice and Accountability. As the power and influence of civil society organizations grows so does the obligation to be accountable to beneficiaries and to the communities in which they work.  To become more effective in our work, we need to reflect upon and examine the lessons we are learning from that work, and how we are learning them. We must aim to be reflective practitioners: cognizant of our role, mandate, and contribution at every stage. There are various approaches and methodologies to guide us in this task. Monitoring and evaluating our own activities is, however, just a starting point for a more generalized learning. A significant body of knowledge on best practices in the field of conflict prevention can only be assembled if practitioners understand that they have a responsibility to pass on the knowledge they gain to those who are likely to face similar challenges in the future. This task is an essential aspect of developing the accountability, not only of CSOs, but also of governmental and inter-governmental institutions, and of the field as a whole. It will also be a vital component of developing effective and accountable partnerships for prevention involving CSOs, governments and intergovernmental organizations (IGOs).  The development of standards could contribute to this goal.  The development of organizations or organizational mandates to coordinate and support the activities of national and international CSOs working on conflict prevention activities would be valuable.  Solid program planning and the institution of evaluation processes prior to beginning a project are important to project effectiveness. 

EU+: Learning from practice and accountability. To become more effective in our work, we need to reflect upon and examine the lessons we are learning from that work, and how we are learning them. We must aim to be reflective practitioners: cognisant of our role, mandate, and contribution at every stage. There are various approaches and methodologies to guide us in this task. Monitoring and evaluating our own activities is, however, just a starting point for a more generalized learning. A significant body of knowledge on best practices in the field of conflict prevention can only be assembled if practitioners understand that they have a responsibility to pass on the knowledge they gain to those who are likely to face similar challenges in the future. This task is an essential aspect of developing the accountability, not only of CSOs, but also of governmental and inter-governmental institutions, and of the field as a whole. It will also be a vital component of developing effective and accountable partnerships for prevention involving CSOs, governments and IGOs.

Inclusiveness and equality

Balkans: In our peacebuilding work, we practice the values of inclusiveness and equality in order to assure democratic process and the participation of all relevant actors. 

North America: Inclusion and Equality. A failure to ensure effective political participation is often one of the root causes of conflict because those who feel excluded may try to defend their interests through other means, sometimes through violence. One of the difficult challenges for preventing or resolving violent conflict is to generate sufficient confidence and establish specifically agreed arrangements to ensure that this exclusion is addressed and does not repeat itself. The will of the people can only be truly represented if there are effective mechanisms for genuine public participation by the different elements that comprise that society. To promote human security, governments, international agencies, and CSOs must ensure that their actions actively promote respect for gender equality and identity, and include people from diverse political, ethnic, religious, cultural, socio-economic and other minority backgrounds, including immigrant and Diaspora communities, in processes that promote social justice. We strongly support UN Security Council Resolution 1325 on Women, Peace and Security that specifically addresses the impact of war on women, and women's contributions to conflict resolution and sustainable peace. We call on relevant decision-makers and agencies to resource its full and consistent implementation.
NE Asia: Importance of gender justice in conflict prevention. We should pay particular focus to violence against women in armed conflict and integrate gender perspectives in creating conflict prevention mechanisms in the region.

EU+: Inclusion and Equality. A failure to ensure effective political participation is often one of the root causes of conflict because those who feel excluded invariably try to defend their interests through other means, sometimes through violence. One of the difficult challenges for preventing or resolving violent conflict is to generate sufficient confidence and establish specifically agreed arrangements to ensure that this exclusion is addressed and does not repeat itself. The will of the people can only be truly represented if there are effective mechanisms for genuine public participation by the different elements that comprise that society. To promote human security, governments, international agencies, and CSOs must ensure that their actions actively promote gender equality, and include people from diverse political, ethnic, religious, cultural, socio-economic and other minority backgrounds in processes that promote social justice. This is particularly relevant to immigrant and diaspora communities in the European context. We strongly support UN Security Council Resolution 1325 on Women, Peace and Security that specifically addresses the impact of war on women, and women's contributions to conflict resolution and sustainable peace. We call on relevant decision-makers and agencies to resource its full and consistent implementation.

Values embedded in Universal Declaration of Human Rights
Balkans: Human rights concerns are central to our work and should be included in all conflict-related work so that human dignity is valued as it should be

Sustainability
Balkans: So that future generations will not inherit depleted social, economic, and environmental resources, we support the principle of sustainable development throughout our work. As part of sustainability, we call for a strengthening of local institutions dealing with conflict prevention and peacebuilding, in order to assure long-term peace and prosperity in the region. 

North America: Sustainability. All the points mentioned above will combine to produce an integrated, holistic and more sustainable approach towards conflict prevention. The obstacles to achieving this sustainability should not be underestimated and will necessitate persistent effort on the part of CSOs, as well as their partners in governments and multilateral institutions. Funding must be adequate and sustained over time.  CSOs need to ensure that there is meaningful involvement of local actors from the beginning of any endeavor that will affect their future and that advocacy for social and economic justice is part of the work for sustainable peace. In addition, governments and IGOs need to involve CSOs in designing broader policy frameworks on trade, security and development that are strategically coherent with peacebuilding objectives and human rights.

EU+: Sustainability. All the points mentioned above will combine to produce an integrated, holistic and more sustainable approach towards conflict prevention. Without a culture shift towards prevention over the longer term, security for the people, true multilateralism and new partnerships, local ownership and inclusion of people from different backgrounds, no conflict prevention effort can be sustainable. The obstacles to achieving this sustainability should not be underestimated and will necessitate persistent effort on the part of CSOs, as well as their partners in governments and multilateral institutions. Traditionally, CSOs have a long-term perspective towards conflict prevention and peacebuilding efforts. They, in turn, require increased funding to enhance their sustainability. The challenge is to achieve sustainable peace in a context that is characterised by a lack of conflict sensitivity by a range of actors, passively condoned or actively promoted by governments and IGOs. Some areas of trade policy and investment promotion are major obstacles to the goal of preventing violent conflict, for example. This lack of policy coherence undermines some governments’ and IGOs’ own objectives for sustainable development and peace. Therefore CSOs need to ensure that advocacy for social and economic justice is at the core of our own work for sustainable peace. In addition, governments and IGOs need to involve CSOs in designing broader policy frameworks on trade, security and development that are strategically coherent with peacebuilding objectives.

Justice

South Asia: Justice as the ethical and political standard of action; Justice as the benchmark of prevention and resolution of conflicts – gender justice, environmental justice, and legal reforms and other form of justice;
NE Asia: Establishing institutions for conflict prevention based on recognition of justice, human rights and diversity. We should overcome the past with justice and build a society where various nationalities and cultures can coexist with their human rights secured, as a basis for conflict prevention.

Participation and dialogue

South Asia:

· Participation nature of all conflicts prevention and transformation programmes

· Dialogue as the supreme procedure

Local ownership
North America: Local Ownership. Local actors, including governments and civil society organizations, play a critical role in preventing and transforming conflicts.  Sustainable solutions to conflict require active participation from affected communities.  Generally, initiatives should be internally generated and externally supported in order to build on existing capacities. The international community – foreign governments, multilateral institutions, and international NGOs – should create spaces and support inclusive processes that enable people directly involved to build their own capacity and to make decisions on ways to resolve violent conflict.  Where democratic institutions do not already exist, the international community should encourage their creation. It should also promote the inclusion in conflict prevention and peacebuilding processes of all relevant groups – particularly women, youth, minority groups and the poor – that are often excluded

NE Asia: Ensuring local ownership and human security in creating a regional mechanism for peace. We should adhere to the principle that any decisions on security policies should reflect local citizens’ voices and reflect local realities.

EU+: Primacy of Local Ownership. Primary responsibility for conflict prevention rests with local actors: a key role belongs to those local CSOs that directly represent the conflict-affected populations. Governments must live up to their responsibilities to protect, to prevent violent conflict and to build a culture of peace. For prevention to be sustainable, the people must feel that the process is ‘theirs’ and that it is not externally imposed. Generally, initiatives should be internally generated and externally supported in order to build on existing capacities. The international community – foreign governments, multilateral institutions, and international NGOs – should create spaces and support inclusive processes that enable people directly involved to build their own capacity and to make decisions on ways to resolve violent conflict. As a general rule, ‘outsiders’ should avoid displacing local initiatives. Where democratic institutions do not already exist, the international community should encourage their creation. It should also promote the inclusion in conflict prevention and peacebuilding processes of all relevant groups – particularly women, youth and minority groups – which are often excluded. 

Goals and methods

North America: The goal of conflict prevention is a world in which people elect nonviolent means to achieve greater justice, better governance, sustainable development, and human security.  

NE Asia: Civil society should take the initiative to build peaceful relations, particularly when state armed forces are not able to uphold sustainable peace. In order to achieve this goal, civil society should also take initiative to shift from the “security paradigm” which is based on the balance of power and military alliances, to the “peace paradigm,” which is based on mutual interdependence and cooperation. We are working beyond borders in innovative and flexible ways to build relations of trust and cooperation, and are free from the kind of restrictions created by historical and political factors that state actors are more often held captive by.

‘Institutionalise’ peaceful conflict management and prevent violence
Balkans: Building societies where effective conflict management and prevention mechanisms and processes are institutionalised on local, national and regional levels.

South Asia: The “mindset” which determines the behavior in general and violent behavior in particular; violent behavior as the product of a particular mental set ossified over a period of time; The need to study such behavior in South Asia, and the requirement to investigate stressful conduct in the overall conflict situation in the region, so that particular mechanism can be developed to modify behavior through cognitive appraisal rather than automotive thinking;

· The civil societies of this region have to work towards eschewing violence as a method of resolving conflicts, both inter-state and intra-state, because the continuum of violence is at the heart of acute and persistent armed conflict;

· In order to eliminate the recourse to violence as a mode of settling conflicts, the civil society has to bring pressure to bear on states and mobilize public opinion on the need to make international human rights and international humanitarian laws applicable to conflict situation in all states and national legislations that often violate human rights and justice in the name of national security, homeland security and suppression and prevention of terrorism;

North America:

· Regional and multilateral organizations should work to build local and national conflict management capacities through training, funding, and assistance for institutional reform, focused on institutions such as elected and traditional authorities, the judiciary, the police, and correctional services.  Local and national civil society actors must be included both as contributors to and beneficiaries of such programs.

· Several organizations, including the UN and the Organization of American States, are developing technical assistance programs to help national governments strengthen their public dialogue and engagement capacities. These are important initiatives but they must be carefully monitored to ensure they strengthen rather than displace national mechanisms such as legislatures.
NE Asia: Cold War in the region should never escalate into actual armed conflict. Rather, we must strengthen our efforts to replace the Cold War by a cooperative mechanism for peace in the region. The recent fast-paced growth of civil society and democratization in numerous parts of the region provides strong momentum to pursue the goal of peaceful and cooperative relations in Northeast Asia. To this end, it is vital to continue creating synergies between civil society actors, including grassroots groups, community-based organizations, non-governmental organizations and think-tanks in the region, in order to take the necessary, proactive roles. Efforts by state actors to develop mutual trust are certainly appreciated, and we urge governments to continue supporting positive initiatives at the regional level.

We recognize Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution
 as one of the key elements to promoting regional peace. It has been described as a norm to affirm the security of people in the region through the containment of Japanese militarism. Notably, the principles of Article 9 – the renunciation of war as a means of settling disputes and of maintaining forces for those purposes – should be recognized as having universal value and be therefore utilized as a foundation for peace in Northeast Asia.
… This Regional Action Agenda aims to be a comprehensive vision to create a regional mechanism for peace through concrete actions of disarmament, demilitarization, and attaining justice, democracy, non-violence and sustainability in Northeast Asia.

EU+: National conflict prevention mechanisms and platforms. A country's capacity to prevent and resolve violent conflict at home and abroad may be strengthened by creating national conflict prevention mechanisms and joint platforms that enable dialogue among all stakeholders aimed at forming coherent policy frameworks and effective operational mechanisms. Although the exact modalities require further discussion amongst the relevant actors in specific countries, they should be based on the principle of strong CSO participation and influence.

S Africa: Concerned by the limited and the under-utilised capacities for the prevention of violent conflict within intergovernmental institutions, civil society organisations, and other actors;

Grassroots / community level crisis management & peacebuilding

Balkans: NGOs should be encouraged to tackle crisis situation and work on peacebuilding at the grassroot level. International organisations, governments and local authorities should take into account and support grassroot activities. 

Shift from crisis management to conflict prevention and peacebuilding

Balkans: We believe it is time to shift from a short-term perspective on conflict that emphasizes management of crises after they arise into a medium and long-term approach to conflict prevention and peacebuilding in all levels of our societies. 

We urge the UN and governments in the region to create a short and long-term peacebuilding platform along with the civil sector.

North America:  Shift to Prevention. Promoting peace and security in the 21st century requires a fundamental shift in how we respond to the challenge of violent conflict. A paradigm shift from reaction to prevention is necessary to avoid the massive human and economic cost of war. Civil society can have a major impact in bringing about this shift and in transforming the conditions that give rise to violent conflict. 

While Chapter VI of the UN Charter provides a strong mandate for preventing violent conflict, collective security has been pursued largely by reacting to crises rather than by preventing them. An essential step in achieving a shift to prevention is the development of more effective early warning systems and the political will to translate this information into early action. Instead of only reacting to crises, when it is often too late to act effectively without the use of force, we should focus on addressing the root causes of conflict, including terrorism, and the factors that enable them to become deadly. Whilst there is no single reason why violent conflicts erupt, recent experience demonstrates that violence often occurs in countries that have a poor development record and a weak or failing system of governance. 

Efforts to prevent violent conflict thus also require policies that achieve social justice, meet basic human needs, and ensure effective governance and respect for human rights.  Prevention is a critical tool at all stages of violent conflict, including its outbreak, escalation, or resurgence.

…There is no lack of rhetorical commitment by national governments to prevent the emergence of violent conflict. National governments are now challenged to move from the rhetoric of prevention to its practical implementation, strengthening their political commitment to making the prevention of armed conflict a national priority.  A conflict prevention lens must be used in the design and implementation of domestic and foreign policy programming in such areas as development, defense, trade, security and foreign affairs, and increased resource investments are needed nationally and internationally.  Local and international civil society groups must be involved at all stages of the development, design, and implementation of conflict prevention policies and programs. 

· Governments should strengthen their commitments to making the prevention of violent conflict a national priority; to integrate conflict prevention into their national security policies and operational capacities; and to provide increased resources nationally and internationally to help prevent the emergence, escalation, or renewal of violent conflict.  They should champion the cause of conflict prevention at all levels, including in the development of norms, but also in creating and exercising political will and capacity for early and effective structural and operational responses to emerging violent conflicts.

· In relation to the Report of the International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, governments should adopt integrated regional approaches for preventing and reacting to conflict as well as for post-conflict rebuilding.  It is imperative that the concept of the Responsibility to Protect be understood as emphasizing the prevention of violent conflict, and that its translation into concrete initiatives demonstrate a commitment to this priority. 

· Government policies and practices should be informed by an understanding that state security and human security are complementary and mutually reinforcing. 

· National governments should reaffirm their commitment to the relevance of international law to the prevention of violent conflict and work towards strengthening international normative frameworks to meet global threats.

NE Asia: Many of the root causes of conflict relate to under-development and the lack of democracy and education, so overcoming these problems would help prevent conflict. Initiatives such as humanitarian assistance, development assistance and support for democratization should be closely linked with peace promotion activities, however, such engagement should be carried out at the request of local communities and with as maximum respect and consultation as possible of local communities’ initiatives.
EU+: Our approach is multi-faceted. It includes advocating policy changes to address the structural factors that generate conflict as well as working in partnerships in Europe and beyond on specific conflict situations. Our goal is to seek to prevent the emergence, escalation or recurrence of violent conflict and to achieve the transformation of the situations that give rise to it, while at the same time dealing with current conflicts. Moreover, as we learn how to manage crises more effectively, we also increasingly address problems that - if left untreated - develop over time into root causes of conflict. We are creating effective multilateral partnerships for prevention that maximise the contribution of CSOs within strengthened international and national systems for achieving the Millennium Development Goals, human security and sustainable peace. 

Shift to Prevention. Promoting peace and security in the 21st century requires a fundamental shift in how we respond to the challenge of violent conflict. Our priority is to prevent it from occurring and, thereby, to avoid the massive human and economic cost of war. We believe that CSOs can have a major impact in bringing about this shift away from ‘reaction’ to ‘prevention’ and overall transformation. 

While Chapter VI of the UN Charter provides a strong mandate for preventing violent conflict, collective security has been pursued largely by reacting to crises rather than by preventing them. Instead of only reacting to crises, when it is often too late to act effectively without the use of force, we must focus on addressing the root causes of conflict and the factors that enable them to become deadly. Non-military prevention activity will obviate the need for the deployment of force. Whilst there is no single reason why violent conflicts erupt, experience demonstrates that most wars are fought in countries that have a poor development record and a weak system of governance. 

Efforts to prevent violent conflict necessitate strengthening systems for peacefully managing competing interests, challenging the abuse of state power, upholding human rights, promoting humanitarian values and directing resources to fulfil basic human needs.
The key to fostering sustainable peace and security over the longer term is to generate a ‘culture of prevention’ and ‘culture of peace’ from the bottom-up as well as from the top-down. This will require governments and IGOs to mainstream conflict prevention and constructive conflict management as fundamental goals of their security institutions and instruments, as well as of their other policies and programmes. To do so successfully they will need to look beyond short-term considerations, ensure a re-orientation towards preparedness for prevention and address basic human needs and human rights. Historically, the emphasis has been on strengthening the institutional capacity for military response. The emphasis now needs to be on strengthening the institutional capacity for non-violent civilian response. 

