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I. PEACE & CONFLICT STUDIES AT AMERICAN UNIVERSITY

a. The Program

· The International Peace and Conflict Resolution Program seeks to study both peace and conflict from a bottom-up as opposed to the top-down perspective, incorporating both multidisciplinary and multicultural perspectives. 

· The IPCR program is inherently multidisciplinary. It includes not just IR scholars, but anthropologists, sociologists, social psychologists from five different countries, and a range of ethnic backgrounds and religious dominations.
· In this respect, we have developed certain principles to train students as global citizens:

1. Belief in the primacy of human values in designing social spaces: ground all education in a guiding ethical order.  This means ensuring that there is first and foremost no relative deprivation based upon class, gender, ethnicity or religion in the classroom.  It also means opening up a public space for rediscovering the applicability of past experiences and values to the present.

2. A universal rather than a limited approach to solving social problems: avoiding the arrogance of ideological dogma or the educational methodologies in the East (rote learning) and West (standardized testing) that limit open, process-oriented dialogue in the class room.  

3. Utility of technology in enabling innovative solutions: technology can be used as a means of promoting dialogue in the classroom.   

4. The importance of community and socially oriented education techniques: The search for truth and meaning must seek to understand the best each culture has to offer.  At the same time, seeking knowledge forms community, so we must embrace and acknowledge the knowledge communities we construct.  

5. Importance of re-establishing pride and dignity through social development: we must acknowledge the worth of every individual and their perspective in the classroom, as well as taking the time to acknowledge that poverty is more than just material deprivation.  Poverty represents a condition in which your dignity has been removed, and traditional ways of knowing are viewed as antithetical to modern progress.  Instead of defining society in opposition (modern vs. pre-modern), the new educational system should seek to critically engage local as well as global traditions.
6. Essential role that tradition plays in social development: The fact is the whole world needs the whole world. Each culture needs to exchange its richness and traditions with other cultures to continually expand its horizons.  Each tradition has an inherent basis of knowledge that can be drawn on to develop society. 

b. History

· The IPCR program represents the culmination of SIS’s historic commitment to ‘turning ideas into action’, i.e. from the intellectual lineage of Pitman B. Potter traveling across the world to represent Haile Selaisse to graduate students working in war zones, dialogues groups, and post-conflict projects around the world.
· The IPCR program was based upon the demands of students; in the 1980s, students came to together to demand the study of peace within the University curriculum.
· The IPCR program has sought to cultivate the passion of student activists and scholars into making concrete policy driven assessments of the world’s many conflicts in a multidisciplinary framework that embraces the richness of all cultural and religious traditions as they inform peacemaking in a global context.
c. Future

· From a theoretical perspective, the IPCR program seeks to minimize surprise, that is engage theory that is prescriptive vs. driven by static structural descriptions.  With 50 years of IR theory we are no closer to understanding what confronts the US in Iraq than we were in understanding the challenges faced by Westmoreland in Vietnam or the reality of the Persian empire discovered by Alexander the Great.
· In this respect, we are seeking to transcend the limits of structural analysis that have dominated IR and limit its ability to describe, much less offer viable solutions to international conflict.  The emphasis upon derivative issues of structure and function that dominate IR’s descriptions of the international system reduce the global order to formal labels of organizational operations.  All conflict becomes almost Darwinian, the struggle for political power as opposed to more nuanced causal descriptions that link economics and social identity to political notions of power. 
· To distance ourselves from this paradigm, the IPCR program is engaging students in prescriptive, policy oriented analysis of the world’s many latent and manifest conflicts from a more holistic, ‘bottom-up’ perspective.  

· One such project in this respect is ‘Total Peace’ a book in which we solicit the perspectives of graduate students to develop a theory of ‘Total Peace’ – this theory is the subject of my speech today.
II. WHAT IS TOTAL PEACE

a. Presence & Absence

· Historically peace has been defined by the dominant power in terms of its security and interests; peace as absence of violence to elites.
· This has left the many voices of peace, arising from each culture and reflecting the best of humanity, isolated; it has meant the separation of peace from justice.
· Alternatively, to move towards ‘Total Peace’, we must break the dialectical conceptualization of peace : security and move towards understanding ‘peace’ as a dynamic defined in terms of presence: the presence of, 1) social justice; 2) human security; 3) ecological balance; 4) equitable economic development; 4) human dignity; and  5) cultural diversity in terms of pluralism and coexistence.
b. Objective vs. Subjective Discourse
· In International Relations and much of the various discourses of political science in the global arena developed in the last fifty years, we have focused on the objective conditions of our reality at the expense of the subjective; the material basis of reality vs. the subjective.

· Our training and education has focused on enhancing our understanding of the objective often ‘objectifying’ the subjective realms.  We reduce culture, identity, art, emotion, and social psychology. We objectify the realms of shared knowledge that guide our understanding of the material realm.  We are locked within a deterministic and material mode of analysis.
· When we objectify reality we delete context; ‘Total Peace’ or peace as presence has to incorporate both the objective necessities of human needs and the subjective realm of human reflection and understanding.
c. Prospective Voice
· Deterministic analysis of the material (objective) conditions of peace is an analysis obsessed with tragedy.  It is a retrospective mapping the failures of the past at the expense of envisioning the future.
· Retrospective vision has a tendency to reduce complex phenomenon and reality to general abstractions.  These become increasingly vague, for example reducing all opposition to our interests as ‘terrorism’ and ‘fundamentalism’, just as a growing segment of the Islamic world reductively views all politics through the dogmatic perception of ‘western imperialism’.
· Since 9/11, scholarship has taken us back to ideologically empty debates – it has become retrospective, backward looking.  ‘Total Peace’ is forward looking; it is a prospective discourse that touches all disciplines, both subjective and objective, and replaces previous theories obsessed with placing blame (i.e. ‘clash of civilizations’ in the West, and in Islam the discourse of victimization) with a shared vision of the future. 
III.
International Organizations & the Search for Peace

a.
League Of Nations

· The League represented the humanities’ hope of using the power of public opinion to stop violent conflict.

