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15.1 INTRODUCTION 

Social science has uncovered more knowledge about war than about peace, just as 
psychology probably has yielded more insights into negative deviance (such as mental 
illness) than into positive deviance (such as creativity). It has been noticed that studies tend 
to be focused on wars as units of analysis rather than on periods of peace, and there is 
a tendency to define peace simply as "non-war". The conditions believed to foster peace 
and the very conception of peace, however, have varied in different periods and cultures. 
Peace thinking, that has influenced both the peace movements as well as peace research 
worldwide, thus has had a tendency to become speculative and value loaded rather than 
analytical and empirical. It is our effort here to understand contemporary scholarly 
understandings of peace and how to achieve and maintain peace along with to mark trends 
in peace movements and peace research. But before we proceed lets have an understanding 
of the concept of peace. 

15.2 CONCEPT OF PEACE 

Two concepts of peace should be distinguished: negative peace, defined as the absence of 
organised violence between such major human groups as nations, as also between racial 
and ethnic groups because of the magnitude that can be reached by such conflicts; and 
positive peace, defined as a pattern of cooperation and integration between major human 
groups. Absence of violence should not be confused with absence of conflict; violence may 
occur without conflict, and conflict may be solved by means of non-violent mechanisms. 
The distinction between these two types of peace gives rise to a fourfold classification of 
relations between two nations: war, which is organised group violence; negative peace, 



where there is no violence but no other form of interaction either and where the best 
characterisation is "peaceful passive coexistence"; positive peace, where there is some 
cooperation interspersed with occasional outbreaks of violence; and unqualified peace, 
where absence of violence is combined with a pattern of cooperation. 

The conception of peace as "non-war" is neither theoretically nor practically interesting: as 
used, for instance, in describing the relationship that obtains between Norway and Nepal, 
it can often be explained in terms of a low level of interaction resulting from geographical 
distance and thus will hardly be identified by many as an ideal relation worth striving for. 
For peace, like health, has both cognitive and evaluative components: it designates a state 
of a system of nations, but this state is so highly valued that institutions are built around 
it to protect and promote it. It is the concept of positive peace that is worth exploring, 
especially since negative peace is a conditio sine qua non and the two concepts of peace 
may be empirically related even though they are logically independent. 

15.3 BUILDING AND MAKING PEACE 

A large body of writing about building peace examines the education and socialisation of 
members of a society or group in ways that promote peace. This includes research and 
theorizing about the ways this has been done and about the ways that it might be done. 

Since conflicts are inherent in social life, the role of social structure and culture in shaping 
how conflicts are waged is highly sigrdicant for building peace. Analysts are giving increased 
attention to variations in the repertoire of methods used to conduct conflicts, including 
constructive ones that are available for different people in different historical periods. 
Efforts to study and to train people in the methods of non-violent action and problem- 
solving conflict resolution methods therefore contribute to building peace internationally and 
domestically. 

One long-standing area of peace studies has been the effect of integration between societies 
and of sectors within societies. Integration is indicated by the high rate of exchange of 
goods, peoples, and ideas across societal and group lines, relative to exchanges within. 
Research findings support the generalisation that integration improves communication and 
exchanges between the integrating parties and more important enhances mutual security 
and reduces the probability of countries' waging wars or threatening each other's identity, 
particularly, when such an integration is perceived to be equitable. 

Considerable evidence has been reported indicating that democratic countries do not make 
war against each other. Although the finding and particularly its interpretation are contested, 
such finding seems robust, given particular definitions of democracy and war. 

The concepts of positive peace and structural violence help in understanding the relationship 
between social context and peace. Unlike personal violence, structural violence is indirect. 
It refers to the "avoidable denial of what is needed to satisfy fundamental needs." Such 
inequities are built into the global order and constitute negative peace. This influential idea 
has stimulated various studies, particularly regarding conditions in peripheral or 
underdeveloped regions. 



The recent transformation and settlement of protracted international and societal conflicts 
and the radical transformation of previously authoritarian and repressive societies have 
heightened attention to the challenges of building post-conflict relations that are enduring 
and just. 

1 
A fundamental change in ways of thinking among members of one or more antagonistic 
sides can be a powerful factor in producing an enduring peace between them. This does 
sometimes happen. For example, most Germans after the defeat of Nazism repudiated 
what they themselves had believed and done; instead, they welcomed beliefs, values, and 
institutions shared with the victors. To some extent, a similar transformation occurred 
among Russians as the Cold War ended. 

