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I. Background: 

The e-discussion on “Peace and Security” aimed specifically at exploring issues relating to conflict, violence and 

insecurity, and how the COVID-19 pandemic has affected progress towards establishing more ‘peaceful societies’ 

as envisioned by SDG 16. The findings and experiences shared will be consolidated into a synthesis report that will 

feed into the Global Roundtable discussion at the 2021 High-level Political Forum. 

The moderators for the e-discussion were: 

• Natasha Palansuriya, CEPA Sri Lanka 

• Monica Rijal, UNDP Crisis Bureau 

• Ulrika Jonsson, UNDP Oslo Governance Centre 

https://www.sdg16hub.org/user/2390/stream
https://www.sdg16hub.org/user/2394/stream
https://www.sdg16hub.org/user/59/stream
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II. Summary of discussion 

This provides a summary of the contributions 

and inputs received as part of this e-

discussion. The views expressed do not 

necessarily represent those of the United 

Nations, UNDP, the Southern Voice, or 

Member States. 

Conceptualization of violence and conflict 

➢ Conflict, violence, insecurity as well as 

'fragility' should not merely be 

conceptualised in terms of armed 

conflict posing the risk of isolating the 

issues of fostering peace and security 

from the historic and ongoing economic and political violence faced by many populations in the global 

south. 

➢ Dissecting the causes of violence will be an important first step before building societies that are peaceful 

and secure for everyone. 

➢ The way SDG 16 is framed (and many of the other SDGs) is denying the anthropogenic nature of the 

phenomenon of violence. 

Covid-19 

➢ The effects of Covid-19 go beyond the health concerns as it is also affecting the socio-economic, political 

and security spheres.  While the effects of COVID- 19 may not necessarily cause conflict, they reinforce the 

pre-existing conditions that cause conflict including struggle for natural resources, fuelled by climatic 

shocks, structural governance deficits and the lack of institutionalized dispute resolution mechanisms.  

➢ There is a correlation between infection and the burden of violence; rising levels of gender-based violence; 

increased protests and mob violence; and a rise in attacks against civilians by state actors in certain regions. 

➢ Numerous of national examples point to an increase of human rights abuses and a clear negative effect of 

lockdowns on women, due to gender socialised roles; youth in the informal sector; people living with 

disabilities; pregnant women, and those suffering from chronic illnesses.  

➢ There will be major long-term negative effects of the pandemic on peace as the livelihoods of people, 

especially those within informal businesses, such as women and youth, have been severely disrupted. 
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➢ Although there have been instances of suspension of land transactions and evictions, as a way to manage 

violence during the COVID-19 lockdown, violent land-related conflicts continue to escalate in some 

contexts.  

➢ One key recommendation for the international community and donors is to prioritise funding towards SDG 

16+ targets to address the COVID-19 pandemic and its localised impact on human security. 

Social cohesion & trust 

➢ Levels of in-group social cohesion might be strengthened during crises or conflicts (e.g. by pushing 

individuals towards participating in politics, engaging with the local community, and by the shared mass 

trauma). There might however, be adverse effects on inter-group trust and relationship, with an 

aggravation of group identities and boundaries, challenging the possibility for sustaining peace.  

➢ Macro-level interventions like power sharing agreements, SSR, DDR, elections, institution building, 

constitutional reform have received extensive attention. Although important, there is need to look at the 

local level in a systematic manner to better understand the attitudes and behaviour of the citizens. 

➢ Mass traumas can lead to greater ingroup cohesion, and in the last two decades, there have been extensive 

efforts to address mass and individual traumas through the provision of mental health and psychological 

support to those who have been both directly and indirectly affected by conflicts, especially refugees and 

displaced persons, but also within communities. 

➢ The social contract presents a significant positive opportunity to transform conflict dynamics and patterns 

of structural violence in communities.  

➢ The national and sub-national actors should bring peace responsive approaches into their work to mitigate 

risks and to sustain peace. 

Justice 

➢ There are discussions on whether the concept of justice should be revisited in the current context. The 

State response, particularly in the Global South, during the pandemic should be explored in relation to its 

implication on justice. Instances such as the debate vis a vis burial of Muslim’s succumbing to COVID-19 in 

Sri Lanka raised particular challenges to justice. 