Multilateralism

LAC: As regards procedures for and response to security crises, demanding that international organizations -especially the UN- make, implement and manage resolutions in accordance with the spirit and the letter of the values and standards set forth in their foundational instruments. The guarantee of multilateralism shall be demanded as a means for peace-building.

Shift from national security toward human security

Balkans: We affirm the human security paradigm in our work. We are committed to promoting personal security of the people in all its ramifications: physical security, socio-economic security, and respect for human dignity and identity. 

South Asia: The dominant discourse of national security is statist, militarist, majoritarian and masculinist.  The interests of state power are paramount and the use of force including armed force is freely resorted to with the aim of curbing internal dissent or counter external challenges.  In a nuclear world and region an alternative discourse that alone can address the problem of a possible calamity facing people of all nations is human security.  In this regard societal concerns are paramount, and dissent is accommodated to the maximum possible extent.  All use of force is regulated by law and the military is subject to human rights institutions and instruments.  Human security would be based on the engendered people-centered development model which is just, equalities and peace loving.

…The conference proposed that civil society organizations of South Asia should urge for a paradigm shift in international relations from national and state security to human security, people-centered developments over neo-liberal economic reforms and globalizations, dialogic mode of negotiation for conflict resolution over state sponsored terror and confidence building over spread of fear.  They urged South Asians to move away from concepts of a new world order and work towards a just world order.

…Mainstream approaches to conflict prevention are largely based of dominant paradigms and are state-centric.  A human security approach would empower civil society actors to map, forecast and prevent/resolve conflict through the intervention of local people familiar with the issues and groups involved.  Instead of a militarist, there would be a dialogue process.  Victims of conflicts, particularly women, would be empowered to intervene in the dialogue including in the restoration of their rights and compensation for their losses.
North America: Security for People, as well as for States: Human Security. As CSOs committed to conflict prevention, we affirm the essential value of the human security paradigm. We are committed to promoting the security of people: their physical safety, their socio-economic well-being, respect for their dignity and identity as individuals and as members of communities, and the protection and promotion of their rights and fundamental freedoms. We acknowledge the particular role played by women in promoting this concept. We are especially concerned to protect vulnerable and disadvantaged groups as well as those experiencing discrimination. We affirm that the security of people is as important as the security of states. We believe that each has the potential to be mutually reinforcing. 

Human security must be understood as a broad and inclusive framework for understanding world affairs.  Its potential as an analytical paradigm has not been fully developed, by governments, civil society or international organizations. Human security reinforces our sense of common humanity and “common security,” recognizing that no one is secure unless we are all secure.   Children and their rights are a priority area in the implementation of human security principles.  

We concur with the High Level Panel that the Security Council “should host a second special session on HIV/AIDS as a threat to international peace and security, to…identify critical steps towards a long-term strategy for diminishing the threat”.  We also support its recommendation that “international donors, in partnership with national authorities and local civil society organizations, should undertake a major new global initiative to rebuild local and national public health systems throughout the developing world”.
NE Asia: There have been repeated cases throughout history of military invasions that were triggered by claims of self-defense or territorial integrity. We should recognize that the building up military capability based on the claim to the right to self defense or national sovereignty could pose, regardless of intention, serious threats to both national and human security and thus undermine regional security. Confidence-building measures both at the governmental level – such as commitments not to apply the use of force, and/or the restriction of military capabilities; and at the civil society level – such as the promotion of economic and cultural exchange, should therefore be developed in the region.

It is also essential to recognize that, in addressing political stalemates including territorial disputes, human rights, human dignity and human security concerns should take precedence over national boundaries and jurisdiction. Any substantive decisions on political stalemates should be based on local realities and reflect the voices of local populations.
We, the people of Northeast Asia, have long witnessed serious human, social and economic damage and suffering that war, military bases and their activities have created, regardless of nationality or governmental-imposed divisions between allies and enemies. Among us, women, minorities and other vulnerable people experienced the greatest suffering.

It is the existence of armaments and military bases themselves that promote rather than deter conflict, and we should therefore recognize that disarmament and demilitarization are the genuine methods needed to prevent armed conflict and bring about sustainable peace.

We are determined to strengthen solidarity among global and regional citizens to demilitarize the concept of security, and pursue practical measures in a step-by-step manner towards the realization of general and complete disarmament as a long-term goal.

EU+: Security for People, as well as for States: Human Security. As CSOs committed to conflict prevention, we affirm the essential value of the human security paradigm. We are committed to promoting the security of people: their physical safety, their socio-economic well-being, respect for their dignity and identity as individuals and as members of communities, and the protection and promotion of their rights and fundamental freedoms. We acknowledge the particular role played by women in promoting this concept. We are especially concerned to protect vulnerable and disadvantaged groups as well as those experiencing discrimination. We affirm that the security of people is as important as the security of states. We believe that each has the potential to be mutually reinforcing.

S Africa: Noting that there is a need to effect a paradigm shift from states and military security to human security and from reacting to violent conflict to the prevention of violent conflict;

Intervention and the use of force; Responsibility to prevent and protect

North America:  Responsibility to Prevent and Protect. We share the view of the International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty that the international community has a responsibility to act decisively when states are unwilling or unable to fulfill their basic responsibilities to their citizens. We welcome the Commission’s call to “all members of the community of nations, together with non-governmental actors and citizens of states, to embrace the idea of the responsibility to protect as a basic element in the code of global citizenship, for states and peoples, in the 21st century”.
 This responsibility must be fulfilled with extreme care and only pursued in accordance with international law and clearly defined criteria, as articulated by the Commission and in the report of the High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change.  This responsibility does not constitute a free license for military intervention. CSOs can play a vitally important role in non-military protection, as well as in prevention and peacebuilding. 

The Responsibility to Protect includes the responsibilities to prevent, react and rebuild.  We note that the Commission identifies the primary responsibility of states as the responsibility to prevent.  At the same time, methods and mechanisms for peacebuilding must be considered at an early stage of any response to an emerging crisis.  The duty to prosecute and to condemn those undermining human security is a critical aspect of conflict prevention and peacebuilding.

The UN must become better prepared for the responsible use of rapid deployment with primacy to the prevention of armed conflict through preventive deployment and the protection of civilians.  The UN must quickly develop a militarily credible rapid reaction capability focused on the prevention of armed conflict and the protection of civilians as a standing deterrent, for preventive deployment and as a last resort in reacting to violence in the event that prevention fails.

· More regular use of Chapter VI of the UN Charter on the pacific settlement of disputes is essential.  Chapter VI encourages “the parties to any dispute, the continuance of which is likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and security” to “seek a solution by negotiation, enquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to regional agencies or arrangements, or other peaceful means of their own choice”.

NE Asia: Develop non-military and non-violent engagement to prevent conflict. Any kind of engagement or third party initiative in conflicts or humanitarian crises should be carried out strictly in a non-military and non-violent manner. We need to develop forms of non-violent engagements.

…Prevent foreign interventions that promote conflict. Preventing armed conflict and building peace are matters of regional and global concern. While we should advocate the kind of engagement that promotes peace, we must denounce the kinds of intervention that applies the use of force; is carried out in colonialist forms, and promotes conflict. Unilateral intervention by the use of force should never be justified regardless of the alleged seriousness of the humanitarian crisis or human rights violations. We should work on early warning systems before situations transform into violent conflicts, and adopt the principle of non-violent engagement. Since humanitarian assistance and development assistance are normally directed from industrialized countries to developing countries, both in terms of finance and personnel, we have to be cautious about the possible effect of dominance and control over the ‘Global South’. Assistance should never be implemented as part of a colonialist policy. Humanitarian assistance and development assistance must be carried out with conflict sensitive approaches.

· Ensure that any interventions that threaten the human security of the local population should not be justified in the framework of peacekeeping operations and peace building activities under the UN. Strengthen international guidelines to obligate any military assets engaged in humanitarian activities to obtain full consent by all the governments and parties concerned. Increase transparency in UN peace keeping operations.
· Monitor activities of the UN Security Council in order to ensure its timely and impartial response to prevent armed conflict.
· Strengthen adherence to the principles of UN Charter and oppose any attempts to bring about regime changes in the name of human rights protection or democratization. Punitive mechanisms to address Member States found in breach of these principles should be developed.

Consider Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution as an underlying principle:

“Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on justice and order, the Japanese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the threat or use of force as means of settling international disputes.”
EU+: Responsibility to Prevent and Protect. We share the view of the International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, which concluded that the international community has a responsibility to act decisively when states are unwilling or unable to fulfil their basic responsibilities to their citizens. We welcome the Commission’s call to “all members of the community of nations, together with non-governmental actors and citizens of states, to embrace the idea of the responsibility to protect as a basic element in the code of global citizenship, for states and peoples, in the 21st century”. This responsibility must be fulfilled with extreme care and only pursued in accordance with clearly defined criteria, as articulated by the Commission. It does not mean a free license for military intervention. CSOs can play a vitally important role in non-military protection, as well as in prevention and peacebuilding. We welcome the adoption of the EU Guidelines on Children and Armed Conflict, including the EU`s commitment to consider appointing a Special Representative on Children and Armed Conflict.   
· Non-military prevention activity will obviate the need for the deployment of force.

Policies & practices for preventing violent conflict & building peace
Cultures of peace

Creating cultures of peace / Education for peace

Balkans: The goal is to introduce peace education in all sectors of society including schools, families, communities, media, civil society organizations, public actors and religious communities, in order to strengthen the capacities of citizens and societies to deal with conflicts non-violently and to transform destructive conflict into dialogue. Peace education can prevent violence and facilitate a significant change in personal mentalities and community behavior to ensure a sustainable positive peace environment. Peace education can help create the circumstances in which trust and reconciliation can be achieved and sustained in the region. ( fantastic set of detailed recommendations directed to specific sets of actors: governments, CSOs, local communities, media, political parties, sports & cultural institutions, and INGOs, IGOs UN Agencies.

South Asia: Importance of peace education. Highlighting the need for educational reform in the long term to address cultural violence and implicit messages that reinforce hierarchies of dominance/exclusions and implications of inferiority.

EC Africa: 

· MINDFUL of the need to make peace heroic: There be established a “Regional Peace Prize” to recognize and valorise institutions, states or individuals who have shown courage in saving lives and promoting peace and mutual understanding. 
· Support CSOs involved in civic education and include civic education in school curricula and non-formal education

North America. Building a ‘Culture of Prevention’ and ‘Culture of Peace’. We endorse the principle of building a culture of prevention and a culture of peace as articulated in the Dublin Action Agenda.  In addition to an emphasis on life skills training, peace education involves teaching human values, such as the equality of all people in dignity and rights.  Peace education should raise awareness of alternatives to violence and increase the profile of prevention and peacebuilding activities.  The role of peace journalism, opinion leaders and the media must receive special attention, with local political support in creating a culture of peace one of the primary goals.  The securing of the human right to peace is a long-term endeavor, requiring investment over time.  Our ultimate goal is a world in which all human beings are motivated by a humanistic spirit and take responsibility for the consequences of their behavior towards others.  This requires personal and cultural transformation as a central strategy for creating a peaceful world, starting with ourselves and our organizations.  

· CSOs need to actively encourage peace and conflict prevention/resolution education and training as a universal priority as a means of entrenching human security values and contributing to the prevention of violent conflict, the constructive means of dealing with conflict at all levels and the protection of civilian communities.  Through both informal and formal education strategies, CSOs should not only seek to broaden and deepen the knowledge and understanding of conflict prevention and resolution but also to build and strengthen training programs to ensure that civil society members are equipped with the necessary skills for working under both peace and conflict conditions in the field.

· CSOs should play a leading role in fostering a culture of peace at all levels, through a 
· worldwide, proactive and participatory program, from the classroom outwards.  Through these efforts CSOs must endeavour to generate new constituencies of support, bringing together groups now divided across ethnic, linguistic, religious, cultural and gender lines.  

NE Asia: Promoting a culture of peace and culture of prevention. We should overcome any militarism or narrow-minded nationalism within popular culture through developing peace education and peace media.

…Promote a culture of prevention through peace education. Peace education is an effective method for preventing armed conflict. It is especially necessary in societies where military participation and violence have become the dominant culture. Civil society actors therefore need to work cooperatively to find effective ways to implement peace education in order to overcome the prevailing culture of violence and militarism. Peace education should focus on various peace issues including, but not limited to, gender justice, historical education for restoration and reconciliation, and the democratic decision-making process. It is necessary to use peace education to shape understandings of peace in order to create a culture of peace. Effective cooperation between formal and non-formal educators in peace education should be pursued.

CSOs in Northeast Asia should work to overcome narrow-minded nationalism which only promotes conflicts, and make efforts to realize a society where diverse cultures can coexist harmoniously, with comprehensive education programmes. It is also important to focus on the media’s role in conflict prevention in this regard.

In Northeast Asia, fostering NGOs and developing civil society are the very key issues to effectively promote a culture of prevention, and governments in the region should admit their people the freedoms of association and communication to engender such positive activity.

· Strengthen network among peace educators with a view to establishing educational institutions that promote peace education in Northeast Asia. 
· Work on participatory education that focuses on history, economics and politics in the region through peace education practitioners’ exchange programmes. Create and encourage academic seminars and study groups to share historical understandings of injustice among the peoples of Northeast Asia. 
· Create databases with the goal of regional sharing of peace education resources online.

· Foster the development and networking of CSOs throughout the Northeast Asia region and other regions guarantee them the necessary freedoms to pursue meaningful activities.

· Focus on the media’s responsibility in promoting conflict prevention by promoting peace journalism. Encourage civil society’s innovative and creative initiatives in the region such the development of alternative and independent media centers for building culture of peace

· Northeast Asian youth organizations should participate more actively in international cultural exchange programmes in order to improve mutual understanding and communication.

· We expect with appreciation for the United Nations University in Tokyo to assume a new function as a focal point in building a peace education network in Northeast Asia. Governmental and civil society support should be strengthened in order to realize this goal.
UN Tasks

· Create a support system for peace education activities in areas of conflict or in the process of reconciliation.

· Designate the Kuril Islands/Northern Territories as a UNESCO World Heritage site which would promote public awareness about natural beauty, cultural significance and importance of peace in the region. 

Governmental Tasks

· Encourage gender mainstreaming into all social institutions.

· Incorporate peace education as a compulsory subject in the formal education system and help develop peace education at the local community level.

· Establish alternatives to military service.

· Incorporate CSOs’ opinions into the public decision making process and encourage democracy education.

Civil Society’s Tasks

· Start peace education networks and institutes, develop build online systems to make these resources easily available to peace educators.

· Conduct thorough investigation of, and promote education on the inherently violent nature of armed forces, as apparent in Northeast Asia. 

· Develop educational resources to promote understanding of violence against women in wars. 

· Review and reform policies that encourage discrimination and bias based on gender, age, sexuality, religion, ethnicity and race. CSOs should be given full access to such information by national, local and foreign governments as well as UN and other international organizations.
· Expose gender injustice and address domestic violence.

· Strengthen peace, development, multicultural and minority education. These together will help to create a consciousness of multicultural coexistence.

· Organize social movements against any violent actions, policies, laws and discourse based on racism and xenophobia.

· Strengthen support for conscientious objectors.

· Promote skills for non-violent conflict resolution in civil society. Develop non-violent avenues of expressing dissent.

· Focus on the important role of students and youth in peace promotion, and encourage the cross-border exchange of students among institutes, universities, schools and NGOs.

· Control labor hours and promote the participation of laborers in civil society activities.

EU+: Efforts to generate a sustainable culture of peace must be rooted deeply in the population. A holistic and pluralistic approach is required. Education for peace is a fundamental element of this transformation. Special attention should be paid to providing everyone - and the young in particular - with conflict resolution life skills. Context is critical, and education in divided communities must be culturally sensitive. People of all ages have to be empowered to become agents of change to address conflicts from the grassroots. As their knowledge about prevention of violence and of conflict transformation grows, it should become entrenched in the mainstream consciousness.
Educating for a culture of peace and non-violence. Based on positive experiences to date, CSOs should play a leading role in fostering a culture of peace at all levels, through a world-wide, pro-active and participatory programme, from the classroom outwards. We should aim to generate new constituencies of support, be inclusive by bringing together groups now divided across ethnic, linguistic, religious, cultural and gender lines. Building capacities for conflict resolution at all levels is a universal priority, with education as its most comprehensive means. 

‘Culture of Peace’. In the area of ‘Culture of Peace’, the main challenge is to implement effectively UN General Assembly Resolution GA/RES/53/243 and the Programme of Action on a Culture of Peace. There has been a gap between the intentions expressed in the resolution and its implementation. We appeal to the UN to ensure that intra- and inter-agency co-operation is maximised and that national governments take a leading responsibility in implementing it, both in term of policies and funding.

LAC: A proposal was made to include specific peace education programs at the ministerial level, according to UNESCO applicable standards, at all levels and in connection with all matters (family, social and state violence, among others). … Aware of the fact that general education may have a positive impact on violent conflict prevention and on the strengthening of peace culture, a recommendation was made so that International organizations (UN, OAS and others) include this factor as an item on their agenda.

