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In Ukraine, the Palestinian Territories, eastern Congo, and many other places, the vio-
lence of war leaves deep wounds. Today, it is not clear that peace and violence preven-
tion are being prioritised. And yet that is exactly what the Flemish Parliament had in 
mind when it created the Flemish Peace Institute in 2006. The new Peace Institute was 
intended to provide information and documentation, but above all to offer innovative 
peace solutions to policy-makers and practitioners through research and advice.

Is it still possible to offer innovative solutions for peace in today’s geopolitical climate? 
In this annual report (and through the interviews you can read starting on page 13), we 
will provide some food for thought using the concept of “resilient peace”.

With this concept, we aim to move beyond the current divide in public debate, where 
one side advocates for investment in our armed forces while the other voices critical 
dissent. This is necessary because the problems we face are more comprehensive than 
the threat of military aggression. The profound transformations of our time – from 
shifting societies and climate change to digitalisation and the development of AI – can 
lead to many types of friction and conflict. They may carry threats that we cannot yet 
accurately assess. Making our society resilient to all these challenges requires us to 
strengthen its foundations, from the local fabric to the democratic rule of law, interna-
tional law and international cooperation. This requires efforts such as citizenship edu-
cation, effective arms export controls, social policy, a bold climate policy, prudence 
regarding AI and so on. It also presupposes making – often difficult – choices.

LOOKING BACK AT 2024

Nils Duquet,  
director Flemish Peace Institute
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In our 2024 publication Searching for peace, 
acclaimed as a highly accessible investigation of 
the topic, we already brought into focus how 
peace can be a compass. But how can we ensure 
that the whole of society becomes more resilient 
to threats to peace? How can we move beyond a 
pursuit of resilience purely at the level of the 
individual citizen, and create a shared story for 
the whole of society? For the Flemish Peace 
Institute, the answers lie both at the national 
level and at the international level.

Resilient peace, defence, diplomacy and the international level

Today, both nationally and internationally, politicians and policy-makers mainly focus on 
the importance of defence investments and strategic autonomy. For the Flemish Peace 
Institute, these initiatives alone are not enough, at least if we are looking for real and resil-
ient peace. Yet, since its inception, the Institute has recognised the importance of sound 
policies on defence and strategic autonomy and of a broad social debate on these issues. 
We nourished – and helped to guide – that debate in 2024 with our publications and 
advice. For example, we published advisory notes on Flemish foreign trade in weapons 
and in dual use technology (i.e. technology that can have both military and civilian uses).

In these efforts, we deliberately did not limit ourselves to Flanders. In cooperation with 
research colleagues at the International Peace Information Service, Belgium, we pub-
lished our report Human rights due diligence in the global defence industry: lessons from 
other sectors. This report examines human rights in the context of due diligence in 
defence companies. A webinar we held on this topic showed that it appeals to a signifi-
cant European and international audience. Additionally, our publications within Project 
D-TECT, which focuses on how technology can help to prevent the diversion of weapons 
and weapons components, were much appreciated, both in Flanders and at the level of 
the United Nations.

For the Flemish Peace Institute, a broad, international view of peace remains crucial. In 
our engagements with the media, we continually stress the importance of diplomacy in 
conflict prevention. Flanders – with its own history of war as intrinsic motivation and 
inspiration – cannot and must not be too modest in this respect. We demonstrated the 
importance of this expertise through our English-language publication Peace in foreign 
policy: peace nations in times of crisis. In it we analysed how a number of smaller coun-
tries (Norway, Sweden and Switzerland) and regions (Catalonia, Emilia-Romagna, Hesse, 
North Rhine-Westphalia, Wales and, of course, Flanders) are giving concrete shape to 
their role in promoting peace.

The profound transformations 
of our time – from shifting 
societies and climate change to 
digitalisation and the 
development of AI – can lead to 
many types of friction and 
conflict. They may carry threats 
that we cannot yet accurately 
assess.
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Moreover, at the request of the Foreign Policy Committee of the Flemish Parliament, we 
are currently preparing a report on realistic and impactful ways that Flanders can sup-
port reconstruction in Ukraine. In this way, we want to contribute once again to what is 
described in the new Flemish coalition agreement as “a value-driven foreign policy that 
contributes to the promotion of peace, security and prosperity elsewhere in the world”.

In November 2024, we 
launched another initiative on 
Flemish foreign policy by 
organising a themed day on 
peace for the Flemish 
Diplomatic Academy in collab-
oration with the Flanders 
Chancellery and Foreign Office 
and our partners from Ypres 

City of Peace and the In Flanders Fields Museum. For a whole day we immersed a group 
of future Flemish diplomats and staff members of Flanders Chancellery and Foreign 
Office in the fraught history of the Westhoek. We also introduced them to the world of 
dynamic Flemish and international governmental and non-governmental actors who, 
with their feet firmly planted in the here and now, are working on peace. The initiative 
provided the participants not only with valuable inspiration but also with new contacts.

Resilient peace, our own society and the national level

In 2024, policy-makers were confronted with the reality that gun violence is an impor-
tant threat to peace in our own society. Many incidents involved young people and peo-
ple from vulnerable backgrounds. In this way, current events ran eerily parallel to a 
number of findings in our report Drug violence in Belgium: intimidation, reputation and the 
underworld, which we presented in December during an interactive roundtable discus-
sion in the presence of the Minister of Justice, the National Drug Commissioner, and 
many representatives of the police, justice and prevention services. In collaboration 
with the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC), we also released an 
English-language report titled Firearms and drugs: partners in transnational crime, on the 
link between drugs and drug violence.

In Flanders, which is responsible for its 
own youth and education policies under 
Belgium’s system of devolution, we 
therefore need to pay close attention to 
how we can help young people build 
resilience against (the lure of) violence. 

For the Flemish Peace Institute, a 
broad, international view of peace 
remains crucial. In our engagements 
with the media, we continually stress 
the importance of diplomacy in 
conflict prevention.

In 2024, policy-makers were 
confronted with the reality that 
gun violence is an important 
threat to peace in our own 
society.
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The Flemish Peace Institute wants to take the lead in this. Therefore, in 2024 we pub-
lished the analysis Violent youth groups and the public space: from describing boundaries to 
guarding boundaries. We are also working hard on new research into how educational 
professionals can best deal with conflicts in the classroom.

The Flemish Peace Institute strongly believes educa-
tion has a crucial role to play in the search for a resil-
ient and at the same time peaceful society. A first 
step is to inspire our children, young people and 
teachers to learn lessons from war, conflict and 
peace whenever possible. This is exactly what we 
want to achieve with our Nobel Peace Prize pro-
gramme, which is supplemented by a specially tai-
lored educational package for pupils and teachers. 
Many pupils and teachers experienced the pro-
gramme in 2024, and we brought pupils to the 
Flemish Parliament to decide who the Institute 
would officially nominate for the Nobel Peace Prize.

In 2024, we also continued our line of research titled “Learning from a Violent Past”. 
This involves, among other things, analysing, through large-scale qualitative and quan-
titative research (among other methods), how historical education, both in schools and 
in various museums, can contribute to a peaceful and democratic attitude among 
pupils. This research will be published in autumn 2025.

Another important project within this line of research is “Changing Democracies”. This 
international project, funded by the European Union, explored how oral testimonies 
about the transition from dictatorship to democracy in Europe can help us reflect on the 
state of democracy today. Coordinated by the Evens Foundation and the European 
Association of History Educators (EuroClio), the project was launched in late 2023. The 
Flemish Peace Institute was one of the partners and was in charge of coordinating the 
overarching research component. We also conducted research specifically on the situa-
tion in Flanders. This led to a final conference in the Flemish Parliament in February 
2025 and a closing report titled Changing democracies: the power of testimonies for demo-
cratic education.

The Flemish Peace Institute 
strongly believes education 
has a crucial role to play in 
the search for a resilient and 
at the same time peaceful 
society. A first step is to 
inspire our children, young 
people and teachers to learn 
lessons from war, conflict 
and peace whenever possible.
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Resilient peace: through research to policy and social projects

As the account above makes clear, in 2024 the Flemish Peace Institute’s research 
touched on many aspects of resilient peace. But, of course, we also engaged with policy 
and politics, primarily focusing on the Flemish Parliament.

Following regional elections, the composition of the Flemish Parliament changed in 
2024. We therefore made the necessary time to get acquainted with the new parliamen-
tary and committee members and to introduce them to our work. We will continue this 
effort in 2025 – for example, by offering members training on themes such as the arms 
trade or violent radicalisation and polarisation.

More formally, we also delivered two advisory notes to our elected representatives in 
2024. The first was presented in the Foreign Relations Committee of the Flemish 
Parliament. It accompanied the Flemish government’s Annual report on the arms trade 
2023  and focused on strengthening the arms export control agency and on a swift and 
robust update to the arms trade policy framework. A second advisory note, requested by 
the Committee on Justice of the Chamber of Representatives, focused on the potential 
legalisation of night vision goggles and silencers.

Both advisory notes largely reflect a consensus within society. Indeed, they emerged 
from our board of directors, which, with its diverse composition, reflects society. In 
2024 the board was chaired for the fifth year by Jan Peumans. Following theelections, 
the board was restructured in early 2025 and Jan stepped down as chair. The entire team 
of the Flemish Peace Institute is extremely grateful to him and the other departing 
board members for their tremendously positive contribution to the work and impact of 
the Institute. It is to their credit that we have been able in recent years to maximise the 
impact of the Institute’s work.

We continued to consistently build on 
that impact as a team in 2024. We 
once again seized well-chosen, sym-
bolic moments to comment on peace 
themes that resonate emotionally. On 
International Peace Day (21 
September), we organised a screening 
of the documentary Three promises 
and linked it to a panel discussion on 
the impact of the Gaza war in Flemish 
classrooms. On Armistice Day, we 
gave the floor to Olivia Rutazibwa in 
the sixteenth 11 November Lecture.

