                    NIEUWSBRIEF VERENIGING VOOR ECONOMIE EN VREDE
                                                               (najaar 2005)

De Vlaams Nederlandse Vereniging voor Economie en Vrede opgericht in 1991 op initiatief van Jan Tinbergen viert volgend jaar haar vijftienjarig bestaan. Een der bereikte resultaten is instelling van de leerstoel “Economics of Conflict and Peace”, waarover in deze nieuwsbrief meer, inclusief een tekst van de leerstoelhouder. Vooral vanuit de Vlaamse afdeling wordt actief gewerkt aan het thema Bedrijfsleven en Vrede. Er is een groeiend netwerk van economen die de relevantie van economie voor vrede erkennen en in hun werk tot uitdrukking brengen. Dit is vooral te danken aan de Amerikaanse zustervereniging (zie verderop). 
Bijzondere leerstoel “Economics of Conflict and Peace”
Dr  Syed Mansoob Murshed is per 1 oktober 2005 benoemd tot bijzonder hoogleraar “Economics of Conflict and Peace” aan het Institute of Social Studies te Den Haag. De benoeming betreft voorlopig  een periode van vijf jaar. De ASN bank heeft deze benoeming  financiëel mede mogelijk gemaakt. De benoeming is het eerste tastbare resultaat van  samenwerking met de Stichting Leerstoelen Vredesopbouw, in het kader van de Stichting VredesWetenschappen. Doel is de opbouw van een netwerk van vredesleerstoelen. De leerstoel  “Economics of Conflict and Peace” vormt daarvan een begin. 
Mansoob Murshed, geboren in 1958 in Dhaka (Bangladesh), heeft zich reeds geruime tijd als econoom bezig gehouden met de analyse van conflicten, onder andere als co-director van een groot onderzoeksproject “Why Some Countries Avoid Conflict and Others Fail ?” Hij sprak  op het symposium “How to Prevent War in Poor Countries ?”dat de EVV en NVMP in 2002 organiseerden. Prof  Mansoob Murshed zal naar verwachting in het komend voorjaar zijn inaugurele rede houden. U ontvangt daarvoor nog een aparte uitnodiging. Achter deze Nieuwsbrief vindt U een tekst van zijn hand, uitgesproken op 8 september 2005 in Groningen.
“Rationality in Irrationality: Civil War, Terror and Fair Division”,waarin een overzicht wordt gegeven van actuele vraagstukken en inzichten op het gebied van Economie en Vrede. 
Proefschrift  “Rational Fools and Less-Rational Sages”
“Rationaliteit” is ook een hoofdthema in het proefschrift waarop Chris Kortekaas op 20 mei jongstleden promoveerde aan de Erasmus Universiteit. Promotor was Prof  J.G. Waardenburg.
Het proefschrift is opgedragen aan wijlen Isaac Roet. Chris Kortekaas won zelf in 1992 de Isaac Roetprijs met zijn doctoraal-scriptie over het conflict tussen India en Pakistan. Daarnaast heeft hij zich in de beginjaren als secretaris zeer ingespannen voor de Vereniging voor Economie en Vrede. Op de komende jaarvergadering van de Vereniging (19 december a.s.) zal Chris Kortekaas de bevindingen van zijn proefschrift toelichten (zie verderop).
Lezingencyclus  Economie en Conflicten in Rotterdam

