


A Platform for Peace

‘

A Platform for Peace: Synthesis Report of the Project ‘International Geneva and the United 

Nations Peacebuilding Commission’

copyright 2007 Geneva Centre for Security Policy

Avenue de la Paix 7bis, B.P. 1295, CH-1211 Geneva-1, Switzerland

All photos used with permission of Fred Clarke, copyright 2007

http://www.theseedsproject.org/" "

" Many thanks for the following people for their work on this document:

" Fabian Grass, Yvette Issar, Emily Munro, Rebecca Puente, Julie Schindall, Andreas Schuetz

" Published with generous support from the Swiss Federal Department of Foreign Affairs and 

" the Geneva International Academic Network

F

" Further details on the project can be found at the following url:

" http://www.gcsp.ch/peacebuilding

A
 P

la
tf
o
rm

 f
o
r 

P
e
a
c
e The Geneva Centre for Security Policy (GCSP) is  an international foundation that was established in 1995 under 

Swiss law to "promote the building and maintenance of peace, security and stability". The GCSP was founded 

by the Swiss  Federal Department of Defence, Civil Protection and Sports, in cooperation with the Federal 

Department of Foreign Affairs, as a Swiss contribution to Partnership for  Peace (PfP).

The Programme for Strategic and International Security Studies  (PSIS) has operated as  a policy-relevant 

academic research programme at the Graduate Institute of International Studies  in Geneva  for more than twenty 

years, and has  a long record of successfully organising activities that bring together scholars, activists and 

practitioners. 

The Quaker United Nations Office (QUNO) has  been at work in Geneva since 1948. Through its  seminars, 

encounters, active presence where possible in negotiations, and links  to the diplomatic and international 

organization community and to a range of international networks, QUNO is ideally placed to provide a critical 

non-governmental perspective.
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i. Abbreviations Key

DDR" " Disarmanent, Demobilisation and Reintegration

GCSP" " Geneva Centre for Security Policy

HEI! ! Institut universitaire de hautes études internationales

ISN" " International Security Network

QUNO" " Quaker United Nations Office

PSIS " " Programme for Strategic and International Security Studies

PBC" " United Nations Peacebuilding Commission

PBSO" " United Nations Peacebuilding Support Office

SSR" " Security Sector Reform

UNOG" " United Nations Office at Geneva

IASC" " Interagency Standing Committee

The Geneva Peacebuilding Platform is also referred to as the GPP, or ‘the Platform’.

The International Geneva and the United Nations Peacebuilding Commission Project is also 

referred to as ‘the Project’.
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ii. Foreword

It is a great pleasure to introduce this 

publication, a joint initiative of the the 

Quaker United Nat ions Office 

(QUNO), the Program for Strategic 

and International Security Studies 

(PSIS) of the HEI, and the Geneva 

Centre for Security Policy (GCSP).

The Geneva Peacebuilding Platform 

is an idea with humble beginnings  – 

the result of an exchange of emails 

between several Geneva-based individuals who posed themselves  a very simple question: 

What could International Geneva do to add value to the work of the United Nations 

Peacebuilding Commission? 

From this seemingly simple question, a loose partnership of interested individuals and 

organisations  have visited and re-visited this  question in forums  ranging from informal 

meetings, working groups, public discussions, conferences, and in a number of publications. 

For the GCSP and its  partners, the topic of peacebuilding is one that we strongly feel 

deserves the utmost attention. Despite our different mandates, this  joint initiative is central to the 

work and mandates  of these distinct institutions. The Quaker United Nations  Office has, since 

the founding of the United Nations in 1945, shared the UN’s  aims and its efforts to abolish war 

and promote human rights, economic justice and good governance.#Their efforts  to promote 

honest and open dialogue is  an invaluable contribution that attempts  to address the difficult, 

sensitive and controversial issues that often face countries emerging from crisis. The PSIS has 

established itself as a cornerstone for a variety of academic and policy-oriented initiatives, and it 

maintains a thematic focus on issues of international security, strategy, arms control, post-

conflict peacebuilding and environmental security. For the GCSP, with its mandate to train future 

leaders  to respond effectively to security challenges  and issues of rising importance, 

peacebuilding is  a key uniting theme on which the Centre can build and promote independent 

policy dialogue, which in turn supports  capacity building that will serve regions in crisis, 

transition and reconstruction.

Our ambition for 2008 is to consolidate the work done over the last two years  and to build a 

neutral forum for the continued coordination and promotion of peacebuilding-related activities in 

International Geneva. This goal is the direct result of discussions and fora among peacebuilding 

stakeholders and reflects a self-determined goal of the International Geneva community. 

Building on the practical expertise of Genevan actors, the Platform will aim to provide practical 

understanding of peacebuilding issues, without the inherent constraints of the UN system and 

with the ability to break down institutional barriers by working from ‘outside the system’.

Ambassador Dr. Fred Tanner

Director, Geneva Centre for Security Policy
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iii. Executive Summary

This  publication is  an overview of the project entitled, ‘The UN Peacebuilding Commission 

and International Geneva’, a project undertaken with generous  financial support from the 

Swiss Federal Department of Foreign Affairs and the Geneva International Academic 

Network (GIAN). Over the course of 2007, the scope and ambition of the project have 

significantly expanded, and this  joint initiative of the Quaker United Nations Office in Geneva 

(QUNO), the Graduate Institute for International Studies (HEI/PSIS), and the GCSP is  now 

being transformed into a significant forum at the service of Geneva-based stakeholders, for 

2008 and beyond. 

