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The European Union’s growing dependence on
imported oil and gas is leading it to support
increasingly risky and morally compromised fossil
fuel projects. A 2009 QCEA report investigated the
EU’s role in the Nabucco gas pipeline, part of the
Union’s Southern Corridor strategy which aims to
connect Europe to the gas resources of the Middle
East and Central Asia. The EU hopes that gas for the
pipeline will be sourced from
Turkmenistan, a country
described by Human Rights
Watch as ‘one of the most
repressive and authoritarian
states in the world’. The
Turkmen dictatorship maintains
its power through its exclusive
control of oil and gas revenues.

A second large pipeline project
may raise even more difficult
ethical problems for the EU.
The Trans-Sahara gas pipeline
(TSGP) is designed to transport
gas from the Niger Delta region
of Nigeria to Europe via Niger
and Algeria. If built, it would
be the longest pipeline ever
constructed, crossing 4,300km
including some of the world's
most forbidding desert terrain.
The ambitious scale of the
project, however, is the least
of its problems. The Niger Delta
is a conflict zone, blighted by
abject poverty and environmental degradation,
caused in large part by the adverse impact of the o il
industry in the region. Around 10 million barrels of
oil have been spilt in the Delta over the past 50
years, ruining agricultural land and fisheries, and
thus the livelihood of thousands of Delta inhabitan ts.

Over 70% of the Delta population live on less than $ 1
a day. Life expectancy is 45.

Amongst the devastation, militia groups have
emerged, in part, to challenge the Nigerian
government and international oil companies, in part,
to reap the rewards of a lucrative illicit oil trade  and
kidnap/ransom industry.  The most prominent militia

group, the Movement for the
Emancipation of the Niger
Delta (MEND), has already
threatened to attack TSGP.
Meanwhile, the EU has been
competing with Russia for a
controlling stake in the
construction of the pipeline.
2008 saw the European
Commission courting the
Nigerian government with
offers of lucrative grants and
the promise of a loan from the
European Investment Bank
(EIB) for TSGP. Russia's state-
controlled gas company
Gazprom secured a deal with
Nigeria in June 2009 to build
gas infrastructure in the
country, including a stretch of
pipeline that may become the
Nigerian section of TSGP in due
course. While it remains
unclear who will ultimately
succeed in the battle for
control of TSGP, it is the EU

who will have the most to lose, both in terms of
reputation and credibility, if it invests in this pr oject.

The undignified scramble for the world's dwindling
hydrocarbon resources exposes not only the
shallowness of some of the EU's human rights and
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We have heard of indices of fragility, indebtedness,
stability, and development; and there are probably a
few more. But a relatively new addition to this lis t,
and one that is quite different in some ways, is the
Global Peace Index. Founded by Steve Killelea, an
Australian entrepreneur and philanthropist, this on e
looks at a whole range of factors to establish which
countries in the world are the most (and least)
peaceful. It starts from the perspective of looking fo r
the positives, for what contributes to peace, which
is, arguably (in the words of Steve Killelea) the most
important common good.

It starts from the UN
definition of a culture of
peace which involves values such as rejecting
violence, endeavouring to prevent conflicts by
addressing root causes, and aiming at solving

problems through dialogue and negotiation.

The Global Peace Index, starting from that point,
looks at 23 indicators which are grouped under the
following headings: ongoing domestic and
international conflicts, measures of social safety and
security and measures of militarisation. Each
indicator is weighted; each indicator is identified as
being either an indicator for internal or external
peace; a score is arrived at for both internal and
external peace; and a final composite score for each

country is reached by
giving a weighting of
60% to internal peace
and 40% external peace.

The second part of the research is then to correlat e
these scores with some 33 other indictors which

The Business Case for Peace: The Global Peace Index  
2010 Announced

development rhetoric, but also the fragile position of
industrial societies dependent on fossil fuels and
prepared to go to desperate lengths to secure them.
Desperate lengths may even include EU military
intervention in the future. A QCEA report to be
released in July, 'Military Responses to Energy
Security Problems: What role for CDSP?' examines the
risk of EU militarisation of energy security, and
indicates that the EU may follow NATO's lead in
developing its capacity to provide protection for
energy supplies. The EU is most likely to intervene in
concert with other major powers like Russia, the US
and China, and when the cost and risk of a mission is
relatively low. The EU's first naval mission, Opera tion
Atalanta, is already performing an energy security
role by combating Somali pirates who have hijacked a
number of oil tankers since 2008. The EU flotilla ha s
found common cause with warships from China,
India, Russia, Iran and the US in this effort. Simi lar
anti-piracy missions are possible in the Gulf of
Guinea in the future, where Nigerian pirates have
started attacking oil tankers and infrastructure. N ATO
and the UN have both warned that the piracy
situation here could escalate.

To avoid further militarisation of energy security,  and
ever riskier projects like TSGP, the EU should make

every effort to substantially reduce oil and gas
demand. The European Economic and Social
Committee has already called on the EU to introduce
measures to reduce oil demand by at least 50% by
2050. To do this and more, the EU will need to work
to reduce oil demand across all sectors of the
economy, with special focus on transport, retail and
agriculture. In addition, it should develop its role in
making clear the important role of lifestyle choices
in reducing oil and gas use. First off, the EU need s to
set a behavioural example by reducing staff air
travel, minimising energy use in EU buildings, and
promoting local, organic food in its restaurants and
canteens. It could also provide financial support a nd
publicity for community groups like the Transition
Network and Aufbruch, which help individuals to liv e
low-carbon lifestyles in a supportive group setting .