Local & Community level 

➢ There are national and local divergences within a country on how people respond to conflicts, and thus a 

need to better understand the attitudes and behaviors of citizens at the local levels affected by conflict.   

➢ The work and initiatives by local leaders as well as by youth in responding to issues of violence, crime and 

insecurity, and the protracted effects of COVID-19, show examples for how to address the crisis at the local 
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level. This shows that the pandemic can be used to broaden the pool of stakeholders usually involved in 

peacebuilding and violence reduction. 

➢ The community level should be more in focus as this is where peace and development issues such as violent 

conflicts and tensions; poverty; illiteracy; social, political, and economic inequalities, have most direct 

impact.  

➢ Local planning and the strengthening of local governance structures serve as entry points for localization in 

some contexts, including in Uganda. As there is little knowledge and awareness about the SDGs, at the local 

levels, there should be further efforts for facilitating local ownership of the goals, developing inclusive SDG 

16+ strategies, and their inclusive implementation.  

➢ The process of local ownership of goals and solutions needs further investments, including sensitization, 

raising SDG awareness, as well as seeking and facilitating involvement and participation of local 

communities. 

➢ Building resilience is key to properly account for positive local capacities, skills, and attributes that enable 

those communities to ‘build back better’ post-Covid19. 

State & Non-State Actors 

➢ The provision of services serves as an important means for improving the legitimacy of state and non-state 

actors during conflicts. Two interesting studies are showing how “the two main protagonists in the war in 

Sri Lanka competed for legitimacy via the provision of basic services”.  

➢ Research conducted by SLRC in Sri Lanka, the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC), Pakistan, Nepal, and 

Uganda, indicate the linkage between provision of services and state legitimacy, highlighting the following 

research findings: 

(1) State legitimacy is co-constructed, not transactional – meaning that state and social groups 

co-construct expectations about the state;  

(2) Satisfaction of basic services has an impact on perceptions of state legitimacy – yet, the 

types of services in the construction of state legitimacy differed across countries;  

(3) Basic services may not necessarily break or make a state - but these imply the degree to 

which the state respects the citizens.  

(4) The state may not need to legitimate its power to all citizens in order to maintain its power 

- the degree to which the state legitimates its power varies depending on different societal 

groups.  

➢ In some contexts, including in the Philippines, Sri Lanka and India, the covid-19 pandemic has provided 

increasing opportunities for justifying a militarization and state violence. 

➢ Policymakers, researchers, and civil society actors constitute some of the key changemakers on the ground 

that are key for sustaining peace.  
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Women, Peace & Security 

➢ The WPS agenda emphasizes the need to look beyond a quantitative focus and instead, address those 

groups furthest left behind in conflicts, including impoverished or marginalized rural women, especially 

those affected by sexual violence. 

➢ The social, economic, and political status of women need to be strengthened to ensure local women´s 

empowerment. Women have important roles as peacemakers, with their understanding of their 

communities and their extensive peace work on the ground.  

➢ There are important linkages to draw between the human security and WPS Agenda as a critical framework 

to transform security approaches towards the security of the people in all their diversity. In the Pacific, 

there is an example of successfully advancing the WPS principles to integrate human security principles in 

the Boe Declaration on Regional Security.  

Peacebuilding 

➢ Covid-19 has created a new challenging landscape for peacebuilders with further obstacles for dialogues 

and increasingly unpredictable sources of funding. “Through deepening inequalities and exclusion, eroding 

trust in social, national, regional, and global institutions, exacerbating insecurity, and deepening trends of 

social unrest and democratic backsliding, the pandemic has also significantly altered the conflict contexts 

and systems that Infrastructures for Peace (I4Ps)1  operate in”. 

➢ During the Covid-19 pandemic, peacebuilders at a global level have advocated for a prioritization of human 

security in the pandemic recovery response. A need for better tools, indicators and capacities for measuring 

the impact of the Infrastructures for Peace on the ground has been emphasized. 