…The consideration of a peace culture implies a change of the current systems of rules, values and institutions to promote the creation of structural conditions enabling the development of human potential today and that of future generations. [Therefore there is a need to incorporate] violence prevention into the Program through pedagogy promoting peace and non-violence.

· Supporting and strengthening research for peace.

· Analyzing development experiences which have a positive contribution to conflict prevention and peace-building.

· Focusing on the citizens at large to strengthen cultural change towards peace-building.

· Supporting and strengthening research and study aimed at understanding conflicts and their positive transformation; drawing on prior research on the issue and generating studies which enable true consideration of the problem posed by armed conflict context, monitoring conflict dynamics, performing a systematic diagnosis of the internal situation and border situation, for the purposes of creating instruments to be shared as working papers and which may prove useful for the different components of the CS in every country.

Researching on the strategies currently being used in each area, pursuant to local specificities.
Demilitarisation, disarmament and arms control 

Responding to ‘terrorism’

South Asia: Militarist approaches to terrorism as arbitrarily defined by states not only demonize communities, e.g. Islam/Muslims, but are extended to other dissenters and often innocent civilians subject to punitive or unwarranted action including interrogation/arrest.  Instead of conflict, violence and the culture of fear, accommodative, multi-cultural attitude of dialogue is both more democratic and effective.  The way to prevent terror and militancy is through dialogue involving civil society actors and conceding demands for autonomy, justice, equity, rights etc.
NE Asia: We oppose all forms of organized violence and terrorism, whether committed by state or non-state actors. The concept of a “War on terror” is illogical and unjustifiable. Any belief that build-up and domination of military capability can prevent violence and bring about stability contradicts not only the concept of human security but also our own historical experiences. … Respect for international law, especially international humanitarian law, by all the governments concerned should be preconditions for building a regional security system. The issue of “terrorism” poses a serious and imminent challenge in this region as there are various threats of organized violence by both state and non-state actors. It is essential to establish a regional system to prevent such violence based on international humanitarian and human rights laws.

…The strengthening of internal security policy in the name of “fighting terrorism” or “preventing terrorism” is causing serious human rights violations by attaching excessive administrative powers over civilians, and thus increasing social tension. Such reforms c c an also cause political stalemates and tension between states, as well as bring about unjust treatment or even expulsion of minorities including citizens with certain foreign nationalities, migrants and those of certain religious faiths. This phenomenon of xenophobia and intolerance which creates “enemies within”, escalated dramatically in post-9/11 United States, and has spread to the Northeast Asian region. We should make the necessary changes to anti-terrorism policies and legislation to ensure that the diverse values and dignity of individuals are respected.
EU+: We see some of the strategies deployed in the ‘War on Terror’ as counter-productive because, by further entrenching cycles of violence, they risk being ultimately self-defeating. The ‘War on Terror’ can also be used as a cloak under which CSO actors, including those who promote human rights, are targeted.
Demilitarisation and conventional weapons

NE Asia: Abandon saber-rattling and brinkmanship polices such as adopting pre-emptive military postures. Through regional negotiations, (governments should) reaffirm that exercising the right of self-defense should be limited by extremely strict conditions. Adopt the concept of Non-Offensive Security as an international norm on defense policies. Encourage innovative and creating thinking about ways out of political stalemates through confidence-building measures.
UN Tasks

· Strengthen the UN Register of Conventional Arms and set up strict restraints on the global arms trade. Commence the negotiation of an Arms Trade Treaty (ATT)

· Initiate processes that will create conditions to ease tension in the Northeast Asian region.
· Accelerate implementation of the UN Programme of Action on Small Arms and Light Weapons (2001) and strengthen the programme with a view to expanding its scope to include all conventional arms.

· UN agencies, such as United Nations Environmental Programme (UNEP), should actively cooperate with international and local NGOs to investigate and publicly disclose environmental damage that may have been caused by military bases. This should encompass damage caused by depleted uranium munitions and suspected storage of nuclear weapons and other toxic weapons and materials.

· In order to prevent the militarization, nuclearization and weaponization of outer space, governments should negotiate and conclude a new Outer Space Treaty to prohibit any deployment of space weapons.

· Reaffirm and strengthen the non-use of force provision of Article 2(4) of the UN Charter. In this respect, strengthen the International Criminal Court (ICC) to broaden its jurisdiction to include prosecution of the crime of aggression.

Governmental Tasks

· End all military activities including maneuvers and exercises in hotspot areas in the region, especially close to disputed territories.

· Stop the enactment of domestic legislation (such as Emergency Law) that seeks to mobilize the nation in case of warfare or military hostilities that would be perceived with grave concern by neighbouring states.

· Reduce arms export and procurement in the whole region and initiate a region-wide control mechanism on arms trade.

· Carry out coordinated unilateral reductions in military budgets as a regional confidence-building measure.

· Increase transparency in armaments, ensure civilian control and improve operational transparencies in the armed forces and self-defense forces in the region.

· Governments in Northeast Asia should reach an agreement to recognize each other’s concession regarding dissent against the expansion or establishment of foreign military bases within the region. Actively engage civil society, including residents affected by military bases, in regional negotiations on minimizing and dismantling existing military bases.

· Conclude an international agreement defining all disputed territories in Northeast Asia as Demilitarized Zones (DMZs).
· Stop the introduction and deployment of missile defense systems which would escalate military tension in the region. Corporations and the private sector in the region should not be engaged in research, development, sales and distribution of such a weapons system.

· The Governments that have not yet done so should immediately sign and ratify the Chemical Weapons Convention, Biological Weapons Convention and Anti-Personnel Mine Ban Treaty. Phase out inhumane weapons such as cluster bombs and depleted uranium munitions in their arsenal and negotiate for their prohibition.
· Reduce military budgets and reallocate budget towards the conversion of military-related industries into peace and environment industries; the creation of a Northeast Asia Disaster Prevention and Relief Corps; and/or a Northeast Asia Police Team, which could serve as regional civilian bodies to address insecurity of peoples affected by trans-border disasters and crimes.

Civil Society’s Tasks
· Monitor defense policy, military expenditure and purchase of weapons.

· Promote disarmament education. Strengthen social education to make sure civilians, including scientists, are not engaged in military activities.

· Monitor corporations engaged in arms production and weapons developments. Make sure those corporations are not involved in political decision making.  Promote consumer trends based on the corporations’ participation in the military sector.

Nuclear confrontation and ‘weapons of mass destruction’
South Asia: The peace constituencies of South Asia will take all necessary actions to urge upon the two nuclear armed states of this region to adopt policies of restraint, gradual de-nuclearisation, capping of all further nuclear weapons programme, and work jointly and to give leadership to eliminate all weapons of mass destruction from this world;
NE Asia: Northeast Asia has a comparatively heavy concentration of armaments and military forces. The danger being that there is an extremely high risk of the outbreak of armed conflict and yet very little in the way of preventive mechanisms within the region. The fragile security status is made more serious by the fact that numerous states have been relying on nuclear weapons in their security policies but yet there is no effective control system in place to monitor such weapons. 
Northeast Asia is the only region in the world with Cold War remaining among states. The Korean Peninsula remains divided under serious military tension. Diplomatic relations between Japan and the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) have not yet been established. Political stalemate across the Taiwan Strait casts serious concerns to the whole region. Also, territorial disputes such as the Kuril Islands/Northern Territory between Russia and Japan, as well as Senkaku/Diaoyu/Tiaoyutai islands dispute between China and Japan remain unresolved.

The US-led ‘War on Terror’ is deepening the complexity of security problems rooted in Northeast Asia’s Cold War. The US has not denied the option of taking military action against the DPRK, thus endangering the security of people living on the Korean Peninsula and promoting distrust and suspicion within the region. The US military transformation – particularly the realignment of its bases, accompanied by integration of Japan and Republic of Korea (ROK), is serving as a seriously destabilizing force in Northeast Asia.

Given this context, particular attention must be paid to Japan, which has de facto, the second largest military expenditure in the world. The strengthening of Japan’s Self-Defense Forces (SDF) and shift towards revision of its Constitution, especially regarding its commitments to the non-use of forces and to non-belligerency made in Article 9, suggests a growing threat to its Northeast Asian neighbors.

…Creating a cooperative security system through denuclearization and demilitarization of the region. We should replace the existing Cold War in Northeast Asia with a cooperative security system through disarmament actions based on the principles of Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution.

The nuclear crisis on the Korean Peninsula concerns more than the issue of nuclearization of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK). It should also be understood as a symptom of the Cold War structures that prevail in Northeast Asia. It is essential to eliminate the roots causes of the nuclear crisis and to achieve denuclearization of the region in a peaceful and regionally cooperative manner. All those factors which pose nuclear and military threats in the region, including the United States’ hostile policy towards the DPRK, and the nuclear weapon dependent security policies that numerous Northeast Asian states persistently employ, should be seriously addressed and replaced by coordinated disarmament and demilitarization actions throughout the region.

As 2005 marks the 60 year anniversary since the atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, it is essential to remember the inherently inhumane nature of nuclear weapons. We must de-legitimize nuclear weapons, and recognize that any policies dependent on such weapons of non-discriminatory mass massacre are immoral, irresponsible, impractical and illegal.

· Strengthen regional efforts to resolve peacefully the current nuclear crisis on the Korean Peninsula through DPRK-US Talks and Six-Party Talks.

· Establish a Northeast Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone (NWFZ). Organize regional civil society movement to help establish such a zone and create a regional network of CSOs for a NWFZ. 

· Pursue innovative and flexible approaches to the creation of a NWFZ: Mongolian Nuclear-Weapon-Free Status could provide an example of a political and realistic approach in addressing nuclear issues involving individual states.

UN Tasks

· Achieve universal compliance of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). Nuclear-weapon States should undertake their obligation of nuclear disarmament under Article VI
. Progress should be made at the NPT Review Conference, May 2005, based on the “unequivocal undertaking to achieve the total elimination of nuclear arsenals” made by the nuclear-weapon States at the NPT Review Conference 2000.

· Promote negotiation for a non-discriminatory and verifiable fissile material cut-off treaty (FMCT). Place uranium enrichment and extraction of plutonium under strict international control, regardless of military or civilian purposes.

· Commence negotiation for a Nuclear Weapons Convention (NWC) which prohibits the development, production, testing, deployment, stockpiling, transfer, threat or use of nuclear weapons, and provides for their elimination.

· Support institutionalization of Mongolia’s nuclear-weapon-free status
 as a positive example of creation of non-traditional NWFZs and thus un-tapping to the fullest the potential of NWFZs. 
· Establish a regional nuclear information data gathering and dissemination center with independent research capacity with UN consultative status that would have close ties with the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).

Governmental Tasks

· The United States should abandon its first-use policy of nuclear weapons and dramatically pursue nuclear disarmament. Russia and China should also pursue nuclear disarmament. The DPRK should express its willingness to return to and comply with the NPT.

· Establish agreements between states that call for a ban on the production and testing of nuclear weapons in Northeast Asia.

· Undertake the elimination of strategic and tactical nuclear weapons, sign and ratify Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), and suspend developments of ballistic missiles. Pursue regional measures for the limitation and reduction of m m issile systems.

· Adopt non-discriminatory and universal non-proliferation policies based on international law, instead of the Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI) which risks unilateral containment by the use of force. 

· Ensure the full implementation of the Joint Declaration for Denuclearization of Korean Peninsula (1992).

· Japan should strictly abide by its Non-Nuclear Three Principles. 

· Japan and the Republic of Korea (ROK) should shift away their policies of relying on the US “nuclear umbrella.” 

· End development of nuclear fuel cycle which increases the danger of nuclear proliferation.
Civil Society’s Tasks

· Raise public awareness in support of denuclearization through regional peaceful efforts. Note the important role that Hibakushas (atomic bombing survivors) in Japan and the Korean Peninsula play in such efforts.

· Support 2020 Vision (Emergency Campaign to Ban Nuclear Weapons) proposed by the Mayors for Peace network.

· Raise public awareness of the importance of a creative, non-traditional approach to the creation of NWFZs that would allow all states to contribute to practical non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament.

EU+: Tackling weapons proliferation. The EU should support the involvement of civil society in the development and implementation of national and regional action plans to reduce the proliferation of small arms and light weapons. In addition, the EU should strengthen mechanisms for meaningful consultation with civil society in order to create an effective European export control system that ensures that arms and security equipment from the EU is not exacerbating conflict and undermining development strategies and human rights.

Small Arms & Light Weapons and Armed Soldiers
West Africa: … the conference viewed the lack of a political will to implement the protocols associated with small arms proliferation, the absence of awareness about small arms, the lack of confidence between civil society and government, specifically the security agencies who perceive arms to be their domain and no one else to embody the challenges posed by small arms proliferation in West Africa. In an environment where the borders are porous, states are fragile and there is no system of registration of firearms as well as harmonized legislation at regional level to manage the proliferation of arms, the challenge to peace and security will remain ominous.  The ineffective mechanisms for early warning and early response exacerbate the problem of small arms proliferation.

· CSO should intensify campaign and lobby Heads of States to convert the Moratorium into a Convention. They should involve national parliaments, government authorities, the media and the general public in the fight against the proliferation of small arms and light weapons.  
· Carnivals, durbars and fun games should be organized at the community level to sensitize the public about the relationship between small arms and violent conflicts. 
· National Commissions on Small Arms should mobilize civil society working to prevent the proliferation of arms and set sub groups.  The Commissions in partnership security agencies should conduct local surveillance in cross border communities to reduce the spread of arms across porous borders.  It should also develop website to propagate issues on small arms 

· The conference also called on ECOWAS to strengthen the capacity of the four zonal bureaus to monitor and prevent the spread of small arms.  Governments should revise national constitutional and legal framework on small arms to reflect current situations.
EC Africa: COGNISANT of the proliferation of illicit arms and weapons in the Region, and AWARE that the ultimate control of the arms lies partly in the resolution of the conflicts that generate the demand for the arms, GPPAC Eastern and Central Africa RECOMMENDS that:

· Governments implement in full the Nairobi Declaration on Small Arms and Light Weapons

· All governments in the region support the processes of peacemaking in the region and commit themselves to a regional approach to the control of illicit arms 

North America: CSOs should more actively lobby national governments and IGOs to strengthen their efforts to combat both the proliferation and misuse of the weapons of violent conflict(particularly, but not exclusively, small arms and light weapons(which are integral to achieving human security.   

· CSOs should work to build and strengthen community-based programs aimed at reducing the number of weapons among the civilian population in conflict prone societies.

· CSOs should build upon existing programs and develop further initiatives for the comprehensive disarmament, demobilization and social and economic reintegration (DDR) of former fighters as a means to build sustainable peace.  CSOs should endeavour to ensure that these programs are well planned, adequately funded and sufficiently integrated into the broader post-conflict reconstruction and rehabilitation process.  

States, governance and political systems

Governance and the State

West Africa: The phenomenon of state failure in West Africa is on the rise as the seemingly artificial entities can no longer provide the basic necessities such as water, electricity, health and schools to its citizenry as a result of years of bad governance and failed development policies, constitutional crises and ineffective and/or incoherent state institutions, and absence of viable political ideologies. … the preponderance of rebel movements, militias and mercenaries which, although arguably the result of insecurity, has led to more insecurity as the states have demonstrated gross inability to cope with the huge security needs of the population thereby allowing the ground for West Africa’s agents of destabilization. … It is also difficult to mobilize all key actors around a common agenda and purpose.  In many cases, there is insufficient knowledge about constitutions and protocols by the populace; this is an expression of the disinterest of the affairs of the state by the citizens of the sub-region.  There is still a lack of conceptual clarity on the meaning of citizenship in terms of allegiance to the nation state and ethnic community.

EC Africa: Governments should:

· Create and implement participatory legislation that is conducive to Civil Society activities 

· Strengthen institutions that promote democracy and good governance (e.g. independent judiciary and electoral commissions)

· Apply peer pressure to discourage arbitrary and opportunistic amendments to national constitutions, and in particular make this a benchmark or indicator in the APRM /NEPAD

· Commit to enforcing and upholding Peace Accords once signed

North America: CSOs must work with all levels of government to strengthen institutional capacity and practices for good governance as a key facet of conflict prevention and long-term peacebuilding activities. CSOs must ensure that governance models are region and nation-specific.  Strategies should include the entrenchment of free and fair elections, accountability, transparency, informed citizen participation, respect for diversity, the impartial application of law, management of tensions through constructive dialogue, and the provision of basic services in an equitable manner. 

S Africa: Recognising that there are differing perspectives regarding the African political condition; however there is general consensus in the Southern African Region that this political condition is a result of the failure to transform the historically inherited structures of governance, and the unequal international political economy.