Tradltionally, efforts to restore peace after a conflict ends include policies to redress the 
grievances that were viewed as the conflict's source. For communal differences within a 
country, this pay en'dl more autonomy for citizens with different languages or religions and 
provisions for popular participation in determining the form and degree of autonomy. 

In recent years, peace workers have been giving considerable attention to fostering mutual 
understanding and tolerance among peoples with different cultural backgrounds living in the 
same society. This attention extends to reconciliation between peoples who perpetrated 
gross human rights violations and peoples who suffered profound losses during periods of 
repression or of violent struggle. A variety of recent developments contribute to reconciliation 
among the different peoples making up the United States. The truth about discrimination, 
violent repression, and other injustices regarding Native Americans, African Americans, 
and other groups has been more frequently acknowledged. 

Furthermore, international organisations are increasingly expected to play critical. roles in 
keeping and restoring peace. The United Nation's peacekeeping forces have undertaken 
many more such tasks since the Cold War ended. ,Regional organisations and individual 
countries, particularly the US, have intervened to restore and sustain peace (Saudi Arabia, 
Afghanistan, and Iraq to mention a few). 

15.4 INTERNATIONAL PEACE SYSTEMS 

Most peace thinking has centred on the problem of how power shall best be distributed 
among the nations of the world. The fust model is that of minimum equality of power which 
is based on the theory that the international system is best served by making power the 
monopoly of one nation or system, just as it is monopolised by some states in the international 
system. Examples are the Pax Romana, Pax Ecclesiae, and Pax Britannica. These are 
instances of Roman Empire, the Catholic Church and Britain maintaining law and order 
over large areas in the globe 

The second model focuses on maximum equality, or what is usually referred to as a 
'balance of power' in the sense that no nation or alliance is strong enough to'defeat another 
nation or alliance. A modern version of this is the 'balance of terror', in which a nation 
may defeat other nations, but only at the risk of itself being completely destroyed. 

A third model views military power as best stabilised at a low level; this refers to all kinds 



of arms control efforts, especially those that have taken place from the Hague Peace 
Conference of 1899 to the present day, including contemporary thinking that aims at 
subtracting from a Hobbesian dictum bellum omnium contra omnes both some means of 
violence and some objects of violence. The idea is to rule out general and complete war. 

Finally, there is the model that views power as stabilised at a zero level; this refers to the 
general and complete disarmament advocated by pacifists. Pacifism asserts that this atate 
may be ob& unilaterally by the effect of example, because weapons become meaningless 
when they do not encounter similar weapons, and by the refusal of soldiers to use arms, 
as well as by governmental decisions. 

None of these models are free from limitations. Take the model of rninimum equality. While 
there might perhaps be agreement among nations about the appointment of a policing 
nation in the world there is no unanimity about its consequences, i.e., that coercive power 
usually will be accompanied by other kinds of influence. The major difficulty in the model 
of maximum equality seems to be that the system, although in momentary equilibrium, is not 
in stable equilibrium. It is based on the relative evaluation of two power potentials, and 
since military power is many dimensional, this evaluation may be far from consensual. 
There will always be room for the idea that one's own power is not sufficiently develcqxd. 
n u s ,  the basis is laid for arms races, and it is difficult to see any good theoretical 
justification for the thesis that there will be points of stability - for instance, that major 
technical breakthroughs will not occur. The need for sufficient retaliatory power after an 
enemy's first strike also makes the teFor balance unstable. 

One major difficulty in the model that focuses on arms control is the arbitrariness of all 
borderlines between permissible and illegitimate weapons. For such border lines to be . 
consensually accepted they must be protected by some kind of discontinuity, such as the 
clear line that existed between conventional and nuclear weapons before the overlap in . 
destructive power became too conspicuous with the introduction of the variety of tactical 
atomic weapons. 

As far as the model of general and complete disarmament is concerned, one major objection 
is its failure to consider the need for countervailing power. One evader of an agreement 
may dominate the total system if he has an absolute weapon at his disposal. For this 
reason, general and complete disarmament can preserve peace only if the distribution of 
power in the system accords with the minimum-equality model, or if provision is made in 
the system for the effective use of non-military forms of power, against those who evade 
disarmament agreements. 