➢ There is need for further improvements of the recognition, status, and protection of peacebuilders, with 

expanded efforts to build national frameworks and policies on peacebuilding, strengthening regional 

peacebuilding partnerships, and improving the coordination and complementarity among peacebuilders 

across all levels. 

➢ An embedment of peacebuilding approaches into technical service delivery and socio-economic COVID-19 

responses is key for mitigating potential broader conflict and ensuring security. An integration of conflict 

sensitivity into the pandemic response is necessary for the effectiveness of technical health intervention. 

➢ There is a need for donors to prioritize modalities that enable local peacebuilders to set their own agenda 

on SDG16+, better generate, implement, and scale their own solutions and processes. In an ongoing study 

by GPPAC and Dag Hammarskjold Foundation, a number of principles have been developed2.  

➢ Despite some encouraging first signs of UNSG’s COVID ceasefire call, there was not enough efforts to 

endorse the call because of the caveats that different permanent Member States wanted to include in a 

resolution. 

 
1 See annex 1 for a list of priorities as part of the I4Ps findings 
2 See annex 2 for the list of principles 
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➢ The international and Western-dominated narratives on peacebuilding should instead be tailored to apply 

to nationally and locally owned solutions which correspond with the political and social contracts. 

➢ The innovative “Perpetual Peacebuilding”3 approach, “advocates for peacebuilding to be conceptualized, 

undertaken, and supported as an ever-developing process manifested in a series of (re-)negotiations of the 

social and political contract; that notions of success and failure should be abandoned in favour of terms 

and language which capture the perpetual nature of peacebuilding; that traditional concepts such as 

“tracks”, “peace agreements” and even “peace processes” need to be re-thought; and that there is a need 

for greater courage and creativity within the peacebuilding practitioner community”.  

 

“Do we see this process of negotiation and renegotiation of the social and political contract of a 

society as a 'post-violence' phenomenon, or can some elements of this approach be applied to the 

prevention of violence?” 

 

➢ Before the pandemic there was growing recognition of the impact of information and communication 

technologies (ICTs) on both conflict and peacebuilding. Further assessments are ongoing on how ICTs can 

be harnessed for conflict transformation, broaden inclusion in peacemaking processes, and peacebuilding 

activities more broadly, with organizations including Build Up.  

➢ The field of online peacebuilding has been expanding since the emergence of Covid-19, yet the online safety 

and security remain significant concerns which need to be constantly monitored. Access to this technology, 

also comes with a challenge and digital divide particularly for grassroots peacebuilders in sensitive 

locations. 

➢ There is a growing need for innovative digital tools to advance peace, such as: 

•  PeaceFem App, collating available data on women and peacemaking, looking at the strategies 

women have used to influence peace agreements, the enabling and constraining factors that 

shaped the space for influence, and the gender provisions in the peace agreements that resulted 

and information as to how well they were implemented.  

• Inclusive Peace is running on-going social media campaigns 

on Facebook, Twitter and LinkedIn testing out how these social media platforms can serve to share 

information, engage both policymakers and the general public, and positively contribute to building 

peaceful and inclusive societies. 

Social media platforms are important tools for advocacy and also increasingly important for awareness raising 

among the general public and agenda setting among policymakers. The Peace and Security sector is currently 

testing how this can be systematically achieved.  

 
3 Inclusive Peace of Dr Thania Paffenholz’s innovative “Perpetual Peacebuilding” approach 

https://howtobuildup.org/
https://www.inclusivepeace.org/resources/fem_app/
https://www.facebook.com/InclusivePeace/photos/a.200318603668651/1410269536006879/
https://twitter.com/InclusivePeace/status/1392067086097207296/photo/1
https://www.linkedin.com/company/10426853/admin/
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III. Resources 

• SFCG fund on Youth, Peace and Security: https://www.sfcg.org/the-youth-peace-and-security-fund/  

• Alexander De Juan, Jan Henryk Pierskalla, 2014, Civil war violence and political trust: Microlevel 

evidence from Nepal: Civil war violence and political trust: Microlevel evidence from Nepal - Alexander 

De Juan, Jan Henryk Pierskalla, 2016 (sagepub.com)  

• Scott Gates, Mogens K. Justesen, 2020, Political Trust, Shocks, and Accountability: Quasi-experimental 

Evidence from a Rebel Attack: Political Trust, Shocks, and Accountability: Quasi-experimental Evidence 

from a Rebel Attack - Scott Gates, Mogens K. Justesen, 2020 (sagepub.com) 

• Carlo Koos, 2018, Decay or Resilience? 

