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Lecture One
Peace Education

It is not merely the absence of violence, but rather includes justice, tolerance, and mutual understanding among people. Peace education promotes a culture of dialogue and coexistence, reduces conflict, and helps build more cohesive and harmonious communities.

Its goals include instilling values, resolving conflicts through peaceful means, and fostering a spirit of cooperation. It also enhances critical thinking and effective communication skills, which empower future generations to face challenges in constructive ways.

In today’s world, where conflicts and differences are increasingly common, peace education has become essential to ensure societal stability, progress, and the peaceful integration of individuals despite their cultural differences.

To strengthen a culture of dialogue, peaceful coexistence, and reinforce the principles of citizenship and human rights, peace education has become particularly important in Iraq — a country that has endured long years of war and conflict, deeply affecting its social fabric.

In response, both international and local organizations, with support from the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), launched a joint initiative to promote peacebuilding. A key need that emerged was the development of a comprehensive and unified glossary of commonly used terms in peace and conflict studies — a resource that could serve the Arab world across governmental and non-governmental levels.

on developing the knowledge, skills, attitudes, and values necessary to bring about behavioral change. This change would enable children, youth, and adults to prevent conflict and violence, resolve disputes peacefully, and create conditions that foster and strengthen peace — both internally within individuals and externally in their interactions at the national and international levels.

Today, there is a widespread sense across humanity that the world is living through unprecedented and devastating conflicts and crises. One reason for this perception is that globalization and advances in communication technology have exposed the harsh realities of existing conflicts, raising awareness about the scale of destruction, pain, and suffering — especially among civilians.

At the same time, there has been a shift in how peace is understood. For decades, peace was mostly seen as the mere silencing of weapons and the return to formal politics. Ceasefires and disarmament were the main focus of peace operations. However, there is now a growing recognition that peace goes far beyond the "absence of violence."

Peace is increasingly seen as a comprehensive political process — one that includes a commitment to human rights in the post-conflict period, and a serious effort to address justice, reconciliation, and development.

In this context, the goal of peacebuilding is to reduce the risk of conflict or relapse into violence by strengthening national capacities at all levels to manage conflict effectively. It also aims to lay the foundation for sustainable peace and development.

Peacebuilding is a complex, long-term process that seeks to create favorable conditions by addressing both immediate peace measures and deeper structural issues that impact the performance of society and the state. Ultimately, it strives to enhance the state’s ability to fulfill its core responsibilities in a legitimate and effective manner.

ducation “about” peace captures a significant part of the essence of learning. It calls for reflection and analysis on the conditions for sustainable peace and how it can be achieved. It also involves understanding and critically examining violence in all its forms and manifestations.

Peace education aims to equip learners with the knowledge, skills, and capacities needed to achieve peace and to respond to conflict peacefully. It also emphasizes the development of internal psychological and moral resources that are essential for external peace efforts. In other words, peace education seeks to cultivate the dispositions and attitudes necessary for engaging in transformative action toward peaceful change. It is particularly future-oriented, preparing students to envision and build more desirable realities.

Pedagogy is an important dimension of education “for” peace. The way we teach significantly influences learning outcomes and shapes how students apply what they learn. Peace pedagogy aims to align teaching practices with the values and principles of peace. In the tradition of American philosopher John Dewey and Brazilian popular educator Paulo Freire, peace pedagogy is typically learner-centered. It seeks to draw knowledge from learners’ reflections on their experiences rather than imposing it through rote instruction. Learning and development do not arise from experience alone but from reflective experience. Transformative peace pedagogy is holistic, integrating cognitive, reflective, emotional, and active dimensions of learning.

Peace education occurs in many contexts and settings, both inside and outside of schools. Broadly understood, education is a deliberate and organized process of learning. Integrating peace education into schools is a strategic goal of the Global Campaign for Peace Education, recognizing the key role formal education plays in producing and reproducing knowledge and values in societies and cultures. Informal peace education, which occurs in conflict-affected environments, communities, and homes, is a vital complement to formal efforts. Peace education is a core component of peacebuilding, conflict transformation, community development, and individual and collective empowerment.