15.5 WORLD PEACE SYSTEMS 

All of the following models of world systems have in common a certain resemblance t i t  a 
nation-state. The idea is that since many nation-states have obtained reasonable security 
and equity for their inhabitants, there must be something in their structure that is worth 
copying at the world level. Of the many dimensions that can be used to describe such 
models, let us examine the two important ones. 

First, models of world systems can be described in terms of the type of the main constituting 



unit on which the system is based. When the basic unit is the individual, the world system 
is conceived as a world stale, with a very low level of autonomy for intermediate levels 
such as the nation. With nations as units the world system becomes a confederation, with 
the nation as a political level interposed between the individual and the world government. 
Congruence between the authority structures of nation and confedeqation may have a 
stabilising effect on the system as a whole. 

The difference between these two models is rarely argued in terms of their relevance for 
peace. Rather, the world confederation is seen as an intermediate step in a more gradualist 
approach toward the world state or as a system with the built-in protection of some 
internal autonomy. Also, there is the idea that B~rder lines should be preserved to some 
extent, precisely because they slow down culturd diffusion and influence and thus contribute 
to the preservation of socio-cultural pluralism - which many fear might disappear in a 
world state because of the homogenising effect of a strong nucleus of decision making. 

Secondly, models of the world systems can be described in terms of their scope and . 
domain. By "scope" we refer to the variety of needs satisfied by the world system; and 
by "domain", we refer to how many receive need-satisfaction from the system. 

Classification in terms of these two system functions produces two basic models. The first 
model rates high on scope but low on domain. It is the form taken by the regional 
#.onfederation, which gives much in terms of sc& to its members but is exclusive in terms 
of membership; a leading example of this is European Union or erstwhile European Economic 
Community. The second model rates high on domain but low on scope. It is the form taken 
by the functionally specific organisation, which sets no limits, at least in principle, to the 
number and type of people whose needs it may serve but is able to do this only because 
both the needs and the type of service provided are of a limited type. The specialised 
agencies of the UN are good examples of this model. 

15.6 PEACE MOVEMENTS 

The tremendous disparity between the different approaches to peace that have been 
described may be interpreted as a sign of basic confusion in thinking on the topic. But it 
is more likely to be a reflection of the complexity of the problem itself. It may be that in 
this respect, peace is somewhat like health: the phenomenon is extremely difficult to grasp 
as a whole, and one's approach therefore tends to be determined by the kind of peace 
- or health - he is interested in obtaining. Clearly, there are good reasons for these 
differences of interest; in fact, a peace plan can be classified not only according to its 
content but also according to who put it forward.. This may be a person or an organisation, 
located either in the decision-making nucleus of the world system or in the centre of a 
society or on the periphery of a society. If the last is the case, the proposal is likely to bear 
some of the imprints of marginality; an absolutist and a moralistic leaning, as opposed to 
a gradualist and pragmatic, approach; and a tendency toward single factor, as opposed to 
multiple-factor thinking; and a tendency to confuse organisational levels, so that the training 
and capacity of the plan's author are made to seem more iniportant than the possible merits 
of the plan itself. 

At the other end are the decision makers in the centre of society, who have a gradualist, 



pragmatic approach and employ mfltiple factor thinking. In their effort not to confuse 
organisational levels their approach becomes so slow, so careful, and so withdrawn from 
the public eye, that the tension between centre and periphery becomes high enough to 
produce impatience and conflict, leading to demonstrations, party formation, and other 
forms of protest. The result is the traditional dialogue between centre and periphery. The 
periphery gradually becomes like the centre as it gains in power and leaves a certain 
imprint on the total system; however, in turn, a new protest movement is created at the 
periphery. In other words, peace movements, like other social movements, follow the 
"church-sect" cycle. Since the periphery - the peace movement - is split into single-factor 
organizations, the world does not get a multiple approach impact from the movement. 

15.6.1 Historical Development . 

Although organised peace societies did not develop until early in the nineteenth century, the 
aspirations and programs of these societies had found previous expression in religious and 
political literature. Utterances of the Hebrew prophets and the Sermon on the Mount had 
inspired the pacifist doctrine and behaviour of religious sects. For example, the Truce of 
God which grew of the Pax Dei (God's Peace) and was'first put forward at the Synod 
of the Elne in 1027 had prohibited all acts of private warfare for certain specified periods. 
In the fourteenth century Dante had proposed a world empire for ending war, and Pierre 
Dubois later proposed a permanent tribunal of attrition. 