• The Long-Term Social Consequences of Conflict-Related Sexual Violence in Sierra Leone: Decay or 

Resilience? | World Politics | Cambridge Core 

• Carlo Koos & Richard Traunmüller, 2021, The Social and Political Legacy of Conflict-Related Sexual 

Violence: Evidence from List Experiments in Democratic Republic of Congo, Liberia and Sri Lanka: 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349732735_The_Social_and_Political_Legacy_of_Conflict-

Related_Sexual_Violence_Evidence_from_List_Experiments_in_Democratic_Republic_of_Congo_Liberi

a_and_Sri_Lanka  

• Dino Hadzic and Margit Tavits, 2019, The Gendered Effects of Violence on Political Engagement: 

https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/701764  

• United Nations University, Peacebuilding and Authoritarianism: The Unintended Consequences of UN 

Engagement in Post-Conflict Settings, https://cpr.unu.edu/research/projects/peacebuilding-and-

authoritarianism-the-unintentional-consequences-of-un-engagement-in-post-conflict-

settings.html#outline  

• The World Bank, LSMS-Supported High-Frequency Phone Surveys on COVID-19, 

https://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/lsms/brief/lsms-launches-high-frequency-phone-surveys-

on-covid-19  

•  Carlo Koos, Peter Hangoma, Ottar Mæstad, 2020, Household wellbeing and coping strategies in Africa 

during COVID-19 – Findings from high frequency phone surveys, 

https://www.cmi.no/publications/7391-household-wellbeing-and-coping-strategies-in-africa-during-

covid-19-findings-from-high-frequency  

• GPPAC, SDG 16+ in Uganda, https://gppac.net/files/2020-

07/GPPAC%20SDG%20Report%20Uganda_Final_digitaal_spread.pdf  

• UNDP/g7+, "The Nexus between COVID-19 and conflict: Assessing the impacts of the pandemic on 

peace and development", https://g7plus.org/resource/detail/69 

• Podcast, "Braving the secondary impacts of COVID-19”, 

https://soundcloud.com/developmentdialogues/braving-the-secondary-effects-of-covid-19-development-

dialogues     

https://www.sfcg.org/the-youth-peace-and-security-fund/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0738894214544612
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0738894214544612
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0022002720906446?casa_token=_JFRmSRdQXMAAAAA%3AW46oeZza5_c6qV-x76ISnjddtXL_icau2otNCSmhB8NQ1_qTiz_vwnmDIqya__DU8-TuqoN8BYfv&journalCode=jcrb
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0022002720906446?casa_token=_JFRmSRdQXMAAAAA%3AW46oeZza5_c6qV-x76ISnjddtXL_icau2otNCSmhB8NQ1_qTiz_vwnmDIqya__DU8-TuqoN8BYfv&journalCode=jcrb
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/world-politics/article/abs/decay-or-resilience/9D4D475978A821DD8CEAA35C5982E09E
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/world-politics/article/abs/decay-or-resilience/9D4D475978A821DD8CEAA35C5982E09E
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349732735_The_Social_and_Political_Legacy_of_Conflict-Related_Sexual_Violence_Evidence_from_List_Experiments_in_Democratic_Republic_of_Congo_Liberia_and_Sri_Lanka
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349732735_The_Social_and_Political_Legacy_of_Conflict-Related_Sexual_Violence_Evidence_from_List_Experiments_in_Democratic_Republic_of_Congo_Liberia_and_Sri_Lanka
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349732735_The_Social_and_Political_Legacy_of_Conflict-Related_Sexual_Violence_Evidence_from_List_Experiments_in_Democratic_Republic_of_Congo_Liberia_and_Sri_Lanka
https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1086/701764
https://cpr.unu.edu/research/projects/peacebuilding-and-authoritarianism-the-unintentional-consequences-of-un-engagement-in-post-conflict-settings.html#outline
https://cpr.unu.edu/research/projects/peacebuilding-and-authoritarianism-the-unintentional-consequences-of-un-engagement-in-post-conflict-settings.html#outline
https://cpr.unu.edu/research/projects/peacebuilding-and-authoritarianism-the-unintentional-consequences-of-un-engagement-in-post-conflict-settings.html#outline
https://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/lsms/brief/lsms-launches-high-frequency-phone-surveys-on-covid-19
https://www.worldbank.org/en/programs/lsms/brief/lsms-launches-high-frequency-phone-surveys-on-covid-19
https://www.cmi.no/publications/7391-household-wellbeing-and-coping-strategies-in-africa-during-covid-19-findings-from-high-frequency
https://www.cmi.no/publications/7391-household-wellbeing-and-coping-strategies-in-africa-during-covid-19-findings-from-high-frequency
https://gppac.net/files/2020-07/GPPAC%20SDG%20Report%20Uganda_Final_digitaal_spread.pdf
https://gppac.net/files/2020-07/GPPAC%20SDG%20Report%20Uganda_Final_digitaal_spread.pdf
https://g7plus.org/resource/detail/69
https://soundcloud.com/developmentdialogues/braving-the-secondary-effects-of-covid-19-development-dialogues
https://soundcloud.com/developmentdialogues/braving-the-secondary-effects-of-covid-19-development-dialogues
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• UNDP Development Futures “Overcoming the Setbacks: Understanding the Impact and Implications of 