As conceived by members of the Global Partnership for Peace in their international network, peace education is both universal in scope and culturally specific. It seeks to comprehensively recognize the intersections and interconnections between global phenomena (such as war, patriarchy, colonialism, economic violence, climate change, and pandemics) and local manifestations of violence and injustice. While a holistic approach is ideal, it is also recognized that peace education must be contextually relevant. It should be culturally grounded and arise from the concerns, motivations, and lived experiences of specific populations. “While we advocate for the global need for peace education, we do not call for the standardization or uniformity of approaches and content,” as people, communities, and cultures are not uniform, and neither should their learning be. Betty Reardon and Alicia Cabezudo note that “peacebuilding is humanity’s ongoing task; it is a dynamic process, not a static state. It requires a constantly renewed and dynamic educational process.”

Thus, the approaches used and topics emphasized reflect specific historical, social, or political contexts. A variety of important approaches have emerged over the past fifty years, including conflict resolution education, democracy education, development education, education for sustainable development, disarmament education, racial justice education, restorative justice education, and social and emotional learning.

Mapping Peace Education identifies many holistic approaches and subtopics. Country profiles are categorized by approaches and relevant topics to help researchers compare and learn across different contexts. Many of these approaches are not explicitly labeled as “peace education.” However, they are included in our list because their implicit social purposes and learning objectives directly contribute to fostering cultures of peace.
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Lecture Two: Peace Education
Peace education is an important strategy for building tolerant societies. It aims to instill the values of peace and respect in future generations, helping them to effectively address global challenges. Through peace education, we strive to promote global citizenship and develop the skills needed to achieve sustainable peace. This empowers individuals to resolve conflicts through peaceful means.

Key Points:

· Peace education as a strategy for building a culture of peace and tolerance

· Instilling values of peace, nonviolence, and global citizenship

· Enhancing the capacity of individuals and communities to resolve conflicts peacefully

· Developing the skills necessary to achieve sustainable peace

· Peace education as a means to address global challenges

What is Peace Education and Why Is It Important?

Peace education is an educational approach that builds a culture of tolerance and human values. It aims to develop the knowledge and skills necessary to promote peace and dialogue, and seeks to foster understanding among people and cultures.

Definition and Importance of Peace Education:

Peace education is a process that develops conflict resolution skills and constructive participation. It focuses on nurturing shared values of tolerance and peaceful coexistence. It aims to build more just and stable societies while promoting fundamental human values among individuals and communities.

Benefits of Peace Education for Individuals and Communities:

· Preventing conflicts and resolving disputes through peaceful means

· Promoting social justice and human rights

· Developing global citizenship and social responsibility

· Achieving individual and collective well-being

· Enhancing the capabilities of individuals and communities

· Contributing to building a culture of peace and solidarity locally and globally

A Historical Overview of Peace Education

Peace studies as an academic subject began in the aftermath of World War II. The first peace studies program was launched in 1948 at Manchester College in Indiana. Unlike the narrow specialization that has occurred in some fields, peace studies have continuously expanded since then. From its international focus on understanding the roots of war and preventing the spread of nuclear weapons, the field has grown to include human rights, justice, individual welfare, and much more.

Sixty years ago, the pursuit of peace was widely viewed as a matter for international diplomacy, often assumed to be inseparable from military history. Today, we have diplomacy alongside a wide range of methods for understanding war. Armed conflicts over natural resources have a long history, but in the same decades that marked the rise of peace studies, terms like “water security” and “food security” became familiar. These terms highlight how basic needs affect the balance between danger and safety, war and peace.