Elections and political competition

West Africa: The conference observed that in some countries of the sub-region, the large number of political parties is unable to sustain viable democratization processes.  There is insufficient knowledge and training to enhance efficient electoral processes while the tendency for the political leadership to manipulate constitutions is a source of armed conflict.  Participants added that all countries of the sub-region, should observe and abide by term limits for the Presidency to ensure that transitions do not become ground for instability and civil wars. The absence of a framework for consensus building through inter-political party consultation was observed as another major challenge.  Election observation and monitoring has often been limited only to election days while problems of the organization of elections which makes these elections flawed happen long before the election the day.  Some of these include vote buying, exploitation of religious and ethnic passions to gain political advantage over political opponents as well as the irresponsible conduct and behavior of some political leaders.  The logistical organization of elections in West Africa is replete with challenges.  They include the manipulation of the electoral register, disagreements over the electoral list, insecurity during the electoral process, low voter turn out, the lack of independent electoral commissions and dependence on donor support to organize elections due to the high cost of organizing elections. 
… Under this theme the conference agreed that CSO, political parties and government should research into national electoral process to assess its strength and weakness so that latter can be improved upon to enhance the overall democratic process. CSOs should embark on civic education campaigns to sensitize citizens about electoral process thereby encouraging them to participate in it.  The process should be computerized and be made transparent to avoid manipulation of voters register and vote rigging.  In addition the capacity of social commentators should be built to monitor not just election days but the entire process effectively. At the state level government should recognize the independence of National Electoral Commissions.  The Commissions should be equipped with adequate human, financial and material resources to enable them function effectively.  Governments should respect term limits for the Presidency to ensure smooth and violence free transitions.  WACSOF should advocate through ECOWAS for member countries to establish a harmonized minimum legislation standard for elections.  

Promoting and protecting human rights 

Respect for International Law and Instruments

Balkans: In order to address the legacy of violence and impunity in the Balkan region, we support international law and instruments that offer protection and legal justice. The UN Charter, the Convention on the Rights of the Child, the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women, and UN Security Council Resolution 1325 on Women, Peace, and Security, in particular, provide frameworks for ensuring legal justice and protection for the region's most vulnerable.     

Balkans: right to security, right to life, freedom of movement, non-discrimination and equal opportunity for all; promotion and protection of rights of ethnic, national, gender, sexual and other minorities is central to our work.

· Reforming legislation in accordance and harmony with international standards,

· Following through on the proactive implementation and reporting on international obligations, including all treaties and conventions;

· Increasing the transparency and effectiveness of state bodies responsible for protecting human rights;

South Asia: An alternative peace-centric notion of a world order emphasizes the supremacy of international law and the imperative of the peaceful resolution of conflicts.  
West Africa: CSOs should embark on campaigns to sensitize communities about their fundamental human rights as such as right to food, shelter, health, education and freedom of speech. CSOs should advocate for and lobby national governments, ECOWAS and international organizations to enforce laws that protect people’s rights. In order for laws to be effective government should improve conditions of service for the judiciary and law enforcement agencies.

EC Africa: ACKNOWLEDGING the emerging political will to respect human rights and the rule of law; and ENCOURAGED by the expansion of the democratic space; GPPAC RECOMMENDS that Governments:

· submit themselves to the Peer Review Mechanism of the New Partnership for Africa’s Development (APRM/NEPAD)
· Ratify and domesticate all international laws and conventions on human rights 

· Compile and publish regular status reports on human rights violations for monitoring purposes.

NE Asia: Promote early ratification and adherence of international treaties and relevant protocols on international human rights law, including the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, and establish related domestic legislation. 

· All permanent members of the Security Council should recognize the jurisdiction of International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the International Criminal Court (ICC).

· Educate civil servants to understand and respect international human rights law.
· As the economies in the region are rapidly becoming more inter-dependent, we need to strengthen our efforts to protect the right to freedom of movement and to secure the basic human rights of migrants against violations due to unfair a dministrative powers and/or political stalemates in the region. In addition, there is an acute need to improve policies to protect refugees and accept asylum seekers. Citizens in the region are encouraged to deepen their understanding of international law and utilize it.

· Strengthen recommendations by UN and its agencies on human rights violations committed by state actors, including institutionalizing follow-up investigations.

· Strengthen regional network of human rights activities with a view to establishing an independent Northeast Asia Human Rights Organization.

LAC: Promoting and strengthening the experiences and demands related to the implementation and use of prior consultation and prior, free and informed consent as a vehicle for conflict prevention, treatment and resolution.

Promoting inter-culturalism and minority / indigenous rights

Balkans: Governments should promote inter-culturalism as a public good by:

· Reforming legislation in accordance and harmony with international standards, with particular emphasis on the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and identifying region-specific criteria such as religion and language as vehicles to promote those rights;

· Following through on the proactive implementation and reporting on international obligations, including all treaties and conventions;

· Promoting capacity development and sensitization of governments and civil societies in peace education, with support from intergovernmental organizations;

· Increasing the transparency and effectiveness of state bodies responsible for protecting human rights;

· Promoting equitable and proportional representation of ethnic groups in the institutions of state;

· Institutionalizing inter-ethnic dialogue through formal and informal mechanisms within state, media and civic organizations.

South Asia: It is incumbent on civil society to struggle for adoption of specific measures for minority protection, autonomy and various power sharing measures at country and local levels till they are instituted in place;

Gender Justice and Sexual Violence

EC Africa: NOTING the increased use of rape as a weapon of war, and the escalation of sexual violence in the societies in our Region. GPPAC RECOMMENDS that: 

· Governments create special courts to prosecute and legislations to criminalize rape and sexual violence.

· Governments partner with CSOs, support and facilitate research into the structures and root causes of gender-based violence, including rape.

· Governments lobby the UN to pass a resolution that condemns rape as an instrument of war.

· Governments mainstream gender into all national policies, plans and development initiatives.

NE Asia: Conduct thorough investigations on the series of sexual abuses by personnel of UN peacekeeping operations and administer justice to those responsible.

Return and integration of refugees and displaced people; migration

Balkans: The Balkan region is struggling with political instability and unequal economic development, lack of transparency, general security problems and lack of the rule of law. With an unofficial estimate of one million refugees and Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) the objective is to create conditions conducive for the sustainable return and integration of refugees and IDPs in the region and to strengthen democratic development. We recommend governments to:

- Develop functional regional mechanisms for cooperation and dialogue among themselves to contribute to the long term solution of refugee issues in the region. Governments with positive experiences should take on a leading role in this work;
- Harmonize national legislation with international standards of human rights and minority rights;
- Enforce the rule of law on all levels in accordance with international human rights including minorities’ rights, with special focus on security, freedom of movement and access to public services, in order to improve the processes of return and integration.

- Have an honest approach to the return process and work with transparency and clear indicators towards promotion and realisation of the process of return, right to home and equal opportunity.
- Develop strategies for regional economic development with special focus on areas for potential return.

We recommend civil society organisations to:

· Strengthen and extend existing networks dealing with refugees and IDPs

· Establish mechanisms for exchanging information and experiences relevant for their work on return and integration of refugees and IDP and use these experiences for creation of joint actions; 

· Work with media in the region in raising awareness on all levels about the importance of creating conditions for sustainable return and integration of refugees and IDPs in society.

We recommend the international community to:
· Support Civil Society Organisations in establishing mechanisms for  effective monitoring of the return process;

· Provide technical and financial support to improve the conditions of return for refugees and IDPs, and  to develop and implement long term strategic plans for sustainable economic development; 
· Shift focus and increase support for organised return rather than individual returns. 


South Asia: 

· A totalising experience that affects all other aspects of life

· Challenge when host population becomes unwelcoming; responsibility of the state in meeting needs

· Challenge of maintaining national conscience on the problem

West Africa: They should create awareness among ECOWAS citizens about the ECOWAS protocol on free movement of people, good and services which by implication included settlers.

EC Africa: GIVEN the swelling number of refugees and IDPs in the region, RECOMMENDS that:

· Governments immediately implement the international instruments on the protection of refugees and IDPs;

· Governments collaborate with CSOs in establishing counselling centres for trauma and stigmatised victims of violent conflict;

· The International community strengthens the Regional Conflict Prevention Initiatives that aim at prevention of human crisis;

· In partnership with CSOs, implement programmes to educate and sensitize the local communities on the rights of and the need to co-exist peacefully with refugees and IDPs.

NE Asia: In addition, there is an acute need to improve policies to protect refugees and accept asylum seekers.

UN Tasks

· Pay special attention to the movement of people caused by economic and political instability, and analyze the impact of such movement on regional security and any potential conflict.

· Strengthen recommendations by UN and its agencies on human rights violations committed by state actors, including institutionalizing follow-up investigations.

Governmental Tasks

· Governments should eliminate discrimination against migrants and secure their basic human rights, with special attention to providing legal aid. States that have not done so should immediately sign and ratify the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families.

· Improve laws and policies to accept refugees and asylum seekers, including supporting basic human needs.

· Establish a committee to activate exchange between government and civil society organizations in the decision-making process in order to build peace-oriented policies.

· Governments should implement recommendations of UN Security Council Resolution 1325 on women, peace and security.

Civil Society’s Tasks

· Regarding the situation of the growing population of migrants between China and Far East Russia, CSOs should make efforts to reduce inter-ethnic tension.

· Work on educational activities to promote understanding of the experiences and situations of domestic migrants, immigrants, asylum seekers and refugees.

· Strengthen capacity building of Korean CSOs, including women’s groups, in developing Korean peoples’ exchanges and activities for peace and reunification of Korea.

Sustainable Development

People-centred development

South-Asia: Neo-liberal globalization does not address the specificities and requirements of civil societies in the region and instead aggravates inequalities, poverty and other deprivations including access to water, food, sanitation, health and education.  MNCs and big domestic capital are strengthened at the cost of environment, most strata of society with women, children and marginalized communities suffering most.  This resultant social dislocation accentuates violence and conflicts within and between states.  An alternative people-centered development approach would be country, locality, community (including castes, religious and ethnic groups) specific and would be directed at poverty eradication, ensured entitlements to all basic requirements and an accountability at all levels of economic decision-making and government bodies.  It would aim at creating and strengthening social solidarities which in turn would contribute to creating a culture of peace locally and nationally and later through people-to-people interaction regionally. … A major source of conflict is deeply rooted in social, economic and cultural disparities, especially iniquitous distribution of physical resources at the disposal of states.  International actors especially the U. N. system, state actors and non-state actors must be committed to a sustainable and equitable distribution of resources for peace to be sustainable.  As the Israel-Palestine conflict shows there can be no peace without justice.  
EC Africa: CONCERNED about the extreme and rising levels of poverty in the region; and RECOGNISING that poverty and violent conflict are often intrinsically interrelated, GPPAC RECOMMENDS that: 

· Governments go beyond ensuring equitable distribution of resources to implementing pro-poor programmes aimed at bridging the gap between the rich and the poor.

· Governments vigorously implement poverty reduction strategies already in place.

· Governments reduce their military and security expenditures and redirect the savings to the social sectors.

· Governments exercise due diligence and transparency when borrowing on behalf of their citizens

· Governments put up a united front when negotiating international instruments such as the World Trade Organization (WTO) 

North America: Relief and development organizations working in conflict situations should sensitize their programming to the conflict dynamics through better analysis and more widespread training in the Do No Harm framework and similar approaches.  Civil society organizations should seek to close the gap between relief and development through developmental approaches to relief and strengthened transition assistance. … Recognizing that many violent conflicts occur in the context of unequal access to economic and social power and resources, CSOs must promote concrete measures to overcome the economic and social disenfranchisement of particular communities or groups.  

…We support the following recommendations concerning structural prevention vis-à-vis national governments contained in the 2004 report of the High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change:

· All states must recommit themselves to the goals of eradicating poverty, achieving sustained economic growth and promoting sustainable development.

· Donor countries which currently fall short of the United Nations 0.7 per cent gross national product target for ODA should establish a timetable for reaching it.

· Lender Governments and the international financial institutions should provide highly indebted poor countries with greater debt relief, longer rescheduling and improved access to global markets.

· Although international resources devoted to meeting the challenge of HIV/AIDS have increased from about $250 million in 1996 to about $2.8 billion in 2002, more than $10 billion annually is needed to stem the pandemic.

· Leaders of affected countries need to mobilize resources, commit funds and engage civil society and the private sector in disease control efforts.

Economic and social governance reform should be emphasized at the international level. The fragmentation and lack of coordination and coherence of international institutions and programs to regulate international trade, finance and promote economic development is a longstanding problem that needs to be addressed. The reform of economic and social global governance institutions and processes must involve closer integration within the UN system.  

NE Asia: The accelerating pace of economic globalization is creating new root causes for the outbreak of conflict in Northeast Asia. The resultant disparities in the region are most pronounced, with certain sub-regions experiencing grave environmental destruction and social problems while others are enjoying massive economic growth accompanied by newfound prosperity. This reality breeds competitive relationships among nations and communities. An additional enabling factor for potential armed conflict is the increase in cross-border migratory flows which are linked to human rights violations. Conflict prevention efforts should therefore reflect these social and economic factors.

…Building sustainable regional economies. We should transform the current economic systems which produce poverty and environmental destruction and launch new initiatives to create economies that would prevent conflicts.

Promote human-oriented development assistance. Official Development Assistance (ODA) is not free from the danger of political interference even if it is designed for humanitarian purposes. ODA has the capacity to change the fundamental economic structure of recipient countries. We should therefore reaffirm the fundamental principle and objective of ODA, that is, to protect the most vulnerable people and support them in capacity building projects so that they are able to live in security on their own. 

· Stop ODA that could lead to environmental destruction, obstacles to democracy, human rights violations, and the promotion of conflict, including weapons proliferation and arms races. ODA must be designed and carried out based on the requests of recipient communities. Reaffirm and strengthen the principles of prioritizing the poorest and ensuring local ownership.

· Promote democratization of ODA through ensuring full participation of civil society organizations (CSOs) in the decision-making processes.

Governmental Tasks

· All developed countries should commit at least 0.7 percent of their Gross Domestic Product (GDP) to ODA.

· Carry out ODA to reduce and eradicate poverty, to ensure human security, and to prevent natural disasters in Northeast Asia, with the active cooperation with CSOs.

· Ensure transparency and accountability in the whole ODA process, in order to prevent unfairness, corruption and mistrust.

· Establish an ODA complaints mechanism in order to facilitate the local consultation and ownership of recipient communities.

Civil Society’s Tasks

· Submit a request and proposal to the UN to cancel, suspend, or postpone ODA in the case that there is no available participation of CSO and/or allegations of environmental destruction, obstacles to democracy, human rights violation and the promotion of conflict, including weapons proliferation and arms races.
Economy for Peace: Realization of sustainable economy and economic justice. Transform current economic systems which produce poverty and cause environmental destruction. Cross-border exchanges, whether for commercial, cultural or diplomatic reasons, provide the basic grounds for the promotion of peace. The forces of globalization have indeed brought positive benefits for cross-border peacebuilding by providing increased opportunities for exchange and exposure. At the same time, the neo-liberal economic model which characterizes the current face of globalization is resulting in increasing economic disparity on a worldwide scale and producing potential risks of conflict. Corporations, as non-state actors, are often the sources of the outbreak of armed conflict. To illustrate, the growth of the military industrial complex is triggering a chain reaction of conflict and terrorism, particularly through its pursuit of limited natural resources and economic hegemony. We should make efforts to impose restrictions on the opportunities that corporations have for adversely influencing economic policy-making, and continue monitoring harmful corporate activities. We should work towards building a sustainable and human-oriented economic system to replace the current neo-liberal system. Principles of human security, environmental justice and distributional justice must be adhered to. Global protection of the natural environment and addressing climate change are common regional matters of importance both for governments and civil society. In the effort to build human-oriented economies, CSOs’ roles should be emphasized at the national, regional and international levels. Achievement of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) is an urgent and integral task, and national roles and responsibilities need to be more clearly defined.

· Conduct equal redistribution of resources and take measures to redress national and regional economic disparity with a view to achieving the MDGs.

· Promote institutionalization of Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) in Northeast Asia. Establish a regional institution to monitor and coordinate information-sharing about corporate activities.
· Stakeholders should work towards establishment of a regional mechanism for energy cooperation.

UN Tasks

· Guide and support the Northeast Asian region in achieving the MDGs to reduce poverty, hunger, disease, illiteracy, environmental degradation, and discrimination against women.

· Bring about openness and introduce binding provisions of the Global Compact.

· Promote transparency and democratization of decision-making processes in the World Trade Organization (WTO).

· Develop a control system over international financial trade. Strengthen restrictions on speculative hedge funds to protect the regional financial market.

· Ensure compliance with legally binding provisions of the Kyoto Protocol to reduce greenhouse gases.

· Develop a system to tax the cross-border transportation of fuel in order to channel funds to poverty alleviation programmes that involves CSO consultation.

Governmental Tasks

· Develop domestic legislation to ensure companies planning investment in, and execution of, development projects internationally carry out advance environmental impact assessments and disclose related information and results to the public; take adequate steps to prevent pollution and take responsibility based on the principle of polluter-pays. Share the lessons learnt from experiences of pollution which have caused ecological and social disasters in Japan.

· Apply a conflict-sensitive approach to government-led development projects.

· Secure labor rights throughout the region, especially those in companies operating internationally.

· Strengthen the social safety net to include social security and medical services be provided throughout the whole of the region.

· Promote sustainable and natural energy. Support the phased conversion of energy policies away from dependence on nuclear energy, while encouraging higher safety standards of existing nuclear energy technology.

Civil Society’s Tasks

· Initiate community and corporate efforts to reduce greenhouse gases.

· Monitor governmental financing, focusing on whether or not governmental funds are used for the promotion of war and militarization. Promote election decision-making based on political candidates’ economic and energy policies.

· Support local efforts to create economies that are independent of military bases through cooperative actions to disallow the continuation of environmental pollution, prostitution and sexual abuse. Create employment opportunities and incentives for non-military industries.

· Promotion of civil society consultation, especially expert opinions, in regional development projects, for example, yellow sand.

· Promote anti-corruption measures by calling for a culture of transparency and accountability, especially within governing bodies and companies and that disclosure of corruption allegations will not be met with sanctions. Support civil society’s important role to promote good governance.

