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INTRODUCTION 

The UNAE 2014 Sustainable Peace Conference 

considers a whole range of issues in the 

interrogation of the term ‘peace’. Peace is not 

just the absence of war; it is a continuous effort 

to promote dialogue between parties, reflection, 

and ultimately positive action.  

     The theme of the conference revolves around 

three factors important to the maintenance of 

sustainable peace- ‘Rights, Reconciliation and 

Restoration’. Through the combined power of 

education, debate and creative multimedia, the 

conference aimed to redefine the way we view 

dominant narratives of peace and conflict. 

     Margaret Atwood famously stated that ‘war is 

what happens when language fails’. The UNAE 

Sustainable Peace Conference provides a 

platform for academics, students, practitioners, 

civil servants and the general public to engage 

with some of the predominant issues of our 

time and, in doing so, demonstrate the power of 

communication.  

     Through a combination of case-focused 

seminars (Peace Labs), interactive panel 

discussions and keynote speeches, participants 

were invited to directly engage with leaders in 

their field on issues ranging from the role of 

women in peacebuilding to environmental 

sustainability and developing world debt.  

     The weekend was a great success and I wish 

to extend a warm thank you to all our speakers 

and contributors, some of whom travelled very 

far for the event. I would also like to highlight 

the hard work and dedication of the entire 

intern team, particularly our Treasurer Marco 

Bauder, all of whom made the conference the 

success it was.  

     I hope you enjoy reading the conference 

report! 

 

Alexandra Embiricos, Conference Director 
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ABOUT THIS REPORT 
The United Nations Association of Edinburgh held its 

2014 Sustainable Peace Conference on the 25 and 26 

October at Moray House School of Education, 

University of Edinburgh.  

 

Conference speakers included:  

Martin Polaine - LCILP 

Sebastian Meyer – Co-founder of Metrography 

Dr. Jasna Dragovic-Soso – University of London 

Prof. Colin Gallagher – Population Matters 

Alys Mumford – Jubilee Scotland 

Dr. Sue Kinn – Department for International 

Development 

Dr. Claire Duncanson – University of Edinburgh 

Owen Fenn – Philanthrobeats 

Joel O’Loughlin – Tutu Foundation UK 

Michael Doherty – PRG Northern Ireland 

Richard Barnes – ICAHD 

 

The intention of this report is to capture the learning 

generated by the conference to inform future action. 
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KEYNOTE ADDRESS 

 
Martin Polaine, Head of Human 

Rights & Criminal Justice at the 

London Centre of International 

Law Practice (LCILP) 

 

In an informed and insightful keynote 

speech, Martin Polaine drew on his 

own extensive professional 

experiences to illuminate some of the 

linkages between the key themes of 

this year’s conference- rights,  

reconciliation and restoration. The 

principles below are fundamental in 

the practitioner’s journey towards 

sustainable peace.  

 

 

Photograph by Lou Macnamara 

 

 

 

 

 
RIGHTS 
Rights are tied to normative rules that are 

usually to a partial or total degree 

abrogated by conflict; and reconciliation 

processes thus need to re-engage these 

rights that have been lost. However, this 

inevitably throws up issues of prioritisation 

for there are different types of rights, from 

universal rights to socially-embedded ones; 

and the importance placed on each type by 

different actors can vary hugely. For 

example, citizenship is a legal right and 

universal rights are enshrined at the United 

Nations, but a whole plethora of historical, 

national, aspirational and social ‘rights’ may 

complicate specific situations. 

Understanding the rights that are at stake in 

each reconciliation process goes hand in 

hand with rights restoration.  

 

DIALOGUE 
Dialogue is an integral part of the reconciliation process and must 

enable the unheard voices of conflict to be aired, recorded and 

understood. To this end, dialogue has to be structured so as to be 

inclusive of all opinions and grievances. It must refrain from being 

obstructively judgemental. Finally, it must be genuinely supportive 

and in pursuit of solutions. 

 

RELATIONSHIPS 
Relationships are crucial in 

reconciliation processes and 

can often be the primary 

factor in determining 

progress towards peace or 

backslide towards violence. 

Issues can be negotiated 

endlessly, but unless 

relationships are improving 

and harnessed towards 

solutions, then sustainable 

peace will likely remain 

elusive even if a cessation of 

active violence is maintained. 

 

JUSTICE 
Justice may seem intuitive at 

first, but in fact there are 

competing notions of justice 

that need to be balanced and 

integrated in any meaningful 

reconciliation process. 

There is retributive justice, 

restorative justice, historical 

justice, reparative justice- as 

well as the many 

combinations and linkages 

that can be drawn between 

each justice type. Actors on 

opposing sides of conflict 

rarely see justice in the same 

way and most often their 

justice claims tend to pull in 

opposite directions. 

Achieving a unified notion of 

justice that is accepted and 

internalised by all parties is 

likewise key to achieving 

sustainable peace.  

 

RE-VICTIMISATION 
Re-victimisation is an issue 

that all reconciliation 

processes should be geared 

towards preventing. 

Managing expectations is 

important, as no side will be 

able to achieve gains without 

making concessions. 

However, as negotiation is 

underway, it is important to 

avoid disillusionment 

whereby different sides begin 

to identify the peace process 

itself as an extension of the 

problem rather than the 

pathway towards peace.  

 

 INTERNATIONAL FRAMEWORKS 
The International Criminal Court can provide the necessary 

objective framework to achieve reconciliation through the staging 

of more expeditious tribunals than states can manage in their own 

right. However, the ICC is not without its critics. Many see the ICC’s 

track record to date as being prone to political instrumentality, 

such that there is a focus on going after perpetrators of crimes in 
Africa at the expense of trying those who operate in states with 

greater influence at the ICC. The ICC can support national 

processes, but some would argue there is a need to ensure that the 

power bargaining of the international community does not 

impinge on the ICC’s overall neutrality. 