The entire team of the Flemish 
Peace Institute is extremely 
grateful to Jan Peumans and the 
other departing board members 
for their tremendously positive 
contribution to the work and 
impact of the Institute. It is to 
their credit that we have been 
able in recent years to maximise 
the impact of the Institute’s 
work.
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Over the course of an action-packed year, our employees were frequently invited to 
speak at partner organisations’ events. We made over 80 substantive contributions at 
various forums, ranging from guest lectures at universities at home and abroad to 
expert seminars, roundtable discussions and hands-on workshops.

In addition, our team shared insights through the media. In these troubled times, they 
provided journalists with the necessary background to deepen their coverage of current 
events. We also published six opinion pieces seeking to transform our “thinking about” 
resilient peace into “working on” resilient peace in all walks of life.

Fortunately, “working on” resilient peace is not a project that the relatively small team 
of the Flemish Peace Institute tackles all by itself. In 2024, we again found many part-
ners willing to travel part of the way together. Especially promising is a planned collabo-
ration between international peace researchers, under the name PEACE, planned to be 
set up over the next four years thanks to financial support from the European COST 
Action programme. This idea emerged in May 2023 during our international conference 
“Reimagining Peace” in the Flemish Parliament. In 2024 it grew to become the PEACE 
network, which already includes over 200 researchers from across Europe and contin-
ues to grow.

The success of the PEACE network, together with all of the above initiatives, demon-
strates once again how important it is that the Flemish Peace Institute can continue to 
operate from within the Flemish Parliament, with sustained interest and support from 
parliamentarians, successive parliamentary presidents and parliamentary support ser-
vices. We will continue to convert this support into research, advice and information 
that can bring peace closer, in Flanders and elsewhere, even in difficult times, when 
those who talk about peace are sometimes dismissed as “naive” or “idealistic”.
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	 peace institute	 	 peace institute	 2024 in figures2024 in figures

	 9 
	 Research reports,		 publications and analyses 

	 2 
	 Advisory notes 	 based on our research

	 2
	 Presentations 	 to the Foreign Policy Committee of the  
			  Flemish Parliament

	 10
	 Events 	 for the general public, scholars, civil society,  
			  politicians, industry and experts

	 83
	 Contributions 	 to external informational activities

	 111
	 Times featured in the media  	27 times of which on radio or television

	 8 
	 Online 	 newsletters 

	 155
	 Posts 	 on social media 
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“Resilience is indeed a new buzzword and everyone has 
something to say about it. Nevertheless, it is a very 
helpful concept.”

These words come from Beatrice de Graaf. A historian, 
she has studied the history of terrorism and is a sought-
after expert in the Dutch media. She is one of eight 
experts our researchers interviewed especially for this 
annual report. In four double interviews, they 
highlighted several aspects of resilience that are 
important additions to the current debate in society.

What is the role of the international system in our quest 
for resilience? How can our young people become 
resilient – for example, to the lure of violence by 
extremists or drug criminals? How can teachers and 
communities play a role in this? And are our research 
and knowledge institutions sufficiently resilient – for 
example, when collaborating with China?

These are just some of the questions addressed in the 
double interviews on the following pages.

Resilient peaceResilient peace

12
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Peace Institute: What recent changes have you observed in the application 
of international law and the functioning of multilateral institutions? What 
has surprised you the most?

Stefaan Smis: From my perspective, I am shocked every day by what I read and 
hear. The question is no longer whether we are witnessing an evolution, but 
rather whether we are seeing a return to the previous system. After the Second 
World War, states came together to reflect on what had gone wrong and con-
cluded that greater cooperation was needed. This led to the creation of the 
United Nations, founded on a strong connection between peace, security, inter-
national law and social progress. Today, these fundamental principles are being 
questioned once again. As someone deeply involved in these matters, I have seri-
ous doubts about whether we are heading in the right direction.

A resilient international system?A resilient international system?
  

Double InterviewDouble Interview

Katrien de Pauw became Flemish diplomatic representative to the various 
multilateral institutions in Geneva in 2023, after a long career in international 
development cooperation. Stefaan Smis is professor of international law and 
human rights at the Vrije Universiteit Brussel. He is also involved in university 
development cooperation through VLIRUOS. Together, they reflect on whether 

the multilateral legal order is still adequately equipped to maintain peace.
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Katrien de Pauw: There is no denying that the multilateral world order and the 
international legal system are facing turbulent times. Global geopolitical shifts are 
also making their mark at the UN level. While Donald Trump’s actions have been 
particularly striking, a broader trend is emerging: several other countries are 
increasing their presence and becoming more active in multilateral affairs – not 
just China and India, but also rising economies such as Indonesia and Colombia. 
African nations, too, have become significantly more assertive. This is a positive 
development, but Europe will have to adapt to a new reality in which its influence 
wanes as other countries take on more prominent roles. The current upheaval is 
significant, but hopefully it will pave the way to a new balance of power.

Stefaan Smis: There will indeed be more players involved. Today, countries are 
increasingly seeming to prioritise their own interests. The 1990s were a time of 
optimism for international law, marked by the belief that international relations 
and legal frameworks would strengthen each other. That assumption is now 
being called into question.

Peace Institute: We often hear the saying 
“those who want peace should prepare for 
war”. What are your thoughts on this? 
Does the multilateral legal order still offer 
sufficient alternatives to prevent 
violence?

Katrien de Pauw: I’m not a defence specialist, 
but it’s clear that Europe has lost its naivety 
since Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine. 
Most European countries have fallen short of 
their NATO commitments. That said, I ques-
tion whether the world will necessarily 
become safer if we all arm ourselves to the 
teeth. What’s crucial, in my view, is much 

stronger cooperation at the European level to develop a coherent defence policy. 
Beyond conventional military threats, a more immediate concern is hybrid war-
fare – involving elements such as the sabotage of undersea cables or election 
interference by Russia. These tactics have a significant impact on stable democ-
racies and need to be addressed more forcefully. In fact, the Von der Leyen 
Commission has already taken steps in that direction.

The 1990s were a time of 
optimism for international 
law, marked by the belief 
that international relations 
and legal frameworks 
would strengthen each 
other. That assumption is 
now being called into 
question. 

Stefaan Smis
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Stefaan Smis: As a lawyer, I believe we must continue to place our trust in multi-
lateralism – it remains a powerful alternative to violence. History has shown that 
the more we cooperate, the more common interests we share and the less likely 
we are to resort to force. The real issue is that multilateralism is being eroded. 
Countries are no longer coming together for major cooperative efforts. Take 
global warming, for example. It should be our common enemy, shouldn’t it? Yet, 
we struggle to get states to take the necessary action. In my view, the solution is 
not to increase militarisation but to strengthen cooperation. When we work 
together, we realise there is far more that unites us than divides us.

Katrien de Pauw: Multilateralism is often slow 
and demands significant commitment. 
However, Donald Trump’s strong reaction to it 
can, in part, be seen as proof that multilateral-
ism works. Take Bashar al-Assad, for example 
– he is severely restricted in his movements. 
Similarly, Putin was unable to attend the 2023 
BRICS summit in South Africa because the 
International Criminal Court had issued an 
international arrest warrant. UN decisions and 
resolutions may not always be legally binding, 
but that doesn’t mean they carry no weight. So 
yes, the response should be more cooperation, 
not less. That said, an efficiency overhaul is 
needed at the UN level.

Stefaan Smis: There is room for improvement in areas such as the reform of the 
UN Security Council, the veto power of the five superpowers, the enforceability of 
international law, and the underrepresentation of certain continents in the 
Security Council. These are issues that should ultimately be addressed. However, 
wiping the slate clean seems to me like a step in the wrong direction.

Katrien de Pauw: Ultimately, what is the purpose of multilateralism? Its main goal 
is to protect countries that lack coercive power, whether militarily or economi-
cally. While one might argue that the United States doesn’t need the United 
Nations, many other countries depend on it to maintain the fair international 
rule of law. They see it as necessary. Europe remains committed to multilateral-
ism, and the new Flemish and Belgian coalition agreements reflect this stance. 
However, countries that support multilateralism and the international rule of 
law must contend with a few superpowers that struggle with such a system 
because they perceive it as limiting their freedom of action.

Donald Trump’s strong reaction 
can, in part, be seen as proof that 
multilateralism works. Take 
Bashar al-Assad, for example – 
he is severely restricted in his 
movements. Similarly, Putin was 
unable to attend the 2023 BRICS 
summit in South Africa because 
the International Criminal Court 
had issued an international 
arrest warrant. 

Katrien de Pauw
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Stefaan Smis: I tell my students that smaller and less powerful countries, such as 
Belgium, are often strong supporters of multilateralism and international law 
because these mechanisms provide an equal standard for all. While law can 
sometimes serve specific interests, overall a legal approach offers greater cer-
tainty. This is why smaller countries tend to favour the multilateral order. In con-
trast, major powers don’t need it to impose their will; they often view law as an 
obstacle. The United States is a prime example of this, though not the only one.

Peace Institute: The international responses to the wars in Ukraine and Gaza 
have been very different. Moreover, little attention has been given to other 
conflicts, such as those in eastern Congo or Sudan. Many people feel there 
is a double standard. What is your view on this, and what impact do you 
think this prevailing sense of double standards could have?

Stefaan Smis: The double standard is not new or 
unique to this period, nor is it specifically tied to the 
conflicts you’ve mentioned. Generally, we tend to be 
less critical of our allies than we are of the allies of oth-
ers. This is as true today as in the past. From the per-
spective of the West, Russia is seen as an enemy to be 
confronted in various ways, whereas Israel is treated 
more leniently because it is an ally, despite the wide-
spread violations of international law and human 
rights there. This is no different from what happened 
during the Cold War era, when there were numerous 
conflicts in which we chose sides and remained silent. 
That doesn’t mean, however, that we cannot be critical 

– whether of our enemies or our own allies.

