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Abstract 
The ability to identify, distinguish and explain discourses in written and spoken language is a               
greatly important epistemological consideration in modern thinking across humanities and social           
sciences (Shabani & Dogolsara, 2015). 
 
This study aims to decipher how well the original criteria, provided by Alfred Nobel in his                
testament, remains intact in the Norwegian Nobel Committee’s deliberation process, by studying            
laureation cases from the past 50 years- revealing discursive themes, trends, patterns and shifts in               
the committee's interpretation of said criteria. The study discloses, despite heavy regulations and             
rules of secrecy to uphold, that more can be said about how considerably little the criteria                
contributes to the prize-awarding body’s decisions, which ultimately changes the lives of peace             
builders all over the world. Their choice of Nobel Peace Prize winners simultaneously             
contributes to individuals’ understandings of peace embodiment, and works as a timestamp for             
observing peace definitions. Discourse analysis aims to understand a certain perspective, beyond            
literal definitions of linguistic expressions, moving into intention and interpretation- which are            
the utmost central methodological and analytical considerations of this thesis.  
 
Mainstream peace research and theories are quite sprawled in regard to which concepts should be               
included under the term peace, moreover, definitions are time-bound and reflect an            
occurrence-and-response system in which events affecting the equilibrium between conflict and           
peace steer theorists in what they prioritise, in order to understand this phenomenon over a time                
spectrum.  
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Chapter 1 Introduction 

 
1. INTRODUCTORY BACKGROUND 

Swedish inventor and innovator Alfred Bernhard Nobel signed his final will in 1895, in which he                
called for the establishment of the Nobel foundation, where his remaining realisable assets would              
be pooled. He expressed that five Nobel Committees were to be created, with a common mission                
and shared responsibility to present the fund’s assets in the form of annual prizes to pioneers in                 
the fields of physics, chemistry, physiology/medicine, literature and peace. Or as stated in the              
will, each committee’s foremost duty is to reward those who “have conferred the greatest benefit               
to humankind”(“Full text of Alfred Nobel’s will”, 2019). And so, the infamous Nobel Prizes              
came to be.  
 
Complying with the will, the first four committees cover natural sciences and literature,             
operating within pre-existing Swedish institutions, making them unanimously different from the           
Norwegian Nobel Committee (NNC), awarding the notorious Nobel Peace Prize (NPP)-           
popularly referred to as the most prestigious prize in the world (Lundestad, 2019), (Danilova,              
Vinogradova & Komisarenko, 2018). 
 
Peace is not measurable in the same sense as the natural sciences, and is an immensely complex                 
phenomenon to study, let alone to award. Nobel provided only a few, abstractly formulated              
criteria for the NNC to base their NPP evaluations on, which will be referred to proceedingly as                 
the original criteria (OC). Prize winners will interchangeably be called laureates, since that is the               
vocabulary used by the NNC. The OC are formulated as follows; 
 

“The interest is to be divided into five equal parts and distributed as follows: [...] to the                 
person who has done the most or best to advance fellowship among nations, the abolition               
or reduction of standing armies, and the establishment and promotion of peace            
congresses. (“Full text of Alfred Nobel’s will”, 2019)  

 
For the sake of clarity, the OC state that NPP laureates’ achievements shall specifically be, or                
include, 1 “to advance fellowship among nations”; 2 “the abolition or reduction of standing              
armies; and 3 “the establishment and promotion of peace congresses.”  
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Yet, many laureates, especially in recent years, have seemingly little to do with any of these                
criteria. Official announcements for each year’s laureate are published each year- texts in which              
the NNC motivates each laureate selection. This type of statement will be called justification              
statement (JS).  
 
For instance; 2019’s NPP laureate is Ethiopia's Prime Minister Abiy Ahmed Ali, and his JS               
states “for his important work to promote reconciliation, solidarity and social justice [...]”             
(“Abiy Ahmed Ali Facts”, 2019). The statement continues, but words such as reconciliation,             
solidarity and social justice can already be concluded as encompassed in the NNC’s 2019              
evaluation of achievements, but also that they do not necessarily naturally align with the OC.  
However, they state “With the provisions of Alfred Nobel’s will firmly in mind, the Norwegian               
Nobel Committee sees Abiy Ahmed as the person who in the preceding year has done the most to                  
deserve the Nobel Peace Prize for 2019” (“The Nobel Peace Prize for 2019”, 2019).  
 
