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1°) - Do we agree that what’s happening in the world today, to people and to earth and 

nature is the result of a fierce economic war waged by the rich countries against all the 

poor (including their own poor) ? If so, what can PROMOTING PEACE mean in this 

context ? 

 

In my opinion , what is happening into our world today I wouldn’t call it economic war but will call 

it “SURVIVAL EFFECTS” in the human context rather than the financial context, and the later is 

affecting both rich and poor countries? This so called survival effect is characterized by the 

following: 

 

 Conflicts/ struggle for power 

 Globalization 

 Imperialism  

 

If one takes the issue of conflict and makes an analysis of countries that are affected, you will 

notice that all the fighting is triggered by the following factors: 

 

 Mineral resources/Petrol 

 Extreme poverty 

 Ethnic division 

 Political dominance  

 Multinational interests (growing fields) 

 

Examples of countries that have been and are affected by the Survival Effect are: 

 

 Afghanistan (seating on opium resources ) 

 Iraq (seating on petrol resources) 

 Sudan ( seating on petrol resources) 

 The Great lake region of Africa (Mineral resources/regional political dominance) 

 

I used the term “Survival Effects” to be able to latter link this with the notion of “promoting  

peace” and separate it from the whole idea of economic war because I have a feeling that the 

term peace doesn’t exist in the financial sector instead the term “power” dominate this field. 

 

Why Survival effects 

 

Because in the developed world point of view, so much law material s are required to sustain 

the way of life that those countries have established for their citizens. This way of life I am 



talking about in the west include a variety of products on the market, job opportunities to reduce 

unemployment therefore provide leverage during elections, depleting national resources, etc.. 

Therefore eyes have to move beyond your reach to enable the survival of the people who have 

elected politicians to power. All the above embedded in the notion of protecting the national 

interests”.  For the developing countries, it is a survival effects as the leaders have to use all in 

their power to maintain power and relations to mother countries i.e developed countries that 

offer them more Aid even if this means to hold their own citizens hostages and entrench them in 

further  poverty and starvation. This behavior will definitely lead into dissatisfaction of the few 

able bodies in these poor countries and conflict will erupt.  

 

On the other side of the oceans, it is rejoicing moment for the Multinationals as a lucrative 

market of weapons flourish, control war also erupts between mother countries to see who can 

gain control power of these poor souls for the countries interests. 

 

Is Promoting peace possible? 

 

In the struggles I mentioned above, promoting peace is possible on one condition, that all our 

leaders in both rich and poor countries understand that they are serving people who have right 

to life as themselves. The whole notion of “Humanity” needs to be understood. The notion of 

Humanity needs to aspire beyond the national interests. Leaders need to understand that even 

thought efforts are required to ensure the survival of their people that they also need other 

human beings to reach their goals but that these human beings needs to survive as well for 

sustainable achievements. 

 

My emphasis here is that if a rich country watches its multinational companies contributing 

towards a particular conflict or contributes by all means towards the underdevelopment of a 

poor country, this is a short term investments. However, if poor countries are supported by far 

most through the empowerment and well being of their citizen, this is long lasting investment 

which will cultivate peace in people’s hearts and their regions. 

 

Many would argue that rich countries provide so much aid to poor countries and that it is a huge 

cost to the tax payers. I will give an example of where things go wrong. 

 

For example in my home country Rwanda, Britain is a new mother country after our leaders fell 

out with France due to the 1994 Genocide. Britain has committed to give 83 Million every year 

to Rwanda until 2015. This money was given under the condition that Rwanda adopts the 

English language in all levels of the society meaning all materials have to be translated into 

English and all provided by English companies. Therefore creating job opportunities for English 

speakers and English supplyers. Citizens of English speaking neighbouring countries took the 

Jobs and many graduates from England.  

 

I have nothing against speaking English but this action of the new Rwandan government led to 

large number of Rwanda’s citizens who are none English speakers to move further below on the 

poverty ladders mainly those who were in the education system. This action meant so much 



suffering of the Rwandan people that words cannot describe.  Now how can you talk about 

peace to the Rwandan people who are now unable to afford school fees for their children and 

cannot affords enough food on the table and yet they were well off families depending on the 

small salary as teachers, clerk, administrators, receptionists etc.. one can say, they can learn 

English, but how much language can you learn at the of 40 years plus or can you compete with 

new generation of youngsters  graduating in universities??   

 

Human rights organizations need more actions than words and more women are required to 

enforce this whole notion of humanity and promoting and preserving peace. Women give life 

and they have to stand and protect it and this have to be promoted by all level of our societies. 