Katrien de Pauw: What’s new is that other countries have become more empow-
ered, and they often accuse the West of this double standard. This is related to 
the fact that many Western countries fully support human rights on the interna-
tional stage. If they are not consistent in doing this, they are held more accounta-
ble today than in the past. We shouldn’t abandon the discourse on human rights, 
but we could approach it differently by focusing more on promoting our own 
strengths. When it comes to human rights, Europe is among the top performers, 
and I believe that’s a stronger narrative to adopt.

Peace Institute: Can you point to examples today of areas where the multilat-
eral system and international law still work and help to prevent violence?

The way we tackled 
the Covid-19 crisis is 
another great 
example of how 
global cooperation 
can address global 
challenges. 

Stefaan Smis
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Stefaan Smis: The story of European integration remains a prime example of how 
countries that were once the greatest of enemies decided to take a different 
approach. This brought not only peace but also incredible prosperity. The peace 
in Europe produced a substantial peace dividend: economic development, the 
rule of law and respect for human rights. International law and cooperation 
played a key role in this. But multilateral cooperation isn’t just about resolving 
conflicts. The way we tackled the Covid-19 crisis is another great example of how 
global cooperation can address global challenges. Important results were 
achieved in the short term, though there were problems along the way. Things 
could have unfolded very differently, potentially leading to a larger crisis. So, 
multilateralism is not entirely in crisis. The media often focuses on problems, but 
there are just as many success stories.

Katrien de Pauw: For example, there have been many positive developments in 
areas such as decent work, human rights and trade agreements, sexual and 
reproductive health and rights, and the rights of minority groups. These are all 
examples of successful multilateral efforts. Moreover, the United Nations 
remains the only forum where all countries sit at the table, including those cur-
rently in conflict with one another. This makes it more democratic than newer 
coalitions such as the G7, G20 or BRICS.

Peace Institute: Flanders and Belgium are strongly committed to supporting 
multilateralism and international law. Can they play a role in turning the 
tide?

Katrien de Pauw: We need to be asser-
tive and proactive. The fact that our tra-
ditional partnership with the United 
States is under strain should serve as a 
wake-up call for us to strengthen our 
own position and contribute to a strong 
European and multilateral narrative. 
Flanders can play a key role in this. The 
most compelling story we can tell is our 
own. We have a lot to offer in the areas 
of peace and human rights. For 
instance, we have a robust human 
rights policy within Flemish develop-
ment cooperation. But peace and 

human rights are also integral to other areas of Flemish policy, such as export 
regulations for strategic goods and trade agreements. The Flemish Peace 
Institute is a unique institution supported by Flanders, and we can also point to 

The fact that our traditional 
partnership with the United 
States is under strain should 
serve as a wake-up call for us to 
strengthen our own position 
and contribute to a strong 
European and multilateral 
narrative. Flanders can play a 
key role in this. 

Katrien de Pauw
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Interview by  Merel Selleslach, researcher at the Flemish Peace Institute

initiatives such as the appointment of a Flemish Children’s Rights Commissioner, 
the Kazerne Dossin Holocaust memorial and research centre, and the Hannah 
Arendt Institute. These are best practices that could serve as models for other 
countries. Flanders has the opportunity to position itself as a peace region.

Stefaan Smis: Indeed, everyone must take responsibility at all levels – Flemish, 
Belgian, European and even at the highest level, in the United Nations. In doing 
so, we need to be clear about what we stand for: human rights, the rule of law and 
democracy – just to name a few core values. We must be brave enough to keep 
emphasising these values, even in challenging contexts. 
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Peace Institute: Can you briefly explain what TerInfo is and what role resil-
ience plays in the project?

Beatrice de Graaf: Interesting that you are working around resilience. The term is 
in TerInfo’s mission statement. TerInfo started in 2014 and 2015. I had three chil-
dren in elementary school at the time. One day I got a question from the teach-
ers: “Help, the kids are playing ‘terrorism tag’ in the schoolyard and seeing 
Islamic State beheading videos on their phones. This is quite a challenge. How do 
you talk to kids about terrorism?” Together with some other people, including 
Bjorn, we started thinking about the question. Initially, this involved a bit of trial 
and error. Our basic idea, though, was to try to separate violent themes from the 
ferocity of current events by placing them in a historical space – for example, by 

Resilient young people and teachers:  Resilient young people and teachers:  
talking about terrorism, war and  talking about terrorism, war and  
disruptive eventsdisruptive events

Double InterviewDouble Interview

In Utrecht, Beatrice de Graaf and Bjorn Wansink have been working together 
for ten years on TerInfo (ter-info.nl), a project that supports teachers with 

customised lesson plans in response to disruptive events such as a terrorist attack, 
an urban riot or a foreign conflict. Beatrice de Graaf is a historian who has studied 

the history of terrorism. She is a sought-after expert in the Dutch media. The 
educator Bjorn Wansink conducts research on teaching about controversial topics.

© David van Dam

© Pim Geerts
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creating a simple timeline. That way, you show young people that some problems 
are not new. They were present in the past, and people knew how to deal with 
them then. In this way, history can help to make current events discussable, with-
out emotion taking over.

Our ambition is to provide teachers with educational materials that allow them 
to take action in the classroom within 48 hours of such a disruptive event, so they 
don’t end up in a situation of inaction. This is how we implement resilience: by 
giving teachers access to methods, teaching methods and content as quickly as 
possible in order to provide a historical framework and a timeline. We currently 
serve more than a thousand schools. In Belgium, we serve 135 schools. Actually, 
we can barely handle the demand.

Bjorn Wansink: The unique thing about TerInfo is that we are affiliated with the 
university, so we can call on a broad and diverse bank of expertise. For example, 
if something happens in Ukraine, we can call on colleagues who have expertise 
in Eastern Europe. We then combine that substantive knowledge with pedagogi-
cal expertise.

Peace Institute: How, specifically, do you develop TerInfo’s lesson plans?

Bjorn Wansink: Our lesson plans always have a similar structure. Firstly, we 
advise teachers to take stock of pupils’ prior knowledge. Thus, although we use 
certain frameworks, we allow quite a lot of leeway. It is also important to agree on 
rules. For teachers, it is a good idea to start by describing the current situation, as 
much as possible in factual terms and based on high-quality sources. Of course, 
this is difficult in the moment. Therefore, when disruptive events occur, with the 
lesson plan we try to provide teachers with substantive information as soon as 
possible after the event. The second step is to look back at history. For example, 
we compare current events with past incidents. This way, you can make “hot” 

news a little colder by discussing similar 
events in history. In pupils’ reactions to dis-
ruptive events, their identities often play an 
important role. This can make conversations 
difficult. By making comparisons to incidents 
in the past, where pupils’ identities are not in 
play, you create space to start a conversation 
and then explain the events. People are often 
very quick to make judgements. One of our 
goals is to interrupt and delay that judge-
ment-forming process, particularly by going 

People are often very quick 
to make judgements. One of 
our goals is to interrupt 
and delay that judgement-
forming process, 
particularly by going back 
to the past. 

Bjorn Wansink
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back to the past. Thus, in a third step, we expect pupils to come to a more bal-
anced judgement, one that is, ideally, also inspired by compassion. In a final, 
fourth step, we want to give children and young people actionable perspectives. 
How can they make a contribution or take action?

Beatrice de Graaf: With TerInfo, we want to give pupils cognitive support, a 
firmer ground to base their interpretations and judgements on. Pupils realise: 
my grandparents went through this too, and back then people had ideas about 
how to deal with it. We can learn from that. Thus, a historical timeline provides a 
literal and figurative footing. At the same time, we also use a normative frame-
work. Bjorn already mentioned compassion. But we also operate based on what 
we call a social pedagogy of hope. We focus on living together, not just on the 
individual. We also always use the framework of the democratic rule of law. For 
example, when talking about terrorism, we initially set out the definition of ter-
rorism as used by the Netherlands, the European Union and the international 
rule of law. Pupils can then critically discuss the definition. But we do start by 
using those frameworks. As educators, we must dare to name them. We can 
make it clear to young people that there are laws – for example, on discrimina-
tion and terrorism – and that you can’t just say anything. If you fly certain flags or 
call for violence, you can be prosecuted.

Bjorn Wansink: In this way, we strive for a balance between a dialogical and a 
security-oriented approach. It is also how we try to protect pupils.

Peace Institute: In a highly individualised world, a lot of young people are 
looking for meaning and connection. How do you see the role of religion in 
the context of radicalisation?

Beatrice de Graaf: It makes sense in that context to make the link with research 
into the motives of terrorists. I wrote about the role of religion and meaning in 
my book The radical redemption model: terrorist beliefs and narratives. The 
emphasis is often placed on motives such as revenge, the pursuit of fame or 
wanting to provoke a reaction. These are the so-called three Rs: revenge, renown, 
reaction. In this interpretation, the role of religion is often subordinated to other 
motives. Many of my fellow researchers find the idea of measuring religion as a 
discrete motivational factor in terrorism difficult. After all, how can you measure 
that experimentally? However, I argue that in addition to the three Rs, there 
should be a fourth R, a fourth motive: radical redemption. This is not about reli-
gion in a broad sense, but about people seeking to overcome a deficit by a great 
act, liberating themselves and their communities.
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Terrorists seek meaning. And not just as revenge, as pursuit of fame or to pro-
voke a reaction. It is more than that. Terrorists are looking for a transcendent 
way out. You see that very strongly with jihadists and also with right-wing 
extremists. This is not a model that explains everything, but it is an important 
element in the motives of many terrorists.

Peace Institute: Does that transcendence also play a role in working with 
young people?