The fact that there are now around 1500 groups working for disarmament and peace 
suggests, among other things, an enormous democratisation of the struggle for peace; even 
though their total membership may be small, these organisations do provide open forums 
for expressions of public opinion. Such forums are relatively new. Although the organised 
peace movement can be said to have begun in the United States in 1815, with the founding 
of three peace societies, the first in New York by David Low Dodge, followed by the 
~assachusetts  society formed by Noah Worcester, and one in Ohio by two Quakers, it 
was not until 1843 that the first international peace congress was held in London. In 18 16, ' 

- the British Society for the Promotion of Permanent and Universal Peace was founded in 
London; it was designed to print and circulate tracts and to diffuse information showing that 
war is inconsistent with the spirit of Christianity and the true interests of mankind point out 
the means best calculated to maintain permanent and universal peace on the basis of 
Christian principles. The Society was extremely active; in the first year of its existence it 
distributed 32000 tracts and its members delivered 4000 addresses throughout England. 

In 1828, the local American societies were joined together by William Ladd, the most 
influential of the early American pacifists, into the American Peace Society on the broadest 
program of opposition to war though not specifically condemning defensive wars. Becau~e 
of the insistent pressure from peace workers who demanded an uncompromising stand, it 
revised its constitution in 1837 to express opposition to all wars, defensive as well as 
offensive. 

International Peace Congresses helped to direct public attention to the early peace movement. 
The first of these congresses, held at London in 1843, under the direction of the conservative 
elements in the peace movement, adopted resolutions seeking peace by effective propaganda 
against war and by the control of the manufacture and sale of munitions and advocated a 
congress and court of nations and arbitration clauses in international treaties. 



Peace work in the United States waned after 1853. The American Peace Society had 
failed to expand into the west and south or to enlist new forces in the east. At first it 
evaded the impending Civil War by stating that its concern was only with international 
conflicts; when the war broke out the society declared the war to. be a rebellion against 
the Union which could not be countenanced by loyal citizens. Protest against the support 
of the war by the American Peace Society led to the formation of the Universal Peace 
Union in Boston in 1866; in the same year the American Friends founded a peace association 
in Baltimore. The American Peace Society remained practically defunct until 1873, when 
it began widespread propaganda for arbitration of disputes between nations. 

The second phase of the peace movement began in 1867 with the arbitration and later a 
more systematic discussion of international law as its central aspects..During this period 
there was wider support among the masses, and the threat of a general strike, favoured 
by the International working'~en9s Association at it8 congress at Brussels in 1868, gained 
an important place in peace agitation. 

Side by side with the movement for arbitration proceeded efforts for the improvement of 
international law. Two academic juridical societies were founded in Europe at the end of 
1873, the Institut de Droit International at Ghent, devoted to the study of arbitration and 
private international law, and the Association for the Reform and Codification of the Law 
of Nations, known after 1895 as the International Law Association, formed at Brussels to 
promulgate a code. 

Peace societies were increasing in number and activity d d g  this period. Van Eck established 
the Netherlands Peace Society in 1870, and in 1874 Edward Lowenthal formed a peace 
committee in Berlin; in 1875 the latter advocated a universal parliamentary peace union, 
which was not realised until some years later. E:T. Moneta established the first Italian 
peace society in 1878. The first Scandinavian peace society was founded in Denmark in 
1882. W o  pacifists led an anticonsciption campaign in Belgium in 1881. In 1880, Hodgson 
Pratt, maintaining that the London Peace Society would remain hand$apped so long as its 
standpoint was primarily spiritual and Christian, formed the International Arbitration and 
Peace Association, which set up branches in nine European countries. 

During these crowded years of peace activity the entire peace movement of the world was 
being brought into closer touch with parliaments and governments and had increasing 
influence upon governmental policy. This development was facilitated by i~iter-parliamentary 
conferences on peace first held in 1889 and by the Inter-Parliamentary Union organised 
in 1892, composed of peace advocates in the parliaments of Europe and designed to 
discuss the most practical means of organising world peace by simultaneous concerted 
agitation within parliaments of all countries. 

Each year saw some addition to the general power of the peace movements. The first 
Women's Peace League was established in 1895. The Nobel Peace Prize, instituted in  
1897, also stimulated much interest in the problem of peace. The nineteenth century finally 
closed with 425 peace organisations in existence throughout the world. But it also closed 
with the outbreak of the Boer War, the resurgence . of an aggressive imperialism that shook 
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the British peace societies, which had heretofore constituted the main element of the 
European peace movement. 