    

  

2°) – Concerning and DEMILITARIZATION and DISARMEMENT, could it be that the sharp 

increase, since more than ten years, of militarization is due, not as they tell us, to the 

quest for security, but to the conquest  of markets and natural ressources ? In this case 

wouldn’t it be more efficient to denounce this hidden agenda than to participate in official 

disarmement commissions ? 

 

Worldwide Disarmament commission is the best options as there are armed groups that need to 

be sorted out. But the approach to disarmament to be done in a dialogue context and taking into 

consideration rehabilitation and reintegration programmes in the society.  

 

For example today we hear about the Talibans in Afghanistan and Pakistani but we don’t hear 

how they evolved. I once heard president Musharafa speak on radio on the origins of the 

Talibans and realized that we in the western world are to be blamed because you cannot train 

individuals to use arms and later just dump them in the community without any follow up and 

reintegration process. Definitely chaos will take over  

 

Today we talks about FDLR rebels, Mai Mai rebels  and LRA rebels  in the Great lakes region of 

Africa and Uganda. The individuals in these groups are not fighting because they love to die but 

because they have a message to send and they need to heard not to be eradicated. They are 

human beings that have human rights to life like everyone else. 

 

Look at the Rebels in Sudan, Cote d’Ivoire etc… their voices are heard and ready to lay down 

arms and live lives of ordinally people who can feed their families and raise their children in 

peaceful future. 

 

Militarization for security purpose is not a long lasting solution. It is viewed by many that it is a 

form of imperialism. Others view this as showcase of power and might. Other view Militarization 

as protectionist process of the market of natural resources.  Others view militarization as market 

for new manufactured weaponry and in all cases this process ends in great cost of human lives.  

 

Therefore I strongly stand for a disarmament commission and peaceful treatment of those that 

have laid down weapons.   



 

  

3°) – Since more than twenty years, the United Nations Organization has prooved, in ever 

so many tragedies, its impotence to assure the respect by its member countries of its 

beautiful founding Chart. In this context wouldn’t STRENGTENING THE UNO mean 

having an active role in the existing efforts and commissions working on the profound 

reform of its structures and its functionning ? Instead of lobbying for resolutions which 

are not and maybe cannot be implemented in the present situation because the 

geopolitical and économic decisions are made by bodies outside the UNO.  

 

 I totally agree that UNO lobbying efforts should be channeled to the reforms of its structures 

and its functioning. From the time the UNO was created the world has changed. For example 

the UN has just established a new body the UN women and this shows that they have realized 

that the voices of the women in the institution is not well represented and even well heard.  

 

The Challenges though looking at the women empowerment and engagement resolution and 

other UN agencies’ policies and principles, power and leadership stays in the hands of the few 

who keep creating opportunities that provide them with wealth or good leaving standards and 

forget those who are in need of support and survival. I am not sure how to name this behavior 

but I feel like I am coming back to the “survival effect approach” that I mentioned in my previous 

discussion. So how do we act rather than complain. 

 

I feel like we need to educate one another that we all have potential and that we can as 

individuals take care of our lives if give the opportunities to do so. That we only require guidance 

and developments of what we all ready know rather than being thought new ways and to ignore 

what served as a pillar of our generation for many years. What I am trying to explain here is that 

countries of the west should strive to bring peace in the world by respecting other countries 

sovereignty but again the UN to set boundaries of protecting Humanity for the sake of humanity 

but not for the sake of the other countries interests. For example the case of Libya, the 

NATO/French actions doesn’t mean that Libya leaders were only evil of the world but the way I 

see the bombing of Libya it was purely to remove Khadafi rather than protecting the people of 

Libya.  

 

There are countries like China, Zimbabwe, Korea, Sudan, Rwanda, DRC and many other 

countries with failed Human rights but the super powers leading at the United Nations Security 

Council say no words because they are protecting their national interests. What about the 

citizens of those countries?? Look at Kenya as another example in their recent elections citizens 

lost their lives but negotiations managed to restore peace and a new coalition government was 

reached but the leaders of that country are ravishing in wealth being paid so much salaries put 

slams still rooms in many part of the capital city Nairobi. I am not advocating that these 

countries should be attacked and the governments overthrown but the UN should have the 

power to enforce sunctions to the countries that are failing in their human rights. 