Beatrice de Graaf: For me, that religious dimen-
sion is indeed also important in working with 
young people, based on the idea of a pedagogy 
of hope. I think you have to give pupils the per-
spective needed to pursue a positive dream. If 
disillusionment is one of the reasons why peo-
ple radicalise, it is a task of education and soci-
ety as a whole to support young people in pur-
suing dreams that are democratic and 
non-destructive. Religion can also play a role in 
this, if it takes on a constructive form.

Peace Institute: The public debate today often mentions “resilience”, partly 
in response to investments in defence. Nevertheless, the meaning of the 
word often remains vague. What is your view?

Beatrice de Graaf:  Yes, resilience is indeed a new buzzword and everyone has 
something to say about it. Nevertheless, it is a very helpful concept. We recently 
started a new project in collaboration with several universities in which resil-
ience plays an important role: Adapt! (adapt-academy.nl). The central question of 
the project is how to strengthen the resilience of societies before and during cri-
ses. We interpret resilience in such a way that it is not only about the hardware of 
society (e.g. the financial, economic and infrastructural systems) but also about 
mental, socio-psychological and cultural resilience. And not just at the individ-
ual level, but for society as a whole. We look at three types of crisis: political (war, 
terrorism), water-related (floods, drought) and pandemic-related. We also exam-
ine how resilience can be fostered at the local level. We are building experimen-
tal “living labs” in Denmark, England and the Netherlands. In this way, we go 
beyond theory and opening up new opportunities for action.

If disillusionment is one of 
the reasons why people 
radicalise, it is a task of 
education and society as a 
whole to support young 
people in pursuing dreams 
that are democratic and 
non-destructive.  

Beatrice de Graaf
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Peace Institute: We also encounter the term “resilience” in the context of 
addressing and preventing violent radicalization. It is then about how to 
make people resilient against violent extremism. There is also criticism of 
this. The approach is said to focus too much on individuals and too little on 
social dynamics.

Beatrice de Graaf: Honestly, I don’t know if the term “resilience” contributes 
much in the context of radicalization research. To me, “resilience” makes sense 
in the context of addressing crises, because you tackle them together. If you use 
“resilience” in the context of radicalisation policy, you are using it as a kind of 
tool to “securitise” individuals, essentially shielding society from them. Society 
must be made more resilient to those individuals. And Muslims need to be made 
resilient against Salafism.

Peace Institute: So for you, resilience is more a matter of society, not just 
individuals?

Bjorn Wansink: That’s how it is. Look at the city of 
Utrecht, for example, where we work with “allies”. 
Networks have been created where, for example, 
people come together from the Islamic and Jewish 
communities, from the police, from school boards. 
This is how we work to strengthen the fabric of soci-
ety. The individual level is important, but the indi-
vidual is part of a system. If you can make that sys-
tem resilient, as a collective effort, yes, that is much 
more powerful, I think. But obviously it’s also much 
harder to get done.

Peace Institute: Also harder to measure? This difficulty often leads to a lack 
of measurement in radicalisation policy.

Beatrice de Graaf: If you go on site, you can measure. For example, we conduct 
baseline measurements in schools that register with TerInfo. After there has 
been a disruptive event and our teaching materials have been used, we visit again 
to see exactly what has worked. For example, we have found that our historicis-
ing approach does work. We also look at our work with allies. In cities where 
there was an ally network, curfews during the Covid-19 pandemic were less likely 
to lead to riots. Once a month, neighbourhood representatives meet at the local 

If you can make that 
system resilient, as a 
collective effort, that is 
much more powerful. 
But obviously it’s also 
much harder to get 
done. 

Bjorn Wansink
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police station. Food is served and information 
is exchanged. What is going on in the neigh-
bourhood? Such an initiative partly has a 
security dimension, but it is also about civic 
care. If something goes wrong, it means peo-
ple already know each other. They call or 
message each other. So crises can be better 
managed.

Want to know more about TerInfo? Visit https://ter-info.nl
(Those working in education or with young people can request a free account.)

In cities where there was 
an ally network, curfews 
during the Covid-19 
pandemic were less likely to 
lead to riots. 

Beatrice de Graaf

Interview by  Annelies Pauwels & Maarten Van Alstein,  
researchers at the Flemish Peace Institute
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Peace Institute: How have you seen relationships with Chinese knowledge 
institutions change over the past few years – maybe not just the past five 
years, but even the past two years?

Katleen Janssen: The relationship is completely different today. It remains very 
important for us to collaborate with Chinese knowledge institutions, but the way 
in which we approach this collaboration has changed significantly. This change 
did not only happen as a consequence of government influence and the emer-
gence of discussions about knowledge security; we ourselves have equally 
increasingly questioned the ways in which we could or should collaborate with 
Chinese knowledge institutions. Until only a few years ago, researchers were very 
unaware when we informed them of our concerns about collaboration with 
Chinese researchers and knowledge institutions. But now I see a lot of change 
among researchers themselves.

Resilient knowledge institutions: what Resilient knowledge institutions: what 
direction for collaboration with China?direction for collaboration with China?

Double InterviewDouble Interview

There is growing concern at universities about Chinese practices in the areas of 
human rights, security and privacy. Balancing international research 

collaboration and the protection of innovation is difficult. With Katleen Janssen, 
legal counsel on export control and knowledge security at the University of 

Leuven, and Cind Du Bois, full professor at the Royal Military Academy, Belgium, 
we took a closer look at collaboration with China, in the past, now and in  

the future.
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Until only a few years ago, 
researchers were very unaware 
when we informed them of our 
concerns about collaboration 
with Chinese researchers and 
knowledge institutions. But 
now I see a lot of change 
among researchers  
themselves. 

Katleen Janssen

Peace Institute: Cind, you recently 
co-authored the study “Sino-Belgian 
Research Collaborations and Chinese 
Military Power”, in which you aimed 
to identify the extent to which 
Belgian researchers published jointly 
with Chinese research institutions. 
Have you seen any developments in 
that regard?

Cind Du Bois: In that study, we actually 
observed an increase in the number of 
publications written jointly by Chinese 

and Belgian researchers. We focused specifically on publications in domains 
described as “critical” and with researchers affiliated with Chinese knowledge 
institutions on the Australian ASPI tracker [the Australian Strategic Policy 
Institute’s Chinese Defence Universities Tracker is a database of Chinese knowl-
edge institutions conducting military or security-related technological research]. 
Even in those critical areas, we saw more Sino-Belgian publications than a few 
years ago.

Katleen Janssen: It remains challenging for universities to halt or prohibit certain 
collaborations, especially when it comes to forms of informal collaboration, such 
as joint publications. We cannot and should not prohibit researchers from writ-
ing articles together. That is what academic freedom is all about. We can, how-
ever, advise them and point out the risks, or decide as a university not to sign a 
particular contract with another university. Now, I do think it could be interest-
ing to conduct your study again in one to two years, because there is always a 
delay between the start of a collaboration and the publication of the results. I 
strongly feel that developments will be visible then.

Cind Du Bois: It will indeed be useful to continue to monitor this in the near 
future. We already noticed, for example, that we’ve received an extraordinary 
amount of feedback on our research. It’s clear that this is a highly topical theme. 
However, collaboration will still remain important in certain areas, such as cli-
mate change.

Peace Institute: Surely someone has to make the decision about whether or 
not to collaborate? So how is this done?

Katleen Janssen: In the Knowledge Security Committee at our university, we look 
at the strategic risks associated with a particular collaboration – more than is the 
case in an ethics committee, for example. But it is difficult to be consistent with 
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the available information. Where do you draw the line? For example, we find it 
highly challenging to delineate the areas where we have to be careful. Many dif-
ferent lists of so-called critical and emerging technologies have been developed. 
For example, “biotechnology” is listed as a critical technology. But “biotechnol-
ogy” is a very broad term. So the question is, what does this cover? In what areas 
exactly do we need to be cautious? Finding and deciding on a balance between 
caution and protection, on the one hand, and continued international collabora-
tion, on the other, is not straightforward.

Peace Institute: How can we find that balance?

Cind Du Bois: Total disconnection is not an option. We have to move to a form of 
risk management where we set limits that are proportional. But “proportional” 

– what exactly is that? It is very difficult to 
determine. In several countries we see that 
self-regulation by knowledge institutions is 
becoming very important. Governments can 
create a framework, but it is still the universi-
ties and knowledge institutions themselves 
that are best placed to make well-informed 
assessments. A government moreover has to 
be careful with implementing top-down deci-
sions. I remember being in Stockholm in 2023 
when the Swedish government had just made 

the decision to require universities to include someone with a geopolitical back-
ground on their boards. That resulted in an enormous fuss.

Katleen Janssen: Quite right. Even the Dutch, who are already quite advanced in 
their knowledge security approach, indicate that a top-down government-led 
process does not work. Rather, the focus should be on developing a framework 
together with the knowledge institutions involved and on sharing specific advice 
and good practices. After all, the researchers are the most knowledgeable about 
the technologies. In other words, self-regulation, but within a clear overarching 
policy framework that establishes firm red lines, would be the preferred and 
most feasible way forward. Here in Flanders, too, such an approach would make 
our lives a little easier.

Cind Du Bois: One challenge with this is that knowledge security is a so-called 
“tragedy of the commons” problem: if you don’t want to collaborate and someone 
else does, that other person is going to get the associated funding, while you miss 
out on it. This is already a hard problem to solve, making the need for shared pol-
icies even more important. In Denmark, for example, all the universities have 
jointly developed a specific policy decision regarding China. That’s one way to 
create a level playing field.

Governments can create a 
framework, but it is still the 
universities and knowledge 
institutions themselves 
that are best placed to 
make well-informed 
assessments. 

Cind Du Bois



28

FLEMISH PEACE INSTITUTE – ANNUAL REPORT 2024

Katleen Janssen: Even then, however, it remains a difficult balancing act, even in 
fields where the risks are more evident. Meanwhile, in a number of fields, 
Chinese researchers can now learn much less from us than we can from them. In 
these cases, not collaborating means excluding ourselves from that knowledge. 
So in terms of innovation, it is really important not to be too restrictive, other-
wise we are cutting ourselves off. That trade-off is what makes it so difficult to set 
general guidelines.