De cyclus van vijf lezingen over “Economie en Conflicten”, welke in september en oktober werd gehouden in het kader van HOVO Rotterdam, werd goed bezocht. De lezingen gaven tezamen verheldering in deze complexe materie, aan de hand van de volgende onderwerpen:  Economie en Veiligheid (P.Terhal), Economie en Macht (J.Waardenburg), Economie en Conflicten (Ph. Nauwelaers), Economie en Mensenrechten (C.Flinterman), Economie en Vrede (P.Terhal). Een korte samenvatting  is verkrijgbaar bij P. Terhal  071 5762476
Economists for Peace and Security  
Onze Amerikaanse zustervereniging heeft haar naam en website vernieuwd. Zij treedt thans als Economists for Peace and Security (www.espusa.org) zeer actief naar buiten, onder andere door middel van het EPS Quarterly. Dit jaar verschenen drie thema- nummers. Het maart nummer was geheel gewijd aan de oorlog in Irak (o.a. een hoofdartikel van Carl Conetta “Out of the tunnel and into the light: a strategy for exiting Iraq in 500 days”). Het juni nummer ging over non-proliferatie (met  o.a. Michael Intrilligator  “Terrorism and the Weapons of Mass-Destruction”). Het september nummer gaat over de internationale wapenwedloop (met o.a. Ahmad Faruqui, “South Asia’s Double Barreled Arms Race”). Alles is in te zien en te down loaden vanaf de website. Leden die geen toegang tot internet hebben, kunnen copieën van nummers van EPS Quarterly via het secretariaat verkrijgen. Daarnaast worden maandelijks via website en desgewenst via Email Newsnotes verspreid, die belangrijke conferenties en andere evenementen, rapporten en andere documenten aankondigen en signaleren. 
Conferentie Alternatieve Financiering voor Ontwikkeling

Een economisch instrument dat Jan Tinbergen zeer belangrijk achtte voor de wereldvrede, is een “World Treasury” (Wereldschatkist). 13 januari as vindt in Amsterdam een conferentie plaats over Internationale Belastingen als  Financiering voor Duurzame Ontwikkeling. Nadruk valt op de valutatransactiebelasting (ook wel Tobintax genoemd). In België heeft de regering zich hier achter gesteld. Sprekers uit België zullen toelichten hoe de wet in elkaar zit en hoe de politieke instemming is verworven. Inlichtingen OIKOS  030- 2361500.
UIT  DE VERENIGING

Jaarvergadering  U wordt van harte uitgenodigd de jaarvergadering van de Vereniging voor Economie en Vrede bij te wonen, die zal worden gehouden op 19 december in de grote zaal van OIKOS, Mariahoek 16/17 te Utrecht, en wel van 17.00 uur tot 20.30

Programma:        17.00  uur   Huishoudelijk gedeelte  
                                                             Opening, notulen vorige vergadering, mededelingen
                                                              Jaarverslag en financiëel jaarverslag

                                                              Bestuurszaken en beleidsdiscussie

                              18.30 uur   Pauze en broodmaaltijd 

                              19.00 uur   Lezing door dr Chris Kortekaas, over zijn proefschrift
                                      “Rational Fools and Less-Rational Sages” (Nederlands). Discussie                            
                              20.30 uur   Sluiting
Wie gebruik wil maken van de broodmaaltijd, of/en de stukken willen ontvangen, kan dat middels een invulstrookje (zie achteraan ) per telefoon of Email tijdig doorgeven.

Website

De website (www.ecaar.nl) zal in de komende tijd worden omgebouwd mede in verband met de nieuwe internationale naamgeving Economists for Peace and Security.

Financiën
U treft hierbij een acceptgiro aan, welke U kunt gebruiken voor het voldoen van de contributie 2005. De ledencontributie bedraagt 30 euro. Aan  studentleden en hen die 30 euro teveel vinden, wordt een jaarlijkse bijdrage van 11 euro gevraagd. Ook aan sympatisanten, die op onze mailinglijst willen blijven staan wordt een bescheiden donatie gevraagd. 
Oproep voor nieuwe bestuursleden

Belangrijker dan financiën is de inzet van mensen. De continuïteit die daarmee verzekerd wordt, maakt nieuwe projecten mogelijk, juist nu de Vereniging in een nieuwe fase komt dankzij de leerstoel Het zittende bestuur van de Vereniging is aan vernieuwing toe. Wij  zouden graag in contact willen komen met nieuwe kandidaten. 
                                                                         Piet Terhal   071 5762476   (terhal@antenna.nl)
                                                                         Jan van Galenlaan 14 2253 VB Voorschoten

  RATIONALITY   IN   IRRATIONALITY :  
CIVIL  WAR,  TERROR  AND  FAIR  DIVISION

                                                            S. MANSOOB MURSHED
Large-scale conflict in the contemporary world mainly, but not exclusively, takes the form of internal wars in developing countries. Are these wars fundamentally irrational, and couldn’t these disputes be settled peacefully? Sadly, conflict may be the product of rational decisions, even if only of a bounded or myopic variety.