Therefore, the JS shows outcomes of the NNC’s interpretation of the OC rather than a literal                
application of them. Peace can be understood, or interpreted, in greatly different ways depending              
on extensive internal and external factors, and considering how different the OC are from some               
of the actual laureates’ achievements, it is obvious that the NNC does in fact interpret them-                
effectively meaning that are changing the initial meaning of the OC. Internal factors in this case                
refers to the process of interpretation conducted by the NNC to select laureats, and external               
factors refer to influencing “forces” which may alter the NNC’s interpretation of the OC for the                
selection of NPP laureates. 
 
 

2. RESEARCH PROBLEM AND RELEVANCE 
A knowledge gap emerges from the grey area of interpretation that exists in-between the literal               
OC and the NNC’s new principles of consideration for laureate selection- which they take into               
account in addition to, or perhaps instead of, the OC. These new principles are drawn as a direct                  
results of interpreting the meaning of words. In short, there is a significant lack of understanding                
about how the NNC’s interprets, adds and removes to or from the OC.  
 
The knowledge gap is then deepened by the “50 years of secrecy rule” that protects the NNC’s                 
high level of confidentiality. The rule is fortified in the Nobel Foundation’s Statutes (§ 10               
“Statutes of the Nobel Foundation”), and entails that no details about the NNC’s deliberation              
process may be disclosed for 50 years after that year’s laureation, for example who the year’s                
alternative candidates were, which means we can not know for sure which achievements the              
NNC favors over others in specific years.  
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Yet, the information they wish to hide constitutes a major part of why specific laureates win the                 
year that they do, and for what reasons. Therefore, lacking knowledge about the NNC and how                
they select laureates, in turn becomes a research problem, since existing information regarding             
the NNC and NPP is scant and limits new research possibilities. In summary, the research               
problem stems from a wide knowledge gap, which this thesis attempts to narrow. No study was                
found to have been conducted in the same way as this one; utilising information provided by the                 
committee itself- the JSs and OC- to clarify some of the confidential allure surrounding the NPP.                
In addition, no previous research was found to attempt to contextualise the NNC’s             
criteria-interpretations in contemporary theoretical definitions of peace- which also doubles as           
central relevance to the thesis. Therefore, the research problem also makes the thesis purposeful. 
 
The study is conducted to narrow gaps in knowledge and in research, as well as to stimulate                 
inquiries that could lead to further research about the topic in the future. Since the NPP is                 
awarded on a yearly basis, the study’s framework is an efficient analytical tool to assess the                
NNC’s current criteria-interpretation format, simultaneously rendering the study’s applicability         
dynamically time-fluid and replicable in case of wanting to observe new laureates in another              
study. These points give leverage to the argument that the study is relevant in academic settings,                
as well as for the general public’s interest in the Nobel peace phenomenon. 
 
 

3. OBJECTIVE 
This thesis is set up on a trajectory of providing better understanding of how the NNC deliberates                 
and in turn selects NPP laureates each year. It is based on empirical data provided by the                 
committee itself, it is strengthened by previous research and peace-definition literature. The            
objective is to showcase the evolution of OC-interpretations by the NNC. 
 
The aim is to demonstrate to readers that the NNC has changed the way they interpret the OC                  
over a span of 50 years. Further, the objective orders a discussion on which new themes and                 
concepts have been added or dismissed to/from the NNC’s interpretation of peace, in addition to               
the liter OC formulations. 
 
 

4. RESEARCH QUESTIONS 
The research questions are intended to guide the study, and are formulated as follows: 

1. Which recurring themes emerge in JSs from the past 50 years, and what do they                
suggest about the NNC’s level of attention to the OC? 
2. Do laureates of the past 50 years embody the literal OC? 
3. Which (internal) interpretations by the NNC can be correlated to (external) evolutions             
in peace definitions on a larger scale? 
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5. LITERATURE REVIEW 
Note that the literature review is placed in the Introduction Chapter because it is a cornerstone of                 
the study’s relevance, and presents a majority of the research problem- as described above.              
Previous literature was not extensively used for the analysis, therefore it is not a necessary               
segment to that chapter.  
 