Peace Institute: Suppose we do want to 
go ahead with this exercise. How do we 
get started?

Katleen Janssen: First of all, we need good, 
correct and detailed information. An 
example: currently everyone, knowledge 
institutions and the government, relies on 
the ASPI tracker to support decisions on 
academic collaboration with Chinese 
knowledge institutions. However, this 
instrument has a lot of limitations.

Cind Du Bois: True, because the list is actually a black box. When we were con-
ducting our research on Belgian-Sino collaboration, we made several unsuccess-
ful attempts to find out more about the composition of the list. We don’t know 
how biased it is, who or what are behind it, what the methodology and criteria 
are… Moreover, the list is already four or five years old. Nevertheless, we base our 
decisions on it. Even the [Belgian] government points to the ASPI tracker as a 
crucial instrument in its and our decision-making process.

Katleen Janssen: A second important step is information-sharing. Information 
needs to be shared smoothly within the academic sector, in Flanders and beyond. 
Fortunately, communication is happening between Flemish universities and also 
with other universities elsewhere in Europe. This way, we sometimes get a 
broader picture, allowing us to discover that a potential partner is reaching out to 
several institutions. Such knowledge is essential. 

Having a contact point for knowledge security could be really useful in seeking 
answers to concrete questions and gaining practical advice. Especially if the 
information-sharing is two-way, we can also give information back to the contact 
point so that information can be collected, analysed and shared again with the 
knowledge institutions. But this will remain very sensitive. We don’t want to 
become police officers. How much and what information we pass on remains a 
difficult issue to address.

In a number of fields, Chinese 
researchers can now learn 
much less from us than we 
can from them. In these cases, 
not collaborating means 
excluding ourselves from that 
knowledge. 

Katleen Janssen
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Peace Institute: Are there any steps we can take right away?

Cind Du Bois: Actually, I think we need to start working on our strategic literacy 
as quickly as possible. Compared to other countries, we are really still in our 
infancy in that area.

Katleen Janssen: We are sticking our heads in the sand. It might make sense to 
include insights on strategic literacy and proliferation risks in training pro-
grammes and academic courses. It would be best to start doing this as soon as 
possible. In our current awareness-raising efforts, the focus is mainly on the 
department heads or the principal investigators, but we need to start much ear-
lier – with new doctoral students, and probably even earlier, within academic 
courses, to give students at least a basic knowledge of what is happening in the 

world. Although such initiatives are being pre-
pared, there are too few of them. However, it 
remains important, of course, not to put all the 
responsibility on the shoulders of the individual 
researchers. Our goal may simply be to foster the 
realisation that “I have to think about this, 
because there may be something weird going 
on”. we cannot expect researchers and knowl-
edge institutions to do the risk assessment 
entirely by themselves. This is exactly why, if 
they have questions, they need somewhere to go.

Interview by Diederik Cops, researcher at the Flemish Peace Institute

I think we need to start 
working on our strategic 
literacy as quickly as 
possible. Compared to 
other countries, we are 
really still in our infancy 
in that area.  

Cind Du Bois
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Drug crime, resilient young people and the Drug crime, resilient young people and the 
power of transnational cooperationpower of transnational cooperation

Drug violence has been high on the political and social agenda for several years. A 
recent study by the Flemish Peace Institute shows that more and more minors are 
being used to carry out tasks in the criminal drug world. In this double interview, 

Astrid De Schutter, researcher at the Flemish Peace Institute and author of the 
report, takes a closer look at the issue with Lies Deckers, programme leader for 

drugs in the City of Antwerp, and Yarin Eski, criminologist at the Vrije Universiteit 
Amsterdam.

Double InterviewDouble Interview

Peace Institute: Some call young perpetrators of drug crimes “the child sol-
diers of a drug war”. Others see them exclusively as perpetrators, not vic-
tims. What is your view?

Lies Deckers: I myself am still searching for the correct wording. The police and 
justice department mainly see these young people as offenders. A repressive 
approach is the rule there. Other, more “caring” sectors mainly focus on the pres-
sure exerted on these young people and the care with which they need to be sur-
rounded. This dichotomy makes it difficult to bring all the sectors involved toge-
ther and reconcile their often divergent views. Therefore, the challenge is to 
integrate these visions properly in order to arrive at a holistic approach focusing 
on the real needs and requirements of young people, but also meeting the secu-
rity needs of society.
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Yarin Eski: I’ve been trying to bring the victim perspective into the debate for a 
while now, although I’ve received quite a bit of criticism for doing so. We may not 
be seeing the extreme excesses of child soldier exploitation found throughout 
history, but the core idea is coming back: “the younger they are, the easier to 
manipulate”. Language and terminology also largely determine how these young 
people are approached.

Lies Deckers: I totally agree with that. How these young people are viewed largely 
determines the questions they are asked. For example, an inspector who addres-
ses a young person with a victim perspective in mind might ask different questi-
ons than someone starting from a repressive framework, in which the young per-
son is approached as an offender. The two approaches may elicit very different 
responses in the young person.

Peace Institute: Does one exclude the other? Should you really see these 
young people exclusively as perpetrators or victims?

Lies Deckers: I think that in the current 
situation, we have no choice but to 
maintain this dichotomy, because the 
perspectives of the different actors are 
still too far apart. But it is important 
that we all evolve towards the same 
language so that we can treat the 
young people involved in the same 
way. We therefore need more coherent 
cooperation between the different 
actors, with or without this division.

Yarin Eski: Within criminology, there has long been the idea that every offender 
is also a victim of circumstances. Social support is very important here. When we 
see young people turning to crime, this is not merely an individual choice. We 
can also see this as a failure of society, and we should dare to hold a mirror up to 
ourselves – and our politicians.

Peace Institute: In our study, we signal that it is mostly young people in pre-
carious situations who are being recruited. Do you agree? What do you 
think makes some young people resilient and others very vulnerable?

Lies Deckers: On the one hand, these are indeed young people who come from 
vulnerable neighbourhoods. They have little perspective and little trust in the 
government. As a society we must, as Yarin said, dare to look at ourselves. In 
addition, I can imagine that middle-class young people experience the lure of the 

It is important that we  
all evolve towards the same 
language so that we can  
treat the young people involved 
in the same way. 

Lies Deckers
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criminal drug world. Perhaps out of boredom, perhaps in a search for “fun”. But 
in reality, we still know far too little about the profiles of these young people.

Yarin Eski: Based on conversations with the police and the judiciary, I can agree 
with Lies on this. White young people who get little attention from their parents 
and are bored sometimes seek excitement. Also, the proportion of girls involved 
in drug crime cannot be overlooked. In addition, White young people are more 
often approached for tasks requiring “strategical thinking”. So you see elements 
of discrimination in that world as well.

The current political dynamics are adding to this situation. As a result, young 
people with a migrant background feel increasingly excluded and find it even 
more difficult to connect with society.

Peace Institute: How can we increase the resilience of these young people 
against the lure of the drug world?

Lies Deckers: Social connection is indeed important; everyone deserves a place 
within the community. Prevention is also crucial. It is important to focus on 
social skills with young people, assist parents and give them various parenting 
tools. Education must also focus on resilience.

There are various prevention programmes that focus on other issues, such as 
general crime prevention. These can (partly) be repurposed to prevent young 
people from joining the criminal drugs world. However, such programmes 
require a long-term vision, whereas policy-makers are often under pressure to 
achieve visible results quickly. It is therefore important to strike a balance 
between a short-term and a long-term approach.

Yarin Eski: There is also a big gap between what a policymaker wants and what is 
practically possible. It would be good to come up with more creative solutions.

Lies Deckers: I think the crux lies mainly in partnerships – bringing all social actors 
together and working together. It is often the case that everyone falls back on their 
own domain, whereas with these issues we need to work across policy domains.

Peace Institute: When we look at youth gun use, can we speak of a harde-
ning? Has the threshold for young people to use guns been lowered?

Lies Deckers: I don’t think we can talk about a hardening across the board. I do 
think that some of the young people involved in drug violence have the ambition 
to grow within the criminal world. They are willing to go further in the tasks they 
perform for these criminal organisations.
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Yarin Eski: Is it a hardening among 
young people or do they have easier 
access to weapons? Or both? Nuance 
and using the right terminology are very 
important here, because “the devil is in 
the details”. There are many different 
elements at play here, so I find it very 
difficult to answer this question. 
Therefore, as a researcher, I believe that 
there needs to be more research.

Peace Institute: The entry of young people into drug crime is, of course, a 
worrying phenomenon. But attention must also be paid to their exit. Often, 
getting out of the criminal world is very difficult. How do you view that?

Yarin Eski: Again, social awareness is very important. Teachers, parents and 
friends see the changes in the young person’s behaviour. There needs to be a cul-
tural shift where we stop seeing these young people as criminals. This may allow 
them to feel safe enough to talk about the situation and may enable them to seek 
help.

Lies Deckers: It is very important to let the young people themselves have their 
say. I can give a good example of this. During a pilot project, young people who 
had committed drug offences could qualify for an electronic ankle bracelet. This 
was seen as a good solution because it allowed them to stay at home to work on 
their reintegration. Yet one young person turned out to be less than enthusiastic 
about this. He indicated that he preferred to be placed in a closed institution so 
that he could cut off all contact with his criminal clients. As long as he could stay 
at home with an ankle bracelet, his contacts in the criminal drug world could still 
demand that he perform tasks that would violate the conditions he had been 
placed under. So it is important to look at ensuring the safety of these young peo-
ple in addition to any social support needed to get their lives back on track.

Peace Institute: What can policy-makers do to confront these complex 
issues? Do you see opportunities for (national) cross-border cooperation?