This  document is a stock-taking of the project since its inception. Starting from a loose 

alliance of like-minded individuals  and organisations who gathered to imagine how 

International Geneva could add value to the work of the (then) newly founded PBC, by 2006 

the Core Group of stakeholders that steer the project agreed that our discussions  and ideas 

needed a more tangible view of International Geneva’s capacities. The main question we 

asked ourselves  was: Who in Geneva is  doing what and where in terms of peacebuilding 

activities?

To answer this  fundamental question, a study was 

undertaken as  a quantitative analysis of  International 

Geneva, with a mapping exercise intended to develop a 

portrait of the specific types of capacities and expertise that 

are found in organisations. Nearly 70 Geneva-based 

organisations  participated in a sophisticated online survey. 

The responses were compiled in what has become the International Geneva Peacebuilding 

Guide, an online resource that allows users to conduct searches  by organization, country of 

engagement, peacebuilding sector and activity. This  dynamic resource is continually updated 

and is a first contribution to developing a peacebuilding inventory, a model that could easily be 

applied in other key UN centres or at the regional level. 

The mapping exercise also contributed to challenging our own hypotheses  about Geneva’s 

strengths  as a peacebuilding centre. It was  surprising to see how little peacebuilding was 

mainstreamed in operational organisations, while also illustrating the gap between New York 

and Geneva that is important for both diplomatic as well as UN and civil society organisations. 

These findings suggest that there are crucial gaps in concepts and practice that must be 

addressed in the Geneva peacebuilding landscape, including the need to raise awareness 

about peacebuilding and peacebuilding networks  in International Geneva, and also to develop 

events, forums  and platforms that can bring individuals and organisations together for open 

and critical dialogue and coordinated action.

This  publication narrates  the evolution of this project from the initial question of how 

International Geneva could add value to the PBC, includes an overview of the findings  and 

recommendations  of the public events, workshops and conferences  organized in 2006, 

examines  the findings  and implications of the mapping exercise, and finally speaks to the 

future for International Geneva in peacebuilding. Based on recommendations  growing out of 

the events  of 2007, a new project is  being pursued for 2008, called the Geneva Peacebuilding 

Platform. This  is  designed to be a neutral forum to develop synergies for peacebuilding in 

Geneva in support of the PBC’s goals  and action plans. The Platform is  to be a place that 

brings  together and services the needs  of relevant stakeholders, including the diplomatic 

community, the academic world and civil society.
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I. Project Background

Establishment of the United Nations 

Peacebuilding Commission

‘By establishing the Commission, Member 

States of the United Nations have created an 

important new structure to support fragile 

societies recovering from the devastation of 

war. Such support is  crucial in helping 

prevent their relapse into conflict and in 

helping to address  the pressing needs of their 

p o p u l a t i o n s … T h e P e a c e b u i l d i n g 

Commission has  a long and exciting future in 

front of it.’ – UN Secretary General Ban Ki-

moon, speaking to the UN PBC at the 

conclusion of their first session, New York, 27 

June 2007.

O n 2 0 D e c e m b e r 2 0 0 5 , u p o n t h e 

recommendation of the UN Secretary-

General and his  high-level panel, the Security 

Council and the General Assembly, ‘acting 

concurrently’, adopted resolutions 1645 and 

6 0 / 1 8 0 e s t a b l i s h i n g t h e n e w U N 

Peacebuilding Commission. The Commission 

is responsible for addressing a critical gap 

within the UN and the international system by 

providing a coordinated, coherent and 

integrated approach to post-conflict 

peacebuilding and facilitating dialogue 

among key actors.

The Role of International Geneva for the 

Commission

The mandate of the UN PBC, while far-

reaching and complex, speaks to the core 

work of the UN and international and non-

governmental organisations: building 

sustainable peace for people around the 

world. 

In January 2006, the GCSP, 

with the financial support of 

t h e S w i s s  F e d e r a l 

Depa r tmen t o f Fo re ign 

Affairs, launched a project 

e n t i t l e d ‘ T h e U N 

Peacebuilding Commission and 

International Geneva’. This 

project is conducted in close 

partnership with the Quaker 

United Nations Office (QUNO) 

a n d t h e P r o g r a m m e f o r 

Strategic and International 

Secur i ty of the Graduate 

Institute of International Studies 

( P S I S - G I I S / H E I ) . I n t h e 

beginning, the main objective of 

the project was to assess the 

implications for international 

G e n e v a o f t h e n e w 

Peacebuilding Commission 

(PBC) and its  Peacebuilding 

Support Office (PBSO). In 

particular, it sought to explore how 

Geneva-based stakeholders can add value 

to the work of the PBC, in terms of 

country-specific operations, setting of 

norms and standards, research expertise 

and “lessons learned” reviews, as well as 

through the development of strategies for 

sustainable peacebuilding.
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Basic facts about the PBC

• First meeting of the PBC: 23 June 2006

• Chair: Japan; Vice-chairs: Ghana and El Salvador

• Members: 31

• Structure: Intergovernmental

• Authority: Advisory body – cannot make binding decisions

• Initial focus of PBC: Burundi and Sierra Leone

Functions of the PBC

According to the UN, the main function of the PBC is  to marshal 

resources at the disposal of the international community to advise and 

propose integrated strategies  for post-conflict recovery, focusing 

attention on reconstruction, institution-building and sustainable 

development, in countries emerging from conflict.