 

“The International 

Criminal Court can be 

complimentary to 

national reconciliation 

processes.” 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

  

 

  

 

 

KEYNOTE ADDRESS 

 
Sebastian Meyer, Freelance 

Photojournalist & Co-founder of 

Metrography 

 

The increasing rapidity and 

pervasiveness of global communications 

is challenging the conventional 

distinctions we make between the truth-

seeking function of liberalised media; 

and the propaganda organs we associate 

with authoritarian, terrorist and other 

illiberal regimes. From embedded 

reporting to the beautification of 

violence, award-winning photojournalist 

Sebastian Meyer gave a rundown of the 

key dilemmas facing the media; and the 

subsequent responsibilities of 

journalists covering the conflicts of 

today. 

 

 

Photograph by Miriam Abdulla 

 

THE NEW PROPAGANDA? 
The rise of The Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS) poses a number of 

questions about the evolving role of media; and is arguably a key 

example of how media can be at risk of subversion to the causes of 

violent organisations. By orchestrating massacres that gain 

widespread and sensationalised media attention, ISIS can be 

guaranteed a reputation for brutality that is especially effective in the 

control of local populations. However, ISIS can additionally be 

perceived as dictating the terms of its own narrative on the global level 

by making media complicit in spreading its propaganda. In other 

words, ISIS seeks to use fear as a weapon of war and the media has 

been one of the primary channels through which this has so far been 

achieved. This phenomenon raises a number of salient questions about 

the ethics of media, such as the appropriate images for front page news 

and the degree to which media should feed into the aims of actors 

which threaten to destabilise global and regional security. Terrorism 

feeds off publicity: where the line should be drawn- between 

documenting ISIS’ criminality and unwittingly becoming a platform for 

promoting its agenda- is difficult to assess. 

     Another area of ambivalence can be found in the way the western 

media generally reports on the militaries of western states; and the 

restricted access that journalists are permitted when covering western 

military activities. From the mainstream media, we are given 

choreographed images of ‘clean wars’; and, by and large, western 

audiences do not question the implicit narrative that the conduct of 

western militaries is correct and in pursuit of just aims. However, strict 

rules are in place to maintain this reputation, ensuring that media 

penetration into western militaries does not go too far or result in 

images that go contrary to this idea of ‘orderliness’. This jeopardises 

the notion that journalists can consistently operate in a way that is free 

from the constraints of national interests.   

 

“There can be a profound disconnect between the imagery of 

war as relayed through war photography and the reality of 

war on the ground.” 

THE AESTHETIC DEBATE 
The aesthetics of photojournalism is another theme that impacts upon 

the role of media in conflict. There can be a profound disconnect 

between the imagery of war as relayed through war photography and 

the reality of war on the ground. That journalists should report on the 

reality of conflict may seem straightforward, but there is a strong case 

that can be made to suggest photography is not the best medium for 

describing the chaos and confusion of war as it happens. War is three-

dimensional; it is loud and involves rapid movement; and most 

importantly it is temporal. In contrast, photography is two 

dimensional; it is still and silent; and it represents a captured, non-

sequential moment. Many poignant pictures have thus emerged from 

recent conflicts, from Iraq to Libya and now Syria; and yet this can be 

troubling for the journalist whose key responsibility is to demonstrate 

the awfulness of war for domestic audiences. This can recommend the 

use of film and other audiovisual techniques to strengthen the purport 

of what war photographs ultimately depict.   

 

RESPONSIBILITIES OF MEDIA IN 

CONFLICT 

Don’t do propaganda 

Don’t pick sides 

Relay real experience 



PEACE   
LAB ONE 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“Truth and Reconciliation 

Commissions in Post-

Conflict Societies” 

 

 
 Peace Lab One was led by Dr. Jasna 

Dragovic-Soso, Senior Lecturer in 

International Relations at Goldsmiths, 

University of London 

 
The growing proliferation of truth commissions 
is a significant trend in peacebuilding efforts; 
and one that is gaining greater prominence 
within the UN. In 2012, for example, the Human 
Rights Council affirmed the right to truth and 
appointed a Special Rapporteur on the 
Promotion of Truth, Justice, Reparation and 
Guarantees of Non-recurrence. 
     There are a variety of types but in general, 
truth commissions are formal mechanisms for 
the investigation of human rights abuses within 
specific timeframes, usually in post-conflict 
scenarios. They are generally of a non-judicial, 
narrative nature, focusing on the identity of 
victims and their circumstances. Their mandate 
typically includes forward-looking aspects, 
including making recommendations on how to 
avoid repetitions of the conflict. In some cases, 
truth and reconciliation commissions can name 
the perpetrators, but many others are not 
attributive or punitive, as the overall focus tends 
to be on truth-telling and providing victims with 
a platform to tell of their experiences. The aim is 
to counter denial with truth, and to lead to 
public acknowledgement of the conflict and 
national reconciliation thereafter.  
     In the past, in the context of a transition from 
an authoritarian dictatorship, truth and 
reconciliation commissions were used as a 
second-best alternative to a trial, given that 
trials were impossible in this context. Over time, 
opinion has changed; truth commissions are no 
longer viewed as second best, but rather as an 
end in themselves. 
     However, truth commissions are open to 
criticism on the basis of “truth scepticism”. 
Academics have questioned the capacity of truth 
commissions to heal societies and provide 
reconciliation, suggesting that, in the absence of 
psychological support in the short term, they 
may even cause retraumatisation. Other 
criticisms include the idea that truth is 
interpretive of reality, not objective, meaning   
 

 

 