Yarin Eski: When you start from the concept of 
child soldiers, you can learn a lot from the tribu-
nals and programmes developed in Africa to pro-
mote the reintegration of these children. It is 
important to really invest in these young people 
and actively engage in the treatment of trauma. 

I do think that some of the 
young people involved in drug 
violence have the ambition to 
grow within the criminal world. 
They are willing to go further in 
the tasks they perform for these 
criminal organisations.

Lies Deckers

Teachers, parents and 
friends see the changes 
in the young person’s 
behaviour. 

Yarin Eski
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Interview by  Astrid De Schutter, researcher at the Flemish Peace Institute

Interlocal cooperation is also essential: 
knowing and understanding what is 
happening on the streets. It is also cru-
cial to share vital information quickly 
and efficiently with relevant services, 
including across national borders.

Lies Deckers: At the City of Antwerp 
we often take part in cross-border con-
sultations, both within and beyond our 
national borders. We also regularly sit 
around the table with higher authori-
ties. For example, we will soon have a  
meeting with colleagues from the 

Netherlands and Belgium about following up young people in community insti-
tutions. Finally, I would like to evoke the metaphor of the iceberg, so beautifully 
used by [Belgium’s] federal drugs commissioner Ine Van Wymersch. It is impor-
tant to engage with justice and law enforcement authorities concerning the part 
of the iceberg that is above the water. But there is also a large part of the iceberg 
under the water. It is the responsibility of all other sectors, policy levels and soci-
ety as a whole to raise the temperature of the water; a warm and inclusive society 
melts the iceberg from below. If this is achieved, criminal organisations will have 
far fewer opportunities to gain a foothold.

When you start from the concept 
of child soldiers, you can learn a 
lot from the tribunals and 
programmes developed in Africa 
to promote the reintegration of 
these children. It is important to 
really invest in these young 
people and actively engage in the 
treatment of trauma. 

Yarin Eski
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INFORMATION ACTIVITIES

PRESENTATIONS IN THE FLEMISH PARLIAMENT

26/03/2024
	 Presentation of the 2023 annual report of the Flemish Peace Institute in the Foreign 
Policy, European Affairs and International Cooperation committee of the Flemish 
Parliament (by Nils Duquet).

05/11/2024
	 Presentation of the advisory note on the report Flemish foreign arms trade in 2023 in 
the Foreign Policy, European Affairs and International Cooperation committee of the 
Flemish Parliament (by Nils Duquet and Diederik Cops).

OWN EVENTS
23/01/2024

	 School event – The Nobel Prize project of the Flemish Peace Institute, with pupils of the 
Steiner School De Es, Antwerp, and Sint-Lievenscollege, Ghent, and with contributions 
from Meyrem Almaci (chair of the Youth Commission), Arnaud De Decker (war journalist) 
and Roman Nekoliak (Ukrainian Center for Civil Liberties).

09/02/2024
	 Workshop – Dealing with conflict and polarisation in the classroom, at Teachers’ Day in 
the Flemish Parliament (with Maarten Van Alstein).

20/03/2024
	 Annual report 2023 presentation – Choosing peace, an event on the occasion of the 
presentation of the 2023 annual report of the Flemish Peace Institute in the De Schelp 
hall in the Flemish Parliament.

24/04/2024
	 Webinar – Innovative paths to “a new agenda for peace”, on the occasion of the 
International Day of Multilateralism and Diplomacy for Peace in collaboration with PATRIR 
and the Toda Peace Institute (with Nils Duquet and Merel Selleslach).

29/04/2024
	 Webinar – Violence by youth groups: a (supra)local issue? following own research on 
group violence in public spaces (with Annelies Pauwels).

22/08/2024
	 CSP10 side event - Project D-TECT: research on technologies to counter the diversion of 

components of conventional weapons, organised by the Flemish Peace Institute in 
cooperation with UNIDIR and the Delegation of Flanders to the United Nations at the 10th 
Conference of States Parties (CSP10) to the Arms Trade Treaty, in Geneva (with Diederik 
Cops).

20/09/2024
	 Day of Peace 2024 – Documentary screening and panel discussion, with a screening of 
the documentary Three Promises and conversations about the impact of the Gaza war in 
Flemish classrooms (discussion partners: Karin Heremans of GO!, Nils Duquet and 
Maarten Van Alstein).
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10/11/2024
	 11 November Lecture 2024 – Re-membrance with Courage, by political scientist Olivia 
Umurerwa Rutazibwa with musical accompaniment by Sara Salvérius and the 
Sun*Sun*Sun string ensemble, in collaboration with Ypres City of Peace and the In 
Flanders Fields Museum.

28/11/2024
	 Diplomatic academy – in cooperation with the In Flanders Fields Museum and the 
Flemish Diplomatic Academy for (future) representatives (here and abroad) of the 
Flanders Chancellery and Foreign Office.

03/12/2024
	 Expert panel – Drug violence in Belgium, presentation of the report Drug violence in 
Belgium: intimidation, reputation and the underworld (with Astrid De Schutter).

EXTERNAL PUBLIC OUTREACH
16/01/2024

	 Presentation – Family and criminal firearms violence, at CEPOL’s annual training (with 
Astrid De Schutter).

19/01/2024
	 Presentation – Gunviolence.eu monitor, at the Council of the European Union’s working 
group on law and order (with Nils Duquet).

25/01/2024
	 Presentation – EU counter-terrorism and the prevention and countering of violent 

extremism ecosystems and priorities of practice, at the Indo/Pacific – EU Exchange 
Seminar (with Nils Duquet).

31/01/2024
	 Wilton Park Dialogue – The role of industry in the Arms Trade Treaty: building towards 

outcomes of the 2024 Conference of States Parties to the Treaty (CSP) (with Diederik 
Cops).

13/02/2024
	 Presentation – The nexus between drug violence and firearm violence in Europe, at the 
meeting of the Horizontal Working Party on Drugs (with Astrid De Schutter).

19/02/2024
	 Presentation – Illegal arms trade, at a panel debate organised by the Europol Joint 
Parliamentary Scrutiny Group (with Nils Duquet).

21/02/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict! How to get out, at the Sint-Jozef Ternat (with Maarten Van Alstein 
and Merel Selleslach).

21/02/2024
	 Lecture – Multidisciplinary consultation platforms: early detection, monitoring and 

coaching of radicalised persons, to a Mozambican delegation of prison staff, organised 
by UNODC and the Belgian Directorate-General for Penitentiary Institutions (with 
Annelies Pauwels).
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27/02/2024
	 Guest lecture – Arms trade and violent conflict, in the programme “Transnational 
organised crime and conflict” (with Nils Duquet).

27/02/2024
	 Online education – Polarisation, for GO! (with Maarten Van Alstein).

01/03/2024
	 Workshops – Conflict and polarisation in the classroom, at the learning network 
“Onderwijs, ’t zal wel zijn” in Sint-Niklaas (with Maarten Van Alstein).

07/03/2024
	 Workshop and panel discussion – Polarisation and education: challenge and 

opportunity? at the EU Civil Society Days event (with Maarten Van Alstein).

08/03/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation in the classroom, at the Catholic Education study 
day in Herentals (with Maarten Van Alstein).

14/03/2024
	 Guest lecture – Conflict and peace, in the Orthopedagogy programme at UC Leuven-
Limburg in Hasselt (with Maarten Van Alstein).

18/03/2024
	 Presentation – Firearms and drugs: partners in crime, at a UNODC Global Firearms 
Programme event (with Astrid De Schutter).

28/03/2024
	 Guest lecture – Learning from history, in the teacher training programme of the Faculty 
of Arts and Philosophy at Ghent University (with Maarten Van Alstein).

29/03/2024
	 Presentation – The illicit proliferation of small arms and light weapons in Europe, in a 
conversation on deterrence and arms control organised by the Egmont Institute (with 
Nils Duquet).

12/04/2024
	 Presentation – Gunviolence.eu and firearms incidents in the European Union, at the 
conference The Impact of Global Arms Control Regimes on Reducing Gun Violence at the 
Università degli Studi di Milano (with Nils Duquet).

16/04/2024
	 Lecture – FN Herstal, the Belgian defence industry and international arms trade, 
Zutendaal (with Diederik Cops).

16/04/2024
	 Presentation – Ongoing research of the Flemish Peace Institute on conflict and 

polarisation, for the Flemish Platform on Radicalisation (with Maarten Van Alstein).

19/04/2024
	 Debate – Election festival, an event for young people voting for the first time organised 

by ’t Is aan u!, VRT and the Flemish Parliament (with Annelies Pauwels).

20/04/2024
	 Panel discussion – Democracy and peace under attack? Europe and the war in Ukraine, 
at Facts To Act 2024, organised by the Hannah Arendt Institute (with Nils Duquet).
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26/04/2024
	 Discussion – Plenum (b)XL, a role-playing and discussion game with young players of the 
game KRAS (with Nils Duquet).

02/05/2024
	 Presentation – Conflict and polarisation in schools: a local perspective, at a digital 
session organised by the VVSG (with Maarten Van Alstein).

08/05/2024
	 Lecture – May 8: a commemoration, at the Tienen Sugar Refinery (with Maarten Van 
Alstein).

14/05/2024
	 Conference – Improving supply chain responsibility for arms exports, organised by the 
T.M.C. Asser Institute in The Hague (with Diederik Cops).

16/05/2024
	 Guest lecture – Innovation, technology development and European cooperation: what 

consequences for exports and export control? in the course Technology, Science and 
International Security at the University of Antwerp (with Diederik Cops).

22/05/2024
	 Presentation – First results of the Gunviolence.eu monitor on firearms violence in 

Europe, at a strategic EMPACT-meeting (with Astrid De Schutter).

23/05/2024
	 Interview – Across the gap, during a book launch by Maurits Chabot (with Maarten Van 
Alstein).