· Support the global campaign for the cancellation of heavy debt carried by developing countries.

Launch new initiatives to build human-oriented economies. Civil society needs to take initiatives to build new economic system that focus on human security rather than national security. It would be essential to build “reasonable-sized” economies that involve consultation with communities. Our ideal sustainable society would be based on principles of self determination of citizens, development with local ownership, and solidarity which would require the authorizing and decision-making powers to rest with local communities rather than corporations. In other words, there exists a strong need for civil society to take the lead in creating human-oriented economies.  

· While UN and governments are encouraged to support civil society activities, it is more essential that they seek to diminish obstacles to the achievement of self determination.
· Promote measures for sustainability in the natural environment, including water, food and agriculture.
· Promote fair trade in the region.

Governmental Tasks

· Assist local capacity building that promotes independence from transnational corporations and large companies.

· Create incentives for corporations to support peace activities.

· Ensure legislation supportive of complementary, alternative and people-initiated, economic processes.

· Establish and develop democratic systems of control and safeguarding over biotechnology to ensure the prevention of human rights abuses and unethical practices.

Civil Society’s Role

· Build new industrial and financial systems, at the initiatives of civil society, to ensure money flows are not directed towards war and conflict but towards projects for peace, environment and human rights.

· Disseminate proposal for the state budget via E-governance and Open Society Forum and collect the comments and suggestions of CSOs and the business sector for consideration prior to the approval of the state budget by Parliament.

· Promote a solidarity economy.

· Promote alternative and regional currencies.

· Support and strengthen community based movements to achieve 100 percent self-sufficient energy supplies.

· Establish databases on existing programmes and projects relating to human-oriented economies and make evaluations based on those.

Land rights and natural resources

South Asia: Land rights and other resource rights of the people
West Africa: As most conflict center around natural resources CSOs should advocate for an implementation of an effective resource administration policy.

EC Africa: Attention to and Management of Resource-based conflicts. CONSCIOUS of the increased competition and resource-based conflicts among the communities and between countries in the region; MINDFUL of the potential for widespread conflicts between states over natural resources such as water and pastures; and CONCERNED about the irresponsible natural resource exploitation by external and internal interests. GPPAC RECOMMENDS that: 

· Governments create and monitor codes of conduct and ethics for the extractive industries, state and other actors in the region.

· Governments uphold the values of accountability and transparency in the management and use of natural resources

· Governments of the region seek a re-negotiation of the treaties regarding the use of the Nile Waters

· Governments, in collaboration with CSOs develop Early Warning Mechanisms (EWM) for conflict prevention.

· Seriously review and address land policy, issues especially in Kenya.

LAC: Promoting the granting of title to land, territory and natural resources to indigenous individuals, farmers and African-Americans.

Responding to conflict effectively
Early warning / early response systems

South Asia: The civil society will mobilize all efforts to institute early warning and early action systems in places/zones of conflict in negotiating conflicts and incident violence, so that damage in lessened, reconciliation chances increase, and popular forces of peace are mobilized in time in defence of peace; Such early warning and action system and mechanisms will be local, develop regional connection, develop appropriate database, directories and indication as tools of work for peace;

EU+: Early warning and early response. CSOs should develop their own early warning / early response mechanisms in countries and regions at greatest risk, drawing on the unique knowledge of local groups. CSO should also assist in the establishment and functioning of similar, official mechanisms. We aim to develop an integrated global network of CSOs that can co-operate to mobilise the political will for effective early response. 

EU+: Early warning. The EU should improve its early warning analysis by ensuring that greater information from the ‘field’ is used to support Member States’ analysis of emerging conflict situations, and that this information is then fed into the EU’s early warning processes and triggers action. It is important that the EU Heads of Delegation, EU Special Representatives and Member States gather information from a broad range of CSOs to assist in the development of conflict prevention strategies, which should also inform country strategy papers.  The EU should establish civil society focal points in Delegations to ensure these consultations take place. 

LAC: Establishing an early alert system for the conflicts of each region.

· Establishing indicators and variables whose values shall be used as thresholds to determine the proximity of conflict.

· Realizing a visualization and communication model for conflict prevention. Defining indicators and turning the process operational.

· Institutionalizing an observatory per region capable of identifying negative factors (to ensure early alert) and positive elements that may be reinforced to prevent potential armed conflict.

· Achieving convergence between academic and systematic knowledge and the practical expertise based on experience and on the activities of base organizations.

· Developing safety strategies from the community.

· Mapping crime, urban violence, conflict, non-violent and violent conflict resolution forms and peace-building mechanisms.

· States must promote the creation of observatories with the leading participation of civil society.

· Promoting Parliamentary Diplomacy for conflict prevention.

· Making use of Permanent Interstate Observation Missions with representatives of the civil society, especially including representatives of affected parties in situations of potential conflicts.

Preventive diplomacy and mediation 

North America: Governments should be prepared to use preventive diplomacy, mediation and negotiation, and to sponsor dialogue processes which aim to prevent violent conflict, when they are in a position to serve as interveners.  

NE Asia: Civil society organizations should take central roles in promoting the normalization of diplomatic relations through cultural exchanges and economic and environmental cooperation. Conduct CSO Talks that are parallel to the Six Party Talks.

· Strengthen municipalities’ capacity to engage in diplomacy for peace, such as those of nuclear-free local authorities, municipal level nuclear-free and peace laws and regulations; utilization of friendship cities and creation of ‘open cities’ based on international laws regarding the protection of civilians in armed conflict. 

International Peace Operations

North America: Governments should increase support for multilateral initiatives to augment international peacekeeping and civilian police training and include non-governmental organizations with experience in conflict situations as participants, advisors, and evaluators of such training.

Dialogue

Balkans: In our work as CSOs, we recognize that dialogue is one the main tools for conflict prevention and peacebuilding. Dialogue promotes understanding and relationships that would help sustain peacebuilding efforts at all levels of the society. 

· IGOs should recognize the importance of economic development within multi-ethnic communities throughout the region as an important point of entry to promote inter-ethnic dialogue and provide appropriate, sustained support in this area;

Dealing with the past: reconciliation, transitional and historical justice

Balkans: We value social reconciliation and the rebuilding of relationships as part of our conflict prevention and peacebuilding work in the region, while recognizing the right of every person to choose when and if she/he will forgive and reconcile. CSOs play a crucial role in reconciliation processes on local and regional levels.
· (IGOs should) support legitimate local actors to engage in reconciliation dialogue in good faith and offer appropriate, sustained protection and support, including capacity development, including to governmental, civic and media actors;

Dealing with the past in war-torn, post-conflict, transition countries is a crucial pre-requisite to achieving sustainable peace and a secure future.  Fundamental to this endeavor is to recognize and understand the significance of facing up to the harsh realities of a painful past.  In order to enable comprehensive integration, such modalities as are introduced must be fully supported by governments, and fully supportive of all citizens of all ages, in particular victims of mass atrocities and all other human rights violations. In order to process violations of international humanitarian law and support local judiciaries prosecuting war crime suspects, full cooperation with the International Criminal Tribunal for Former Yugoslavia, other ad hoc tribunals and the International Criminal Court is essential.  Only by a full commitment to this process can citizens seek to recover and regain their confidence, mutual trust, self-respect and human dignity. We believe that such a process is integral to the overall efforts towards reconciliation and the prevention of further armed conflicts.

We recommend governments to:

· Cooperate with the International Criminal Tribunal for Former Yugoslavia (ICTY), other ad hoc tribunals and the International Criminal Court;

· Strengthen the capacity of national justice systems for war crime trials;

· Legally ensure free access to documentation revealing facts relating to events of the past   and war crimes committed;

· Allocate funds for tracing mass graves and missing persons, victims’ reparations and support for the victims’ families;  

· Allocate funds for educational, scientific and cultural programmes dealing with the past;

· Provide funds for trauma recovery assistance and continuous psycho-social support to victims, their families and communities with special attention to the specific needs of women and children;

· Create the legal preconditions for places of remembrance and memorials.   

We recommend NGOs to:

· Research and document past events through individual and joint projects which involve those institutions of State and society that have access to relevant materials and information.

· Develop a closer relationship with the media and educational institutions of all levels to produce an environment, which is conducive to dealing with the past. 

· Develop capacity and practices to deal with the past in a constructive way on an individual, family and community level in a fully participatory and inclusive manner. 

We recommend International Organizations/Institutions to:

· Include dealing with the past in their programms, resolutions and conventions, and thus obligate signatory countries to be fully participatory in the process. 

· Strongly support independent media and civil society organizations and governmental institutions in addressing the issue of dealing with the past.
South Asia: The civil society will draw upon its historical experiences and resources of reconciliation mechanism, social capital building, truth findings, investigation, public commissions, crime tribunals, eminent citizen groupings and other dialogue forms to develop its autonomy in its function of peace. … Likewise, steps should be taken to form a South Asian War Crimes Tribunal with appropriate mechanisms;

NE Asia: In Northeast Asia, legacies of Japan’s past colonization and war of aggression continue to taint the relationship between neighbouring peoples, as do experiences from the Korean War and decades-long Cold War hostilities. Overcoming the past through realization of transitional justice would provide a firm basis for the prevention of conflict in the future.

In order to bring about solutions to the problems caused by products of historically rooted conflict we need to strengthen regional cooperative efforts by civil society to help overcoming the past. In Northeast Asia, many problems caused by Japan’s past colonization and war of aggression still continue to exist. The Japanese government must properly recognize its responsibility for past acts and demonstrate its remorse for them seriously by making formal apologies that can be accepted by those who were oppressed. Japanese civil society bears the responsibility to make sure its government does so. There must be no doubt that these are the first tasks in overcoming the past in Northeast Asia.

Based on this need, we should establish a multidimensional system for reconciliation and trust-building by various actors in Northeast Asia. Concrete actions for overcoming the past would include: investigating past crimes; admitting the facts; disclosing the facts; assuring the right of access to documents and materials; make clear the responsibility for damages; ensure equitable remedies including reparations and compensation for victims; and inheriting and passing on the facts and memories to future generations in order to prevent a repeat of past crimes.

This principle can be similarly applied to the crimes committed not only during Japan’s period of colonization and aggressive war but also during the Korean War and decades of Cold War hostilities. Overcoming the past through realization of transitional justice would provide a firm basis for the prevention of conflict in the future.

· Accelerate and strengthen the movements to pass down the experiences of wars, including those who suffered atomic bombing and colonization. Support activities to promote historical understanding including investigation of historical facts, and the collection of testimonial records of all parties involved including perpetrators, victims and witnesses.

· Formalize the responsibility of aggressor states of armed conflicts and organized violent crimes to provide reparations to victims.

· Strengthen regional cooperatives both at governmental and civil society levels towards achieving a common recognition of history education in Northeast Asia.

· Ensure the participation of young people in the peace and reconciliation process.
UN Tasks

· UN should initiate and finance projects with the joint participation of governments and CSOs to investigate and analyze the impact of World War II and to raise public awareness.

· Establish a UN specialized agency for conflict prevention.

Governmental Tasks

· The Japanese government should sincerely deal with court cases concerning post-war compensation, administer justice to those who are responsible, and provide equitable remedies to victims.

· The Japanese government should accelerate the investigation and settlement of chemical weapons left in China.

· The Japanese government should accelerate the investigation and settlement of cases including, but not limited to, victims of forced labor and “comfort women”.

· Eliminate any discriminatory treatment in the provision of post-war compensation attributing to nationality or place of residence.

· Regarding the issue of the DPRK abduction of Japanese nationals, both governments should pursue peaceful dialogue in good faith and work towards a full resolution at the earliest stage.

Civil Society’s Tasks

· Establish a Northeast Asia Historical Reconciliation Fund and Network to support the process of solving the ongoing conflict regarding history textbooks and education in Northeast Asia, and to exchange resources at the civil society level.

· Strengthen activities of peace museums in Northeast Asia.

· Support the development of common history textbooks by CSOs in China, R ROK and Japan, and further develop regional cooperative history education. Note the importance of 2005 as the year that adoption of official text books will be made in Japan. Both governments and CSOs in each country in the region should participate actively in preparing materials to be included in regional common history textbooks.

Institutions, Organisations and Modalities for Engagement

Engagement of CSOs, Governments, Regional Organisations & UN

General principles

Balkans: In order to tackle the complex issues of peacebuilding and conflict prevention, more collaboration, coordination and knowledge sharing is needed between governments, CSOs and INGOs at the local, national and regional level. The role of CSOs in conflict prevention should be better recognized, because of its essential impact on the community and local level. We urge governments and public media to join with civil society actors to provide regular opportunities for raising the awareness of peacebuilding and conflict prevention.

International organisations should utilise local capacities in the field in planning and implementing peacekeeping missions. Outside interventions should avoid devaluing or taking over the role of local organisations and people that have knowledge of the concrete situation.

South Asia: It calls for support to build its technical capabilities in conflict prevention, transformation and peace building skills.
West Africa: The conference agreed that in the short to medium term ECOWAS through its Zonal Bureaus, WACSOF and WANEP, should make available to CSOs protocols on conflict prevention, peace and security, information on NEPAD and the Millennium Development Goals.  These documents should be translated into local languages and disseminated by CSOs at the community level using appropriate media such as radio, TV, Flyers, plays, drama, songs and poem. … At the national CSO should set mechanism for monitoring and evaluating the implementation of protocols by government. They should form national networks across boarders for collaboration and sharing of best practices and lessons learnt. 
EC Africa: GPPAC further recommends that the International Conference resolves that the AU, the UN and Regional Organizations accord permanent observer status to CSOs who are active in peacebuilding and conflict management and prevention. 

North America: Multilateralism. Fulfilling an expanded vision of human security can best be achieved on the basis of a truly cooperative endeavor. Major global problems can most effectively be addressed through the coordinated efforts and policies developed collectively through multilateral fora - above all through a strengthened and reformed United Nations. We must also look to regional and sub-regional mechanisms as essential actors in conflict prevention.  This approach is one built on the principle that international norms and standards should apply to all and be complied with by all to enhance the security of all.  An effective system for conflict prevention, therefore, should be undertaken within a strong multilateral framework that includes coordinated and systematic responses. We believe that CSOs have an important role to play in an expanded conception of multilateralism.
A New Partnership for Prevention among Civil Society, Governments and Inter-Governmental Organizations. As civil society actors, we believe that preventing violent conflicts requires the forging of effective partnerships and networking among CSOs, governments and multilateral organizations. Effective conflict prevention requires the creation of collaborative, strategic partnerships for prevention at the national, regional and international level. CSOs can undertake initiatives that governments cannot and are well placed to mobilize wider societal support for prevention. The effectiveness of this partnership hinges on official acknowledgement of the legitimacy of CSOs that are representative and accountable in peace and security matters; recognition of their roles in the conflict prevention partnership; and mechanisms and resources to fulfill their potential operationally. This new partnership will serve to affirm and build on the principle identified in UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan’s Report on “The Prevention of Armed Conflict”, where he recognized that conflict prevention cannot happen without civil society involvement. 

The participation rights of CSOs in national, regional and international fora must be systematically integrated into prevention activities.  These rights should be exercised based on well-defined concepts and frameworks for partnering. The principle of subsidiarity is important, i.e. that prevention must occur at the “lowest” level possible.  

· CSOs must engage with regional and international organizations including the UN to ensure more active involvement of civil society in conflict prevention activities including observer and participation rights at the UN.

NE Asia: Promoting new partnerships among civil society, governments, regional organizations and the UN for conflict prevention. We should strengthen our common efforts to ensure deeper dialogue over conflict prevention policies can be developed throughout the whole region.

EU+: We want official recognition of the legitimate role of civil society in peace and security matters. To more effectively prevent conflict, partnerships are needed between governments, Inter-Governmental Organisations (IGOs), the EU and those CSOs that are accountable to relevant established codes of conduct. It is important that CSOs should not be considered as instruments to carry out agendas set by others. Rather they should be seen as partners with valuable contributions to make in terms of policy design, programme implementation, and provision of information. We propose to work with governments, IGOs, the EU and International Financial Institutions (IFIs) towards mainstreaming the involvement of CSOs within each institutional setting through the development of formal mechanisms in which CSOs’ deliberative, consultative and implementing capacities are utilised in programme planning, implementation and evaluation. 

Multilateralism. Fulfilling an expanded vision of human security can only be achieved on the basis of a truly co-operative endeavour. Major global problems can only be addressed effectively through the co-ordinated efforts and policies developed collectively through multilateral fora - above all through the UN - and not on the basis of unilateral action. This approach is one built on the principle that international norms and standards should apply to all and be complied with by all. We call on our governments to fulfil their commitments and to demand the consistent adherence to these standards by all countries. This will counter the destabilising effects of unilateral action. An effective system for conflict prevention, therefore, should be undertaken within a strong multilateral framework that includes co-ordinated and systematic responses. We believe that CSOs have an important role to play in an expanded conception of multilateralism.

A New Partnership for Prevention between Civil Society, Governments and IGOs. Effective conflict prevention requires the creation of collaborative, strategic partnerships for prevention at the national, regional and international level. CSOs can undertake initiatives that government officials cannot and are well placed to mobilise wider societal support for prevention. The effectiveness of this partnership hinges on official acknowledgement of the legitimacy of CSOs that are representative and accountable in peace and security matters; recognition of their roles in the conflict prevention partnership; and mechanisms and resources to fulfil their potential operationally. This new partnership will serve to affirm and build on the principle identified in UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan’s Report on “The Prevention of Armed Conflict”, where he recognised that conflict prevention cannot happen without civil society involvement. 