To begin with civil wars, there have been over forty civil war episodes since the end of the cold war. These conflicts are a major cause of development failure, contributing to the persistence of poverty. In addition to that there are the humanitarian consequences, and costs of post-war reconstruction that also have to be borne by the international community.   

In the rational choice literature on causes of conflict, a distinction is often made between grievance, a motivation based on a sense of injustice in the way a social group is or has been treated; and greed, an acquisitive desire similar to large-scale crime. In many ways the former refers to intrinsic motivation, and the latter to an extrinsic or pecuniary incentive to go to war. These motives are not entirely separate in practice, and change as conflict progresses. 

Grievances include the systematic economic discrimination against groups based on ethno-linguistic or religious differences. Many of today’s civil wars have an ethnic or nationalist dimension and ethnicity, whether based on language, religion or other distinctions, is often a superior basis for collective action in poorer countries than other social divisions such as class. In coalescing groups, therefore, current and historical grievances play a crucial part. Furthermore, state failure in providing security and a minimal level of public goods often force individuals to rely on kinship ties for support and security, and wars often break out between rival ethnic groups which individuals feel compelled to join. Relative deprivation—the perception by one or more parties that they are unjustly treated—is a major cause of civil war. Many conflict societies are characterised by large inequalities in access to the productive assets necessary for livelihoods and in public spending on economic and social infrastructure and services. Research on conflict has emphasised the importance of horizontal or inequalities between groups, classified by ethnicity, religion, socio-economic class, etc, as sources of conflict. Three dimensions of the problem are noteworthy: 
Discrimination in Public Spending and Taxation. Discrimination in the allocation of public spending, and unfair tax burdens, lead to serious unrest. The state can be violently challenged by the peasantry and their leaders, reacting to over taxation, where the state is a tax-farmer interested only in maximising the income of the rentier class. Discrimination in the allocation of public employment is particularly resented in societies in which public employment represents the principal avenue for personal advance. In addition, the over taxation of smallholders encourages insurrection, and indigenous peoples often face discrimination in access to schooling, health care, and public-sector jobs; many of these factors are present in Nepal’s current civil war, for example. Where there are inter-group fiscal transfers, which may take the form of spending on education and health for disadvantaged groups, or including them in government employment, commitment to the transfer by those in power may be imperfect. This lack of credibility of the transfer can eventually lead to civil war. 

High Asset Inequality. Agrarian societies with high income inequality—for example El Salvador, Guatemala, Nepal, the Philippines, and Zimbabwe—have high asset inequality, and are very prone to conflict. In these societies, agrarian elites use their collateral to further leverage their existing wealth through a financial system that they control by means of family/business cross-holdings. Asset redistribution such as land reform to lessen inequality is more difficult than public finance reform. 

Economic Mismanagement and Recession.  In Africa, Latin America and the former Soviet Union conflict ridden countries have also suffered prolonged economic mismanagement and growth collapse. Successive IMF and World Bank supported adjustment programmes in DRC-Zaire, Somalia, Russia and elsewhere not only proved incapable of promoting economic recovery, but given the level of corruption within the state, themselves became targets to be captured by elite groups. Economic mismanagement is often associated with an uneven and unfair distribution of the burdens of subsequent adjustment; public spending benefiting the elite and the military is protected, often favouring particular ethnic groups, with the burden of adjustment placed on expenditures of value to the poor and disadvantaged groups. In general, the decline in standards of governance and economic mismanagement are often deliberately engineered by ruling politicians to facilitate their myopic form of larceny, culminating in the phenomenon of failed or failing states. A related issue concerns whether or not democracy prevents conflict. Empirical research points out that the risk of conflict is lower in both well established democracies and autocracies, suggesting that the risk of conflict is at its highest during the transition to democracy, or in fledgling democracies. Also, fledgling democracies lead a precarious existence until reaching maturity, which occurs at least decade or more after their establishment. New democracies face the highest risk of setbacks, leading to their dissolution or degeneration, shortly after their foundation, usually around the time of the second election associated with the new dispensation.  