23/05/2024
	 Guest lecture – The international trade in conventional arms and the organisation of 

arms export controls, in the course Arms Control and Proliferation at the University of 
Antwerp (with Diederik Cops).

28/05/2024
	 Presentation – From toxic to democratic: dealing with polarisation, at the study day 
“Free thinking, media, democracy”, organised by deMens.nu and the Vrije Universiteit 
Brussel (with Maarten Van Alstein).

31/05/2024
	 Guest lecture – The proliferation of conventional weapons, in the Intelligence Studies 
course at Ghent University (with Nils Duquet).

06/06/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict transformation and dialogue in educational contexts, during the 
study day “Online polarisation and communication” in Genk (with Maarten Van Alstein).

11/06/2024
	 Presentation – Threat assessment: links between polarisation and violent extremism, 
at a thematic research meeting of the Radicalisation Awareness Network of the European 
Commission (with Annelies Pauwels).

13/06/2024
	 Presentation – Evolutions in arms markets, at the Consultative Meeting of the EU 
Consortium on Non-Proliferation and Disarmament, Brussels (with Diederik Cops).
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13/06/2024
	 Presentation – Countering arms diversion: the role of industry, at the Consultative 
Meeting of the EU Consortium on Non-Proliferation and Disarmament, Brussels (with 
Diederik Cops).

13/06/2024
	 Lecture – Hostile group conflicts, at a study day in Hasselt (with Maarten Van Alstein).

13 /06/2024
	 Presentation – Teaching democratic peace? during the Political Science Workshops of 
the Low Countries in Maastricht (with Maarten Van Alstein).

14/06/2024
	 Presentation – The European Peace Research Network PEACE, during the Political 
Science Workshops of the Low Countries in Maastricht (with Merel Selleslach).

14/06/2024
	 Presentation – The risks of illegal SALW proliferation in the war in Ukraine, during the 
Political Science Workshops of the Low Countries in Maastricht (with Nils Duquet).

19/06/2024
	 Presentation – Illegal arms trade, during a visit by the UN Disarmament Fellows to 
Brussels (with Nils Duquet).

25/06/2024
	 Presentation – Exploring new methodologies to improve understanding of gun violence: 

the case of artificial intelligence – the Gunviolence.eu monitor, at a side event of the 
Fourth Review Conference (RevCon4) of the UN Programme of Action to Prevent, Combat, 
and Eradicate the Illicit Trade of Small Arms and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects, in New 
York (with Diederik Cops).

26/06/2024
	 Debate – Exploring technologies to counter the diversion of small arms and light 

weapons, at a side event of the Fourth Review Conference (RevCon4) of the UN 
Programme of Action to Prevent, Combat, and Eradicate the Illicit Trade of Small Arms 
and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects, in New York (with Diederik Cops).

15/07/2024
	 Presentation – An exploration of the link between illicit arms trafficking and the global 

drug problem, at a side event of the UN political forum organised by Agora, the Mexican 
government and UNODC (with Astrid De Schutter).

22/08/2024
	 Presentation – Exploring technologies to counter the diversion of components of 

conventional weapons, at a side event of the 10th Conference of States Parties (CSP10) 
to the Arms Trade Treaty, in Geneva, organised by the Flemish Peace Institute and UNIDIR 
(with Diederik Cops).

27/08/2024
	 Presentation – Citizenship in a geopolitically turbulent world, organised by Beweging.
net, Hasselt (with Maarten Van Alstein).

30/08/2024
	 Presentation – Rebuilding peace in Ukraine: a subnational perspective, at the 17th EISA 
Pan-European Conference on International Relations (with Merel Selleslach).
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30/08/2024
	 Presentation – PEACE, a cross-disciplinary network of peace researchers, at the 17th 
EISA Pan-European Conference on International Relations (with Merel Selleslach).

01/09/2024
	 Lecture – Searching for equality, searching for peace, during the Ijzerbedevaart at the 
memorial of peace in Diksmuide (with Nils Duquet).

12/09/2024
	 Panel discussion – Pushing the boundaries of evidence-based evaluation in P/CVE and 

in the field of deradicalisation, during the INDEED Final Event and Second International 
Policy and Practitioners Forum (with Annelies Pauwels).

18/09/2024
	 Presentation – Control of transit of military goods and technologies, at a workshop for 
the government of Cambodia under the Voluntary Trust Fund of the UN Arms Trade 
Treaty, organised by Control Arms (with Diederik Cops).

19/09/2024
	 Panel discussion – A year of sanctions against Russia: what is the impact? Global Trade 
event organised by Deloitte (with Nils Duquet).

24/09/2024
	 Workshop – The LIVC-R: from pioneering to professionalisation, in collaboration with 
the VVSG during an inspiration and networking day organised by the Flemish Agency for 
Domestic Administration and the Flemish Platform on Radicalisation (with Annelies 
Pauwels).

24/09/2024
	 Workshop – In the eye of the storm: dealing thoughtfully with online and offline 

harmful polarisation, during an inspiration and networking day organised by the Flemish 
Agency for Domestic Administration and the Flemish Platform on Radicalisation (with 
Maarten Van Alstein).

25/09/2024
	 Presentation – Group violence: is the public space under attack? at the VVSG police 
zones steering committee (with Annelies Pauwels).

30/09/2024
	 Online session – Group violence in public spaces, at a VVSG thematic session for local 
government staff (with Annelies Pauwels).

04/10/2024
	 Conversation – Dealing with conflict and polarisation, during the opening of the 
academic year of Samen Onderwijs Maken, Leuven (with Maarten Van Alstein).

21/10/2024
	 Guest lecture – Conflict and peace, in the Orthopedagogy programme at UC Leuven-
Limburg in Hasselt (with Maarten Van Alstein).

22/10/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation, during a study day organised by the training centre 
Hivset in Turnhout (with Maarten Van Alstein).

28/10/2024
	 Keynote – Conflict and polarisation, during a multi-day event organised by LIMBO, KU 
Leuven (with Maarten Van Alstein).
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30/10/2024
	 Panel discussion – Limboration, during a multi-day event organised by LIMBO, KU Leuven 
(with Maarten Van Alstein).

07/11/2024
	 Workshop – Next gen programme of the COST Action PEACE, at the biennial conference 
of the European Peace Research Association (with Maarten Van Alstein and Merel 
Selleslach).

07/11/2024
	 Online lecture – Intertwined threats: firearms and drug trafficking, organised by Small 
Arms Survey and the Ukrainian Center for Security Studies in Kiev (with Nils Duquet).

08/11/2024
	 Presentation – The evolving role of peace nations in an increasingly tense international 

atmosphere, at the biennial conference of the European Peace Research Association 
(with Merel Selleslach).

08/11/2024
	 Panel discussion – Lessons from a violent past, at the biennial conference of the 
European Peace Research Association (with Maarten Van Alstein).

09/11/2024
	 Panel discussion- The future and possibilities for peace research, at the biennial 
conference of the European Peace Research Association (with Nils Duquet).

12/11/2024
	 Panel discussion – The European Common Security and Defence Policy, organised by 
Europa Direct West-Vlaanderen and KU Leuven Kulak (with Diederik Cops).

13/11/2024
	 Lecture – Conflict and polarisation, at CLW Kortrijk (with Maarten Van Alstein).

14/11/2024
	 Keynote – Searching for peace, study day organised by Stedelijk Onderwijs, Antwerp 
(with Maarten Van Alstein).

14/11/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation, study day organised by Stedelijk Onderwijs, 
Antwerp (with Maarten Van Alstein).

15/11/2024
	 Lecture – Polarisation, at a meeting of the EU-Moldova Civil Society Platform (with 
Maarten Van Alstein).

18/11/2024
	 Guest lecture – Firearms trafficking and violence, as part of the course Introduction to 
Criminology at Ghent University (with Nils Duquet).

18/11/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation: from problem to learning opportunity, at the 
thematic day “Critical thinking and constructive disagreement in the classroom” 
organised by the Centre for Continuing Education of the University of Antwerp (with 
Maarten Van Alstein).
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19/11/2024

	 Presentation – The link between drug markets and gun violence in the European Union, 
at the annual conference Drug Control Networks, organised by the Pompidou Group (with 
Astrid De Schutter).

21/11/2024
	 Keynote – Searching for peace, study day organised by Stedelijk Onderwijs, Antwerp 
(with Maarten Van Alstein).

21/11/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation, study day organised by Stedelijk Onderwijs, 
Antwerp (with Maarten Van Alstein).

21/11/2024
	 Panel discussion – Defence-related R&D, at KU Leuven (with Nils Duquet).

22/11/2024
	 Guest lecture – Global proliferation of small arms and light weapons, organised the High 
Studies for Security and Defense (with Nils Duquet).

25/11/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation, study day “Young people and the police”, Flemish 
Brabant (with Maarten Van Alstein).

26/11/2024
	 Presentation – The link between drug markets and gun violence in the European Union, 
at the European Conference on Drug-Related Violence (with Astrid De Schutter).

06/12/2024
	 Presentation – Gunviolence.eu and the use of artificial intelligence, at Politeia’s annual 
study day (with Astrid De Schutter).

12/12/2024
	 Keynote – 10 years of radicalisation policy in Flanders, at a study day for local 
governments organised by VVSG (with Annelies Pauwels).

17/12/2024
	 Workshop – Conflict and polarisation, for trainers of De Aanstokerij at the Flemish 
Parliament (with Maarten Van Alstein).
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18/03/2024
Firearms and Drugs: Partners in Transnational Crime
Philip Novaković, Astrid De Schutter & Nils Duquet

A report published in collaboration with UNODC on the link 
between illicit drug trafficking and illicit arms trafficking.

11/04/2024
Peace in foreign policy: peace nations in times of crisis
Merel Selleslach & Maarten Van Alstein

This report analyses the peace focus of European states and 
regions in foreign policy and how the war in Ukraine has 
affected that focus.