The term “food desert” refers to impoverished neighborhoods where residents have few unhealthy food choices. While abuse of women and children has ancient roots, mandatory reporting of such abuse by doctors is a relatively recent societal intervention—perhaps in the future, caregivers will be required to report elder abuse as well.

Terms such as “cultural violence” and “structural violence” are now widely used by scholars and the public alike, although many may not know that they were coined by Johan Galtung, a pioneering researcher in peace studies. In fact, violence at the personal, social, or national level is no less harmful than international violence.

Ian Harris, former president of the Peace Research Association Foundation, notes that “this expansion of the peace research field reflects a significant symbiotic relationship between peace movements, peace research, and peace studies.” This expansion also highlights the growing importance of non-governmental organizations and the concept of civil society itself.

Peace studies have broadened further with the development of alternative dispute resolution (ADR) mechanisms, such as mediation and other methods that can transform conflict. These mechanisms can be public and formal—such as South Africa’s Truth and Reconciliation Commission after apartheid—or judicial, such as the pursuit of restorative justice instead of retributive justice. They can also be personal, through acts like forgiveness.

Since 1991, the American Psychological Association has included a Division of Peace Psychology within the Society for the Study of Peace, Conflict, and Violence, which publishes its own journal: Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology.

The expanding scope of peace studies over the last few decades can be summarized by two key concepts coined by Galtung:

· Negative Peace views peace as the absence of violence. It defines peace by what is missing, for example: peace is the absence of conflict; peace is the end of war; peace is nonviolence; or peace is achieved by suppressing a group’s grievances.

· Positive Peace focuses on what is present. Peace is achieved when justice prevails and nonviolent means for resolving disagreements are available to society. Peace exists where human rights are upheld, and social justice is the norm. A culture of peace thrives when society is sensitive to cultural diversity, gender is neutral, women enjoy equal rights and responsibilities as men, and children are educated not only about war but about peace.

In 1980, there were 75 peace studies programs in the United States; today, there are more than 400, with another 100 programs abroad. The number of unique program names is nearly equal to the number of programs. Peace studies reject a siloed model of understanding the world; instead, they embrace interconnected knowledge, interdisciplinary scholarship, and interpretation from all academic fields. In doing so, peace studies embody the potential for students to learn across disciplines and curricula.

Education was based on life skills to prevent violence and build peace, encouraging the development of knowledge, skills, guidance, and values necessary to bring about behavioral change. This change enables children, youth, and adults to prevent conflicts and violence, resolve conflicts peacefully, and create conditions that lead to the establishment and promotion of peace, both within oneself and with others on a national and international level.

Humanity today is experiencing a general feeling that the world is living amidst destructive and unprecedented conflicts and crises. One of the reasons for this feeling is that the world, along with advances in communication technologies, has brought to light the stark reality of existing conflicts in society, which has led to increased awareness of the destruction, pain, and suffering caused by civilian casualties. At the same time, views on the concept of peace began to change. For decades, peace meant silencing the sound of weapons and restoring official politics as a method of governance. Ceasefires and the demobilization of forces were the main focus of peace operations. However, today, there is recognition that peace represents much more than the "absence of violence." Peace increasingly means a comprehensive political process, a commitment to human rights in the post-war period, and an attempt to address issues of justice, reconciliation, and development.

Thus, the goal of "peacebuilding" is to reduce the risk of slipping into conflict or returning to it by strengthening national capacities at all levels to manage conflicts, and laying the foundations for sustainable peace and development. It is a complex and long-term process to create suitable conditions addressing peacebuilding measures and the core issues that affect community and state performance, seeking to enhance the state's ability to perform its essential tasks effectively and legitimately.

Education for Peace: Core of Learning
"Education for peace" holds a large part of the essence of learning. It calls for reflection and analysis on the conditions for sustainable peace and how to achieve it. It also involves understanding violence and critically examining its various forms and manifestations.