Discussion of greed as a motive for conflict arises mainly in the context of natural resource endowments in Africa. Capturable natural resource rents, such as alluvial diamonds in Angola and Sierra Leone, can result in contests over the right to control these, some of which takes the form of warfare, but also criminality and corruption.

The now famous, and oft quoted, corpus of work of Paul Collier and associates argues that there is incontrovertible empirical evidence showing that a relatively high dependence on primary commodity exports is correlated with the occurrence of war. This finding is not entirely robust as a cause of civil war. In other words, their presence does not always cause civil wars, and not all civil wars are over the right to control natural resource rents. Nevertheless, natural resources constitute 'booty', and this fact has been used to emphasise the greed motivation for civil war. Belligerents in the wars of natural-resource rich countries act in ways closer to what the late Mancur Olson described as 'roving bandits'—without an encompassing interest in preserving the state or its people but are simply intent on loot—than to 'stationary' bandits who take control of the state and seek to maximise their own profit by encouraging stability and growth in their new domain. Civil wars motivated by the desire to control natural resource rents are akin to “warlord competition”, such as in the violent competition between leaders in the context of medieval European cities. 

The type of economy can matter in explaining either or both civil war onset and its duration. Mineral based economies where the rents are easily captured, and countries where there is a substantial production of crops from which illegal drugs are produced are at a greater risk. Certainly, this generalisation can be further nuanced by considering the type of mineral: petroleum and alluvial diamonds being the source of greatest risk, but the proposition that a substantial mineral or drug crop endowment contributes to the risk of civil war onset and especially its persistence, seems to hold true in recent decades. 

Greed is rarely the sole cause of conflict. I have constructed game-theoretic models of contemporary conflict involving the competition for resources. In addition to resource rents, grievances also play their part in fuelling conflict by explaining inter-group non-cooperation and serving to lower the cost of participation in conflict. Even Paul Collier accepts the importance of endemic poverty in generating large-scale conflict. For example, poverty makes soldiering a less attractive survival and income generation strategy. Poverty not only contributes to the onset of conflict; equally conflict helps to perpetuate poverty by retarding economic progress.  

Yet, the empirical rational choice literature on conflict finds that there is only one robust cause (that is a cause which always significantly shows up) of civil war: that is the level of the country’s economic development or its average income. This is because a high average income implies better institutions, including those of conflict management.   The greed versus grievance dichotomy therefore only provides a useful beginning in to the discussion of the causes of conflict. A functioning social contract, however, with concomitant institutions that distribute income and resolve disputes, can prevent the violent expression of greed or grievance. Conflict-affected nations have histories of weak social contracts, often a legacy of colonialism, which institutionalised mechanisms favouring discrimination. Additionally, the outbreak of conflict always requires trigger events, both internal and external. The cold war and ideological competition used to fuel many civil wars in the past. Furthermore, the risk of conflict is greater when societies are in transition from autocracy to democracy because it is precisely then that state failure is most acute, and the social contract at it’s weakest. The saliency of poverty in engendering and perpetuating civil war cannot be overemphasised. Countries with widespread poverty are characterised by collapsing state functionality and poor economic growth which significantly increases the risk of conflict breaking out. Indeed, as economic growth progresses and poverty is reduced peaceful dispute settlement is more likely, as groups have much more to lose from collective violence. 