In particular, the Commission:

• Proposes integrated strategies  for post-conflict peacebuilding and 

recovery.

• Helps to ensure predictable financing for early recovery activities and 

sustained financial investment over the medium- to longer-term.

• Extends  the period of attention by the international community to 

include post-conflict recovery.
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II. Initial Findings and 

Recommendations, 2006

Throughout 2006, a number of public 

d i scuss ions , expe r t pane l s , and 

conferences took place to assess the 

contribution of International Geneva for 

peacebuilding. Many recommendations 

and suggestions  for the future came out 

of these events, particularly during the 

Expert Meeting of 25 October 2006. 

These ideas  reflect broad thinking as  it 

re lates to peacebui ld ing and the 

Commission, and also the possible 

contributions of International Geneva. 

There was a general consensus that in 

partnership with UNOG, consideration 

should be given to establishing an 

ongoing mechanism of dialogue and 

exchange on the issue of peacebuilding to 

continue harnessing the particular 

strengths  of International Geneva and to 

enable the experience and expertise in 

Geneva to feed constructively into the 

international community's peacebuilding 

efforts. More information on this forum for 

dialogue can be found in section V.

Summarised Recommendations for 

International Geneva in Peacebuilding:

Financial resources: must be directed to 

conflict-affected countries and the PBC must 

ensure that it serves to generate resources 

for these countries, and not make the 

country a consumer of resources. The 

establishment of the Peacebuilding Fund 

and its  clear terms  of reference is a crucial 

first step. It is important to remember that 

peacebuilding is a long-term activity which 

requires a multiyear donor commitment.

Local ownership: for a sustained impact local 

actors must buy into the peacebuilding 

process  and be involved at each stage in 

order to develop sustainable capacity within 

countries. Peacebuilding must automatically 

become an ‘in-country’ process rather than 

something that is  planned outside the 

country in question and imported.

Civil society: at the local and international 

levels civil society can provide important 

contributions. Civil society organisations 

have already taken part in the first country 

specific meetings  and other informal 

activities of the PBC.

Expertise: in order to provide support to the 

PBC and PBSO, expertise must be identified 

and leveraged. The Project can contribute in 

this  area by mapping relevant institutions 

and experts  in Geneva on a thematic and 

geographical basis. The key will be to find 

the right entry points to the work of the PBC 

and particularly to the PBSO.

Analysis: the UN can rely on external support 

for conflict analysis and Geneva can provide 

important support .  Geneva-based 

stakeholders can act as service-providers 

and contribute through analysis, prioritising 
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and identifying key challenges, including at 

the level of strategic planning. 

Networks: Geneva hosts a large number of 

organisations involved in peacebuilding, 

especially those with significant field 

presence. Geneva can provide a mechanism 

for coordination to channel know-how from 

the field to New York, where political 

discussions  take place. This  is particularly 

true in specialised sectors, such as SSR, 

DDR, migration, refugees and human rights.

Coordination: In light of Geneva-based  

organisations’ strong field presence, they can  

provide important feedback on the 

implementation of peace consolidation 

strategies  and, in general, the work of the 

PBC. In order to avoid coordination being 

confined to activities  in-country, it would 

be important to use a Geneva-based 

coordination mechanism, such as  the 

Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC). 

The IASC, cu r ren t l y t he p r imary 

mechanism for inter-agency coordination 

of humanitarian assistance, could be used 

also for peacebuilding matters. The IASC 

is a key coordination forum that includes 

UN agencies and non-UN organisations, 

including major assistance NGOs.
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III. 2007: Mapping the Geneva 

Peacebuilding Landscape

As a result of intensive discussions and 

meetings that took place during 2006, an 

idea was  put forth to undertake an 

analytical mapping of the peacebuilding 

capacities and expertise of Geneva-based 

stakeholders. The results  of this mapping 

have been made public via an online 

database, the ‘International Geneva 

Peacebuilding Guide’, which allows users 

to search by country, peacebuilding 

sector, activity, or organization name. The 

pilot database can be consulted at the 

following url: "http://www.gcsp.ch/e/

publ icat ions/IGPeaceProject/Guide/

index.htm".

Through the mapping exercise, we are 

a b l e t o h a v e a c o m p r e h e n s i v e 

understanding of the topography of the 

Internat iona l Geneva peacebui ld ing 

landscape, the types of organisations 

present, the countries in which these 

o r g a n i s a t i o n s  a r e e n g a g e d , t h e 

peacebuilding sectors  in which they are 

active, and the types of activities  they 

undertake. A total of nearly 70 organisations 

have provided in-depth information on up to 

three peacebuilding sectors where they feel 

they have the greatest added value, and 

have given specific information on how they 

engage with the focus  countries  of the PBC, 

and potential future focus contexts.#

The Peacebuilding Guide is  based on a 

similar methodology as that used by the 

United Nations in Inventory: United Nations 

Capactiy in Peacebuilding, 2006. The 

Inventory divides peacebuilding into 27 

distinct sectors ranging from DDR to Human 

Rights.  The 27 sectors  are shown on the 

facing page.

The main aim of the online questionnaire was 

to gather information on the organisation’s 

specific (post-conflict) peacebuilding 

capacities and activities. 