29/04/2024
Violent youth groups and the public space: from describing 
boundaries to guarding them
Annelies Pauwels

This analysis offers a reflection on the developments 
identified by police zones in the context of previous research 
by the Flemish Peace Institute on group violence in public 
spaces.

PUBLICATIONS AND ADVISORY NOTES OF  
THE FLEMISH PEACE INSTITUTE 
Available to download at  
www.vlaamsvredesinstituut.eu
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08/05/2024
Searching for peace: inspiration for engaged citizens
Maarten Van Alstein

This text reflects on peace and then shares the valuable 
results of this reflection with a broad audience in a thoughtful 
and inspiring way.

26/06/2024
Project D-TECT: assessing technologies to counter the 
diversion of small arms and light weapons
Sarah Grand-Clément (UNIDIR)

This D-TECT analysis examines 14 technologies for their utility 
in countering the diversion of small arms and light weapons.

22/08/2024
Project D-TECT: countering the diversion of the components 
of conventional weapons. An assessment of potential 
technological solutions
Diederik Cops

This analysis examines growing concerns about the diversion 
of components of conventional weapons. The report examines 
the potential of 14 technologies, such as 2D codes, RFID and 
big data analytics, to counter this problem at different stages 
of the weapons life cycle.

24/09/2024
SIPRI Yearbook 2024: summary in Dutch

The SIPRI Yearbook, published by the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute, is an English-language reference 
work on global peace and security trends. We published its 
official Dutch-language summary.
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24/09/2024
Advisory note on the annual report (2023) of the Flemish 
government to the Flemish Parliament on the issued and 
refused licences for weapons, ammunition and special 
equipment for military use and related technology

An advisory note accompanying figures from the Flemish 
government’s Annual report on the arms trade 2023. There is 
a need for a stronger control mechanism and an updated 
policy framework as rising exports and geopolitical 
developments put pressure on the Arms Trade Decree. An 
inter-federal cooperation agreement with customs is also 
lacking.

09/10/2024
The Flemish foreign arms trade in 2023
Diederik Cops

This analysis provides an overview of the main trends in the 
arms trade from, to and through Flanders in 2023.

02/12/2024
Advisory note on draft law 0191/1 amending the law of 8 
June 2006 regulating economic and individual activities with 
weapons

An advisory note accompanying the legislative amendment on 
the legalisation of silencers and night vision goggles. It 
addresses the risks to public safety, the lack of effective 
restrictions on use, the lack of a clear link between hunting 
licences and species, and the risk of blanket legalisation. One 
conclusion is that the draft law does not provide for a 
conclusive system of registration and traceability.

 
03/12/2024
Drug violence in Belgium: intimidation, reputation and the 
underworld
Astrid De Schutter

This report brings together police and ballistics data, 
information from expert interviews and media analysis 
(including from the online monitor Gunviolence.eu) in one 
report.
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Scientific Council 2024 evaluation report
February 2025

The Scientific Council evaluates the quality of the research of the Flem-
ish Peace Institute and advises the Board of Directors and the Scientific 
Secretariat on important trends in peace and security research. In its 
evaluation of the quality of the Peace Institute’s research, the Scientific 
Council looks primarily at the publications that the Institute produces 
in-house. In 2024, there were again interesting publications and the 
Institute’s staff contributed in various ways to recommendations, pub-
lic discussions and shaping the thinking of the Flemish Parliament. As 
in previous years, the Scientific Council structures its assessment of the 
quality of the research on the basis of the thematic areas of research in 
which the Institute conducts work. 

Weapons, peace and violence

The Institute has built an (international) reputation through its research on the use and 
trade of weapons and weapons technology. In 2024 there were again important publica-
tions in this regard. Some have the character of an annual update, such as Diederik 
Cops’ paper Flemish foreign arms trade in 2023, which provides an analytical overview of 
the main trends in the trade in military equipment from, to and through Flanders in 
2023. The internationally relevant publication by Philip Novaković, Astrid De Schutter 
and Nils Duquet titled Firearms and drugs: partners in transnational crime (in collabora-
tion with UNODC), which reported on the link between illicit drug trafficking and illicit 
arms trafficking, also received acclaim.

The D-TECT research project, of which the Institute is a leader, is, in the opinion of the 
Scientific Council, a major contribution to international research on the misuse of con-
ventional weapons and technologies to produce them. In 2024 Sarah Grand-Clément 
(UNIDIR) and Diederik Cops wrote the project’s second and third analyses. They identi-
fied technologies that can be used to counter the use of small arms and light weapons 
and looked at growing concerns about the diversion of conventional weapons compo-
nents to unauthorised users. The Scientific Council member who reviewed these analy-
ses provided very positive feedback on their nuanced analysis. In addition, an event was 
organised in August as part of this project in cooperation with UNIDIR and the 
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Delegation of Flanders to the United Nations.

In this context, the study Human rights due diligence in the global defence industry: lessons 
from other sectors should also be mentioned. This publication was highly commended by 
the member of the Scientific Council who reviewed the report.

In addition, two advisory notes were prepared. The first was on the annual report (2023) 
from the Flemish government to the Flemish Parliament on issued and refused licences 
for weapons, ammunition and equipment specifically for military use and related tech-
nology. The second was on draft law 0191/1 amending the law of 8 June 2006 regulating 
economic and individual activities with weapons.

According to the Scientific Council, these publications and advisory notes demonstrate 
once again how the Institute succeeds on multiple fronts: through leading on interna-
tional research, thorough monitoring new developments around the arms trade and 
technology, and through advising on legislative and policy choices and processes.

Conflict, peace and society

A study published in 2024 – authored by Astrid De Schutter – is at the intersection of the 
research domains “Conflict, peace and society” and “Weapons, peace and violence”. Her 
report Drug violence in Belgium: intimidation, reputation and the underworld brings 
together police and ballistics data, information from expert interviews and media anal-
ysis (including from the online monitor Gunviolence.eu). It shows how the Institute’s 
leading role in a European project using AI to systematically monitor gun violence 
based on media coverage is useful for the Flemish context. The Scientific Council was 
very positive about the thorough analysis and multifaceted data collection (media, 
interviews, databases, Gun Violence Incident Monitor) in the report. Moreover, the 
author succeeds in an engaging way in connecting concrete examples from the media 
with an interpretation of trends and developments based, for example, on a more 
numerical overview. In the opinion of the Scientific Council, the report is of great 
importance in providing a systematic and empirically informed picture of the manifes-
tations of drug violence and the underlying factors and dynamics that lead to increased 
and more serious violence. This picture provides an important starting point for inter-
ventions to combat violence and, more importantly, to better protect potential victims, 
including innocent outsiders. The study also provides important indicators of the fac-
tors that can help to interpret and explain, at least in part, the trends described. The 
Scientific Council also applauds the fact that the publication was highlighted through 
an expert panel in December 2024.
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In addition, 2024 saw the publication of the report Violent youth groups and the public 
space: from describing boundaries to guarding boundaries by Annelies Pauwels. Here, 
police district representatives reflect on the developments in group violence in public 
spaces reported in 2023. In the opinion of the Scientific Council, this report provides an 
interesting overview of insights and observations on youth violence. It contains exten-
sive empirical research (a survey, focus groups and qualitative interviews). The research 
and analysis are of a very high quality. The report also convincingly argues in favour of 
the need for a more accurate interpretation framework to organise the monitoring of 
youth violence and to properly observe developments and relevant differences and sim-
ilarities. It is also clear that possible interventions should be based on a more fine-
grained framework of understanding and interpretation.

The Scientific Council is also pleased with how earlier research and publications by 
Maarten Van Alstein and Annelies Pauwels – on dealing with polarisation in the class-
room, on group violence, and on teaching about war, peace and violence – were used in 
various ways for activities in schools and with teachers, and also made accessible to 
other interested parties. This shows that the Institute is actively endeavouring to dis-
seminate its research and findings to relevant target groups.

Peace-oriented foreign policy

Two interesting publications appeared in this relatively new field of research in 2024. 
Merel Selleslach and Maarten Van Alstein wrote Peace in foreign policy: peace nations in 
times of crisis, in which they analysed the peace focus of European states and regions in 
foreign policy with an additional focus on the impact of the war in Ukraine. The 
Scientific Council member who reviewed this report praised the empirical basis (inter-
views, focus groups), the thoroughness of the analysis, and the way the report was 
updated with information from the latest policy statements and documents at the time 
of writing. The report does not aim to provide a ready-made blueprint to promote peace 
in foreign policy but does suggest a number of ideas and tools that are useful in devel-
oping foreign policy frameworks aimed at preventing war and (re)building peace. It was 
pointed out, however, that the report and its findings are based on the European con-
text. This is obviously very different from the African, Asian, Latin American and North 
American contexts. However, this does not mean that other non-Western or non-Euro-
pean actors are not involved in peacemaking and peacebuilding. According to Call and 
de Coning (2017), emerging powers such as Turkey, India, Indonesia and South Africa 
have highlighted their comparative advantages over traditional Western powers when it 
comes to peacebuilding. It would therefore be interesting to see how efforts by other 
actors in different regions outside the case studies relate to or differ from “traditional” 
European peace policies.
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Maarten Van Alstein’s paper Searching for peace: inspiration for engaged citizens aims to 
make thinking about peace available to a wider audience in an accessible and inspiring 
way. Thanks in part to its smooth style, attractive design and thought-provoking state-
ments, the Scientific Council believes this text is a great “calling card” that can reach cit-
izens (and young people).

Finally, the Scientific Council would like to express its appreciation for the interventions 
and contributions of the director and various staff members of the Institute in the pub-
lic debate, at scientific conferences and panels, and at various workshop with profes-
sionals, politicians and policy-makers. 2024 was a fruitful year for the Institute in this 
regard.

In conclusion, according to the Scientific Council, the research conducted by the team 
of researchers associated with the Institute was current, comprehensive and of excellent 
quality.
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