The pre-war official peace movement had developed fiom an aspiration of religious mystics, 
based almost exclusively on the principle of the wickedness of all wars, into a movement 
favouring the creation of actual political machinery cooperating with the legal profession for 
the reform and administration of international law and had become respectable by the 
support by other peace movements and above all the Churches. Although is it difficult to 
estimate the extent of their influence, the peace societies, through their work in familiariskg 
the public with the idea of international cooperation, must in some measure have prepared 
the way for the League of Nations and the Kellogg-Briand Pact for the outlawry d war. 
Since the World War a large part of the work done by the pre-war peace societies has 
been pursued in Europe by the League of Nations Societies established in each country. 
In Great Britain, for instance, the League of Nations Union, founded to carry on advocacy 
of the League of Nations, and which conducts an active campaign in favour of disarmament, 
is necessarily compelled to defend the ideal of peace. The membership of the union, which 
had about 3000 branches in 1933, was in the neighbourhood of 1,000,000; the main effect 
of its missionary work has been to bring to the support of one aspect of the peace 
movement of conservatively inclined people who before the war would almost certainly 
have declined membership in a peace organisation. 

The peace movement received a temble shock when World War I proved how much 
stronger was attachment to the nation than adherence to internationalist and pacifist principles 
and how much stronger was the fear of the sanctions of one's own government and 
compatriots than of the sanctions of fellow members of organisations. The resolutions 
passed at the Universal Peace Congress in Geneva in 19 12 and at the Congress .of the 
Second Socialist International in Stuttgart in 1907 were strongly pacifist, but the weakness 
of the peace movement then is also its weakness today: loyalty to the peace movement is 
based on normative compliance alone not 04 contractual or coercive compliance. In times 
.of crisis, only extremely idealistic or very peripherally located people are likely to remain 
faithful to their ideals. World War I1 provided peace movement with a new abundance of 
examples of this fact. However, this does not mean that the peace movement has no 
impact. Indeed, it serves as an imperfect substitute for a foreign-policy national assembly, 
since public opinion probably has less influence on foreign policy than on domestic-policy 
decisions in many countries. - 

15.6.2 Peace Movements in the Post World War Phase 

In the 1950s, there was concern about environmental issues surrounding atmospheric 
nuclear tests, a worsening of Cold War, and changes in weapon technology which led to 
an appreciation that Europe had become the major target area. In the 1980s, the breakdown 
of dktente and the deployment of first-strike weapons in Europe revived the dormant fear 
of nuclear war. 11, both periods, the protests originated from vast coalitions ranging from 
the absolute pacifist to what might be described as the defence pragmatist who could be 
on the Right of the political system. 

fhe greatest achievement during this phase is that the peace movements have r~ised p b l ?  



awareness of nuclear issues across international boundaries. The peace movements created 
mass protest; an unintended consequence was that it taught governments how to successfully 
deflect and neutralise mass protest. The peace movements were able to activate the very 
best in humanitarian, liberal, and moral feeling. Yet skilful use of the psycho- 
political backlash as comfortable psychological norms were disturbed, may well have aided 
the election of governments of the Right, for example the anti-Vietnam War protest destroyed 
President Johnson and it certainly helped Richard Nixon, while in the UK the Labour 
Party's espousal of an antinuclear defence policy seemed to be counterproductive. 

The peace movement has engendered an upsurge in internationalism as exemplified by the 
European Nuclear Disarmament movement; the rise of the Swords into Ploughshares 
movement in the German Democratic Republic: improved appreciation of the North-South 
dilemma; and giving a fillip to international studies of peace. Yet government's ability to 
quickly utilise the worst in nationalism was amply demonstrated in the Argentine-British 
conflict over Falkland Islands. Peace is always on the defensive. 

15.7 PEACE RESEARCH 

Though much of the literature does not make clear distinctions between "peace research," 
"peace studies," and "peace education," it is useful to make clear distinctions between 
these related, but separate fields. Only by making clear the distinction between peace 
research and peace studies can we understand how and why they relate to each other in 
time, as well as in related concerns. Peace research is concerned with the development, 
accumulation and discovery of knowledge about the causes of war and condition of peace; 
peace education is concerned with the development of the processes of education in and 
about peace; while peace studies is an area of concern that relates to the substantive issues 
regarding the purposes and probleins of the dissemination of knowledge of peace as a . 
process. A final point, however, should be added before moving on to substantive issues. 
The distinctions outlined here are for many people artificial and unnecessary. Often the 
terms are used interchangeably. Nevertheless, it is important to recognise that developments ' 

in peace research must necessarily precede the debate about, and development of, peace 
studies. 