The top countries where Geneva-based 

o r g a n i s a t i o n s a r e a c t i v e i n 

peacebuilding include Sudan, Burundi, 

Kenya, Sr i Lanka, Afghanistan, 

Indonesia, Democratic Republic of the 

Congo and Columbia. However, almost 

a third of the same agencies are not 

present or active in any of the PBC 

focus countries.

M o re t h a n 6 5 % o f t h e 

organisations have their global 

headquarters in Geneva.

O v e r 7 5 % h a v e a n n u a l 

budgets of over SFr1 million.

The highest ranked peacebuilding 

sectors where International Geneva 

organisations are globally active (in 

descending order): Civil Society, 

Human Rights, Gender, Humanitarian 

Protection, Humanitarian Assistance, 

Community Conflict Resolution, DDR, 

P h y s i c a l I n f r a s t r u c t u r e a n d 

Reconstruction/Media, Good Offices 

and Peace Support/ Employment 

Generation.

Almost 45% of organisations have a 

budget of over SFr1 million in their 

priority peacebuilding sector. 

Almost one third of respondents stated 

that they were not part of any sector-

specific networks in their priority 

peacebuilding sector. For those that 

were part of networks, those networks 

were largely UN or NGO led networks. 

Among organisations that are part of 

n e t w o r k s , t h e re i s a l m o s t n o 

commona l i t y be tween ne two rk 

membership.
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The questionnaire employed was  divided 

into two parts. Part One collected general 

information 

about the organisation. This  includes the 

peacebuilding point of contact, the mandate, 

the objectives and the main activities of the 

organisation, the type of organisation, and 

the type of Geneva-based presence. 

The questionnaire also inquired about the 

organisation’s  overall budget, and the 

countries in which it has activities.

The second part of the questionnaire 

examined the organisation’s specific 

peacebuilding activities. In a first step, 

respondents  were asked to indicate all the 

peacebuilding sectors in which their 

organisation was active over the last two 

years. In a second step, respondents were 

invited to “rank” their peacebuilding sector 

– to identify three peacebuilding sectors 

where they feel their organization had the 

greatest added value. In a third step, 

respondents  had the opportunity to 

describe their activities in the first three 

ranked sectors in more detail. They were 

asked to specify what types of activity 

t h e y a r e e n g a g e d i n ( c a p a c i t y 

development and training; financial 

support; direct project implementation; 

policy advice; research and policy 

development; technical assistance; project 

support services), in which countries they 

carry out these activities, and the annual 

budget available for these activities.
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Screenshot of the online survey illustrating the 27 sectors that comprise the definition of 

peacebuilding, as adopted by the United Nations Peacebuilding Capacity Inventory of 2005.



A Platform for Peace! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! 6

IV. A Snapshot of International 

Geneva’s Capacities

The broad aim of the project from its 

inception was to mobilise and network the 

peacebuilding capacities  and expertise 

found within International Geneva, and to 

broaden the awareness of these resources 

to the world outside, so that Geneva-

based actors are better placed to 

contribute to the work of the PBC and 

PBSO, and to peacebuilding more broadly. 

We conclude that great progress has been 

made in this domain over the course of 

2007. A robust network of relevant 

stakeholders and thematic peacebuilding 

experts has been established and 

consolidated. A functional electronic 

resource in the form of the International 

Geneva Peacebuilding Guide has been 

developed, and is  available for interested 

stakeholders to consult and update. We 

are today better equipped to further 

disseminate this  knowledge of International 

Geneva’s peacebuilding capacity and 

expertise beyond Geneva.

A Challenge to our Initial Assumptions

The mapping exercise and its  findings have 

done more than provide just a topography of 

the peacebuilding landscape. 

M o r e i m p o r t a n t l y, t h e 

engagement with nearly 70 

participating organisations 

provided perspectives  and 

findings that challenged 

s e v e r a l o f o u r i n i t i a l 

hypotheses about what 

International Geneva has to 

offer in peacebuilding, and 

also what the real gaps are in 

expertise, coordination and 

policy in peacebuilding. A 

br ief overview of these 

different views follows:

! Mainstreaming: it was 

assumed from the outset that 

peacebuilding was  a subject 

that was well understood and 

integrated by Geneva-based organisations. 

We now realise showed that this was  often 

not the case. The mapping exercise took on 

the added task of peacebuilding ‘awareness 

raising’, with the aim of convincing 

organisations  that working on human rights, 

IDPs and humanitarian demining is  in fact a 

contribution to peacebuilding. 

! Peacebuilding ‘schools of thought.’ 

During discussions  with almost 100 Geneva-

based organisations, participants  can be 

grouped in three broad schools of thought 

that are representative of their understanding 

of peacebuilding.

‘We peacebuild.’ There were a number of 

organisations  who enthusiastically endorsed 

peacebuilding, and often had peacebuilding 

in their mandate and as  their core activity. 

For such organisations, participating in the 

mapp ing exe rc i se , and i den t i f y i ng 

themselves  in the 27 sectors, was simple and 

straightforward. Such organisations are 

regular participants  in the project’s events, 

discussions and the Core Group.

‘We don’t peacebuild.’ Despite working in 

sectors that are included in the definition of 

peacebuilding, many organisations did not 

make the link between their operations  and 

their potential contribution to peacebuilding 

efforts. Linking back to the mainstreaming 
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observation, the issue was  often one of 

language and the obligation to re-imagine 

how an organisation with expertise in, for 

example, human rights  work, could reframe 

itself in a peacebuilding perspective. While it 

was in most cases possible to convince 

organisations  to situate themselves in the 

peacebuilding frame, and to participate in the 

survey, some organisations ultimately chose 

not to participate, particularly when they 

lacked a specialist or policy advisor who 

focused on peacebuilding.