 

that a truth commission necessarily privileges one narrative and 
suppresses the others. The definitions of victims and 
perpetrators, and the determination of causality and 
responsibility, it is said, are ultimately political decisions. 
     A number of benefits can arise from the holding of truth 
commissions. Firstly, commissions can contribute to historical 
memory in the long term, as was seen in South America and 
Africa, where the perpetrators were given voices. Through direct 
dialogue with individuals, it is possible to share opinions on the 
roots of the conflict, allowing the nation to address these issues 
and solve the underlying causes of the conflict to avoid a 
repetition. Another benefit is the opportunity for storytelling, in 
which individual truths can be told, in contrast to a dialogue. This 
also allows the identification of victims and validation of their 
experiences. Truth commissions can also be more flexible than 
trials in certain ways, because the requirement to back up one’s 
statements with evidence is removed in a truth commission, 
giving rise to a more sympathetic environment. In addition, 
rather than answering questions in cross-examination, in truth 
commissions the victim decides their own narrative. The element 
of judgement is also removed, as the stories told by victims do 
not affect the decision of the judge. Truth commissions can also 
strengthen the community by building shared experiences and 
identities, and allowing the exploration of the participants' 
shared humanity. 
 
 

 
 

A successful truth 
commission will:  
 
 Ensure objectivity, 

especially on the part 
of selected 
commissioners. 
 

 Provide a secure 
environment. 

 
 Have adequate 

resources that come 
from neutral funders.  

 
 Have a clear mandate, 

including the types of 
questions to be 
addressed, the extent 
of enquiry and the 
timescale. 

 

Be aware of common issues: 

 Defining ‘victims’ can be 

problematic.  

 

 Reparations are 

generally beyond the 

remit of commissions. 

 

 Harm may be caused by 

the opening of old 

wounds. 

 

  One domestic narrative 

may become dominant 

and silence the others. 

 

 Legitimacy can be hard 

to sustain, especially if 

there is a relapse into 

conflict. 



PEACE   
LAB TWO 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

“Environmental 

Sustainability and 

Population Growth” 

Peace Lab Two was led by Emeritus 

Professor Colin Gallagher from the 

membership Organisation Population 

Matters 
 

World population growth is a major 

concern and there is no denying the fact 

that the exponential increases we are 

experiencing are unsustainable. As of today, 

the UN forecast stipulates that we will face 

an increase in population levels to reach 9 

billion by 2050. All too often we, as humans, 

perceive the law of science as applying 

impartially to us; and the unfortunate 

consequence is that we downplay certain 

trends in the present in a way that risks 

creating catastrophic detriments in the 

future. We are already irrevocably 

exhausting certain valuable resources; and 

we are also rapidly destabilizing the climate 

on which our very bio-systems depend.  

     Moreover, population growth is an 

underlying factor in national and 

international conflicts as it inevitably 

escalates state competition for the control 

of scarce resources. A key example of this is 

the Nile, with its course running through 

Egypt, Ethiopia and Sudan. Control of the 

water resources provided by the Nile will 

become ever tenser in the face of doubling 

population numbers within each of these 

states. Already Ethiopia’s ongoing 

construction of a mega-dam has brought it 

into direct confrontation with Egypt earlier 

this year; and such diplomatic stand-offs 

will only get worse as the stakes get higher. 

It goes without saying that similar 

situations are poised to erupt in other parts 

of the world, and this is especially true 

when we take the Middle East into 

consideration. Collectively, family planning 

can bring more benefits to more people at 

little cost than any other single technology. 

 

 

The issue of population is highly controversial, since it touches upon 

innumerable subjects: mathematics, evolution, medicine, religion, 

philosophy, ethics and sex, among many others. Of these, sex should be 

considered more of a primary concern rather than merely a private one. 

If the macro-level is taken into account, it can be contended that sex is 

the most dangerous human activity for it is the major contributor to the 

exponential growth we are witnessing.  

     The human population on earth has been doubling every 40-50 years 

for the past 2000 years. Such growth is in sharp contrast to all the other 

species on the planet and is taking a severe toll on biodiversity. 

Statistics show that between 1970 and 2010, there was a 39% decline in 

terrestrial and marine species; and an even steeper 76% decrease in 

freshwater species. Notably, however, the discussion of sex and the 

planet is avoided by the press and politicians alike.  

 

 

 

     The primary solution lies with the education, empowerment and, 

ultimately, the securing of a better deal for women. The following 

factors are identified as potentially having an effect on birth rates: 

family planning information and services; education and literacy; better 

health and fewer child deaths; more employment opportunities; later 

marriages; migration to towns and cities; more equal income 

distribution; and rising living standards. Large families are so prevalent 

because there are powerful barriers to family planning and the 

information women need. One of the unimaginable sufferings we are 

experiencing is that over 25% of all pregnancies around the world are 

unwanted and this phenomenon cannot be isolated to a specific region 

or state.  

     Within this troubling forecast, there are reasons to be positive about 

the future. Thanks to amazing breakthroughs in science and technology, 

the conditions of births and rates of growth can now be altered 

fundamentally. Better yet, it doesn’t need to be coercive, which would 

rightly be considered as unethical. It is compelling that many countries 

have been successful in implementing non-coercive solutions, from 

Colombia to Iran. They have succeeded in removing the social and 

cultural barriers that prohibit action. The significance of this is obvious: 

these states are sensitive to the knowledge that it is now possible to 

achieve optimum, sustainable birth rates in ways that are acceptable to 

all countries and cultures. It will be incumbent on developed states with 

lower birth rates to ensure their per person consumption levels are 

likewise reduced to further prevent global environmental damage. 

 

 

“As of today, the UN forecast stipulates that we will 

face an increase in population levels to reach 9 billion 

by 2050.” 