· The operative notion of security as consensus became lost in ‘great power’ politics and isolationism.
· In the critique of E.H. Carr, the failure of the League of Nations was more reflective of the breakdown in the liberal model of social and political development predicated upon a ‘harmony of interests.’ It was doomed to fail because human beings had to reach the level of interdependence that predicated higher models of social interaction than the nation-state.
b. United Nations
· The U.N. was born to institutionalize the concept of collective security.
· Quickly, that search for security left the limited vision of peace as absence as the U.N. developed the organizational capacity to assist the world’s many diverse people in everything from cultural preservation, development, and election monitoring. 

· Though it has had its share of challenges the U.N. still represents the world’s best possible hope for ‘Total Peace’; it is the only global institution able to reach into each community to plant the seed of peace as presence.
c. The Crisis of Sovereignty

· The potential of the U.N. is held back by the operative definition of sovereignty as the preservation of state elites.  With the domesticization of international politics and the internationalization of domestic politics, all modern political crises have the potential to transcend the realm of the sovereign and involve the international community.

· The U.N. must now confront a global community and reconcile the limitations imposed upon the vision of collective security by the sacrosanct positioning of national sovereignty.

i. Sovereignty and nationalism were the dominant political concepts of the past, but do not offer much guidance for constructing the future.  

ii. Sovereignty was originally valued as a foundation for security and stability.  However, it now tends to support the interests of dominant elites and state power structures, many of whom are oppressive or nonresponsive to the people they represent.

iii. We need to look beyond the narrow conception of national sovereignty to a world where key principles are shared by all, and key policies are coordinated across borders.

· The world community must find new institutional mechanisms to open up this definition of sovereignty:

i. Sovereignty should be considered as a ‘bargain’, an exchange of interests and rights predicated upon autonomy, control and legitimacy, with emphasis placed upon the later.  

ii. International organizations become vehicles through which coalitions of concerned citizens (like the U.N. Association) can come together to articulate ‘legitimacy’ beyond borders.  That is, they tie the legitimacy of a state to certain international standards and norms that are codified within the framework of the U.N.

iii. This ‘deliverance of legitimacy’ by coalitions of citizens transcends the difficulties inherent in earlier attempts by international organizations to provide stability to the world.  

IV.
CAN THE UN WORK TOWARDS TOTAL PEACE IN IRAQ

Security & Legitimacy

· The U.N. has an active role to play in addressing the post-conflict security gap within Iraq through its inherent ‘legitimizing’ function.

· In Iraq security is a function of legitimacy; the U.N. can help to develop the institutional framework of government in a manner that is less heavy handed than the US and that respects local traditions and identities; this produces local centers of legitimacy thereby creating a pretext for security.

· Without legitimate government institutions and citizen coalitions, the new Iraqi government and through it the US will be locked in a spiral of violence.

d. Transparency

· One of the major problems in Iraq is the lack of political and/or economic transparency.  Multiple groups have moved in to plunder the very wealth that once made Iraq the best hope of the Arab world.

· The U.N. can work to bring ‘Total Peace’ to the Middle East and Iraq in particular by initiating new anti-corruption projects that target the government, NGOs, and the private sector (from bandits to businessmen) in criminal use of parallel markets that exploit Iraq’s natural wealth.

· In turn, ‘transparency’ means helping to provide fair and accurate reporting of Iraq’s reconstruction (through UNDP) that diminishes the rent seeking behavior often endemic to post-conflict environments.

e. Dignity

· Human dignity is at the root of ‘Total Peace’; in Iraq, the people can only find peace through feeling empowered….dignity is power.

· In order to enrich and preserve Iraqi dignity, the U.N. can work to assist Iraqis in developing a ‘New Deal’ era type program.   Such a program would employ large numbers of Iraqis in cultural preservation and reconstruction of public infrastructure, and in the process create new models of citizenship.

· The single greatest hope for both near and mid term answers to Iraq’s security dilemma is the development of human dignity, the opening up of avenues of citizenship other than violence revolt.

I. CONCLUSION: TRANSFORMING THE WORLD

With the concept of ‘Total Peace’ we are seeking to transform our world.  It is from the world of struggle to the world of peace.

In the former world, politics is a struggle of nation-states for survival and to protect their national interests.  The best that can be hoped for is to oil the inevitable changes that occur, thus avoiding the destruction of (Western) civilization.

There may be new opportunities for peace in our world, but we fail to realize them because of our involvement in and commitment to a militarization born of old fears and divisions.  A simple lack of imagination prevents us from finding and implementing new solutions to old problems.  The formulation of a new vision is long overdue.

In the latter world, politics is a struggle for world peace, in the broadest sense that peace is more than the absence of war, but also is the presence of justice, and freedom for all.  Success in this struggle is dependent upon transcending the critical areas the provincialism of the nation-state and making the world community more real.
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