‘We haven’t decided yet.’ This group was a 

slim minority, but nonetheless  included some 

of the largest organisations  in the Geneva 

landscape. The reasons  for the absence of 

decisions  were varied. One organisation 

explained that they did not want to 

compromise their neutrality by being seen as 

too closely associated with a UN-led 

initiative. Other organisations admitted that 

they were closely following the evolution of 

the PBC, but had yet to decide on their 

public positioning.

! Networks and coordination: The mapping 

asked organisations to identify the 15 most 

important peacebuilding sector-specific 

networks in which they participate. This 

generated comprehensive lists  of sectoral 

n e t w o r k s  t o w h i c h G e n e v a - b a s e d 

organisations  belonged. That organisations 

are involved in global networks was not 

surprising; rather, the absence of correlation 

between these networks was surprising. It 

was found that there was less than 1% 

o v e r l a p i n t h e n e t w o r k s  i n w h i c h 

organisations participate. These findings 

indicate that there is no overarching 

peacebuilding forum that brings together 

peacebuilding specialists in the Geneva 

landscape.

! Geneva as a collection of highly 

specialized peacebuilding ‘niches’: This 

hypothesis  is reinforced by the illustration 

of the top ranked sectors  in which Geneva-

based organisations are active, which 

indicates a high level of specialisation. At 

the same time, the mapping also found 

sectors in which there is  no Geneva-based 

capacity.

These initial mapping results were 

presented at the 12 September 2007 

conference. Discussions  from that event 

suggested the following recommendations 

for the development of the Project:

! Continue to foster and develop the 

network  of peacebuilding stakeholders in 

International Geneva.

! Consider how International Geneva can 

propose i ts analyt ical and pract ical 

peacebuilding capacity in the form of 

advisory services to the PBC and the 

PBSO, by addressing gaps  in the UN 

system’s peacebuilding operations, and 

assisting directly in countries  recovering from 

conflict.

! Provide recommendations for how 

International Geneva can better deploy its 

capacities to address identified gaps, 

including access to information, financial and 

material resources, knowledge, and expert 

personnel.

! Develop training and pedagogical 

resources on peacebuilding that can be 

delivered to interested International 

Geneva stakeholders, to focus particularly 

on enhancing the mainstreaming of 

peacebuilding into operational thinking, 

best practices  and policy considerations 

of Geneva-based organisations.

! Conceive of ways to extend Geneva’s 

peacebuilding work and expertise beyond 

International Geneva, with particular focus 

on creating new regional partnerships 
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and synergies and bringing International 

Geneva closer to other key centres of the 

UN system.

! Formulate proposals for future potential 

p e a c e b u i l d i n g f o r u m s f o r t h e 

International Geneva peacebuilding 

landscape, to include the proposal for an 

Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC) 

Working Group on peacebuilding based in 

Geneva.

! Undertake and promote further 

research in peace- and state-building with 

Geneva-based stakeholders, thereby 

improving contributions  to scholarly work 

and strengthening the links between 

International Geneva operational 

o rg a n i s a t i o n s  a n d a c a d e m i c 

institutions.

! Organize further events, such as 

public discussions, specialised 

conferences and potentially country-

specific forums, which would bring 

together the International Geneva 

community for debates  on critical 

peacebuilding issues.

Conclusions, and looking ahead

B a s e d o n t h e s e fi n d i n g s a n d 

realisations, many individuals  and 

groups involved in the Project have proposed 

changes  for the Geneva peacebuilding 

community. In their paper about the 

International Geneva Peacebuilding Project, 

Dr. Fred Tanner, director of the GCSP, and Dr. 

David Atwood, director of the Quaker United 

Nations Office in Geneva, propose future 

plans  for the Project in the form of a 

peacebuilding ‘platform’ for Geneva. The 

authors  base this recommendation on the 

findings of the mapping exercise.

‘Mapping Geneva-based organisations 

engaged in peacebuilding and post-conflict 

reconstruction will not only provide a fuller 

picture of Geneva policy, advocacy, research 

and operational competencies across the 

range of responsibilities  of the Peacebuilding 

Commission, but will also constitute a solid 

basis for the possible establishment of a 

coordinated peacebuilding “platform” in 

Geneva... A mechanism could be established 

to facilitate communication, knowledge 

exchange and collaborative planning among 

[Geneva-based] organisations. 

Such a platform could offer beneficial 

synergies. The various organisations within 

each sector could group their work in such a 

way as  to provide the PBC with, inter alia, 

research and coherent policy proposals  on 

specific subjects, experts  and personnel or 

training activities. Such a sector-structured 

platform could also serve as a direct link 

between the PBC and c iv i l soc ie ty 

practitioners, who could share their field 

experience, best practices  and lessons 

learned with the Peacebuilding Support 

Office, the donor community and the war-torn 

countries under consideration by the PBC.’ - 

‘The UN Peacebuilding Commission and 

International Geneva’, The Disarmament 

Forum, UNIDIR, no. 2 2007, p 32.