PEACE   
LAB THREE 

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

“Developing 

World Debt” 

Peace Lab Three was led by Alys 

Mumford, Director of Jubilee Scotland, 

an organisation that campaigns for the 

cancellation of unjust and unpayable 

global debt 

 
Unjust debt is a barrier to sustainable peace 

insofar as it prevents reconciliation and creates 

power imbalances between creditor and debtor 

nations. Even if a country has managed to 

establish some sort of peace, that peace is likely 

to be only temporary and fragile if the country 

is still indebted. This is because of the way in 

which debt curtails state autonomy. A country 

that is in debt is necessarily still tied to its 

creditor; and often this relationship limits a 

country’s capacity to thrive, which can in turn 

be destabilising. 

     Moreover, the cancellation of debt often 

impacts development, though whether or not 

the changes are consistently positive is a 

contested issue. This is not to say that the 

effects of debt cancellation are ineffective or 

negligible, but rather that the manner in which 

debt cancellation is carried out is limiting, for 

more often than not cancellations are 

conditional.  For example, in the past, debt has 

been cancelled only on the condition that the 

country begins to promote a neoliberal 

economy. Such conditions have the effect of 

making sure the country in debt is still in some 

way involved with the crediting country; and 

thus the country’s capacity to determine the 

course of its own economic prosperity is 

weakened. In the past, a few countries have 

even refused the offer to have their debt 

cancelled. This was due to the fact that the 

conditions attached to the cancellation were 

deemed to be too substantial. 

      Calling attention to the fact that not all debts 

are just can be considered as analogous to not 

blaming the victim. 

 

 

 

Campaigning for the forgiveness of unjust debt is a way to 

acknowledge that the lender ought to share some of the 

responsibility for a country’s indebted state as a result of having 

lent irresponsibly. Therefore, global debt is a far more complex 

issue that must necessarily be considered via the two-way 

relationship of creditor and debtor, and in particular, the position 

and knowledge of each country at the time of lending. Merely 

reducing the issue to the fiscal irresponsibility of debtor countries 

is short-sighted.  

 

      

 

 

 

      Unjust debt (legally referred to as ‘odious debt’) is a specific 

kind of debt. For a country’s debt to count as “unjust” or “odious”, 

money has to have been lent to an undemocratically elected 

body/regime, and it must have been the case that this money did 

not benefit the people of the country. Furthermore, these two facts 

must have been known to the lending country at the time of the 

transaction.  

     Additional types of debt include, firstly, ‘state export 

guarantees’, which is the largest form of outstanding debt 

originating from the UK. In its simplest form, exports are 

guaranteed by the state against default. If the debt is unpaid by the 

borrower (and this has often happened in lesser developed 

countries), the credit guarantee fund pays the exporter and 

assumes the debt. Thus the holder of the debt (the credit 

guarantee fund) was not the originator of the debt, but the debt 

nevertheless continues to exist. Secondly, ‘vulture funds’ occur 

whereby debt is bought from existing lenders at highly discounted 

rates. The ‘funds’ might then press for payment in accordance with 

the original sum borrowed. The example of Argentina was cited 

where a number of state lenders had agreed to a part repayment of 

the money owed. The vulture fund, however, was resolute in 

demanding full repayment and was prepared to put the country 

into default.  

     Forgiving unjust debt unconditionally allows a country to 

flourish insofar as it gives a country the freedom to rebuild the 

systems necessary to foster an environment where peace can be 

sustained.  

 

 

 

“Even if a country has managed to establish some sort of 

peace, that peace is likely to be only temporary and 

fragile if the country is still indebted.” 



PANEL   
DISCUSSION 
  

“The Role of women in 

building and 

sustaining peace” 

 
Conference Director Alexandra 

Embiricos discussed the role of women 

in building and maintaining sustainable 

peace with her fellow panellists, Sue 

Kinn from the Department for 

International Development and Claire 

Duncanson, Lecturer of International 

Relations at the University of 

Edinburgh.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

The problem of gender-blind 

peacebuilding is a recurrent theme in the 

field; and involves the application of 

misguided assumptions and practices that 

can interfere with the resilient resolution 

of conflict scenarios.  

     Gender-blind peacebuilding is 

ineffective due to three main reasons. 

Firstly, by acting on the gendered 

assumption that women are inherently 

vulnerable and that only men do the 

fighting in war will likely culminate in 

disarmament and demobilisation 

programmes that will only be partially 

realised. Conflicts do not abide by easy 

gender distinctions and so if programmes 

do not address male victimhood and 

female perpetrations of violence, then they 

are not fully confronting the complicated 

reality of the majority of conflicts we see 

today.    

     Secondly, gender-blind peacebuilding 

runs the risk of downplaying or artificially 

isolating patterns of sexual violence in 

war. It will be less equipped to detect 

sexual violence as an aspect of the 

peacebuilding process itself, such as sexual 

violence that occurs within aid work. 

 

     Thirdly, neglecting to invite women to the negotiating table when 

peace talks are underway is short-sighted and exclusionary. 

Peacebuilding as standard should give a platform to all sections of 

society in pursuit of solutions that are accepted as widely as possible; 

and should not just focus on appeasing the main belligerents. The role 

of women in rebuilding and maintaining social cohesion is particularly 

crucial, especially their role in overcoming cycles of enmity for future 

generations.     

     A good basis for a gender-sensitive approach towards conflict and 

peacebuilding is therefore encapsulated in the ‘PPP’ concept as 

developed from UN Security Council Resolution 1325. This involves an 

awareness of the need to protect women in war; the participation of 

women at the peace table; and the utilisation of the role of women 

towards the prevention of conflict in future. Good progress has been 

made towards implementing this resolution in recent years. A number 

of countries now have actions plans outlining how they will bring a 

gender focus to both their peacebuilding and aid efforts. For its part, 

the UK’s Department for International Development has introduced a 

structure that assesses the impact of gender within all work streams. 

