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Your excellencies, ladies and gentlemen, thank you for providing the opportunity for me
to speak on behalf of the Global Partnership for the Prevention of Armed Conflict
(GPPAC).

The Global Partnership is a world-wide, civil society-led process to generate and build a
new international consensus on peacebuilding and the prevention of violent conflict. To
date, thousands of people have been involved through fifteen regional processes - each
of which have developed action agendas to reflect principles and priorities for their
region. Out of these inputs, we have developed a Global Action Agenda for the
Prevention of Violent Conflict. This agenda will be the focus of an international
conference on the roles of civil society in conflict prevention held here, in UN
Headquarters, on 18-20 July this year.

The points I raise today are drawn from this Global Action Agenda. Because others in
these hearings will focus on addressing the specific causes and consequences of violent
conflict, I will concentrate my remarks on institutional mechanisms to strengthen the
international system for responding to conflict effectively.

We believe that the sustainable security of states can only be based on the security of
people. We therefore welcome the recognition given by the Secretary-General and in the
General Assembly in its Draft Outcomes Document to the interconnectedness of threats
and the need to simultaneously advance development, security and human rights. (paras
4, 7, 29)

Fulfilling the basic human rights of all people - women, men, girls and boys - must be at
the centre of all efforts to promote sustainable peace and security. To do this effectively,
people must be directly involved in determining the priorities and processes for
addressing threats and fulfilling needs. (para 75)

The founding purpose of the United Nations is to prevent the ‘scourge of war’. We
therefore stress the importance the General Assembly should give to prevention in these
reforms. (para 34)

Wars taking place within states are victimizing civilians on an unprecedented scale.
These conflicts have placed CSOs in a unique position to assume different roles in conflict
prevention, de-escalation, resolution, rehabilitation, and reconciliation - as well as more
traditional roles in relief and development.

Governments have a primary responsibility to protect citizens and prevent violence.
(paras 72-74) Yet experience has taught us that the complexity, scale and diversity of
violent conflict mean that no single entity, on its own, can adequately address the
challenge. We believe that prevention and peacebuilding requires effective engagement
and partnerships among civil society, governments, the UN, and regional organizations
at local, national, regional and international levels. (para 29)



1. We therefore want the General Assembly to fully recognize the important
roles played by civil society in prevention and peacebuilding and to reflect this
in the policies and practices of the United Nations. (para 102)

To explain why this should be a priority to the General Assembly, it may be helpful to

review some of these roles.

« In general, the independence of CSOs gives them the freedom to act swiftly and
flexibly, including when official actors are immobilized.

e (CSOs typically rely on their expertise, integrity, and / or moral authority to pursue
non-coercive and creative strategies to persuade people to engage in peaceful
processes based on dialogue and deliberation.

« Many CSOs are close to the conflicts they seek to address. This proximity enables
insights that inter-governmental and governmental actors may not have.

e They can analyze conflicts based on an intimate understanding of what is occurring
on the ground and recommend policies and actions to address conflictual issues and
prevent violence.

« Civil society activities can build trust and strengthen social networks, generating
‘social capital’ needed to foster peace and development.

e (CSOs can improve communication and relationships by fostering interaction across
conflict divides through informal exchanges, dialogue, joint projects and citizen
diplomacy.

e« CSOs can encourage and support negotiation between hostile parties to prevent
escalation to violence and link these to inclusive longer-term processes for addressing
underlying challenges.

» By mobilizing ‘people power’, CSOs can put pressure on decision-makers to reach a
peaceful settlement that addresses public needs.

e« CSOs can bear witness to violations in powerful ways that undermine the authority
and legitimacy of abusers.

« Civil peace monitors can provide a protective presence and accompaniment to those
who may be most vulnerable to violence and help to support their peacebuilding
efforts.

Too often, however, the perspectives and potential contributions of CSOs - especially
those in the countries affected by violent conflict — are overlooked and undermined by
international actors.

2. Prevention and peacebuilding requires an integrated system with effective
institutional capacities at the national, regional and global levels. This system
needs to draw on the unique knowledge, skills and capacities of those close to
the conflicts in local civil society and their counterparts in specialist
international CSOs.

We would like to propose a series of specific recommendations for reforms at the global,
regional and country-levels in the UN’s system for responding to violent conflict.

A. At the global level:

« We welcome the proposals to form a Peacebuilding Commission. We want it to be
bold and work toward a comprehensive approach to violent conflict, including
prevention, as part of an overall strategy for building peace. We encourage the