Let us move on to consider terrorism. A transnational terrorist act is one that impacts on the citizenry or interests of a country not directly part of the conflict in question. It can occur anywhere, both in the country where the conflict is occurring or elsewhere. Thus, for example, if the USA or the West is a target, then its citizens may be attacked in countries where the attackers are fighting the state, such as in Egypt. Attacks, kidnappings and bombings can also occur in third countries, such as Malaysia, Bali (Indonesia) and Saudi Arabia; attacks on US interests can take place in the USA (such as against the Twin Towers), or elsewhere as with the US embassy bombings in East Africa. Transnational terrorism may reflect the internationalisation of domestic disputes. So, for example, the attacks on the Twin towers on September 11th 2001 may reflect an act of war against an external sponsor (USA) of the real enemy (the venal and apostate government of Saudi Arabia). A similar argument can be made about acts of violence against Western tourists in Egypt, where the real enemy is the pro-Western government of Egypt. These acts reflect the civil war within the ranks of Wahhabi Islam (the most puritanical and intolerant brand of Islam). The Taliban in Afghanistan are Wahhabis, as are both Osama bin Laden and his implacable enemies, the House of Saud.  

From the viewpoint of the individual perpetrator of transnational terrorism, such as a suicide bomber, intrinsic motivation, which is often the outcome of solidarity with collective humiliation, plays a greater role. Deterrence against terrorist groups may therefore backfire if it hardens their resolve to resist, as is modelled in my work. Deterrence can, however, influence the choice of targets by terrorists. Individual terrorist groups are often relatively small, and can be very creative in terms of organising finance for their localised cells, and evading sanctions, in order to carry out acts that are relatively much less costly and simpler than in the case of civil war.  

Individual perpetrators of terrorist acts are often not uneducated and poor, unlike in the case of civil wars where the soldiery is often drawn from the ranks of the impoverished whose alternative gainful employment prospects are scant. In fact, education can act as an indicator of reliability in acts such as suicide bombing. Terrorism requi​res individuals to express solidarity with an intrinsic cause or value, where the notion of pecuniary gain associated with greed in the case of civil wars is totally irrelevant and absent. There is not only identification with a cause, something that can also be present in passively interested individuals, but an imperative to actively participate in furthering the cause. This urge to act may result in violent action including self-destruction. From the viewpoint of individual choice, suicide bombing may be entirely rational. This is because the individual has made an all or nothing choice between solidarity with a cause and individual autonomy. An all or nothing choice involves a ‘corner solution’ to a utility maximisation problem. In this situation, changing relative prices  (increasing deterrence) has little impact on individual choice, which is another way of saying that deterring terrorism will not succeed in preventing people from committing to their cause, even if the success rate of individual acts of terrorism diminishes. Alternatively, deterrence has to be very large to prevent individuals from carrying out violent deeds in this context of deep humiliation. In many cases this implies the physical annihilation or mass deportation of ‘terrorists’. Such acts of deterrence are, however, not feasible in democracies with the exception of a state like Israel. Addressing the issues that cause humiliation, including those that disaffect second or third generation migrants in Europe are important to finding permanent solutions to terrorism. Here, dialogue with disaffected groups may act as a palliative, just as indiscriminate negative generalisations about large groups such as Muslims, who constitute about a fifth of mankind, can have inflammatory effects.

In most situations war is simply irrational, as it lowers future economic prospects for all. So one reason why war persists could be misperceptions about the “gain” from war, such as the probability of outright military victory, or the inability to compromise over some key issue.    What are the greatest obstacles to the sustainability of peace? I will discuss three factors: indivisibility, commitment problems in connection with peace treaties and the lack of fair division.

Indivisibility: This arises when territory, symbols or revenue in a post-conflict situation cannot be divided up so as to achieve peace. The problem can be most acute when religious sites such as Har’m El Sharif or Temple Mount in Jerusalem are involved. Also, considerable difficulties arise when it is problematic to achieve compromise over a war aim such as land reform (Nepal and Colombia), or deep constitutional change (future of the monarchy in Nepal). There can also be seemingly irresolvable disputes over post-war power sharing, and the allocation of offices in a post-conflict government. This can lead to spoiler groups, usually but not exclusively amongst rebel groups, wrecking a peace agreement because it does not give them enough in terms of cabinet places or other lucrative positions in power. Secessionist wars where territorial sovereignty is contested can also be tricky to resolve. This is because certain territories are dear to both sides, and the sharing rules that are devised are not satisfactory. Compared to these, disagreements over sharing economic resources, such as oil revenues, may require less challenging solutions. 