Peace research began to develop in mid-1950s and early 1960s as there has been an 
intensification of the more academic study of peace and a drive toward professionalisation 
of the peace movement. The Repertory on Disarmament and Peace Research Institutions 
lists close to one hundred institutions in twenty countries as being active in the field; and 
two scientific quarterlies, the Journal of Conflict Resolution (edited at the Centre for 
Conflict Resolution, University of Michigan) and the Journal-of Peace Research (edited 
at the International Peace Research Institute in Oslo), are devoted to research in this 
interdisciplinary field. 

By the early 1970s, after almost 20 years of peace research, the prospects for peace 
studies found a place on the agenda of debate. Now that research had become possible, 
the next stage could be addressed. In truth, these early efforts were necessarily hesitant 
and cautious, not least because the issue of peace itself has been the subject of intense 



debate. To take but one example, in September 1974, the First World Conference of the 
World Council for Curriculum and Instruction was held at the University of ~ e e l e  in the 
United Kingdom. The proceedings were published in 1975 with the title Education for 
Peace: Reflection and Action. The editor opens the book with the remark, "many readers 
will probably be curious about the contents of a book with such a title. And they have 
reasons to be, because the title implies education for something that could involve a number 
of contradictory things depending upon who defines it." The remark was both cautious and 
far-sighted for its time, since it highlighted the potential for debate and confusion that 
surrounds, then as now; the notion of peace studies. At that Keele Conference, issues 
addressed included the parameters of education for peace, peace education in relation to 
the world, and reports on action projects. 

One major difficulty with peace research is the problem whether the future will be a 
continuous extrapolation of the past or qualitatively different. For instance, it can be argued 
that the model for the disarmament process currently under discussion - the model'that 
presupposes balance and control- probably has few, if any, counterparts, in the history of 
the past. Another set of models for peace preservation, namely, balance-of-power models 
and collective security systems, have shown very severe limitations in the past. Bur can one 
assume that if a structure has not appeared in the past, it is because it is not viable 01- that 
if a structure has failed in the past, it will also fail in the future? Or if one studied how city- 
states and nation-states have successfully reduced their armaments in the past, could this 
be a guide to future action? However, acceptance of this simple inductive approach might 
mean that peace research would become a scientific-sounding pretext for imposing the past 
on the future. 

15.8 SUMMARY 

The quest for peace is concerned with reduction of both types of violence; both the 
violence that flares up and subsides, and the violence that has the less dramatic character, 
but precisely for that reason may be even more destructive. Strictly speaking, this is only 
the negative side of peace studies, peace movements or peace research, that is, how to 
avoid violence. There is also the positive side which would focus more on the "peaks of 
joy" as mentioned above. This is an untilled field; peace talks softly. As we have seen, 
although desire of the human beings to live peaceably has been an eternal one, the concerted 
efforts towards restoration of peace took shape only in the early nineteenth century. But 
it was not until the end of the World War I1 that the need was felt to give peace and peace 
movements a place of research in international politics. It was only then that the academic 
interest in peace was ordained and thus came into being the concept of peace research. 
What started as a movement for maintaining and restoring peace today is.a subject matter 
of discussion and debate in academic circles, worldwide. Peace work and the ways of 
thinking about peace have greatly expanded in recent decades. Peace is increasingly 
understood to be multidimensional and dynamic. Consequently, the ways of promoting 
peace are also manifold, and they vary in different settings for different actors, Theory and 
research about aspects of peace and their promotion draws from and contributes to social 
theory and social practice. Recent applied and scholarly peace work i s  based on past 



experience, but the realities of the current world necessitate fresh thinking and innovative 
practices. 

15.9 EXERCISES' 

1) Critically examine the models of international peace systems based on the distribution of 
power among nations. 

2) Examine the nature and features of peace movements in the pre war period. 

3) Write a critical note on peace movements in the post war period. 

4) Trace the evolution of peace research in the post-war period bringing out the issues confronting 
peace research. 
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