The proposal for a peacebuilding platform 

that appears in this paper has  evolved into 

the proposed future of the Geneva 

Peacebuilding Project. Having gathered data 

and examined the cur rent s ta te o f 

International Geneva, the Project is planned 

give a presence to a new mechanism for 

cooperation and exchange, the Geneva 

Peacebuilding Platform, a joint initiative for 

2008.
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V. Laying the Foundation for the 

Future: the Geneva Peacebuilding 

Platform

A Model for the Platform

In the coming years, the work of the Project 

and its partner organisations  will take place 

under the auspices of the new Geneva 

Peacebuilding Platform (GPP), a joint venture 

for International Geneva. What does this 

evo lu t ion o f the P ro jec t mean fo r 

peacebuilding in International Geneva?

A primary founder of the Project, Dr. David 

Atwood of the Quaker United Nations  Office, 

recalls  the early impetus  for the Platform. 

Attending a United Nations Office at Geneva 

daylong seminar on peacekeeping, Atwood 

found himself by the end of the day in a 

nearly empty room. ‘At the end of the day, 

the crowd of over 100 had dwindled to a 

handful. I felt disappointed that, although the 

conference was  interesting and covered a 

broad range of relevant areas, it made no 

real link to Geneva and its  institutions, at 

least in a way that tried to present Geneva 

as a part of the overall UN system on 

peacebuilding.’ For Atwood and like-

minded colleagues who later collaborated 

to form the Project and now the Platform, 

it was  crucial that International Geneva 

come together to create a Geneva 

specificity for the work of the PBC and to 

e n g a g e t h e w e a l t h o f G e n e v a 

peacebuilding actors in the work of the 

Commission in New York.

As Atwood’s and others’ motivation to 

found a common forum advanced, the 

organisers found they needed a model for 

their new forum. Geneva Peacebuilding 

Project Coordinator Mr. Raj Rana explains 

the ideas behind the organisation of the 

Project and the Geneva Peacebuilding 

Platform:

‘ We looked for a model for the Platform that 

would allow us  to play to our strengths, 

where we could consolidate our network, 

and add value to their work, while helping to 

bring together the peacebuilding 

capacities  and expertise found in 

Internat iona l Geneva, and 

contribute more globally to the 

cause of peacebuilding and the 

work of the UN Peacebuilding 

Commission. We sought the 

lightest footprint possible for the 

initiative. The Platform is  inspired 

by the idea of a knowledge 

platform, an initiative to advance 

practical understanding of the 

key issues in peacebuilding.’

The key model that serves  as 

inspiration for the Platform is  the 

Geneva Forum, a joint initiative 

between three institutions: the 

Quaker United Nations Office, the United 

Nations Institute for Disarmament Research, 

and the Programme for Strategic and 

International Security Studies  at the HEI, 

Geneva. These organisations  helped create a 

neutral forum for discussion on disarmament 

and small arms issues, that is managed by 
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i t s  s takeho lders  – the d ip lomat ic 

community, the academic world and civil 

society. 

These stakeholders  are also active 

p a r t i c i p a n t s i n G e n e v a - b a s e d 

peacebuilding activities. Given the model of 

the Geneva Forum, which is  widely viewed 

as successful in fostering honest, cutting-

edge dialogue on existing and new topics 

a b o u t d i s a r m a m e n t , t h e G e n e v a 

Peacebuilding Platform hopes to harness 

that same energy to promote an action-

oriented approach and exchange about 

peacebuilding. As  Raj Rana explains, the 

Platform is intended to become, ‘the phone 

number in Geneva for peacebuilding’ - a 

practical facilitator for peacebuilding.

Who is part of the Platform?

The GPP will develop its  activities with its 

key partners, the Geneva Centre for 

Security Policy, the Quaker United Nations 

Office in Geneva and the Graduate Institute 

for International Studies. Key actors  in 

International Geneva will continue to inform 

and take part in the activities  and evolution of 

the Platform, notably PBC member states, the 

research and academic community, civil 

society actors and UN, international and non-

governmental organisations present in 

Geneva. The original Core Group established 

since 2006 wil l be consolidated and 

formalised to guide the GPP in 2008 and 

beyond. The following objectives will be 

pursued:

! Draw from the unique expertise and 

relevance of International Geneva and explore 

the concrete contributions Geneva can make 

t o t h e P B C , P B S O a n d o t h e r k e y 

peacebuilding centres.

! Support the specific work of the PBC and 

the PBSO, and more generally link together 

initiatives, capacity and expertise between 

New York, Geneva and the field.

! Complement fie ld e f fo r ts  th rough 

coordination and implementation of peace 

consolidation strategies, to be achieved by 

bringing together concepts and actors to 

discuss issues faced by the PBC in New York.

What does the Platform do?

With input from an increasingly wide range of 

stakeholders, the following work programme 

is proposed:

! A Geneva Peacebuilding Series that will 

issue a number of publications dedicated to 

specific aspects of peacebuilding based on 

the p rac t i ce -based pe rspec t i ves  o f 

International Geneva organisations. These 

publications should cater to the action-

oriented needs  of all stakeholders and 

advance the peacebuilding debate at large. 

The Series will include contributions to the 

definition of peacebuilding, strategies  for 

effective peace consolidation, and showcase 

the peacebuilding contributions of Geneva 

stakeholders, especially in specialised niche 

sectors where Geneva has a competitive edge 

over other UN centres. Country-specific 

research and events  could also be envisioned, 

bringing together the academic, policy and 

operational perspectives on existing, new or 

potential focus countries of the PBC.