COVID-19 in Fragile and Conflict-affected Contexts», https://www.undp.org/publications/overcoming-

setbacks-understanding-impact-and-implications-covid-19-fragile-and  

• Aoife McCullough, with Antoine Lacroix and 

• Gemma Hennessey, “Reconstructing our understanding of the link between services and state 

legitimacy”, https://securelivelihoods.org/wp-content/uploads/SLRC-ServicesStateLegitimacy-Report-

May20-Proof11.pdf  

• UN Women, “WOMEN, PEACE AND SECURITY AND COVID-19 IN ASIA AND THE PACIFIC”, 

https://asiapacific.unwomen.org/-/media/field%20office%20eseasia/docs/publications/2020/03/ap-

wps-covid-in-asia-pacific.pdf?la=en&vs=1416  

• UN Women, “COVID-19 and Ending Violence Against Women and Girls”, https://www.unwomen.org/-

/media/headquarters/attachments/sections/library/publications/2020/issue-brief-covid-19-and-

ending-violence-against-women-and-girls-en.pdf?la=en&vs=5006 

• ACCORD, “COVID-19 Conflict & Resilience Monitor – 12 May 2021”, 

https://www.accord.org.za/conflict-resilience/covid-19-conflict-resilience-monitor-12-may-2021/  

• SDG16+ Country Reports from GPPAC members in: 

o Cameroon (2019): https://gppac.net/resources/cameroon-sdg-16-cameroon-progress-towards-

peaceful-just-and-inclusive-societies  

o Ghana (2019): https://gppac.net/resources/sdg-16-ghana-progress-towards-peaceful-just-and-