CSO-Government Engagement

Balkans: It is essential that government and civil society organizations cooperate productively through coordinated action, critical dialogue and ongoing monitoring to promote human security and the growth and sustainable development of tolerant, ethnically diverse societies.  Inter-governmental and international actors play a key role in facilitating and creating space for productive engagement in this area.

Balkans: INGOs, IGOs & UN Agencies should: partner with regional actors in implementing and promoting peace education, including education on international humanitarian law, and to assist in the coordination and supportive monitoring of peace building efforts. This process must involve a two-way exchange and dialogue with local actors.

· (IGOs should) Provide strategic and targeted assistance to local and regional mechanisms and work on finding solutions to inter-ethnic and human security challenges through sustained, adequate financing and political support;

· Create a joint strategy on how to approach to the priority issues in peacebuilding and security;
· Establish cooperation and clear channels of information and communication among local, regional and international organisations;

· Raise the level of knowledge and consciousness about gender perspectives in their work.

Mobilize and support civic participation of the local communities and NGOs to meet local needs;

Improve harmonization of its policies with the EU in the region.

West Africa: Poor Governance was identified as a key challenge for peace and security in West Africa.  The consequence of such bad governance including the unequal distribution of resources, weak justice systems and unjust laws creates intolerance especially where these governments are undemocratic and repressive.  Civil Society collaborations and structures are weak and ignorant and have not succeeded in organizing effectively to engage at the high level with governments and policymakers

North America:

· Recognition of the critical role of local civil society actors in conflict prevention and peacebuilding must be clearly manifest in national policy and practice.

· National governments should take responsibility for developing transparent processes for including civil society in the development, design and implementation of conflict prevention policies and programs.

· Where poverty and social inequality are root causes of conflict, governments must develop new democratic institutions that enable direct participation of the poor and other marginalized people in meaningful decision-making and action to eliminate the root causes of violent conflict.

· Open and transparent channels for communication and shared learning between government actors and civil society groups should be developed, and governments should work through the UN and other multilateral venues to develop and share best practices on conflict prevention.

· True participation from relevant civil society actors requires more adequate, sustained and predictable funding.  

· Governments should consider how to involve civilians in conflict management mechanisms, perhaps including through the creation of civilian peace services that would respond to requests to provide an international civilian presence.  
LAC: The recommendations on this issue are aimed at ensuring that CSOs have voice and influence on programs regarding the planning, decision, implementation and monitoring of public policies or agreements entered into by the State with other States or organizations, because these policies have a direct impact on local and national societies, which are rarely consulted.

· Performing advocacy tasks for the creation of institutional devices enabling the participation by civil society in the processes of formulation, monitoring and evaluation of public policies.

· Establishing a platform on this issue with basic exchange agreements in terms of dealing with the issue, mechanisms for support to the population and organization commitments to achieve higher advocacy levels.

· To present Parliament with feasible public policies alternative to those proposed by Governments and IGOs through a strategy for active participation of the civil society.

· Supporting and strengthening civil society initiatives to promote public policy.

· Achieving institutionalization levels to ensure advocacy on the State regarding public policy making in the field of security and conflict prevention.

· Promoting consideration of public policy initiatives related to peace and security.

· Promoting free transit of the citizens in the region.

· Demanding governments to subscribe the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child regarding their participation in armed conflict, as an instrument for conflict prevention.

· Demanding States to recognize and ensure the enforcement of the agreement for Protection of Human Rights Defenders.

Identifying and strengthening institutional mechanisms for participation in conflict prevention.

· The state must create mechanisms permitting civil society to cooperate and commit to compliance with public policies and international agreements.

· Promotion, preparation and approval of laws for public transparency in the field of conflict prevention.

· Promoting the commitments arising from the Conference of Vienna regarding the elaboration of national human rights plans.

· Incorporating the issue of conflict prevention and respect for human rights into political  leaders’ training programs .

Armed forces and national defence policies

· Promoting the involvement of Armed Forces in Peace Missions.

· Developing institutional mechanisms within the Ministry of Defense, Inter-agency work with Ministries of Foreign Affairs and establishing special committees.

· Creating mechanisms permitting transparency and avoiding partisanship to ensure effective joint monitoring with civil society.

· Establishing mechanisms for the participation of civil society in defense policy-making.

· The State must promote training of the civil society (universities, centers of studies and NGOs), supporting their education in matters related to defense and security.

· The State must strengthen technical training of officials, for the implementation of border integration programs.

· Strengthening coordination of strategies among federal and local governments, especially regarding border areas.

· Reviewing the scope and specificity of military and police positions, adapting them to the rule of law and the international treaties on human rights.

 Public information and communicating Acts of Government

· Demanding access to information and training programs for all citizens in connection with conflict prevention and human rights.

· States must undertake a duty to report on compliance with and implementation of international treaties.

UN-CSO/citizen engagement

South Asia: The participants strongly urged the United Nations to operate not only as an organization of different States but also of people and nations. …As part of the process of renewing and strengthening the UN it is instructive to remember that it is a comity of nations.  The people of these nations represented by CSOs should be involved in the consultative mechanisms of the UN in all relevant areas and levels.  It is imperative that these inputs also inform decision-making in the Security Council. … The civil society calls on the United Nations to create an official form of civil society at the UN to monitor government policies and action in the areas of gender justice, environmental justice, social and cultural justice, and economic justice and to provide recommendation to the security council on these; it further calls on the UN to promote such organ so that popular voices are heard by the UN before the security council meets each time to adopt policies for coping with armed conflicts.

North America: 

Integrated Approach to the Conflict Prevention

· Greater coordination of conflict prevention activity within the UN is required and dedicated human and economic resources should be devoted to enhancing existing structures to better address conflict prevention.  

· Strategies are required to mainstream conflict prevention throughout the UN system.  The UN should invest more in training to ensure that field-based personnel and civilians working on conflict prevention activities and those at UN headquarters (UNHQ) have a mutual understanding of the conflict prevention mechanisms and tools available.  Vertical information sharing within the organization must also be increased.  Both of these efforts would improve information flows from CSOs, which now have access at the field level or at UNHQ, but whose inputs are not adequately benefiting the organization as a whole.  

Operational Prevention

· A Peacebuilding Commission should be created, as proposed by the High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change.  In order to be effective, this Commission must include mechanisms for regular participation by civil society organizations.

· We support the efforts of the Inter-Agency Standing Committee Sub-Working Group on Preparedness and Contingency Planning and its decision to review, as a standing agenda item at IASC Working Group meetings, an early warning brief focusing on high-risk/low preparedness situations, in order to ensure that attention is drawn to these crises at senior management levels within each agency, and to facilitate translation of early warning analysis into early action and preparedness at a system-wide level.  

· We support the emphasis of the High Level Panel on preventive diplomacy and mediation and its recommendations on restructuring the Department of Political Affairs (DPA).  In particular, we support the recommendation for better training of UN mediators.  We also concur that a restructuring of DPA should address the need for the UN to have “greater interaction with national mediators, regional organizations and non-governmental organizations involved in conflict resolution” and “greater consultation with and involvement in peace processes of important voices from civil society, especially those of women…”

· With regard to the threat of internal conflict, we concur with the High Level Panel’s recommendation that the UN should “work with national authorities, international financial institutions, civil society organizations and the private sector to develop norms governing the management of natural resources for countries emerging from or at risk of conflict”.  

· Civilian mechanisms should be strengthened, perhaps by establishing an international roster of unarmed peace specialists, trained for use by the UN at short notice.  These rosters could be interconnected with the Civilian Peace Services developed in some countries.  

· Centers for Non-Violent Conflict Resolution should be established at the UN and in Regional Security Organizations, to be staffed by a professional corps of trained mediation experts advised by qualified volunteers from the world's religious, academic institutions, business and professional communities.

· The UN must enhance interaction on conflict prevention with CSOs at all levels, from the Secretariat to the country teams, and strengthen CSO observer and participation rights, including through implementation of relevant recommendations of the Cardoso Panel.  The UN should recognize and actively support CSO conflict prevention activities.
· The interface between civil society and the Security Council on conflict prevention should be strengthened.  The Council should institutionalize an expert-level working group on prevention engaged in regular dialogue and information exchange with civil society, provide it with regional and functional experts and establish a regular reporting schedule on danger spots.  The Arria Formula mechanism should be better utilized for routine interface between CSOs and the Council on conflict prevention opportunities.  The Council should consult with local and international CSOs during fact-finding missions and promote their involvement in relevant prevention activities authorized by the Council.  

· We encourage Special Representatives of the Secretary-General and/or Resident Coordinators to establish regular and transparent interfaces between local and/or international CSOs and UN country teams for early warning, the exchange of information, and the development of complementary strategies for peacebuilding activities that prevent the resurgence or eruption of conflict.  

· We concur with the High Level Panel that better information and analysis are needed to meet the challenge of prevention.  Opportunities for joint training on early warning for UN staff and CSOs should be explored to generate shared knowledge and strengthen the potential for strong working relationships.
· The UN Development Group should consult with CSOs at the earliest stages when conducting Post-Conflict Needs Assessments in order to develop and implement effective strategies and programs that strengthen and complement long-term peacebuilding.

· A “UN Decade for the Prevention of Armed Conflict” should be declared and launched at the international GPPAC conference as a vehicle for taking forward the recommendations of the regional and global action agendas.
NE Asia: Promote democratic reform of the UN, including measures to strengthen the General Assembly and expand NGOs’ participation in the Security Council.
EU+: The UN’s capacity for conflict prevention and interaction with civil society should be strengthened at all levels – from the Secretariat to the country teams. Dedicated human and economic resources should be devoted to enhancing existing structures to better address conflict prevention. In addition, strategies are required that seek to mainstream conflict prevention throughout the UN. While mainstreaming is important it is not enough. Consideration should also be given to the establishment of new mechanisms - particularly those related to early warning and response - to enhance interaction between civil society and the UN.  These should operate at UN headquarters and at the field level, as well as for the support of local peacebuilding capacities.

Contact points. We encourage Special Representatives of the Secretary-General and/or Resident Coordinators to establish regular and transparent interfaces between local and/or international CSOs and the UN country team for early warning, and for the exchange of information, and development of complementary strategies for peacebuilding activities that prevent the resurgence or eruption of conflict. 

Early warning and early response mechanisms. CSOs should co-operate with the lead agency at the UN secretariat as well as field offices of the UN Development Programme, the Office for the Co-ordination of Humanitarian Affairs and the UN Centre for Human Rights to develop an effective early warning and response mechanism that analyses root causes and devises preventive strategies to possible conflict situations. Formal arrangements, including through memoranda of understanding, could help to strengthen this co-operation and ensure that these mechanisms draw on the unique knowledge bases of all relevant bodies.  Opportunities for joint training on early warning for UN staff and CSOs should be explored so as to generate shared knowledge and strengthen the potential for strong working relationships.

Specialist teams. An international roster of unarmed peace specialists should be developed for use by the UN at short notice. Training in necessary skills and knowledge will be necessary, grouping existing mediators with specialists from the academic world and CSOs. These rosters could interlink with the Civil Peace Services developed in some countries.

Strategic coherence. Encourage the active role of the existing UN inter-agency group on Conflict Prevention. This group should develop prevention strategies for the UN and governments in consultation with CSOs.  

Post-war needs assessment. The UN Development Programme (UNDP) should consult with CSOs at the earliest stages when conducting Post-Conflict Needs Assessment (PCNAs) in order to develop and implement effective strategies and programmes that strengthen and complement long-term peacebuilding.

Interaction between the UN Security Council and CSOs. Regular informal dialogue and the transmittal of documentation could be established between CSOs and an expert-level working group of the UNSC on conflict prevention, led by a champion member state.  The Arria Formula mechanism should be better utilised for routine interface between CSOs and the UNSC on conflict prevention opportunities.  The UNSC should consult with local and international specialised CSOs during fact-finding missions and ensure their involvement in relevant prevention activities authorised by the UNSC.  

LAC: It is suggested that NGOs establish a stronger relation with the UN, for civil society to be incorporated to matters traditionally considered of an inter-state nature.

· Promoting accreditation of CSOs

· Strengthening the role of the highest bodies of said international organizations, in particular the General Assembly of the UN, in matters related to international security and armed conflict prevention, including formulas such as the UNIDOS PROPAZ Resolution, especially when difficulties arise hindering effective performance by the Security Council.

· Demanding that the current process for the reform of the United Nations structure be carried out pursuant to the essential principles of the Charter of the United Nations, solving, among others, the issue of lack of coordination among the different UN system agencies. Furthermore, said reform process must ensure mechanisms for effective civil society participation, especially those related to conflict prevention. In this regard, consideration must be given to the Cardoso report on the relation between the United Nations and civil society.

(Sub-)Regional Mechanisms and Organisations

Balkans: Establish a Special Committee of Ministers for the Western Balkans to coordinate institutional cooperation for the promotion and protection of human rights and human security, using conflict indicators and early warning systems as mechanisms for review, response and prevention.  The Committee must function on a consultative, inclusive basis that creates meaningful space for the participation of civil society.

EC Africa: A Specialised Regional Intergovernmental Conflict Prevention and Peacebuilding Agency - NOTING the lack of a specialised agency that could focus a Regional Approach to capacity building, research, risk assessments, early warning, resource mobilization and facilitate a multi-actor collaboration in peacebuilding, prevention and management of conflict; AWARE of the commendable and emerging specialisation of the Intergovernmental Authority on Development (IGAD) in this area; and COGNIZANT of the inescapable link between PEACE and DEVELOPMENT, GPPAC Eastern and Central Africa RECOMMENDS that:

· The governments of the region set up a SPECIALISED AGENCY dedicated to peacebuilding and conflict prevention. This agency should be mandated to collaborate with CSOs and such other actors as would aid in the execution of its mandate. 

· IGAD be transformed into THE SPECIALISED AGENCY. Further, that IGAD be renamed the Intergovernmental Authority on Peace for Development (IGAPED), and its mandate be expanded to cover the entire region and to work with governments and CSOs for peacebuilding and conflict prevention.

North America: Strengthening existing regional conflict prevention mechanisms and establishing new regional security mechanisms with conflict prevention and peacekeeping capabilities in each major region are essential steps for the development of a more effective global security system.    The African Union, ECOWAS, the Organization of American States and the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe are among several regional bodies developing more concerted action in conflict prevention.  Efforts to enhance the capacity and political will for conflict prevention activity within regional organizations must be undertaken in a way that complements and strengthens multilateral mechanisms such as those of the United Nations, as well as involving local and international civil society organizations.  

· Options for building regional early conflict prevention mechanisms should be examined, taking into account successful experiences in other regions, such as the OSCE High Commissioner on National Minorities.  

· The Organization of American States (OAS) should better integrate its various loosely coordinated mechanisms for conflict prevention.  This could be achieved through the creation of a Deputy Secretary General for Conflict Prevention or some other specialized structure within the OAS with this mandate. 

· A new specialized mechanism for early-stage operational prevention should be instituted, transforming the OAS Department for Democratic and Political Affairs

…Capacity Building and Coordination. Strengthening the capacity of existing regional mechanisms and establishing new regional security mechanisms with conflict prevention and peacekeeping capabilities in each major region are essential steps for the development of a more effective global security system.  Coordination between governments, the UN, civil society, and regional mechanisms should be enhanced to improve early warning and planning for early response options.  

There is a critical need to strengthen the engagement of CSOs in the conflict prevention activities of regional inter-governmental bodies.  Regional organizations should consider developing integrated and transparent cross-organizational strategies for public and CSO involvement, including accreditation, participation in meetings, and involvement in the regular activities of the organization.  Mechanisms should allow CSO input to be fed directly into decision-making processes, and information should be readily available as to how CSOs can access and contribute to the work of the organization.
· The UN Charter provides for the development of Memoranda of Understanding (MOUs) between the UN and regional organizations with respect to their role in maintaining international peace and security.  These are an important means of clarifying mandates and responsibilities.  MOUs must be consistent across organizations and be in accordance with the UN Charter, and should maintain the primacy of the UN while recognizing the important role of regional organizations in conflict prevention. 
· Relationships between the UN system and regional mechanisms around early warning and early response should be strengthened.  A link should be made between human security and conflict prevention in the area of early warning.  Monitoring indicators of human security, including the provision of basic needs, human rights, physical security and environmental factors would allow for early response in a global environment where reaction remains the norm. 
NE Asia: In Northeast Asia, there is an urgent and increasing need to establish a multilateral regional security system based on the principles of mutual trust, mutual benefit, equality and cooperation. Also, due to its historical background, Northeast Asia is characterized by a variety of diverse systems and cultures existing wi thin a nation state or an administrative unit. Regional cooperation in Northeast Asia towards peace, namely, efforts to establish a Northeast Asia Common House, should be established upon such principles and realities. We should keep paying careful attention to and engaging in the process of ongoing Six-party Talks regarding the Korean Peninsula from the viewpoint of building a multilateral regional security system. Active participation of civil society organizations in such regional efforts is central to achieving a regional security system based on local ownership and reflecting local realities.

…Work towards formulation of a Northeast Asia Regional Peace Charter and creation of a Northeast Asia Regional Organization, based on common efforts for demilitarization, cooperative multilateralism and respect for the diversity of regional realities. Pending official commencement of such efforts, civil society organizations should take initiatives in a proactive and practical manner. The GPPAC Northeast Asia Regional Process has already created a basis for such a potential forum.