! Support the ongoing mapping of global 

peacebuilding capacity and expertise in other 

key peacebuilding centres. GCSP’s online 

questionnaire and the database (The 

International Geneva Peacebuilding Guide) 

developed with the ISN, will be put online to 

be at the service of partners in other regions 

involved in peacebuilding. 

! Promote Geneva-based expertise and 

advisory services, with a special focus on 

e n c o u r a g i n g t h e m a i n s t re a m i n g o f 

peacebuilding into the operational thinking 

and practice of Geneva-based organisations, 

while at the same time supporting the work of 

the PBC/PBSO and countr ies  under 

consideration by the Commission.

! Continue public discussions to promote 

awareness  of peacebuilding and the specific 

capacities and expertise of International 

Geneva. Make specific efforts to better bridge 

the New York-Geneva peacebuilding gap, 

br inging together relevant academic, 

diplomatic and humanitarian/development 
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Chronology of the Project

A. Key Events

 ‘International Geneva – Taking Stock of Peacebuilding Capacity and Expertise”

12 September 2007, GCSP

#

“When we first were briefed on this  initiative coming out of Geneva and the Geneva Centre for 

Security Policy on the capacity survey, at face value at the time it looked to us as it was  a 

subset of what had already happened at the UN system one and a half years  ago, namely the 

peace building capacity inventory. I must say seeing the genesis of how far this initiative 

has come, it is much more than a subset, it’s not simply a collection of the capacities 

here in Geneva, but it is a much more considered and sophisticated effort to reflect on 

the existing capacities and to organize them in a more structured manner.” – closing 

remarks from Dominik Bartsch, Senior Strategic Planning Officer, United Nations 

Peacebuilding Support Office (PBSO), New York, USA

On 12 September the GCSP, in collaboration with its partners, the Quaker United Nations 

Office in Geneva (QUNO), the Graduate Institute for International Studies (HEI/PSIS) and the 

Geneva Centre for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces  (DCAF), held an event entitled 

'International Geneva - Taking Stock of Peacebuilding Capacity'. 

The conference was  an opportunity to present for the first time the findings of the mapping 

project that constitutes an 

integral part of The UN 

Peacebuilding Commission 

and International Geneva 

p r o j e c t . T h e e v e n t 

s h o w c a s e d t w o k e y 

aspects of the mapping 

exercise. It examined the 

makeup of the International 

Geneva peacebui ld ing 

landscape, and presented 

a snapshot of the types of 

peacebuilding capacities 

a n d e x p e r t i s e t h a t 

International Geneva can 

offer. Overall, the event 

confirmed the validity of the project's  findings, and proposed that the mapping exercise be 

extended to other important centres with UN presence to develop a more comprehensive 

overview of global peacebuilding activities. A proposal was also put forth to establish the 

Geneva Peacebuilding Platform.

‘Our common peacebuilding challenge: the contribution of International Geneva’

6 November 2007, Palais des Nations

The overall objective of this  high-level one-day conference, co-hosted by the United Nations 

Office at Geneva (UNOG) and the GCSP, is  to nurture a greater engagement between the United 

Nations Peacebuilding Commission (PBC) and the key stakeholders  located outside of United 

Nations headquarters  in New York, with a view to ensuring that the practical experience and 
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expertise of this  multitude of actors  feeds into the deliberations of the Commission. The aim 

is for the discussions to produce practical recommendations that could serve to inform and 

bolster the international community's peacebuilding response through the body of the PBC. 

The conference brings together central actors  in the PBC and the Peacebuilding Support 

Office with stakeholders based outside of United Nations  headquarters to update each other 

on progress achieved in peacebuilding, on the political, institutional and operational 

challenges  faced by the PBC since its inception, and on prospects for its activities. The 

results of the GCSP mapping exercise will also be presented. The findings  are intended to 

lead to a targeted panel discussion that focuses on International Geneva’s  role in the central 

current peacebuilding debate about the transition from humanitarian assistance to longer-

term development, and the challenge of mainstreaming peacebuilding into the operational 

thinking of organisations.

B. Project Milestones Since 2006

! 4 May 2006 Roundtable discussion at the Quaker United Nations Office with Geneva-

based civil society organisations on the topic ‘Peacebuilding and the Roles of Civil 

Society: How Does it Look from Geneva?’

! 16 May 2006 Public discussion at the GCSP on ‘The UN Peacebuilding Commission: 

Will it Make a Difference? How, to Whom, and When?’

! 12 June 2006 Workshop, organised by the Programme for Strategic and International 

Security Studies  of the Graduate Institute of International Studies (GIIS/HEI), on the 

topic ‘Establishing the United Nations  Peacebuilding Commission: Towards  a more 

Comprehensive Approach to Post-Conflict Reconstruction’.

! 29  September 2006 Second workshop at the Quaker United Nations Office on with 

representatives of Geneva-based civil society organisations on ‘Civil Society

Organisations  and the UN Peacebuilding Commission: Mapping the Contributions of 

Geneva-Based Organisations’.

! 25 October 2006 Expert Meeting at the GCSP aimed to encourage and increase 

interaction and sharing of expertise between international Geneva and New York-based 

actors in the area of peacebuilding. Endorsement by the Director-General of the United 

Nations Office at Geneva and with the participation of the PBSO in New York.