There is now a raft of initiatives addressing sexual violence in conflict 

zones across all levels, from the local to the international. Finally, the 

international legal framework has also been strengthened, with the 

International Criminal Court including gender violence in its statute. 

Rape is now increasingly seen as a crime against human rights. 

 

 

 

 

     However, Resolution 1325 is equally criticised for creating a number 

of lateral problems. The first of these is that of essentialism; by 

implementing prescriptive policy, we run the risk of making gender 

roles too rigid, narrow and unchanging. So much emphasis can be put 

on women as ‘vulnerable’ that it makes it harder to redefine women in 

future, for purposes of equality of opportunity and education. 

     A second criticism is that of execution; are there enough resources to 

adequately address gender issues across all the functions of 

peacebuilding? How to ensure the effective training of police forces and 

militaries so that they are sensitive to gender issues? How to ensure 

there is enough funding for community projects that allow for the role 

of women in society to flourish? Focusing on the issue of male sexual 

victimisation requires further training, additional educational 

resources and outreach efforts to counter cultural stigmatisation.    

     A third and final criticism is that of conceptualisation. Trying to 

mainstream gender whilst privatising services goes hand in hand with 

a particular paradigm of neoliberal economics, one that can often 

isolate women in society and undermine the social roles that they 

perform within the spheres of family and community. 

     Essentially, these debates come down to a need to secure both a 

focus on gender within peacebuilding along with increasingly flexible 

gender identities that can be reinterpreted and re-contextualised 

across different situations. This recommends a constant analysis of 

changing social norms coupled to an awareness of the constructions 

and deconstructions of gendered concepts. 

 

“UN Security Council Resolution 1325 involves an awareness 

of the need to protect women in war; the participation of 

women at the peace table; and the utilisation of the role of 

women towards conflict prevention.” 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITION  

SPACE 
 
A key aim of this year’s conference was to 
open up additional avenues for exploring 
the meaning of peace beyond verbal 
discussion. Undoubtedly, peace is one of 
the most powerful and universal concepts 
we have today. It remains a symbol to 
rally around, a tool for moving nations 
and the common ground between diverse 
groups all over the world. However, too 
often the peace concept remains 
frustratingly abstract in our daily lives. It 
is up to the photographers, filmmakers 
and artists of today to remind us of how 
we can live peace hour by hour; how 
peace can be visualised both when present 
and when absent; and, most importantly, 
how peace can be nurtured. A number of 
film screenings and art installations were 
in place over the course of the weekend to 
compliment the discussions of the 
innovative peace labs.   
 

     
 

‘Poppy Day Paper’ by Lou Macnamara 
 

Photograph by Lou Macnamara 

‘POPPY DAY PAPER’ BY LOU MACNAMARA 
Poppy Day Paper consists of a series of subtitled screenshots 

reflecting on the language used to discuss and condone war by 

politicians and the media. The work was originally produced as a 

newsprint pamphlet made in response to Remembrance Day 

2013, in light of preparations and propaganda by the coalition 

government for the centenary celebrations of the First World War 

during 2014. It particularly addresses the aspects of this which 

involve silencing pacifist voices by damning them as unpatriotic 

and drowning them in militarist jingoism.  
     The dead of historic conflicts are used to justify a glorification 

of war, remembering the fallen heroes yet ignoring the civilian 

casualties around the world, in whose deaths we are often 

complicit if not directly responsible. On 11th November 2013 

Google was publicly attacked by MPs, Twitter users and 

mainstream newspapers because they opted for a small, discreet 

poppy logo on their homepage rather than the dramatic approach 

taken by Bing. 
     By using the screenshot as a form of photography and including 

some references to the photographer and the act of photography, 

the piece becomes self-aware in an attempt to be transparent 

about its own means of production and thus acknowledge the 

complicity of artist and audience in this cycle.  

‘THE SILENT 

CONVERSATION’ BY 

WILLIAM WILLIAMSON 

William Williamson is a 

freelance director and 

producer based in London, 

and the author of an 

innovative portfolio of 

documentaries, film shorts 

and music videos. His latest 

project, ‘The Silent 

Conversation’, provides a 

transformative insight into 

the lives of residents in 

present-day Lahore. Over 

the course of a ten-day 

shoot, Williamson sought to 

document the social 

relations inherent in the 

continuity and, indeed, 

discontinuity of clothing 

rituals within the city’s 

population. From the 

uniforms of female traffic 

police to the aspirations of 

youth culture, Williamson 

uses the cultural medium of 

clothing to provide a subtle 

and contextualised snapshot 

of a country on the brink of 

generational shift.  

 

 

‘ANA ARABIA’ BY AMOS 

GITAI 

Amos Gitai is an Israeli 

filmmaker with a prestigious 

career spanning both 

documentary and feature 

films. The primary focus of 

his body of work concerns the 

issues surrounding the 

Middle East and the Arab-

Israeli conflict, drawing upon 

his own personal history to 

bring out themes such as 

homeland and exile; religion; 

and social hierarchy. Gitai’s 

feature film ‘Ana Arabia’ is 

the latest in a series of filmic 

projects that have analysed 

both the historicity and 

modern concerns of Israeli 

society. This unique and 

essential film explores the 

lives of a small community 

who live together in a 

forgotten enclave of Israel, 

told through the eyes of Yael, 

a young journalist who visits 

them. It raises questions 

about the possibility of and 

conditions necessary to 

sustain coexistence.  
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“Creative Practices in the 

Third Sector: Innovation 

and Interest” 

 

Peace Lab Four was led by Owen Fenn, 

Chair of the organisation 

Philanthrobeats. He was joined by his 

colleague, Creative Director Marco 

Biagini 

 
One of the barriers to the creation of 

sustainable peace is apathy. People are aware 

that there are terrible situations in the world; 

however they feel powerless in the face of 

global systems and forces that can seem to 

dwarf individual effort. They feel as though 

they are unable to effect change, and too often 

come to the conclusion that they might as 

well not bother in the first place.  