· Strengthen regional forums for dialogue such as the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) and Asia Europe Meeting (ASEM); and promote civil society participation in them.

· Commit not to impose economic sanctions that threaten the lives of people in the regional community.

…[CSOs should] actively cooperate with other regions and learn from the achievements and lessons that other regions have experienced in terms of regional security systems. … Work towards the creation of a Northeast Asia CSO-initiated Conflict Prevention Center that would closely monitor local situations of potential conflict and respond in a timely manner to local demands.

[The UN should] Work towards creation of non-military and non-violent UN bodies, such as a Center for Non-violent Conflict Resolution, UN Civilian Humanitarian Aid Corps, and UN Police Forces, with close consultation with and active participation by Northeast Asian CSOs with expertise in the field of non-violent conflict prevention and resolution.

EU+: European structural reform for peacebuilding. We call for a serious dialogue between member states, EU institutions and CSOs to agree on structural reforms that will enable a more integrated and effective EU approach to the preparation and management of short-term civilian crisis management and longer-term peacebuilding.  These reforms must cover planning, implementation and evaluation of crisis management and peacebuilding activities, including training, recruitment and research. We urge European governments to support the development of Civil Peace Services as an integral component of expanding capacities for peacebuilding.

…Civil society as an alternative entry point in states and regions in crisis.The EU Security Strategy highlights state failure as a key security threat. The EU should recognise, therefore, the key role that civil society can often play in these situations. It should support the mobilisation of these social resources at all levels, including through political accompaniment and financial support at the local and national level and through working constructively with diaspora communities at the international level. 

Civil society engagement in political dialogue. The EU should develop and deepen dialogue between itself and civil society across the spectrum of its external actions. For example, when appropriate, this should include involving civil society in meetings of the Political and Security Committee (PSC) and Committee for Civilian Aspects of Crisis Management (CIVCOM) meetings. Dialogue between EC delegations, Member States and civil society actors 'in the field' should be strengthened by, for example, creating civil society focal points in EC delegations.

Addressing conflicts within the EU. The EU should fund a ‘pilot’ European-wide action programme to assist those areas threatened by, or emerging from, conflict. The programme should compile the lessons being learnt in the Irish peace process, as well as in other regions within the EU and in the wider Europe. It should facilitate interaction and problem-solving between CSOs and all relevant actors. The programme should focus on mechanisms for matching resources and needs of CSOs (at all levels) to deliver: 

· conflict prevention measures;
· sustainable peace processes; and
· post-conflict transformation.
LAC: Reaffirming the demand that the OAS performance and behavior must comply with the Charter of the Organization of American States and its key instruments, such as the American Convention on Human Rights and the Democratic Charter.

· Attention was drawn to the need that OAS actions in connection with security and armed conflict prevention be based on the Declaration on Security in the Americas, issued by the Special Conference on Security, particularly on its statement of principles, which reads: "We reaffirm that security in the Hemisphere has as a fundamental basis the respect of the principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations and the Charter of the Organization of American States". 

· The OAS is requested to prepare a medium-term Action Plan aimed at enforcing said resolution, especially in connection with Chapter III, on Commitments and Cooperation Measures, regarding non-violent dispute resolution, conflict prevention, establishment of peace areas, arms control, disarmament and non proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, military expenditure reduction, measures for the promotion of trust, and fire arms trafficking, among others.

· Attention was drawn to the need that the Deputy Secretary General of the OAS be in charge and undertake as one of its main duties the promotion of participation, interaction and dialog between civil society and the different levels of the OAS system, especially regarding conflict prevention matters.

· Moving forward in building sub-regional multilateral mechanisms in parallel to existing ones. These organizations (CARICOM, Andean Community, MERCOSUR, SICA, System of Latin American Summits, among others) must focus on early alert and action by exercising discreet and cooperative diplomacy aimed at preventing conflicts which, in spite of being at their initial phases, are capable of escalating to violence and jeopardizing peace, democratic governance and regional security.

· Based on the reflections and proposals obtained from the dialog between IGOs and civil society, finding as soon as possible the most suitable means to move forward towards the construction of institutional sub-regional mechanisms devoted to conflict prevention at the very early stages.
S Africa: Pursuing partnerships between CSOs, government, regional organisations specifically the Southern African Development Community (SADC), the African Union (AU) and the New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPAD) and the UN;

International Financial Institutions

North America: Although barred by the letters of agreement from direct involvement in the political affairs of individual states, the World Bank and other regional development banks are increasingly aware of their roles in post-conflict situations and in early warning and prevention.  Some institutions are developing greater capacity to address conflict and its prevention, and there is a growing recognition that stronger partnerships between international financial institutions and civil society are needed, particularly at the local level and in the context of fragile states.   Issues of structural prevention are of particular relevance, and such institutions must examine the potential impact of their policies and programs through a conflict prevention lens.

· Stronger partnerships are needed between international financial institutions and civil society organizations, particularly at the local level and in the context of fragile states.  Civil society organizations already play an active role in programs funded by the World Bank in conflict-affected areas, and dozens of international NGOs as well as local organizations have received grants from its Post-Conflict Fund.  Increased funding is needed for civil society organizations engaged in post-conflict prevention activities, as well as strengthened consultative mechanisms around early warning and response. 

· International financial institutions should commit to more open and participatory processes that lend a greater voice to the Global South, including local civil society in areas affected by conflict.

· Continued efforts are also needed to achieve more comprehensive debt relief, and international financial institutions should work more closely with civil society toward achieving the UN Millennium Development Goals.

LAC: A recommendation was made for international financial institutions (IMF; World Bank, among others) to analyze the social impact of their policies and to create fora for greater interaction and dialog with civil society.

Civil society organisations and sectors
LAC: Performing prevention work from specific sectors (indigenous, African-American, and farming  communities, women, youngsters, men, children) and emphasizing their specificities regarding the issue.

Civil society organisations (generally)

Balkans: (CSOs should…)

· Work together through educational partnerships and networks to develop peace education curricula and standards for specific issues of concern to the region, including, but not limited to: multilingual education, democratic citizenship education, education for sustainable development, and critical thinking. Curricula and teaching methodologies should promote active learning, such as “learning by doing”;

· Develop educational spaces in which tolerance and mutual understanding can be cultivated, particularly in divided and ethnically diverse societies; 

· Work transparently, independent of political party, donor, or other stakeholder priorities, and in the interest of developing peace education within societies;

· Engage members of diasporas from the Balkan region in education for peacebuilding and conflict prevention.

· Recognize the importance of working towards inclusive, diverse and vibrant civil societies – emphasizing the special needs of vulnerable groups – through the promotion of tolerance, and support the development of local capacities at the individual and organizational level, including through local and regional civic networks. 
· In order to enable cross-border regional cooperation and networking, the issue of freedom of movement needs to be addressed and resolved. 
South Asia: International relations is traditionally seen as inter-state relations.  Nevertheless, the people of these states are better represented by civil society than statist structures.  Transnational linkages and expenses sharing between CSOs would simultaneously democratic international relations as well as national states as well as civil societies themselves. 

… In developing peace activism, the civil society will have to develop coalitions, networks and resource sharing strategies and will have to take the victim viewpoint as distinct and opposed from the dominant state-centric view, through it will utilize all partnership opportunities and avenues;
… In opposing arms race, arms proliferation, structural violence, extra-ordinary legislation, and in developing richer nation of justice as the basis of armed conflict prevention, the civil society realizes that networks and alliances are key instruments and the voice of this alliances have to be heard at every level – municipal, national-parliamentary, regional inter–state (SAARC), to the UN;

North America: 
Modeling. CSOs must lead by example in their respect for international human rights and by examining critically how their own policies, practices and programs could contribute to violent conflict.  International CSOs must work closely with national and local groups in this regard, engaging in participatory, inclusive and just processes for planning, decision-making and evaluating programs with their local counterparts.

Advocacy:

· CSOs who engage in relevant advocacy should deepen their advocacy roles in relation to peace and conflict at both the national and international levels.  At the national level, advocacy efforts should address policies on peace and security as well as focusing on violent conflict and structural injustice in domestic communities.  Internationally, advocacy efforts should be directed, among other initiatives, at working to support local partners on the ground in their own peacebuilding efforts and in partnership with global coalitions and networks.

· CSOs must work harder to promote an enlarged and integrated approach to conflict prevention activity to ensure that issues of human security and the responsibility to protect and to prevent inform policy and practice of governments, inter-governmental and non-governmental bodies.  CSOs with practical experience in conflict prevention should take the lead role in educating policy-makers.

NE Asia: Capacity building of civil society for conflict prevention. We should accelerate the momentum that the region has gained in strengthening civil society and develop a social system where CSOs can continue meaningful activities.

LAC: Ways that capacity building is needed

· It consists in developing and building CSOs capacities for early detection of conflicts likely to escalate.

· Training CSOs on the understanding of the causes of armed conflict and devices for their positive transformation.

· Developing and strengthening CSOs capacities to achieve a plural and multi-ethnic approach in understanding armed conflict prevention and peace-building.

· Adopting monitoring methodologies to follow-up on treaties and national and international instruments related to armed conflict prevention.

· Training individuals on exercising their rights.

Women & Gender
Balkans

Women in the region have increased the level of knowledge and awareness about gender perspectives and women’s rights, which resulted in greater attention to and recognition of women’s work in peacebuilding. Advocates of gender equality are promoting a common regional approach that could subsequently be adapted to respond to the conditions and needs of women and men in each country. Building on these advances, the goal is to develop a regional platform that will encourage women and men to include women's contributions to awareness of issues of sex and gender in all programmes of conflict prevention and resolution, building and sustaining peace, as well as reconstruction and building of society at local, national and regional level. A viable strategy for gender awareness is one of the preconditions for sustainable peace in the whole region. We recommend NGOs to:

· Establish channels of information and communication among women's groups and CSOs in the region in order to: gather information on women's contributions to peacebuilding; publicise achievements, efforts and problems, taking into account specific local features;  explore and analyse possibilities, problems and obstacles; promote work, documents and good practices through public debates, media and campaigns; disseminate information and materials for increasing awareness of gender perspective values;

· Help women's networks to initiate a regional platform with a strategy for implementing a gender perspective in peacebuilding. The networks should include both women and men and be drawn from women's groups, civic initiatives, institutions, international organisations, and other NGOs whose work is not focused exclusively on gender awareness 

We recommend governments to:

· Provide a budget that will support gender sensitive work on peacebuilding;

· Fulfil their obligations under international instruments and UN undertakings that they have ratified and accepted, and integrate these norms into their work;

· Report and inform the public on their international obligations and the progress in implementation;

· Increase level of knowledge and awareness of gender perspective within their own structures.

South Asia: 

· Women can be at the forefront of picking up the pieces from violent conflicts and therefore at the forefront of peace building; when engaging in challenging violence, they often contribute a new dynamic to the context. 

· Experiences of bringing together women who have been affected by violence from across conflict divides can be very instructive for developing common ground of understanding

· Need to be equal partners in all aspects of peacemaking and peace building – can contribute experiences and perspectives that would otherwise be missing

· Experience suggests that women’s peace movements tend to be very durable

· In urging the adoption of human rights standards, one of the key principles of justice that animate civil society is justice for women; the conference therefore urges that throughout the region equal representation of gender at all levels and in all bodies, in particular legislative, administrative, and judicial bodies, be ensured;

· Similarly in the work of preventing conflicts and resolving them, women’s voices concerns efforts, and representation have to duly recognized and ensured at all levels and in all forms;
· The civil society of this region will work to form a Forum for Gender Justice;

West Africa:

The conference highlighted the unwillingness of decision makers to associate women organizations in particular and CSOs in general in policy making to prevent and resolve armed conflicts.  CSOs are financially constrained and women organizations are particularly limited financially and cannot work to achieve their objectives. Access to information is difficult and a high rate of illiteracy and lack of capacity compounds this problem.  While the lack of transparency was highlighted as a general problem in the management of CSOs the weak solidarity that exists amongst the CSOs, the struggle for leadership and the non respect and refusal to adhere strictly to organizational internal operating manuals and statues makes it difficult for CSOs to be regarded as serious partners by the private sector and state actors.

· CSOs should embark on sensitization campaigns to improve on the understanding of gender. 

· The Women in Peacebuilding Network (WIPNET), the Manor River Union Women in Peacebuilding Network (MARWOPNET) and other women networks and the donor community should build capacity of CSOs especially women to advocate and lobby for women’s involvement in conflict prevention management and resolution process. 

· Apart from these, government and other actors should assist women with micro-credit to engage in income generating activities

Children and youth

South Asia:

· They are the future – and have tremendous capacity for change and energy to contribute to activism

· Violence-affected young people need special programmes of support to develop skills and knowledge, trauma counselling, and 

· Can become powerful peace workers with encouragement and support

West Africa: The conference observed that poverty and bad governance made youth to be the most vulnerable and therefore easily manipulated and used to fight wars.  Youth are excluded from effectively participating and contributing to structural or systemic reforms in the sub region.  The prevalence of unemployment provides the impetus for youth involvement is societal destabilizing activities.  Lack of financial support for youth initiatives contributes to impeding personal growth and enhanced capacity to contribute to peace and security in the sub region.  It was also observed that lack of education and marketable skills as a result of collapsed political and social systems of the state in West Africa limit the opportunities for youth development. … Young people lack training and skills in leadership, peacebuilding and conflict prevention as well as peace education.  The broad spectrum of civil society does not support youth initiatives which demoralize their enthusiasm towards participating or contributing to conflict prevention and peacebuilding in the sub-region.  While there is exclusion of rural youth in the youth agenda, there is also fragmentation and disunity amongst the youth themselves through the competition for leadership space.  It was also observed that the youth today are lackadaisical, look for greener pastures in the West (Europe, North America etc) and are not committed to social and political reforms.

… WANEP, WACSOF, GPPAC and ECOWAS should develop a regional youth policy with minimum standard to be included in national policies.  The youth policy should focus on youth skill development and youth in the prevention, management and resolution of conflict.  UNICEF, UNDP, Africans in the Diaspora, corporate bodies and the international community should be contact for financial support for youth skill training. CSOs should not only advocate for and lobby government to adopt the policy but also support and monitor its implementation at the community level. There should be effective networking among youth across the sub-region for sharing of experience and best practice. In order to facilitate this cross boarder networking WANEP should develop a data base of regional youth groups or directory. WANEP, ANYP and youth groups should contact 
Media and journalists

Balkans:
· Educate and train journalists on standards and practices of peace journalism by promoting positive, balanced, and nonviolent messages in all media;

· Develop codes of ethics for reporting about sensitive humanitarian issues and particularly about violent conflicts and war.

· Work with NGOs, governments, and all stakeholders in promoting values and models of peace and non-violence.

· Support legislative reforms to promote responsible reporting standards and create space for productive dialogue on issues of common concern and interest with reconciliation and tolerance as overarching objectives;

· Develop functional mechanisms to promote regional-level information exchange in order to build understanding and appreciation of ethnic diversity and to share good news stories.

South Asia:

· Shape and reflect the perceptions of context and discourse for responding to it

· Powerful medium for propaganda and stimulating conducive environment for violence

· Linked to state apparatus as channel for reinforcing status quo establishment

· Sometimes promotes national chauvinism – including in its most rabid forms

· Need for media literacy education for the public at large

· Importance of photography and documentary reporting for raising awareness and sensitizing the public about what is going on – these capacities need to be supported and strengthened

· Need for a gender lens in their reporting and analysis; usefulness of gender training for journalists and editorial staff

· Journalists – can be a conduit for making contacts across conflict divides.

· Important role that can be played by journalists’ associations

In work of peace, media literacy and creative use of media will be a significant tool, and to this end, civil society will have a media programme integral to its peace action plan; similarly gathering, accessing and distributing correct information and combating mis- and dis- information one part of this work;

West Africa: Under the thematic area of the media, the conference observed the difficulty to have access to information and the lack of sufficient infrastructure for communication.  Whereas the media is a key institution in facilitating peace or contributing to conflict, the conference observed the lack of interest by the media in conflict and peace reporting and the deficit in the training of media personnel in the skills of preventing violent and armed conflicts. … Finally, the conference observed the absence of collaboration and synergy amongst the various media networks in the sub-region and the refusal by media practitioners to adhere to the code of ethics and conduct of the practice of journalism. 
· WACSOF and WANEP in partnership with other actors should facilitate and coordinate the formation of media networks across West Africa.  

· WANEP with support from professional organizations should build the capacity of the media especially journalist associations in conflict prevention with particular focus on conflict reportage.  

· In order to strengthen collaboration with the media CSO should integrate plans for engaging the media into their organizations’ strategic plans.  

· WACSOF through ECOWAS should advocate for the harmonization of media legislation frameworks by ECOWAS countries

Academics and intellectuals

South Asia: Living up to the challenge in providing analysis and moral leadership to respond constructively to conflict and promote social justice

Political parties
Balkans: Support education and training for politicians and party members (in particular young politicians and future decision-makers) for a culture of peace, nonviolence, and non-violent conflict resolution.

Sports and cultural institutions

Balkans: Cooperate with NGOs to promote peace through sports and cultural events, and include a gender perspective in the whole process. 

