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Please forward to interested colleagues.
Healing from war - promoting reconciliation in Sierra Leone

October 12, Wednesday, 2011, 7.30-9.30pm, London. Email: appgci2@gmail.com
Dialog Maps: a new research tool for understanding and mediating conflict

Steve Potter (chair of the International Association for Cognitive Analytic Therapy) and Julie Lloyd (cognitive analytic practitioner) 
Event details: http://www.gold.ac.uk/calendar/?action=show&id=4745 

October 15, Saturday, 2011, 9.15 – 4.30, London. Email: h.blumberg@gold.ac.uk
Violence Against Women in Peace and War 
November 23, Wednesday, 2011, 10am to 4pm, Leicester. Email: leicesterwilpfevents@gmail.com 
Peace Economics, Peace Science and Public Policy

see latest journal contents at Peps, www.bepress.com/peps
Ten Years of Terror (filmed lectures/interviews)

See: www.historiesofviolence.com . Email: Brad Evans, b.evans@leeds.ac.uk 

Conflict, state and society, and economic development, 1

Conflict prevention and the design of society

Conflict, state and society, and economic development, 2

Autocracy, democracy and sustainability: a “supply-side” account
Conflict, state and society, and economic development, 3

War, economic development and political development in the contemporary international system
‘Do not send me CRS peace and conflict research News Update’

If you send this message to me, gordonjburt@gmail.com, then I shall take your name off the list.

Items in detail

CRS items

Dialog Maps: a new research tool for understanding and mediating conflict

Steve Potter (chair of the International Association for Cognitive Analytic Therapy) and Julie Lloyd (cognitive analytic practitioner) 
October 15, Saturday, 2011, 9.15 – 4.30, London. Email: h.blumberg@gold.ac.uk
Event details: http://www.gold.ac.uk/calendar/?action=show&id=4745 

There are still some places available. If anyone happens to be interested in attending this event, please let Herb know: h.blumberg@gold.ac.uk 
Other items
Healing from war - promoting reconciliation in Sierra Leone

October 12, Wednesday, 2011, 7.30-9.30pm, London. Contact: appgci2@gmail.com
Macmillan Room, Portcullis House, Houses of Parliament

All-Party Parliamentary Group on Conflict Issues, The Forgiveness Project and Fambul Tok International

Victims and perpetrators of Sierra Leone's brutal civil war are coming together for the first time in a remarkable programme of tradition-based truth-telling and forgiveness ceremonies. Through reviving the cultural practice of Fambul Tok (Krio for 'family talk'), over the last three years Sierra Leoneans have been building sustainable peace at the grassroots level and are beginning to see significant development benefits - succeeding where the international community's post-conflict efforts have often struggled to have a durable impact.

This meeting will show an excerpt of the new award-winning documentary on Fambul Tok, followed by a brief presentation from two activists involved in Fambul Tok on the ground: 

Paramount Chief Alfred Banya

Chair of Fambul Tok's Moyamba District Executive Committee

Micheala Ashwood

National Coordinator of Fambul Tok's growing 

network of peace mothers' groups

The meeting will be an opportunity for participants to learn more about Fambul Tok and to discuss what is arguably the most neglected dimension of what those engaged in post-conflict peace-building call 'transitional justice' - the reconciliation dimension.

RSVP: appgci2@gmail.com 
The entrance to Portcullis House is on Embankment, around the corner from Westminster tube station. We strongly suggest that you allow 15 minutes to get through security. A Fambul Tok representative will be at the entrance to provide assistance if needed. 

Background Notes:

In 2010 Fambul Tok International was created to deepen the reach and effectiveness of the Fambul Tok programme across Sierra Leone, and to explore the possibility of future co-operation with those who share its goals and values elsewhere in sub-Saharan Africa and beyond. Fambul Tok now operates in five of Sierra Leone's 14 districts and works with over 2000 grass-roots volunteers.

A film about the programme, called Fambul Tok, had its world premiere at SXSW film festival in Austin, Texas, in March, and has been screening since then at festivals and in theaters around the world.  Fambul Tok received the Human Spirit Award and Honorable Mention for Best Documentary at the Nashville Film Festival; won Best Documentary at the Fort Myers Film Festival and Best of the Fest at the Global Social Change Film Festival in Bali. The film was also honored with the SIGNIS Award at the Zanzibar International Film Festival.

