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·Ȱ7ÉÔÈÏÕÔ Á ÖÉÓÉÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÐÅÒÉÓÈȱȢ

· It is somewhat odd that political leaders , policy makers direct so many 
resources to security, diplomacy and defencewithout a clear vision of 
what peace is  and how it might be measured. Like pornography it is 
assumed that we will know peace when we see it. What this means is 
that the powerful define peace to suit their interests.

·Many reasons for this: peace is a process, it is a quality of relationships; 
it is   never finally attained. States and peoples move in and out of 
peacefulness depending on what internal and external conditions 
prevail.

· It is  imperative,howeverȟ ÔÈÁÔ Ȱ×Åȱȟ ÃÉÔÉÚÅÎÓȟ CSOs, social movements, 
decision makers and  politicians  conceptualize peace more  explicitly 
and clearly so that  we have some understanding of  its external and 
internal drivers  and can mainstream peace and conflict sensitivity into   
inter personal, inter group, inter and intra organisational, community, 
national and trans national relationships. 



·Negative Peace : Peace is the absence of war or 
widespread organised violence. [It can also be 
extended to non-organisedviolence too].This peace 
can occur under diverse regime types-autocratic as 
well as democratic.

·Positive Peace : Peace flows from cultures and 
institutions directed towards the elimination of 
structural (indirect) violence as well as direct violence. 
There is a bias towards what could be called cultures 
and institutions of peace.



Á The GPI seeks to address some of the drivers of negative peace

Á2009 index ranks 144 nations, compared with 140 in 2008 and 
121 in 2007

Á according to their relative states of peace

Á using 23 indicators

Á tested against 33 potential drivers or determinants of peace

Á to provide a platform for the discussion of the nature of peace 
and the conditions that appear to be most likely to propagate it



States of peace



The ten nations most at peace 

· 1. New Zealand

· 2. Denmark

· 2. Norway

· 4. Iceland

· 5. Austria

· 6. Sweden

· 7. Japan

· 8. Canada 

· 9.  Finland

· 10.Slovenia



The ten nations least at peace 

· 144.Iraq

· 143.Afghanistan

· 142.Somalia

· 141.Israel

· 140.Sudan

· 139.Democratic Republic of the Congo

· 138.Chad

· 137.Pakistan

· 136.Russia

· 135.Zimbabwe