 



In Rwanda, about 1 million people lost their lives while the UNSC is still debating whether they 

should intervene. The UN peace keepers that were present had no orders to protect the citizens 

but to evacuate foreign nationals. The DRC today have a large number of UN peace keeps but 

people dies everyday while they are watching as they have no mandate to protect civilians. 

What mandates do they have then?? 

 

The UNO structure and mission need to be reformed to tie in with today’s issues and members’ 

decisions to be neutral from their own interests but for the interest of the people as Cameron 

said it recently that UK has responsibilities to protect the life of the child even for poor countries. 

It is even said more often during the justification of rising of the taxes and different types of aid 

given to developing countries that world governments have responsibilities to protect the lives of 

the poor. But do our leaders really walk the talk?? 

 

We need to teach our leaders to protect life first before development and technology 

advancements. For example in today’s world we live in the fear of terrorism but one lady once 

told me that “one’s terrorist is someone else’s freedom fighter”. Let us fight to build structures 

that sustain peaceful cohabitation and bright future of the citizens of the world. 

  

 

4°) – As for the DEVELOPMENT OF WILPF : women’s groups in the global South have a 

keen sense of the stakes of present day globalization and the damage done by the 

resulting conflicts.. Are we ready to have them participate in greater numbers (which would 

probably increase our attractiveness for young women from the North) ? 

 
Even though globalization is all about ending the barriers and facilitating the flow of goods and 

services, So these cycles has been only damaging to both developing and developed world and 

has led to people watching one another with animosity.    

In my opinion, Globalization to us from the global south we see it as the origin of troubles that 

have befallen our countries. As globalization was seen as the removal of barriers and the free 

flow of goods, services and labor instead it led to the scramble of Multinational Companies into 

the developing world for mineral resources and other law materials. The developing countries 

on the other hand entered a fierce competition to attract a variety of investments forgetting the 

already suffering and impoverished population. 
 

As globalization enforces delagulation and privatization and businesses regulating themselves 

this requires governments to regulate markets not to the interest of the population but on the 

interests of the investors.  The structural adjustment program also is another tool of 

globalization that has driven the southern countries into the turmoil. 

Where women from the south fit into this male dominated dichotomy? 

In most developing countries, women contribute a lot in the everyday life of their communities. 

They look after their families in their household, they run businesses, and in many case even if it 



is not expressed openly they lead alongside their husband leaders in the community. They 

advise and are regularly consulted for any decision in the society. Their contribution is vital even 

though it is always in the background. 

Women in the developing country know the inside out of their communities and are well 

equipped if it comes to promoting peace and putting pressure to the leaders. Therefore it is to 

the benefit of WILPF to have them on board in greater number if WILPF is to strengthen it anti 

War campaign worldwide. 

After all it is to the benefit of the women in the north as well to protect their communities in both 

community security as well as resources security.  

 For example, people in the developing countries blame the developed world of 

spreading war under the name of security or access to resources (UN dominated by 

northern countries has failed its mandate to end wars worldwide, the big question is 

WHY and so many reasons given). This is way we have terrorist all over the north 

wanting to revenge.  

 Another example, young soldiers loose their lives while protecting the interests of their 

countries or keeping the terrorists at bay.  

 There is also an issue of the rise of unemployment as industries relocate to where there 

is cheap labor.  

But this can be stopped by us women as we give this life and it is our duty to protect it. No more 

deaths of young soldiers and hello prosperity. 

How can women in the north work together with the women of the south? 

 Women in many developing countries are subsistence farmers; they produce for their families 

and the markets. What they lack is skills to compete on international market and they receive 

no subsidies from their governments. However they hold so much knowledge of pathways on 

how to get their countries out of poverty and misery that it is to the interest of the women in the 

north to have them as partners.  

Women from the north are to work hand in hand with women of the south to challenge and 

advice their governments and international institutions on the implementation of resolution and 

the overall responsibility of the UN. The later are tools for empowering a woman and end the 

circle of violence that has taken over our world. 

Women in the south can learn from women in the north and women in the north can learn from 

women in the south.   

 Young women in the north can work as mentors to the women in the south even though 

there are women in the south that have the capacity to mentor them as well .  

 Women in the south bring themselves together into co-operatives that produces for their 

families and the north through processes of using high yield productions but not for the 



benefits of multinationals but for the benefits of their families (give an example of 

jelotrofer plant and the fair trade business) 

 Women from both ends should work together in bring Humanity first. That the prosperity 

of Arab people is the prosperity of the African, the whites and the Latin Americans. That 

no one is better than the other or should reign of the other one. Not that the survival of 

one nation doesn’t mean the demise of the other. 