Want to learn more? Check out the Fambul Tok website  or Facebook page. 

***Secretariat, APPG on Conflict Issues www.conflictissues.org.uk  
Violence Against Women in Peace and War 
November 23, Wednesday, 2011, 10am to 4pm, Leicester. Email: leicesterwilpfevents@gmail.com 
The Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom 

Leicester WILPF invites you to this conference to critically explore the intersections of violence against women both in times of peace and conflict. It will focus nationally and internationally and aims to build on debates amongst feminists, academics and activists. 

The starting point is the recognition that violence against women exists at different levels and from the local to the global. The conference marks the 16 Days of Activism Against Gender Violence with this years’ theme - From Peace in the Home to Peace in the World: Let's Challenge Militarism and End Violence Against Women! 

Keynote speaker – Cynthia Cockburn 
Academic, Researcher, Feminist, Activist 

Other speakers on: 
Small Arms and domestic violence in the UK, (IANSA), Sex Trafficking, Challenges of implementing UN SCR 1325 in Sri Lanka and more 
Venue – St Martin’s House, 7 Peacock Lane, Leicester, LE1 5PZ 

Book a place using the booking form or for more information contact our conference organisers ‘Tomorrow Together’ at: 

leicesterwilpfevents@gmail.com 
£30 academics/organisations 

£20 students 

Includes vegetarian lunch 

If you wish to book a stand (from £20), please contact us

Peace Economics, Peace Science and Public Policy

see latest journal contents at Peps, www.bepress.com/peps
Editor Raul Caruso hopes you can consider PEPS as an outlet for your work in the next future.

Socio-Economic Development and Violence: An Empirical Application for Seven Metropolitan Areas in Colombia

Alexander Cotte Poveda

http://www.bepress.com/peps/vol17/iss1/7/ 
Military Expenditures and Human Development: Guns and Butter Arguments Revisited: A Case Study from Egypt

Hamid E. Ali

http://www.bepress.com/peps/vol17/iss1/8/ 
Core and Periphery — The Dual Effect of Terror

Amir Shoham, Mosi Rosenboim, Miki Malul, and Yossi Saadon

http://www.bepress.com/peps/vol17/iss1/9/ 
Preventing Mass Killings: Determining the Optimal Allocation of Security Resources between Crowded Targets19

Sunniva F. Meyer

http://www.bepress.com/peps/vol17/iss1/10/ 
Commitment among Fighters: A Research Note

Roos Haer

http://www.bepress.com/peps/vol17/iss1/6/ 
Ten Years of Terror (filmed lectures/interviews)

See: www.historiesofviolence.com . Email: Brad Evans, b.evans@leeds.ac.uk 

The main event is an inaugural symposia "Ten Years of Terror". Featuring full filmed lectures from leading critical thinkers such as Zygmunt Bauman, Noam Chomsky, Simon Critchley, Michael Dillon, Steven Graham, Michael Hardt, Ted Honderich, Mary Kaldor, Brian Massumi, Todd May, Tom McCarthy, Saskia Sassen, Cynthia Weber, and Samuel Weber (more to be added soon), it provides critical reflections on the post 9/11 world.

In addition, the project also features dedicated filmed lectures/interviews which deal with the problem of violence as it relates to theory, film, literature, art, along with personal testimony. Access is all the resources are free and can be found at:

www.historiesofviolence.com 
Dr. Brad Evans, Lecturer in Political Violence, Program Director for International Relations School of Politics & Int. Studies University of Leeds

T: (44) 0113 3438012; E: b.evans@leeds.ac.uk 
Conflict, state and society, and economic development, 1