Education for peace aims at preparing and developing learners with the knowledge, skills, and capabilities necessary to achieve peace and respond peacefully to conflict. It also focuses on enhancing the internal psychological and moral resources required for external peacebuilding efforts. In other words, education for peace seeks to promote behaviors and attitudes necessary for engaging in transformative work for peaceful change. Education for peace is particularly future-oriented, working to prepare students to envision and build more desirable realities.

Peace Education as a Dimension of Peacebuilding
Education is a key dimension of peace education. The way we teach has a significant impact on learning outcomes and shapes how students apply what they learn. Peace education seeks to design education that aligns with the values and principles of peace. Following the tradition of American philosopher John Dewey and Brazilian educator Paulo Freire, peace education usually focuses on the learner, seeking to extract knowledge from the learner’s reflection on experience rather than imposing knowledge through rote memorization. Learning and development occur not just from experience itself, but from reflective experience. Transformative peace education is holistic, integrating cognitive, reflective, emotional, and active dimensions in learning.

Formal and Informal Peace Education
Peace education occurs in many contexts and situations, both inside and outside of schools. When viewed more broadly, education can be understood as the deliberate and organized learning process. Integrating peace education into schools is a strategic goal of the global campaign for peace education, where formal education plays a fundamental role in producing and reproducing knowledge and values in communities and cultures. Informal peace education, occurring in conflict environments, communities, and homes, is an essential complement to formal efforts. Peace education is a key component in peacebuilding, conflict transformation, community development, and empowerment of individuals and communities.

Global Peace Education with Cultural Context
Peace education, as envisioned by those involved in the International Network for the Global Partnership for Peace, is global in scope but culturally specific. It seeks to comprehensively understand the intersections and interconnections between global phenomena (war, patriarchy, colonialism, economic violence, climate change, pandemics) and local manifestations of violence and injustice. While a comprehensive approach is ideal, we also recognize that peace education must be contextually relevant. It must be culturally specific and arise from the concerns, motivations, and experiences of particular populations. "While advocating for the global need for peace education, we do not call for the standardization or homogenization of the approach or content" (People, communities, and cultures are not uniform, and neither should their learning be). Betty Reardon and Alicia Cabezudo note, "Peacebuilding is humanity’s ongoing task; it is a dynamic process, not a static state. It requires a constantly renewed educational process." Therefore, the approach used and the themes focused on reflect a particular historical, social, or political context. A variety of important curricula have emerged over the past fifty years, including conflict resolution education, democracy education, development education, education for sustainable development, disarmament education, racial justice education, restorative justice education, and social-emotional learning. Mapping peace education identifies several holistic curricula and subthemes. Country profiles are classified according to important curricula and themes to help researchers compare and learn from different contexts. Many of these curricula have not been explicitly labeled as "peace education," but they are included in our list because their implicit social purposes and learning objectives contribute directly to the development of peace cultures.
"Peacebuilding" is considered one of the most pressing issues facing conflict-ridden states, particularly in the post-war phase. Peace—as a concept aiming to achieve security, prosperity, and social tranquility—is not as easily attained as war is initiated. It requires deep transformations in the behavior of conflicting parties and the social structures that generate violence, pushing these groups toward coexistence and peaceful interaction with others who may differ in interests and goals.

The concept of peacebuilding has evolved from the notion of "negative peace" (i.e., the mere absence of war and conflict) to encompass "positive peace"—which includes the absence of exploitation, the realization of social justice, and the eradication of corruption. Historically, it has been proven that peacebuilding and the promotion of peaceful coexistence, particularly during the post-conflict phase among previously warring groups within a state, is an arduous and prolonged process. The dividing lines between war and peace have become increasingly blurred. Peace no longer signifies simply the absence of violence; it entails the establishment of effective economic, social, cultural, and political infrastructures and mechanisms to ensure its sustainability. Peace requires a commitment to justice—there is no peace without justice, and no justice without solidarity.