Religious communities, faith-based organisations & inter-faith groups

Balkans: Goals are to promote interreligious understanding, reconciliation processes, and overcoming of the consequences of violent conflicts; Overcome ethnic and religious prejudices; Develop  tolerance and dialogue using the respect that religious communities enjoy in all societies and nations all over the Balkans; Achieve greater interaction between religious communities and other stakeholders. And to this end to develop strategic programs that would focus on research, discussion and education listed below. 
· We recommend universities and research institutions to: Conduct empirical research into the public’s knowledge of various groups’ religious traditions, history, beliefs, customs, perception of others, prejudices etc; Conduct empirical research into the political and social role of religious communities with regard to distribution of power, their role in the armed conflicts, and their general influence on society; Create new textbooks and educational methods and to provide training of educational staff in these methods.

· We recommend intergovernmental organisations to: Provide expert support, primarily from the region, funding, and coordination for research, discussion and education on the above mentioned topics.

· We recommend NGOs to: Provide the staff for implementation, logistical and administrative support of the above mentioned research and discussions; Organise conferences and hearings, panels, and workshops that will bring together experts and officials of religious communities and state authorities, to the purpose of discussing research results and developing concrete proposals for action; Organize courses and other educational processes for young people and other groups about their own and others religious tradition.

· We recommend governments to: Support initiatives for research, discussion and education  in the public, and to delegate their experts to participate; Conduct simultaneous changes of curricula and/or education patterns in accordance with agreements made at the regional level; Conduct reform of primary and secondary school curricula and develop educational methods for the purpose of promoting learning about the region’s main religious traditions.

· We recommend religious organisations to: Support the above mentioned efforts to research, educate and provide fora for discussions into the role of religious communities in peacebuilding.

· We recommend media to: Promote research, discussion and education about religious traditions.

South Asia: While they may have the potential to be powerful voices for peace, most experiences discussed in the conference seem to portray them as being either forces for radicalisation of extremist politics, with ideological frameworks that seem to strengthen/legitimise violence or as in some/many cases, religiously-derived intolerance is a tool for suppressing women and other communities.

West Africa: On the theme of religion, the conference observed religious extremism to be a major challenge with an absence of intra/inter-faith networks to respond adequately to these challenges.  In some countries, Government policies discourage inter-faith activities and widen the gap between state and religious institutions.  The manipulation of religion for the purposes of political gains was also highlighted. The conference also observed that there is low awareness of religious leaders in preventing armed conflicts. …Under this theme the called on faith based organizations to exhort their followers to eschew fanatism and tolerate other believes. 

· WANEP, WACSOF and existing local faith based organizations should facilitate the formation of local and national inter-faith councils that will include women and youth.  

· Networks of inter-faith councils should organize joint activities and celebrations.  

· Regional inter-faith councils should collaborate with national governments, ECOWAS and the UN to influence policies at the national, regional and international levels and to prevent faith related violence.

Diasporas

South Asia: There are large South Asian diaspora communities in many parts of the world. These could be a resource for advocacy coalitions and other resources.
Customary leaders and ‘traditional’ authorities

West Africa: The conference took particular notice of the deterioration of West Africa’s cultural heritage embodied in the chieftaincy institution.  The processes of nominating, and selecting chiefs is wrought with problems which often undermines the legitimacy of chiefs.  There is the fear of cultural invasion and the dynamics of socio-cultural changes, creating conflicts between culture, modernity, human rights, law and order. … At another level, the lack of codification of legal instruments to protect chieftaincy institutions was noted.  There are problems associated with the administration of land, the recognition and status of female traditional leaders/rulers, the lack of training and capacity building of traditional leaders and finally the role of chiefs in conflict prevention.

… The conference agreed that government and CSOs should research into and document the history of chieftancy lineages in communities to serve as a guide to smooth succession. CSOs build the capacity of traditional leaders on conflict prevention at community, national and regional levels.  They should create awareness among ECOWAS citizens about the ECOWAS protocol on free movement of people, good and services which by implication included settlers. As most conflict center around natural resources CSOs should advocate for an implementation of an effective resource administration policy. In addition they should also facilitate the establishment of council of traditional rulers.  Members of this council would serve as eminent persons in mediating in conflicts in the sub-region. On the part of the conference agreed eschew partisan politics and influence by politicians.  They should advocate for non-violent resolution of disputes.  King-makers should respect traditional laid down procedures in choosing chiefs, kings and queen-mothers.  Government in consultation with traditional leaders should codify lines of succession of traditional authorities, chiefdoms and royal houses.
Private sector
North America: There is a growing understanding that the private sector has a significant role in conflict and can either exacerbate or mitigate tensions.  Private sector investment in areas of conflict can stimulate economic development and help address the structural causes of violence, but it can also exacerbate instability.  Disinvestment from unstable regions can undermine the long-term foundations for peaceful development.  As the example of conflict diamonds demonstrates, the private sector can also fuel resource-driven conflict and supply weapons to the perpetrators of violence.  

· Private sector actors should critically evaluate their potential role in exacerbating or mitigating violent conflict. Private sector groups working overseas should adopt a statement of commitment to consider the impact of their business practices on local and national communities, including the potential to create or exacerbate conditions that could lead to violent conflict as part of a contextual analysis for any proposed business activity.  

· As called for by the UN Secretary General in his 2001 Report on the Prevention of Armed Conflict, the business community should adopt “socially responsible practices that foster a climate of peace in conflict prone societies, help prevent and mitigate crisis situations, and contribute to reconstruction and reconciliation.” 

· The private sector should engage CSOs and governments in dialogue around conflict issues in particular countries or regions, playing a positive role in early warning and early response.  

LAC: Considering that the market is no stranger to conflict generation and resolution, international organizations and multinational companies are recommended to actively join the efforts of civil society to build mechanisms aimed at creating social capital in all companies. Likewise, a recommendation was made to develop a joint strategy to promote a culture of corporate social responsibility, aimed at preventing conflict in the region.

Infrastructure for prevention and peacebuilding

Funding and financial resources

Balkans:

· Governments in the region should consider forming a crisis prevention and peacebuilding fund based on the principles of GPPAC. These funds will be managed comprised of NGOs and government representatives. 

· We recommend to governments and international organisations to invest in longer term civil society activities in order to ensure sustainability, instead of focusing only on immediate crises. 

South Asia: The civil society has to examine how much of the grant, aid and funding reaching the peace constituencies from abroad, particularly the West, enhances or hampers civil society’s capacity in working for peace.  In the light of the foregoing observations, the conference specifically underscores the need for civil society organizations to operate with high level of transparency by respecting international norms to enhance their credibility as a viable actor at all levels.  
EC Africa: NOTING with HOPE the ongoing peace efforts in the GLR, GPPAC recommends the setting up of a facility for post-conflict reconstruction.  In particular: 
· The governments of the region, Member States of the Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa (COMESA) and the international funding agencies create a fund, to be administered through the COMESA Trade and Development Bank, to support reconstruction in countries emerging from conflict

· Access to the reconstruction fund be pegged to the adherence by all parties to the agreements which they have signed

· Through this facility, governments recognise, invite and facilitate the contribution of CSOs in post-conflict peacebuilding, especially is such areas as trauma counselling, reconciliation and healing processes

NE Asia: Governments should strengthen financial, institutional and technical support for CSOs involved in peace building and conflict prevention activities.

EU+: CSO interaction with donor governments. When governments organise for conflict prevention and peacebuilding within or across relevant government agencies they should involve CSOs in situation analysis, planning and implementation. Government-CSO interaction should be based on transparent policies, agreed standards and verifiable benchmarks, and ultimately aim for co-ordinated coherent government policies, joint initiatives and strategic partnerships. 


Resource mobilisation. Prioritising conflict prevention will require more resources, more effectively administered. We need more effective funding modalities that combine reliability of supply and funding streams that can be quickly administered for flexible rapid response initiatives.  Coherent framework strategies are required to achieve long-term conflict transformation and guide the effective allocation of resources to meet that goal.

Civil society networks

West Africa: At the inter state level, it was observed that there is little interaction of CSOs across borders and the lack of such cross country CSO activities adversely affects CSOs efforts in preventing armed conflicts in the sub-region.

North America: 

· CSOs must build more effective mechanisms to enhance interaction amongst CSOs in order to improve communication, to assist coordination, to increase transparency and to develop shared and complementary strategies with groups working in similar geographic or substantive areas, whether of a preventive, of a reactive or of a rebuilding nature, with the expressed objective to deepen partnerships and to widen the network of local and regional CSOs with whom international organizations consult.  This will also allow greater integration of southern perspectives in regional and international fora to which they often have less access than northern CSOs.

· CSOs need to encourage coalition building between organizations to facilitate joint initiatives to mobilize public support for the prevention and transformation of violent conflict. Such public support is essential in order to generate political will amongst governments and intergovernmental organizations to prevent the escalation of impending crises in a timely and effective manner, as well as to address the underlying causes of violent conflict.

· CSOs should strengthen mechanisms to identify the structural causes and the linkages between violent conflict at home and violent conflict abroad, as well as between the organizations and constituencies involved in these situations in order to develop more effective early warning mechanisms.

· CSOs should strengthen their early warning and response mechanisms in countries and regions at greatest risk; this should include drawing on the unique knowledge of local groups and assisting lead IGOs in the establishment and functioning of early warning and response mechanisms.  The aim is to develop an integrated global network of CSOs that can co-operate to mobilize the political will necessary for effective early warning response and identify appropriate conflict prevention responses.

· CSOs need to establish strong mutual early warning networking mechanisms with development, advocacy, and other conflict-prevention CSOs.
NE Asia: Regional civil society organizations, engaged with interested governments, should initiate a network that collects and disseminates information regarding foreign interventions that promote conflict. This could help raise public awareness and stimulate a region-wide protest movement.

[In general, CSOs should] Develop activities of peaceful engagement to areas of conflict and potential danger in the following ways:

· Send unarmed civilian peacekeeping missions for monitoring and mediation

· Carry out programmes for poverty reduction and social development

· Carry out peace education at the community level

· Carry out activities that promote reconciliation between opposing communities.

· Carry out economic assistance that creates plus-sum relationship (win-win relationship) between opposing communities.

· Work on human rights education activities for administrative and public authorities; provide law reform support for democratization processes, and monitor good governance and elections.

· Support development of democratic political parties and NGOs

· Build stronger conflict analysis capacity of supporting NGOs to resolve and prevent conflict.
EU+: 
Networking. More effective mechanisms and approaches are needed to enhance interaction amongst CSOs to assist the exchange of experience, improved coordination, and the development of shared and complementary strategies.  Further analysis is also needed of existing networks to identify ways in which they can better serve the functions they are organised to address.

Coalition building. GPPAC should aim to develop deeper solidarity amongst CSOs so that they can work together more effectively on common concerns. This would serve to facilitate joint initiatives to mobilize public support for prevention and transformation of violent conflict. Such public support is essential in order to generate political will amongst governments and IGOs to prevent the escalation of impending crises in a timely and effective manner, as well as to address the underlying causes that give rise to conflict.

Supporting civil society networks and engagement in regional organisations. The EU should strengthen civil society networks on the ground - at sub-national, national and regional levels - to engage in confidence building, capacity building, monitoring and awareness raising and to feed into EU policies and programming. This should include supporting the institutionalisation of civil society participation in regional and sub-regional peace and security structures.
LAC: The existing recommendations were reorganized based on the action that needs to be phased in with a view to improving the interaction between networks and CSOs engaged in the prevention of armed conflict. The group analyzed the means to optimize the methodologies currently used to exchange information, experiences and lessons learned, applied strategies and results attained in their specific spheres. 

The following recommendations were made:

· To create an electronic forum to exchange ideas, to promote dialogue among the several CSOs interested in preventing armed conflicts and in peace-building, as well as in communicating information.

· To prepare a directory of CSOs engaged in conflict prevention, with details as to the specific areas in which they operate.

· To communicate a list with organizations, networks, research and academic centers working in the field of armed conflict prevention and peace-building.

· To generate inputs providing the electronic forum with information.

· To have organization and networks involved in the conflict prevention program engage other related organizations at the national level to generate a country-level agenda which may be later used as input for the sub-regional agenda, which shall in turn be used as input for the regional agenda, with a view to obtaining recommendations for international and regional organizations.

· It was recommended that the regional platform -once consolidated- shall establish its own channels for liaison and cooperation with other society actors, such as churches, the private sector, unions, universities and others.

· It is recommended to diversify and articulate the performance of all actors of the civil society acting at the local, national, regional and/or global level on an inter and intra-institutional network aimed at promoting a platform for joint and organized work by civil society in conflict resolution and prevention.

· Transforming the current preparatory process for the 2005 United Nations Conference into a permanent platform of networks, institutions and specialists with a clear vocation and track record in the field of conflict prevention.

The purpose of the recommendations rendered on this field consists in developing ties of cooperation and solidarity with others CSOs, means of social communication, governments, international agencies, multilateral organizations, IGOs (regional and global). This is key to manage to implement effective actions for armed conflict prevention, positive conflict transformation and peace-building.

Networks' and CSOs' support to community organizations.

· Drawing on and strengthening the alliances already established by CSOs, and building new ties, always considering the group objectives based on the armed conflict prevention program.

· Establishing ties with social communication media alternative to mass communication media, with companies and education centers.

· Searching the most appropriate vehicles for cooperation with other actors.

· Articulating the alliance building process with similar processes developing in Latin America and the Caribbean on related matters (Human, economic, social, cultural, civil, political and collective rights.)

Civil Peace Service / Civilian Peace Teams

EU+: Civil Peace Service. Civil Peace Services illustrate how CSOs can be actively involved in recruitment, training and deployment of qualified civilians in the prevention of violent conflict and peacebuilding.  We call on national governments to support such initiatives.

Evaluating; Learning from Practices; and Advancing Research

North America:

· CSOs, governments and IGOs should work together to develop more rigorous frameworks and mechanisms for monitoring and evaluating conflict prevention and resolution activities to promote the exchange of lessons learned from previous successful partnerships and to ensure the development of better practices.

· CSOs should actively encourage further academic research on the issue of conflict prevention and security in an attempt to enhance the effectiveness of their work and that of governmental and inter-governmental bodies to contribute to the prevention of destructive conflict and the construction of peace.
EU+: Evaluation. CSOs, governments and IGOs should work together to develop appropriate frameworks and mechanisms for monitoring and evaluating activities in this field so that we can all learn from our experiences and develop best practice accordingly
LAC: Defining participation vehicles for consistent monitoring and evaluation of the actions undertaken to prevent conflict and amending those courses of action taken which do not prove entirely satisfactory for the purposes of conflict prevention, their positive transformation and peace-building at the different levels.
· Communicating studies on conflict causes and development, as well as successful experiences.

· Drawing on the experiences of indigenous peoples regarding the strengthening of community organization.

Public awareness raising

EU+: Public awareness campaigning in as many European countries as possible. CSOs should conduct public campaigns, both to raise awareness of the impact of conflicts and to build confidence in civilian alternatives to military intervention.  These campaigns will need to include a comprehensive media strategy; aim to continue to build alliances, including with influential opinion-formers; and seek opportunities to advocate the ‘culture of peace’ at national and regional events.  Our collective target is the development of a European-wide public event shortly before the July 2005 Conference on the Role of Civil Society in the Prevention of Armed Conflict at UN Headquarters.
LAC: The purpose of implementing communication and awareness campaigns -both regarding the impact of conflicts on society and of the activities developed to prevent armed violence, its resurgence or escalation- is to arise the interest of all members of society in armed conflict prevention, seeking support to awaken the political will of rulers to create the structural conditions to start building peace sustainable throughout time.

· Implementing surveys and communication campaigns at the national level.

· Communicating information on the role of social actors in armed conflict prevention.

· Proposing youth conscientious objection program to avoid compulsory drafting and to prevent youngsters from joining illegal armed groups, and to promote work favoring the implementation of laws and regulations on the matter.

· It is proposed that the network support the work of conscientious objectors.

· Promoting the initiative to create voluntary civil service.

· Establishing links to social communication media to provide transparent information.

· Communicating and socializing positive experiences in the field of armed conflict prevention, positive conflict transformation and peace-building.







� High-level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change, A More Secure World: Our Shared Responsibility,  2 December 2004, UN Document A/59/565, presented to the UN General Assembly during the 59th session as Agenda Item 55.


� Kofi A. Annan, Prevention of Armed Conflict: Report of the Secretary-General, New York: United Nations, 2002.


� International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty,  The Responsibility to Protect, Ottawa: International Development Research Centre, 2001.  Found at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.dfait-maeci.gc.ca/iciss-ciise/report2-en.asp" ��http://www.dfait-maeci.gc.ca/iciss-ciise/report2-en.asp�.





� Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution:


Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on justice and order, the Japanese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the threat or use of force as means of settling international disputes.


2) In order to accomplish the aim of the preceding paragraph, land, sea, and air forces, as well as other war potential, will never be maintained. The right of belligerency of the state will not be recognized.


� Article VI: Each of the Parties to the Treaty undertakes to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a Treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control.


� A55/C.1/L.40Rev.1: ‘Mongolia’s international security and nuclear-weapon-free-status,’ adopted on December 4, 1998. The third paragraph of this resolution reads as follows: “Invite Member States, including the five nuclear-weapon States, to cooperate with Mongolia in taking the necessary measures to consolidate and strengthen Mongolia’s independence, sovereignty, territorial integrity, inviolability of its frontiers, its economic security, ecological balance and its nuclear-weapon status as its independent foreign policy . . .”
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