Commitment Problems and Peace Treaties: Most contemporary civil wars lead to efforts at mediation by outside powers. Peace treaties are concluded, but more often than not they break down. So there is a serious commitment problem to peace treaties. For example, one side (say a spoiler group) to a peace treaty may wish to renege on its commitment to peace because it allows them then to loot valuable natural resource rents, as modelled by me. The expropriation of these rents cannot take place without one side fooling the other, by feigning to make peace and later reneging on this undertaking. In that situation, when peace is not incentive compatible, commitments lack credibility and acquire the characteristics of cheap talk. 

Sometimes agents or groups cannot commit credibly because there are no institutions or mechanisms upon which to anchor promises. In that situation they are not believed, even when they are honest. For governments, this is more likely in the context of weak state capacity, as it is difficult for a state to guarantee pledges when its own legitimacy and power base is fragile.        

An aspect of the commitment problem that has received scant attention is the very high discount rates, or short time horizons of some of the parties involved. In situations of poverty and high uncertainty, agents may strongly prefer a dollar today to a dollar tomorrow. Although the absolute value of future peace may be much higher than that of continued warfare, the present value may be much lower when the discount rate is very high and there is an impatience to consume. The same argument can be applied to reputation, a factor that is central to the credibility of peacemaking. Breaking an agreement damages future reputation, but with a high enough discount rate it might pay to renege because the cost comes in the future. 

Solutions lie in directly increasing the cost of reneging on peace agreements and devising commitment technologies through institutional innovation, particularly at the international level. Without external intervention, sanctions, as well as the palliative effect associated with aid, peace is just not sustainable. Improving the quality of peacekeeping forces is an urgent need, and the peacekeeping operation should not be seen as weak and cheap talk by former belligerents and spoiler groups. Peacekeeping also needs to be more legitimate and acceptable, and the current ventures involving cooperation between local peacekeepers (as in the case of African Union interventions) and major aid donors (the European Union) is a step in the right direction. More United Nations involvement enhances the acceptability of peacekeeping operations.

Fair Division: The theoretical literature on sharing and division offers us several insights to what will be a sustainable peace deal; the work of Stephen Brams, for example.  All of these have implications for durable peacemaking involving compromises over issues and post-war economic stakes. If a peace agreement, and the divisions and compromises it entails are perceived to be unfair then the deal itself will not be robust, as these arrangements will tend to break down. Sharing in this regard must be equitable in several senses, as well as being efficient. That is why envy-free allocative outcomes are so important. In an envy-free outcome each participant does not regard the allocation achieved by another player to be superior to what he/she has achieved. 

In the case of a single divisible good the analogy with cake cutting is applicable. This may, for example, concern the division of the post-war peace dividend, which includes natural resource revenues and the imputed value of post-conflict overseas development assistance. Cake cutting, in a two player situation, implies one person doing the cutting and the other player having the right to call a halt to the slicing procedure. The application of the envy-free criterion, however, may entail several slices or divisions that may be inefficient and in excess of the number of parties to the conflict. One can visualise situations to do with the division of the expenditure categories of post-war aid, and the dividing up of land that may require a great deal of parcelling. 