The liberation of Mosul from the grip of ISIS and its aftermath will not only determine the city's future but also shape the future of Iraq as a whole. The immense risks and consequences that follow such a military operation cast a long shadow over the nation’s trajectory. Hence, one must ask: how can integration, peaceful coexistence, and lasting peace be achieved in a society as religiously, culturally, and ideologically diverse as Iraq, and Mosul in particular?

Undoubtedly, answering such a complex question necessitates a comprehensive and genuine strategic vision—one distanced from the symbols of conflict and the compass of crises—alongside a set of immediate and future-oriented mechanisms and procedures. Thus, the dissemination of a culture of human rights, tolerance, peaceful coexistence, and good governance within state institutions and among Iraqi citizens in general, and the people of Mosul in particular, as well as embracing various forms of reform and combating all types of corruption, are vital peaceful mechanisms for building peace in Iraq—and in Mosul specifically.

Historically, Mosul has experienced many events, but none have triggered as many latent tensions and negative consequences as the ISIS occupation. The city and its province paid a heavy price due to its religious, ethnic, and sectarian diversity. Analyzing this diversity reveals its multifaceted nature: religious (Islam, Christianity, Yazidism), ethnic (Arabs, Kurds, Turkmen, Shabak), and sectarian. While this rich mosaic once symbolized an inclusive and harmonious province, the ISIS occupation fractured it—not only through displacement but also by embedding a discourse of hatred among its constituents. Now more than ever, the province needs effective management of this diversity to redraw a new, inclusive image of Mosul and safeguard this diversity from fragmentation and loss. This requires grounding peaceful coexistence on essential prerequisites while diagnosing the challenges that threaten its integrity.

Following the commencement of Mosul’s liberation operations, the devastating consequences of ISIS's occupation became increasingly apparent—widespread killing, destruction of infrastructure, and human suffering. While material reconstruction requires substantial financial resources amidst challenging economic conditions, liberated areas must be prioritized for rebuilding. However, rebuilding infrastructure is not the only challenge. Rebuilding human capacity and addressing the cultural and educational destruction inflicted upon the people of these areas require extraordinary efforts across cultural, educational, and political domains through the adoption of strategic mechanisms encompassing cultural, social, political, economic, and security dimensions.



1. Socio-Cultural Strategic Mechanism
Undoubtedly, peacebuilding in Nineveh province and other liberated areas cannot be the sole responsibility of the government. It necessitates active engagement from local communities, including educational institutions, civil society organizations, tribal leaders, religious figures, media outlets, and all social regulation institutions that significantly shape public awareness and opinion. Mosul faces critical post-liberation challenges due to its representation of a microcosm of Iraq’s religious, sectarian, and ethnic diversity—a diversity that has suffered distortion and mistrust due to the exclusionary and violent ideologies instilled by ISIS. This inherited legacy of enmity, hatred, and resentment demands multifaceted healing—not only of physical wounds but also of minds, souls, and collective memory, which bears the scars of traumatic events.

This requires truth-telling and confronting the past through reform and reconciliation. For peacebuilding to succeed, mutual recognition among religious, sectarian, and ethnic groups is essential, establishing an environment conducive to peace and coexistence. This includes acknowledging diversity and the right to difference. A comprehensive cultural and media campaign, alongside a series of political dialogues, must be launched to promote a culture of tolerance and reject revenge—a deeply rooted theme in Iraqi culture. Such initiatives should also target individuals affected by ISIS, helping them understand that the ones who displaced and robbed them were not the people of Mosul, but rather alien ideologies foreign to the city’s long-standing traditions of diversity and pluralism.

Moreover, educating every member of society about human rights and embedding this knowledge into their culture will significantly enhance their awareness of personal rights and dignity. It will also encourage them to actively contribute to national development and peacebuilding. Experience confirms that spreading a culture of human rights is an ongoing, holistic process that must penetrate all aspects of life—personal, professional, cultural, social, and political. Peacebuilding means preparing and empowering society to adopt and practice a culture of peace, including education, human rights advocacy, economic development, pluralism, tolerance, acceptance of the other, and harmony between individuals and their community, as well as with their environment.