inclusive-societies  

o Uganda (2020): https://gppac.net/files/2020-

07/GPPAC%20SDG%20Report%20Uganda_Final_digitaal_spread.pdf  

• Dr. Thania Paffenholz, “Perpetual Peacebuilding”, 

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/17502977.2021.1925423  
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https://www.undp.org/publications/overcoming-setbacks-understanding-impact-and-implications-covid-19-fragile-and
https://www.undp.org/publications/overcoming-setbacks-understanding-impact-and-implications-covid-19-fragile-and
https://securelivelihoods.org/wp-content/uploads/SLRC-ServicesStateLegitimacy-Report-May20-Proof11.pdf
https://securelivelihoods.org/wp-content/uploads/SLRC-ServicesStateLegitimacy-Report-May20-Proof11.pdf
https://asiapacific.unwomen.org/-/media/field%20office%20eseasia/docs/publications/2020/03/ap-wps-covid-in-asia-pacific.pdf?la=en&vs=1416
https://asiapacific.unwomen.org/-/media/field%20office%20eseasia/docs/publications/2020/03/ap-wps-covid-in-asia-pacific.pdf?la=en&vs=1416
https://www.unwomen.org/-/media/headquarters/attachments/sections/library/publications/2020/issue-brief-covid-19-and-ending-violence-against-women-and-girls-en.pdf?la=en&vs=5006
https://www.unwomen.org/-/media/headquarters/attachments/sections/library/publications/2020/issue-brief-covid-19-and-ending-violence-against-women-and-girls-en.pdf?la=en&vs=5006
https://www.unwomen.org/-/media/headquarters/attachments/sections/library/publications/2020/issue-brief-covid-19-and-ending-violence-against-women-and-girls-en.pdf?la=en&vs=5006
https://www.accord.org.za/conflict-resilience/covid-19-conflict-resilience-monitor-12-may-2021/
https://gppac.net/resources/cameroon-sdg-16-cameroon-progress-towards-peaceful-just-and-inclusive-societies
https://gppac.net/resources/cameroon-sdg-16-cameroon-progress-towards-peaceful-just-and-inclusive-societies
https://gppac.net/resources/sdg-16-ghana-progress-towards-peaceful-just-and-inclusive-societies
https://gppac.net/resources/sdg-16-ghana-progress-towards-peaceful-just-and-inclusive-societies
https://gppac.net/files/2020-07/GPPAC%20SDG%20Report%20Uganda_Final_digitaal_spread.pdf
https://gppac.net/files/2020-07/GPPAC%20SDG%20Report%20Uganda_Final_digitaal_spread.pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/17502977.2021.1925423
https://www.sdg16hub.org/user/502/home
https://www.sdg16hub.org/user/2498/home
https://www.sdg16hub.org/user/2520/home
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Annex 1 Infrastructure for Peace – Priorities 

It is important to highlight that the COVID-19 pandemic is a launchpad that offers a unique opportunity to facilitate 

a transformative change of I4Ps in order to get back on track to achieving the Sustainable Development Goals. On 

the basis of GPPAC and UNDP’s shared learning, the following priority areas have been identified as being key to 

strengthening the role of I4Ps in sustaining peace when moving forward: 

Priority 1: To improve the multi-stakeholder and inclusive nature of infrastructures for peace: 

• Conducting adequate stakeholder mapping and seeking relevant partnerships. Conducting stakeholder 

mapping increases understanding of the linkages between actors and the issues, and may bring to light 

previously unknown alliances, conflicts, or more general insights. 

• Engaging and taking into consideration local needs, expertise and realities. In order to appropriately 

determine peacebuilding and development priorities, I4Ps need to engage with local peacebuilders. This 

requires time and resources to engage with local peacebuilding actors in a systematic and intentional 

manner from an early stage with a guaranteed feedback loop. 

• Ensuring inclusion and engagement with women and young peacebuilding experts. I4Ps should be 

inclusive in their own structures, as well as take a deliberate effort to engage with a diverse range of 

peacebuilders, including women and young peacebuilders. 

Priority 2: To ensure coordination and complementarity among infrastructures for peace:  

• Coordinating and supporting ongoing peacebuilding work. All stakeholders need to ensure that any 

efforts to address crisis and violence are leveraged to support ongoing peacebuilding work. 

• Strengthened at the regional level and engaging regional and sub-regional arrangements. Since many 

conflicts spill over national borders, regional peacebuilding coordination needs to be strengthened and 

involve regional actors, including (sub-)regional organisations and development banks.  

• Integrating opportunities for remote engagement and coordination. The adoption of a common 

conceptual framework for digital inclusion is required to strengthen meaningful virtual engagement of 

women in all their diversity, young people, indigenous groups, people from rural and remote areas, to 

name a few, in the work of I4Ps.  