Military responses can do little to contribute towar ds
long-term energy security, and TSGP could
exacerbate the conflict in the Niger Delta.  If the E U
does not begin to address demand reduction, then its
attempts to meet growing demand will continue to
create problems for the EU, and fossil fuel producin g
nations like Nigeria, for years to come.

Neil Endicott

w w w. v i s i o n o f h u m a n i t y. o r g
For full details of the Global Peace Index visit:
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were seen as a pool of potential drivers for peace.
This is not the place to list all of these but the
website: http://www.visionofhumanity.org/ provides
a wealth of information which should be compulsory
reading for anyone who is interested in peace.

Who is at the top and at the bottom? Not surprisingly ,
of the 10 top ranking countries (i.e. the countries
that are most peaceful) 6 are EU Member States:
Austria, Ireland, Denmark, Luxembourg, Finland, and
Sweden. The other four are New Zealand, Iceland,
Japan, and Norway. The countries at the bottom of
the list do not hold many surprises, either: Iraq,
Somalia, Afghanistan, Sudan, Pakistan, Israel, Russia,
Georgia, Chad and the Democratic Republic of Congo.

What may be more surprising is the ranking of the 5
permanent members of the UN Security Council:
Russia, we have already seen is in the bottom 10,
ranked 143 out of the 149 countries included; the
USA comes in next lowest, ranked 85; China is next,
ranked 80; and France and the UK have the highest
ranking of these 5, coming in at 32 and 31
respectively. In part at least this relates to their
respective scores on weapons sophistication where,
for example, the US ranks as the most sophisticated

with a score of 5 and the other 4 all have a score o f
4. The fact that all of them are nuclear weapons
states is also a factor.

The final part of the research – recently published as
a discussion paper ‘Peace, Wealth and Human
Potential’ looks at the economic impact of not havi ng
peace. It shows that the loss of economic output as a
result of a lack of peace globally is an absolutely
enormous sum. There can be arguments about the
validity of figures in detail and some of the
calculation must, of necessity, be estimates. But the
evidence that all sectors of the economy are
affected is there to see. The sectors affected the
most are: government; real estate, rental and
leasing; manufacturing.

Given the significant impact of the financial crisis  on
every economy; given the fact that climate change
will require significant investment; given the fact
that the Millennium Development Goals are far from
reached; given the fact that there are people who
die of hunger every day; there must be a case for
taking these figures seriously and accepting the
business case for peace.

Martina Weitsch

WORKING FOR PEACE IN THE MIDDLE EAST
WHAT CAN QUAKERS DO?

The QCEA/QPSW Conference in Brussels, 29-31 October 2010

An opportunity to come together with Friends from ac ross Europe and reflect on what Quakers can do –at
home, at EU level, and in the region– to work for pe ace in the Middle East.  Using a variety of approach es and
techniques, including drama and music workshops, pa rticipants will discuss, debate, and reflect on som e of
the key issues facing the region and the role the EU is playing there. We will consider together what we,  as
European Quakers, can do to help peace building effo rts. 

Ute Caspers (a member of German Yearly Meeting with extensive experience and travel in the region) is
already confirmed as a keynote speaker to reflect o n the questions we need to address. 
A second keynote speaker (from the European Institut ions) has been invited.

The deadline for applications is Friday 30 July!

More information and booking forms are available on  our website:
 www.quaker.org/qcea
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Ramallah Friend Awarded Anna Lindh Memorial Prize
This year's Anna Lindh Memorial Fund Prize has been
awarded to Jean Zaru (Clerk of Ramallah Monthly
Meeting). Six members of Sweden Yearly Meeting
attended the prize-giving ceremony in Stockholm on
June 10th. On introducing Jean Zaru, the former
Archbishop of Sweden, KG Hammar, referred to
Jean’s life and steadfast work for peace through no n-
violent means in Palestine and her home town of
Ramallah as being like an olive tree that refused to
be uprooted because it
belonged in that soil and
would bear fruit there. In her
thank-you speech, Jean
stressed the importance of
never giving up, since that in
effect meant giving in. In the
rounding off address to Jean,
the Swedish diplomat and
politician Jan Eliasson said
that security was not to be
found behind walls but
through and among neighbours. In this context he
felt that the important triad of peace – development -
human rights had been and continues to form the
cornerstone of Jean’s work.

The motivation for the 2010 prize is as follows:
“In a part of the world that is often painted in

different shades of violence, Jean Zaru is a beacon
of hope. She is an advocate for dialogue between
religions and is, as a lone female church leader in
the Middle East, a role model for women’s
leadership. During her entire life, Jean Zaru has
chosen non-violence to resist the oppression under
which she lives. Non-violence because it exposes and
challenges the structural violence on all levels. Non-
violence because it makes the oppressors realize th at

they, too, are victims of the
violence they impart. Non-
violence because Jean Zaru
believes in the human being,
the entire human being”.

The Anna Lindh Memorial
Fund primarily supports
women and young people
who work in the spirit of
Anna Lindh (the former
Foreign Minister who was

murdered in Sweden on September 11 2003). They
are people, who in their daily lives have the courage
to fight indifference, prejudice, oppression and
injustices in order to promote a good life for all
people in an environment marked by respect for
human rights.

Sue Glover Frykman