Therefore, we emphasize the principle of tolerance, which forms the cornerstone of human rights, cultural pluralism, democracy, and the rule of law. Tolerance entails respect, acceptance, and appreciation for the rich diversity of cultures, expressions, and human traits. It is a virtue that facilitates peace and helps replace the culture of war with a culture of peace. Tolerance acknowledges that human beings, by their very nature, differ in appearance, status, language, behavior, and values—and that they all have the right to live peacefully. It also affirms that no individual’s opinion should be imposed on others. Education remains the most effective tool to prevent intolerance. Therefore, special attention must be paid to improving teacher training, curricula, textbooks, and teaching content, including modern educational technologies, in order to raise generations of citizens who are open-minded, culturally aware, and respectful of human dignity and differences.



2. Political and Legal Strategic Mechanism
Peaceful coexistence and peacebuilding in Mosul require, among other things, an understanding of key political and legal requirements. Politically, it is essential to adopt an inclusive political process that transcends hate speech and embraces the competitive nature of politics, where both victories and losses are accepted. Political participation and equitable power-sharing are essential components of sustainable coexistence.

Legally, enforcing the rule of law, ensuring non-discrimination, and promoting a culture of legal respect are crucial. Moreover, implementing transitional justice to hold perpetrators of rights violations and promoters of hate accountable under the law is necessary to establish a sound foundation for post-conflict coexistence in Mosul.

This political mechanism is based on the following principles:

A. Promoting a Culture of Peace and Peaceful Coexistence
In Nineveh today, we urgently need to embrace and implement the concept of peaceful coexistence, as our city hosts a wide array of sectarian, ethnic, and religious identities. Without peaceful coexistence among these groups, there can be no lasting stability in Iraq—one rooted in sincerity and loyalty to its people. Successfully implementing coexistence among these groups requires addressing several critical points:

· Establishing dialogue between all groups based on shared interests, rather than the dominance of one over the others. Such dialogue fosters an atmosphere of love and peaceful relations, free from accusations and tensions.

· Turning the outcomes of these dialogues into actionable recommendations—not just rhetorical commitments—including:

· Emphasizing the unity of Iraq and its people.

· Rejecting any discrimination based on race, sect, or ideology.

· Condemning terrorism and all organizations that support it.

· Focusing on commonalities while minimizing differences among the people of Mosul.

· Building state institutions based on meritocracy rather than sectarian quotas that provoke conflict.

· Involving religious leaders actively and centrally in conferences and dialogues, emphasizing religion's role in promoting mercy and compassion.

· Disseminating correct religious values throughout society, producing and distributing booklets that promote coexistence, especially within universities.

· Spreading a culture of diversity management as a key political component for handling dissent constructively and appreciating the role of opposition in positive transformation.

For genuine societal peace in Nineveh—and especially Mosul—it is crucial to address internal conflicts comprehensively and at all levels. Emphasis should be placed on strengthening peace foundations through mechanisms, processes, and institutions that yield practical solutions for ending conflict and uprooting its causes:

1. Empowering the Iraqi state to build sustainable peace in Mosul by holding international and regional conferences to secure support.

2. Developing national frameworks to enhance local governance capacities and ensure good governance in Mosul.

3. Addressing relations with neighboring states, which often play a role in fueling internal conflicts.

These actions are essential to prevent ethnic groups in post-conflict Iraq from receiving external support that prolongs destruction. Establishing cultural institutions that promote local cultures and facilitate cultural integration will help bridge the gaps that emerged during Mosul’s liberation phase.

B. Embracing Good Governance in Public Institutions
Good governance refers to the responsible management of public affairs based on defined principles. These include:

· Rule of Law: The law must be the ultimate reference for all citizens, applied equally without exception.