Priority 3: To provide and protect local infrastructures for peace: 

• Supporting capacity building for local peacebuilders. This includes supporting the establishment and 

development of national and regional networks of local peacebuilders and independent women’s 

mediators networks to serve as platforms for facilitated peer learning and support,  

• Addressing the accountability deficit. The principles of international law must be updated to reflect the 

unique situation of local peacebuilders. I4Ps can work with national governments to create an enabling 

environment for local peacebuilders by putting in place appropriate legal and policy frameworks that clearly 

define the role, mandate and protections for local peacebuilders.  
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Priority 4: To integrate human security principles into the work of infrastructures for peace: 

• Promoting a culture of peace. It is crucial to counter hate speech; help to overcome hostility and distrust 

between various actors; and build an environment of mutual support and trust.  

• Encouraging local peacebuilders’ involvement in security processes. Support is required to raise the 

capacity of youth and women to track arms proliferation within communities and engage on disarmament 

and security matters. Normally, local peacebuilders do not engage on the questions of security and 

disarmament; however, this is an oversight that creates silos between traditional security and sustaining 

peace.  

• Supporting trauma healing. Provision of the necessary mental health and psychosocial support for all 

people directly or indirectly affected by COVID-19. There is an urgent need for trauma healing for everyone 

who has experienced conflict.  

Priority 5: To ensure adequate and quality financing for infrastructures for peace: 

• Ensuring sustainable and adequate funding. National governments can support peacebuilding through 

dedicated budgetary allocations for the implementation of national and sub-regional peacebuilding 

frameworks and policies. However, to support national peacebuilding capacities, considerable innovation 

is required if the mandates of I4Ps are to be strengthened.  

• Funding for local infrastructures for peace needs to be prioritised. Funds should be deployed to support 

the strengthening of local peacebuilding work and local ownership. This includes shifting the current 

funding models in a way that encourages local decision-making on the priorities and approaches for 

achieving objectives determined through an inclusive process and that enables for simplified and less 

burdensome fundraising process.  

• Infrastructures for peace should benefit from flexible financing. The donor community should establish 

more unrestricted and flexible funding. This will allow local peacebuilders to break the cycle of dependence 

on external grant funding and sustain local ownership. 

Priority 6: To ensure that infrastructures for peace deliver impact at the local level: 

• Being informed with locally-led and inclusive data collection methods. The development of representative 

community monitoring mechanisms, including in all regions, with the access to the most remote areas (i.e., 

early warning and early response mechanisms informed by community monitors) is a way to improve data 

sharing and ensure informed action.  

• Normalizing the flexibility of data collection. The efforts to determine and define what impact means at the 

local level needs to be rooted in community-led determination of impact. Inclusive indicators need to be 

developed on the basis of context-specific drivers of instability and sources of resilience. 

• Looking into how to move forward with certain aspects of this learning- particularly with regards to how to 

gain political commitment to advance a human security approach, how to define quality financing for local 

peacebuilding, and how to measure impact in a manner which is people-centred. 
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• Utilizing the most flexible funding instruments available to support local peacebuilders, preferably 

providing unrestricted and not project-focused funding. 

• Investing in mechanism that generate sustainability for local organizations, so they can break the cycle of 

dependence on external grant funding. 

• Prioritizing participatory funding approaches that cross thematic silos and are intersectional – many 

grassroots organizations don’t “categorize” their work into the boxes the international community assigns 

(e.g., women’s rights, access to justice, etc.). 

• Enabling participatory grantmaking approaches in which local organizations make decisions about how 

resources are deployed. 

• Funding people, not projects. Focus on a mix of urgent needs, bold and innovative ideas to sustain local 

peacebuilding and helping to build long term infrastructure for the movement and ecosystem of 

peacebuilding organizations. 

• Conceptualizing resources beyond money and supporting networks, convening and work that strengthens 

horizontal and vertical relationships and trust between and among activists, funders and experts (local and 

international) that enable the reciprocal sharing of information and non-financial resources. 

• Supporting community-led determination of impact and less administrative burden through flexible, 

qualitative or verbal monitoring and evaluation, and regular reflection on and assessment of learning and 

progress. Peacebuilding does not often show rapid or 

• Considering realistic approaches to pooled risk. The security of local peacebuilders who work on the 

frontlines of dangerous situations should be paramount in funding approaches, as well as the reality that 

donors have concerns related to risk. Naming and dispelling potential assumptions related to these 

concerns is important. 