     One way to motivate people to try and 

make the world a better place is to harness 

their creative energy. Once that energy has 

been harnessed, their apathy will start to 

break down and they will be motivated to 

continue to think about how best to make a 

positive difference in the world. This idea can 

help revolutionize the third sector. For 

example, many fundraising campaigns suffer 

from public apathy with respect to their 

cause. If such apathy can be overcome, then a 

fundraising campaign has a much greater 

chance of being successful and having a 

lasting positive impact.  

     Fundraising campaigns that have managed 

to tap into the creativity of the public have 

proven to be very successful in the past. This 

suggests that if someone feels engaged when 

participating in a particular fundraising 

activity, chances are they will continue to 

think critically about problems in society and 

feel less apathetic about the potential for 

change.   

 

      

       In addition, the reach of fundraising campaigns with a 

creative driver tends to be broader than those without; and 

they open up the potential for mass engagement and 

mobilisation. Creativity can therefore allow for the third sector 

to reach and motivate a far larger support base and work 

across different sections of society.  Music, art and other forms 

of artistic expression have a profound social impact and 

transcend social barriers. Art also facilitates the creation of 

new connections between people who were previously 

strangers. Bringing people together through art has proven to 

be a great way to help integrate those who have been displaced 

into new communities. Without strong communities, 

sustainable peace is impossible.  

     Art is first and foremost a means of expression. Giving a 

voice to those who have been oppressed is cathartic. If people 

are allowed to express themselves through art, they may be 

less likely to engage or re-engage in violence. To channel efforts 

into art is to participate in constructive rather than destructive 

behaviour. 

       

 

 

 

     Philanthrobeats aims to bring this model of creative social 

outreach to the issue of asylum seeking in Scotland. They have 

been supporting individual asylum seekers in a variety of 

different ways, ranging from paying emergency 

accommodation for an individual who would have otherwise 

been homeless, to paying for art supplies for someone studying 

at college. Also, the members are trying to eradicate the taboo 

attached to mental health issues and people who are mental 

support seekers. The team members are constantly working 

towards the cause by raising money through their club nights. 

It is worth mentioning that it is the commitment and the 

passion that drive the volunteers to progress in these lines of 

work, even with the limited funds they are given.  

 

“One way to try and motivate people to make the world a 

better place is to harness their creative energy. Once that 

energy has been harnessed, their apathy will start to 

break down.” 
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“The South African Context of Rights 

and Reconciliation, and How that 

has Influenced the Work with Young 

People within Restorative Justice 

Practice” 

 

Peace Lab Five was led by Joel 

O’Loughlin, Chief Operations Officer 

of the Tutu Foundation UK 

The Tutu Foundation UK is faith-led, but not 

faith-based. They try to follow the work of 

Archbishop Desmond Tutu, but are not a 

religious organisation. The work of 

Archbishop Tutu is based on the three Ps: 

 

 People’s Rights and Reconciliation 

 Peace in Communities  

 Planet Preservation 

 

The Tutu Foundation UK tends to focus on 

peace in communities through their 

‘Conversations for Change’ scheme that 

works predominantly with London gangs. 

The Foundation has 60 trained mediators 

who will look to attempt to ‘cure any 

dispute’. 

     Restorative justice is an integral part of 

the Foundation’s work. After retribution has 

been served, the community is left in pain 

and changed; restorative justice is not about 

righting wrongs but about finding a solution. 

This notion of justice must focus on certain 

factors, such as: is an agreement to resolve 

the conflict acceptable to all sides? Who has 

been hurt by the dispute and what are their 

arising needs? Who are the stakeholders in 

the issue, both the key protagonists and all 

those affected, no matter how indirectly? 

     To resolve a dispute, a Tutu mediator 

must go through the following process. First, 

secure an ‘attitude shift’ on the part of the 

protagonists, for they are not always dealing 

with the ‘hard facts’ of the situation and 

what people hold onto is often not rational. 

Second, a Tutu mediator must understand 

the behaviour of the various parties 

involved. Third, they must build a rapport; 

 

 

 

and what a mediator wears and how they speak is essential in 

gaining people’s confidence.      

     There are four main reasons why people fight: revenge, 

humiliation, retribution and vindication. Contrary to what we 

perhaps think, fighting is often the norm and should not therefore 

be seen as the aberration or anomaly. Rather, it is peace that can 

actually be described as an ‘artificial construction’. Mediation takes 

courage, but people often think that violence is strength, especially 

in masculine settings where there is the constant pressure to avoid 

‘losing face.’ Mediation should therefore focus on the psychological 

aspect of conflict, because emotions often go against rationality. 

Such irrationality must be incorporated in the process; it cannot be 

left out or superficially dismissed. This relates to the Amygdala 

Hijack – a very primitive part of the brain that nonetheless dictates 

the overriding ‘fight or flight’ scenario in dangerous situations. It 

relates to the instant, impulsive, irrational actions we often see in 

conflict.  

 

 

 

 

     From a very young age, our sedimented values are pretty much 

set. It is therefore hard to challenge people on what they think is 

right and wrong. There are also pushes of gender and 

attractiveness that can alter perceptions of a situation; and so all 

parties need to become aware of how their patterns of thinking 

and judging are affected by generalisations, stereotypes and 

assumptions. Mediators work with values as many disputes are 

based upon the confines of preconceptions. The mediator’s role is 

to challenge values and show the other party’s view.  
     Mediation needs to value individuals and in turn, it needs to get 

people to value those they see as their opposition. Take the 

example of mediation to a rapist in jail.  Punishment on its own 

may not work, because people will reoffend and recidivism will 

result. However, if the rapist meets the victim and is told what has 

happened to the victim’s life since the attack, they may think 

differently than before. Furthermore, this may be beneficial to the 

victim, who can use it as a step to move past the event.  