A second situation entails several items to be divided, each of which is in principle divisible. Peace negotiations usually involve several issues, including regional autonomy, sharing of resource rents (such as oil revenues in the Sudan), constitutional changes, power sharing in the federal government and so on. Typically these issues will involve a long period of extended bargaining. The procedure behind the settlement, if reached, is described as the adjusted winner mechanism. The adjusted winner mechanism not only satisfies the standard efficiency and equity criteria, but additionally has a further equitability condition, because it ensures that each player gets more than its share of the bargaining chips initially allotted to them.  For example, in a two person case, each player will get more than 50% of the total value attached to all the issues and goods at stake. Each side will allocate weights on the different issues at hand, and given that each side has a similar number of bargaining chips, each party will win on some of the disputed issues. These will tend to be in areas most highly valued by the concerned protagonist. So if regional autonomy is more highly prized by a rebel group compared to resource rents, they will put a higher weight on it and secure that goal under the adjusted winner mechanism. In general, players will remain honest, and not risk losing on high valued issues by undervaluing their personal bid for them out of their total allocation of bargaining chips. But one side can end up with wins on many high valued issues, and the consequent allocation could be inequitable to the other side. So this mechanism requires an equitability adjustment. Basically, this means sharing on high valued issues where the two sides preferences are close, or the weights assigned to them out of their bargaining chip allocation are similar. So if the government and the rebels assign a close and high weight to resource rents, they must share these. In other words, if the government and the rebels both value resource rents highly, one side cannot equitably be allowed to be a sole winner. There has to be a revenue sharing mechanism on this issue. With other issues federalist arrangements must put in place. Other issues, where values diverge considerably, tend to be winner take all based on which side places the higher value. This adjusted winner mechanism gives both sides an allocation which is roughly equal and more than 50% of the assigned weights from the bargaining chip pile.  The problem with applying this equitability included adjusted winner mechanism is that many issues are not easily divisible, such as which side gets to first occupy a rotating post-war Presidency. A further difficulty can arise if the two sides do not have similar bargaining power, something that external actors need to engineer.

The allocation of indivisible goods requires the application of the envy-free principle for any allocation to endure. And, a unique envy-free allocation may not be Pareto-efficient. Pareto efficiency means that one side cannot be made better off without making another side worse off. Consider an application of the envy-free principle to the elections held in Iraq in January 2005. A criticism of the method adopted in that Iraqi election, for example, could be that the electoral mechanism (one person-one vote instead of representative bodies for each community) is not envy-free for the minority Sunni community, and has therefore not enlisted their full cooperation. Furthermore, the power sharing mechanism devised does not have the properties of the equitability adjustments of the adjusted winner mechanism, which would give each side a larger share of the outcome than is strictly proportional to the bargaining chips initially received. 

Conflict resolution is more difficult when the intrinsic motivation to fight is strong, as is the case in secessionist wars driven by historical grievances and certain types of terrorism. To be successful, however, peacemaking must reconstitute and refashion the earlier social contract. That means broad-based and pro-poor reconstruction. On the positive side, civil war start-ups and the number of associated fatalities have declined since the early post-cold war days. The fact that the last decade has also seen a substantial rise in conflict-related refugees (mainly to neighbouring countries) and internally displaced persons is indicative of the greater ability of people to save themselves by fleeing conflict zones. Policies to accept refugees prevent unnecessary deaths, rape, torture and trauma. On the negative side, we are seeing a return to an earlier colonial era, with the return of colonial-resource wars, where greed as described earlier plays a major part, albeit on a much larger scale than in third-world civil wars. The dispensations that follow these wars, arranged by the world’s only remaining super-power and its followers, are reminiscent of the Sykes-Picot type world, during and immediately after the First World War. We are all aware of the instability that followed this famous arrangement in the Middle-East in the last 85 years. Also, the aggressive unilateralism, on the part of countries like the United States and its allies such as Israel and India, allows them to pursue destabilising strategic aims through force in a manner unthinkable in the days of superpower rivalry. Perhaps the 18th century Scottish poet had it right after all, when he warned us not to be too pretentious: 

O wad some Pow’r the giftie gie us (Oh would some power the gift give us)

To see oursels as others see us (To see ourselves as others see us) 

It wad frae mony a blunder free us (It would from many a blunder free us) 

An’ foolish notion: (and foolish notion)

What airs in dress an’ gait wad lea’s (Airs in dress and gait would leave us)

An’ ev’n devotion (and false devotion)

                                                   (Robert Burns)
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Ondergetekende wil graag gebruik maken van de broodmaaltijd  op 19 december
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