Conflict prevention and the design of society

Conference thoughts by Gordon Burt

I am running a line in my mind from Charles Clarke, to the CRS Book of the Year, to yesterday morning’s sessions on the APPGCI and BSOS, to Paul’s talk and to Feargal’s discussion of Northern Ireland, to the message from John Burton. Can I be rather provocative and suggest that a central notion throughout is that conflict research should not be about conflict but rather about the design of society. John Burton wanted a harmonious-relations society; Feargal wondered whether the top-level-power-sharing design of society was sufficient in view of a persisting lower-level divide; Paul demanded a greater-equity-and-low-carbon society and referred to the New Economics Foundation; the APPGCI debate talked about inclusive political settlements, strong legitimate institutions, citizens with security, justice, economic opportunity and jobs corresponding to the BSOS heading of legitimate-and-effective-institutions; the CRS Book of the Year looks towards the cosmopolitan-culture society; and Charles Clarke looked to the open-developing-educated-democratic society. We academics were sceptical about whether the design of society entailed by the policies or the practices of politicians were good enough. For example BSOS perhaps was too preoccupied by a particular economic viewpoint, and was pursuing liddist stability rather than a stability based on justice. So we were engaging in comparative analysis and evaluation of different designs of society. The various designs of society (at varying levels) focus on different spheres of society - economic, political, legal, social, cultural, technological, environmental – with differently valenced relationships.

‘… from the start many of those in the CR field thought that the design of society (at all levels) was integral to human ability to handle conflicts non-violently’

Conflict, state and society, and economic development, 2

Autocracy, Democracy and Sustainability: A “Supply-Side” Account.

Xun Cao and Hugh Ward, Department of Government, University of Essex

presented at Conflict, Complexity and Mathematical Social Science IV, 31 March 2011

Selectorate theory (Bueno de Mesquita et al 2003) proposes that authoritarian regimes will supply less public goods because this is a relatively costly way to maintain support among critical groups compared with private good transfers. We apply a modified version of this theory, allowing for state capacity and expected regime durability, to the provision of environmental public goods. While selectorate theory is not empirically supported, modified selectorate theory receives support for some pollutants. In particular, core democracies can be predicted to perform better than fragile autocracies in controlling some forms of air pollution. We suggest that further progress in empirical application of selectorate theory will depend on developing better measures of demand among critical support groups and on doing more to theorize the interface between authoritarian domestic politics and developments at the international level. 

Conflict, state and society, and economic development, 3

War, economic development and political development in the contemporary international system.

Thies, C. G. and Sobek, D. (2011) International Studies Quarterly, 54, 1, 267-288.

A personal ‘take’ on the article by Gordon Burt

To explain the development of the modern state, contract theory envisages a positive relationship between the state and its citizens, whereas predatory theory envisages an exploitative relationship, serving the interests of a class or group. States initially engage in state making, war making, protection and extraction and may then proceed to adjudication, distribution and production. In the light of these theories the authors consider the question: what is the relationship between war, political development and economic development? 

The data set consists of a variety of variables for 128 states for each year from 1960 to 2000. The state-year is the unit of analysis. A test confirmed that war, economic development and political development affected on another ‘simultaneously’. An ordinary least squares (OLS) method is therefore inappropriate. Instead a three-stage least squares method was used. In the model there are endogenous y-variables and exogenous x-variables. The y variables are war, economic development and political development (current and ten-year lag or moving average). The equation for each y-variable depends on the other y-variables and on the relevant x-variables (regime type, capabilities, system concentration, preference with system leader, conflict involvement, trade openness; domestic investment, government consumption, life expectancy, initial real income; durable, monocratism, centralization, internal rivalry).

I do not understand three-stage least squares … but here goes! OLS is used to ‘predict’ each y-variable using all the x-variables. The result is a y^-variable. OLS is used to ‘predict’ each y-variable using y^ and just the relevant x-variables. The residuals are used to create a covariance matrix. This is then used in ‘generalized least squares estimator with its concomitant covariance matrix’. (Now I really don’t understand!)

‘… the results support the argument that war, economic development, and political development are linked, that the causal arrow is bidirectional, and that both short- and long-term effects are present’. (p. 280) ‘The support for traditional interpretations of predatory theory, however, is weak … [but the impact may be indirect]’. (p. 284).There is a variety of more detailed conclusions.

I find both the theories being discussed and the modelling method to be of interest. I do not have sufficient understanding to judge the link between the theories, the method and the results. Does the model take account of development over time (beyond the lagged variables) and of interdependence between states (beyond one or two of the variables)? What would a theory-based mathematical model look like? – as opposed to the authors’ data-based model?
best wishes

Gordon Burt

Chair of the Conflict Research Society

gordonjburt@gmail.com 

http://www.conflictresearchsociety.org.uk/
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