     At its simplest and best, mediation is about trying to establish a 

“good enough” solution for everyone involved. The key question to 

ask is: what is it that different groups actually want? Dialogue 

throughout a conflict is therefore ideal.  

 

 

“Mediation should focus on the psychological aspect of 

conflict, because emotions often go against rationality. 

Such irrationality must be incorporated in the mediation 

process.”  
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“The Impact of the Scottish Referendum 

on Sectarian Violence in Northern 

Ireland, and the Reconciliation Process 

for a Sustainable Future” 

 

Peace Lab Six was led by Michael 

Doherty, Director of the Peace and 

Reconciliation Group of Northern Ireland 

 
The conflict in Northern Ireland can be described 

as a ‘sectarian conflict’. Sectarianism comes 

down to perceived differences between the 

subdivisions of a group, whereby an individual 

begins to make a distinction between their ‘own 

people’ and people who are different from this, 

who are ‘other’ and ‘outside’. Sectarianism is a 

legacy of Northern Ireland’s history and remains 

a threat today.  

     In contrast, the Scottish Referendum did not 

go down lines of religious ideology; it very much 

focused on a universal Scottish nationalism that 

engaged Scots of all denominations on non-

religious grounds. Scotland’s independence 

debate, and the outcome of this, was therefore 

not determined by religion. Nonetheless, a yes 

vote would have arguably had an impact on 

Northern Ireland due to the implications it would 

have had in redefining the United Kingdom and, 

particularly, in overturning the idea that the UK 

state and political identity were essentially 

‘fixed’. 

     Sectarianism has been reinforced in Northern 

Irish history throughout a number of key events.  

 

 1795: The formation of the group commonly 

known as The Orange Order at a time of 

Protestant-Catholic sectarian conflict. 

 1912: The culminating years of the 

movement for Home Rule within Ireland, 

with the Home Rule Bill approved by 

parliament in 1914. 

 1921: Northern Ireland becoming a part of 

the newly created Irish Free State. 

 1937: The second constitution of Ireland 

coming into force on 29 December 1937, 

following a national plebiscite held on 1 July 

1937. 

 1966: The establishing of the Northern   

Ireland ‘Civil Rights Campaign’. 

 1972: The introducing of direct rule of Northern Ireland by 

Westminster. 

 1998: The signing of the Belfast Good Friday Agreement, 

upon which Northern Ireland’s present form of devolved 

government is based. 

 

 

 

 

     It is important to be aware that peacebuilding can have 

unforeseen consequences and can even have the opposite effect 

to what was originally expected. Equally, victimhood can be an 

especially sensitive concept against the backdrop of 

sectarianism: in the case of Northern Ireland, it is vital that a 

‘victim’ be understood as anyone killed or injured by the 

conflict, rather than a concept that is ‘owned’ by one side more 

than the other. The situation in Northern Ireland is still not 

fully resolved, as two opposite and competing ideologies 

continue to frame the question and an agreement has not been 

reached. The potential to reach an agreement in future is 

problematic. The shared heritage between Northern Ireland 

and Ireland is mostly lacking and religious disagreement 

persists. A truth and reconciliation commission is rendered 

difficult due to a lack of consensus on what constitutes a 

‘victim’ in the context of the Northern Ireland conflict.  

     However, there are ways forward. The implementation of 

full amnesty would be beneficial in establishing the facts of the 

historical conflict in such a way that more fully satisfies both 

sides. Full amnesty would essentially provide the trust and 

sympathy necessary for those who have committed crimes to 

come forward and explain the circumstances of their 

perpetrations free from the fear of going to jail. Secondly, co-

existence may ultimately prove to be a more obtainable goal 

than political agreement. Co-existence hinges on maintaining 

and improving dialogue, which allows for ongoing debate on 

issues such as how to deal with the past, flags, and welfare. 

Communications can therefore be strengthened even in the 

absence of a solution that is acceptable to all parties.  

 

“Scotland’s independence debate and the outcome 

of this was not determined by religion. Nonetheless, 

a ‘yes’ vote would have arguably had an impact on 

Northern Ireland due to the implications it would 

have had towards redefining the United Kingdom.” 
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“Resisting Occupation, 

Constructing Peace” 
 

Peace Lab Seven was led by Richard 

Barnes from the Israeli Committee 

Against Housing Demolitions (ICAHD) 
 

In the 1960s and 1970s, awareness of the 

Palestinians and their cause was far less than 

the levels of awareness we have now. ICAHD is 

a human rights and peace organisation 

dedicated to ending the prolonged Israeli 

Occupation over the Palestinians.   

     Understanding housing demolitions in 

Israel inevitably raises a number of pertinent, 

yet complex questions; why is this happening; 

when it is happening; and what happens after 

a demolition takes place? It is a process that 

must be explored and understood from both 

the Palestinian and Israeli side.  

     Israel seeks to ‘dis-position’ Palestinian 

lands while continuing to aim for the creation 

of more Israeli settlements.  Moreover, Israel 

controls all aspects of the Palestinians’ lives. 

There is a military tactic that has been 

circulated in Israel known as “mowing the 

lawn”, which is used in reference to the 

periodic eruption of war in Gaza. The term 

means that every once in a while there is a 

perceived need for Israel to go to war against 

the Palestinians. While the focus has more 

recently been on Gaza, it is important to 

remember that similar  problems are 

experienced by the Palestinians living in the 

West Bank. 