! 27 October 2006 Panel within the framework of the 7th International Security Forum 

in Zurich which presents  the recommendations of the Expert Meeting and involves 

panellists from the United Nations Office at Geneva, a high-level representative of the 

case study country of the PBC (Sierra Leone), as well as expert analysts.

! 15 May 2007 Public discussion at the GCSP on ‘Peacebuilding in Africa’, including 

bilateral discussions  with presenter Mr. Ejeviome Eloho Otobo, Director, Strategic 

Planning, Peacebuilding Support Office (PBSO).

! 12 September 2007 Event for Geneva-based stakeholders  including Permanent 

Missions, United Nations entities, inter- and non-governmental organisations, 

representatives of civil society, and prominent academic institutions and think tanks, 

entitled ‘International Geneva: Take Stock of Peacebuilding Capacities  and Expertise’. 

See further description above.

! 6 November 2007 GCSP and the Director-General of the Office of the United Nations 

Office at Geneva (UNOG) co-host an event entitled, ‘Our Common Peacebuilding 

Challenge: The contribution of International Geneva’. See further description above.
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This Project’s Core Group has included 
participants from: the European Centre for 
Conflict Prevention (EPCP/GPAAC), the Geneva 
Centre for Democratic Control of Armed Forces 
(DCAF), the Humanitarian Accountability 
Partnership - International 
(HAP-I), Initiatives of Change (IofC), OCHA, the 
Permanent Mission of Norway to the United 
Nations, the Programme for Strategic and 
International Security Studies (PSIS) of the HEI, 
the Quaker United Nations Office in Geneva 
(QUNO), the Swiss Federal Department of 
Foreign Affairs (FDFA), UNDP (BCPR), the UN 
Department of Peacekeeping Operations 
(UN DPKO), UNIDIR, and the United Nations 
Office at Geneva (UNOG).

Participating Organisations to the 

International Geneva Peacebuilding Guide:

Association for the Prevention of Torture (APT); 
BioWeapons Prevention Project (BWPP); 
Bureau for Crisis Prevention and Recovery 
(BCPR) - United Nations Development 
Programme (UNDP); Caritas Internationalis 
(Caritas); Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue (HD 
Centre); Centre for Applied Studies in 
International Negotiations (CASIN); Defence for 
Children International (DCI); Femmes Africa 
Solidarité (FAS); Fédération genevoise de 
cooperation (FCG); FH Association; Fondation 
Hirondelle - Media for Peace & Human Dignity; 
Geneva Call (GC); Geneva Centre for the 
Democratic Control of Armed Forces (DCAF); 
Geneva International Centre for Humanitarian 
Demining (GICHD); Geneva International Peace 
Research Institute (GIPRI); Graduate Institute of 
Development Studies (IUED); Human Rights 
Information and Documentation Systems 
(HURIDOCS); Human Rights Watch (HRW); 
Humanitarian Accountability Partnership-
International (HAP-I); ICT4Peace Foundation; 
Ideas Centre (IDEAS); Initiatives of Change 
International (IofC); Inter-Parliamentary Union 
(IPU); International Campaign to Ban 
Landmines (ICBL); International Center for 
Transitional Justice (ICTJ); International Civil 
Defense Organisation (ICDO); International 
Commission of Jurists (CIJ); International 
Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC); 
International Council on Human Rights Policy 
(ICHRP); International Federation Terre des 
Hommes (IFTDH); International Institute of 
Humanitarian Law (IIHL); International Labour 

Organisation (ILO); International 
Organisation for Migration (IOM); 
International Peace Bureau (IPB); 
International Peacebuilding Alliance 
(Interpeace); International Rescue 
Committee (IRC); International Save 
the Children Alliance (STC); 
International Service for Human 
Rights (ISHR); Islamic Relief 
Worldwide (IRW); Norwegian 
Refugee Council/Internal 
Displacement Monitoring Centre 
(NRC-IDMC); Office for the 
Coordination of Humanitarian 
Affairs (OCHA); Office of the High 
Commissioner for Human Rights 
(UNHCHR); Office of the United 
Nations High Commissioner for 
Refugees (UNHCR); Programme for 
Strategic and International Security 
Studies - Graduate Institute of 
International Studies, Geneva 
(PSIS-HEI); Quaker United Nations 
Office (QUNO); Reporters Without 
Borders International (RWB-I); 
Refugee Education Trust (RET); Small Arms 
Survey (SAS); Suzanne Mubarak Women's 
International Peace Movement; Swiss 
Foundation for Mine Action (FSD); swisspeace; 
The Business Humanitarian Forum (BHF); The 
Geneva Forum; The Global Fund to Fight AIDS, 
Tuberculosis & Malaria; UN-HABITAT; UNAIDS 
Secretariat; United Nations Children’s Fund 
(UNICEF); United Nations Economic 
Commission for Europe (UNECE); United 
Nations Environment Programme - Post-
Conflict and Disaster Management Branch 
(UNEP); United Nations Institute for 
Disarmament Research (UNIDIR); United 
Nations Institute for Training and Research 
(UNITAR); United Nations Office at Geneva 
(UNOG); United Nations Population Fund 
(UNFPA); University for Peace (UPEACE); 
Women's International League for Peace and 
Freedom (WILPF); World Council of Churches 
(WCC); World Food Programme (WFP); World 
Health Organisation (WHO); World Vision 
International (WVI)

More information on the Project can be 
consulted at the following url: 
http://www.gcsp.ch/peacebuilding
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