· Responsiveness to Citizen Needs: Authorities must respond to citizens’ concerns in a timely and effective manner.

· Equity: Government resources must be distributed fairly, without favoritism or discrimination.

· Public Interest: Public welfare must be prioritized over personal gain, using clear and accountable procedures.

· Participation: Citizens must have the right to voice their opinions and participate in decision-making, either directly or through elected representatives, requiring guarantees of political freedom and electoral transparency.

· Decentralization: Powers and decision-making responsibilities must be distributed across institutions, ensuring separation of powers among the legislative, executive, and judicial branches.

To ensure good governance in Nineveh, the following principles must be upheld:

· Integrity: Upholding honesty, fairness, and professionalism in public service.

· Accountability: Public officials must clearly explain how they use the resources and powers entrusted to them and be held accountable for the outcomes.

· Transparency: The relationship between authorities and the public must be transparent, with full disclosure of policies and decision-making processes.
· . The Strategic Economic Mechanism
Peaceful coexistence cannot be achieved solely through a set of values or methodologies; it requires an economic environment capable of meeting individuals’ basic needs. In the absence of minimum living conditions, impoverished communities emerge—characterized by rising levels of violence, organized crime, and the spread of hate-driven ideologies. Therefore, providing a stable livelihood hinges on an economic entry point that includes job creation, investment in human and material resources, food security, and a functioning social security system.

· Most Arab societies, including that of Mosul, are characterized as rentier economies that rely heavily on oil revenues. This excessive dependency on rent gives rise to crises centered around the struggle to control and monopolize these resources. Since the state is the primary owner of this rent, it often distributes it through grants and benefits, which may be used for political purposes such as promoting hate speech or excluding dissenting voices. In such an environment, coexistence becomes fragile and conditional upon the continuation of these privileges, allowing narratives of vengeance and division to gain ground.

· Although Nineveh Governorate possesses significant natural resources and a diverse set of human capabilities, the decline in economic activity and increased reliance on central government revenues have made the rent itself a subject of competition and conflict. As such, enhancing investment and promoting a market economy represent strategic choices to reduce individuals' dependency on the state and strengthen their economic independence. Unemployment is among the gravest threats to peaceful coexistence, as it creates fertile ground for hate speech—just as witnessed in Mosul, where ISIS exploited the frustration of unemployed youth, feeding them false promises and thus contributing to the unraveling of social cohesion.

· To address this challenge, it is essential to open real avenues to absorb human potential, whether through private sector investment or through government employment that integrates these segments into state institutions.

· While Mosul has overcome the ordeal of ISIS, it still bears deep physical and human wounds. It faces a critical phase requiring reconstruction of infrastructure, job creation, and reconnecting the governorate’s areas through rebuilding bridges and roads. Geographic connectivity can strengthen social ties and foster effective communication among the governorate's residents—an essential condition for enabling dialogue and mutual understanding.

· 

· 4. The Strategic Security Mechanism
It is impossible to envision sustainable peace in Iraq without building a genuine national security structure based on a professional, independent, and depoliticized doctrine. Iraq today remains vulnerable to various regional interferences (Iranian, Turkish, Arab), some of which aim to exert influence or impose agendas—threatening national stability and undermining peace efforts.

· To move beyond this phase, reforming the security and military institutions becomes a top priority and requires the following actions:

· A. Developing a professional Iraqi military doctrine that ensures the armed forces are subordinate to civilian authority, based on national—not sectarian or partisan—allegiance, as stipulated in Article 9 of the Iraqi Constitution.

· B. Active participation in regional and international security frameworks, with the development of a clear Iraqi strategic vision that defines national goals and interests both now and in the future.

· C. Ensuring unified leadership and decision-making within security institutions, while promoting integration and complementarity among their various functions.

· 4o
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