     The Israeli authorities have now 

constructed a concrete wall to prevent the 

Palestinians from leaving their towns and 

villages without a permit from these 

authorities. The International Court of Justice 

has considered the concrete wall (both its 

establishment and its construction) and has 

determined it to be illegal. In fact, not only the 

walls are illegal but the settlements in its 

proximity are likewise deemed to be illegal, 

hence the ICJ has ordered the demolition of 

these walls. 

     Similarly, when one takes into account the  

 

 

changing map of Israel from 1947 right through to the present, it 

clearly becomes apparent the increase in land belonging to Israel 

and the concomitant decrease in Palestinian lands. It is 

increasingly difficult to visualise a two-state solution when one 

considers how scattered and separated Palestinian villages have 

become as of today. 

     However, it is really on the local level that the divisions in 

Palestinian and Israeli lifestyles are most pronounced. Palestinian 

and Israeli houses can be identified by sight. By and large, the 

Palestinian houses will have water tanks on flat rooftops for 

storing water, and the water supply will be only available for a 

couple of days out of every week. In contrast, Israeli residences 

will be constructed with western-style rooftops and the water 

supply will be continuous throughout the week. Palestinians and 

Israelis are therefore separated; and the Palestinians perceive 

Israel as having the unconditional support of the West to maintain 

this status quo. The admission committee in Israel grants final say 

regarding who can live in which town or village. This committee 

can make it difficult for Palestinians to find houses in Israeli 

communities or to be granted planning permissions. 

     The situation of many groups in Israel is therefore precarious. 

For example, the Bedouin living in the Negev desert moved out of 

Israel in 1948; and their status presently remains undefined by 

the Israeli authorities. The living conditions they face can be 

extremely difficult and they are struggling to source enough 

water. Traditionally, they would dig wells, but the water supply is 

depleted through deeper wells being built by Israel.  

     Economic issues also arise. There are, for example, calls to 

boycott Israeli goods that are produced by Israelis living in the 

Occupied Territories. Palm trees grown in such a way have led to 

calls from the Palestinians and some in the international 

community for there to be a boycott on Israeli dates. However, it 

is complicated when one takes account of the Israeli government 

perspective: the territories are not indisputably Palestinian lands, 

nor are they Ottoman or British. Rather, they are ‘disputed 

territories’ and therefore their status is likewise disputed.    

     ICAHD has in the past received European funding, but now is 

an entirely self-financed organisation. Foreign ministers and 

diplomats are often invited to join ICAHD’s tours of Palestine and 

the West Bank; and ICAHD has some support in Israel as well as 

support from the British people. The conclusions drawn were that 

more dialogue between Israel and Palestine is critically needed; 

however, given the current climate, there is a lack of political will 

to put pressure on Israel. This makes the possibility of a two-state 

solution seem ever more unlikely. 



SUSTAINABLE 

 

 

 

 

 

PEACE 
 

MEDIA 

 
 Don’t do 

propaganda 

 

 Don’t pick sides 

 

 Relay real 

experience 

 

CREATIVITY 
 Creativity allows 

us to visualise the 

presence and 

absence of peace 
 

 Engaging 

creativity can 

overcome apathy 

and  lead to 

empowerment 
 

 Creativity 

transcends social 

barriers  
 

MEDIATION 
 Focus on the 

psychology of 

conflict;  do not 

downplay 

irrationalities 

 

 Authenticity is key 

 

 Value the 

individuals 

 

 Secure attitude 

shift & solutions 

that are ‘good 

enough’ for all  

 

TRUTH 

COMMISSIONS 
 Ensure 

objectivity 
. 

 Provide a secure 
environment 
 

 Have adequate 
resources & 
neutral funders 

 
 Have a clear 

mandate, 
including 
questions to be 
asked and extent 
of enquiry 

 

GENDER 
 Protect women 

during conflict; be 

aware of the 

linkage between 

war and sexual 

violence 

 

 Women can be 

combatants, men 

can be victims 

 

 Use the role of 

women in peace 

talks and conflict 

prevention  

DEVELOPING 

WORLD DEBT 
 Forgive unjust 

debt 

unconditionally 

 

 Focus on creditors 

& debtors; fiscal 

responsibility & 

responsible 

lending 

 

 Conditionality can 

limit the benefits 

of cancelling debt 

 

POPULATION 

GROWTH 
 Stabilising 

population growth 

goes hand in hand 

with per capita 

consumption 

reduction in 

developed nations 
 

 Secure a better 

deal for women 

through non-

coercive family 

planning 

 

CONSTRUCTING 

PEACE 
 Rulings initiated 

by the 

International 

Court of Justice 

must be upheld 

 

 Peacebuilding can 

have unforeseen 

consequences and 

the process must 

therefore adapt to 

changing 

circumstances 

 

 



 

                                                                                          

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This report has been produced by the United Nations Association of Edinburgh and does not 

represent the official views of the United Nations.  All reports represent Rapporteur interpretations 

of the presentations given by this year’s conference speakers.  

The United Nations Association of Edinburgh is a Scottish Charitable Incorporated Organisation 

(SCIO); charity number SCO45157. 

Report Published November 2014. 

 

RAPPORTEUR TEAM 
 

Heather Emond 

Rosita Yordanova 

 
 

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

CONFERENCE TEAM 
 

         Alexandra Embiricos 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

Jingyi Li 

Megan Currie 

Lydia Moore 

Ma Ying 

Maya García 
 

Jameelah Barnard 

Ben Warrington 

Jafar Ahmad 

Phyllis Pearson 

Payel Ghosh 

 

Marco Bauder 

Nazira Zholdoshbekova 

Pisie Trainer  

Rika Hirose 

Christie Garlick 

 

Katherine Baxter 

Jie Wen 

Minke de Haan 

Juyoung Kim 

Ka Wing Wong 
 

PHOTOGRAPHY 
 

Miriam Abdulla 

Lou Macnamara 

Russell Sneddon 

Heather Emond 
 