Nevertheless, the thesis and its findings stem from, and likewise come to rest in, a scholarly                
rationale centered around the importance of tracking changes in how peace can be researched              
within the confinements of time-bound concept definitions and understandings. As for any            
school of though, not only limited to peace, it is standardised for academics and researchers to                
clarify on some level which definitions of concepts and terms they intend to communicate to               
readers, or provide one or a few universally agreed upon definition(s). This is done for a variety                 
of reasons depending on setting, such as to ensure both writing and reading parties have the same                 
initial knowledge to discuss a topic, or- closer to the method of this thesis- discuss potential                
deviations between understandings deriving from differing definitions and descriptive         
understandings of a field or concepts within the field. For example, when international             
organisations (IOs) began to increasingly take on responsibility for setting the global agenda,             
their perspective of what peace is changed how concepts are defined and how researchers look               
at it.  
 
What became visible from this study’s analysis is that concepts which are- or have come to be-                 
related to empirical peace in turn shape how the process of peace is academically studied. In                
short, the thesis contributes by investigating concerns of some peace researchers in relation to              
studying why and how peace conceptualisations change, and tracing the evolution of peace over              
time.  
 
An abundance of literature is found on the history of the NPP, on the life of Nobel and the                   
significance of the role now played by the NNC in the world of peace and development studies.                 
Reviewing the literature reveals a large number of descriptive, biographical and           
auto-biographical texts, for instance about specific NPP laureates (Doerrer, 2016) (“Liu Xiaobo            
1955-2017”, 2017), (Marinelli, 2014), (Arraes, 2009), where authors tend to focus on one             
laureate’s achievements at a time. 
 
Similarly to the approach of this thesis, previous analysts have attempted discourse-oriented            
investigations of NPP laureates, although still dominantly so about one individual or organisation             
at a time. Manners and Murray (2016) make a convincing case about this type of research,                
claiming that analysing specific laureates can be useful to make bigger assumptions about the              
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functions and objectives of the NNC. The same assumption is made here, differing slightly since               
it analyses multiple laureates together rather than one, extending their technique, but all the while               
drawing conclusions about the committee’s relations to surrounding world events.  
 
Hermann (1978), Adebajo (2014), Stiehm (2005), and Kuhlman (2008) too adopt an approach             
resembling this thesis by multiplying the number of laureates being examined, however, they             
tend to categorise them by nationality or gender- producing niche angles of understanding the              
ideology of the NNC, for example from a feminist theory perspective. Such segregations do not               
stand out as especially relevant for the analysis of OC interpretation, hence divisions between              
laureate gender or origin are only discussed when required, and displayed in Table 1. 
 
To find literature more closely related to the study’s framework, research on using empirical data               
in discourse analysis (DA) was reviewed. This proved helpful for determining which empirical             
data would best suite the analysis and bring a new perspective to research that’s already               
available- such as DA research centered around speeches given by NPP laureates, mostly of              
laureates from the past decade (Georgiana & Handeland, 2014) (Frye & Suchan, 2017). This              
point carries into a quite popular subject; researching controversial laureates, where writers are,             
for example, intrigued by NPP winners who have caused disagreement over their peace             
contributions.  
 
A pattern of research emerging as a direct response to specific laureations or rumoured              
candidates is visible, critical of either the particular laureate- or to an even greater extent- critical                
of the NNC for selecting them, and what it says about their ideology (Marinelli, 2014), (Arraes,                
2009) and (Seijts & Watson, 2018). A number of the works concerned with ideology also do a                 
similar job of evaluating on what grounds the NNC chooses some laureates, logically therefore              
also discussing the OC, but once again never through DA, and tend to conclude that the way the                  
NNC choses laureates is either too vague, or too snowed in on Norwegian political interests. 
  
Krebs (2009), Bulloch (2008) and Sautman & Hairong (2011) forward this debate, similarly to              
former Nobel-affiliate Lundestad (2019), a director at the Norwegian Nobel Institute, who            
brings an interesting perspective in support of the claim that the NNC is indeed affiliated with                
Norwegian politics and foreign interests. If one accepts this narrative, this thesis itself becomes              
complementary in the sense of exploring what those interests look like outside of concrete              
political policies, instead looking at ideology.  
 
Some writers have touched upon discussions on which of the NNC’s ways of selecting laureates               
are new or old, similar to the thesis in terms of distinguishing evolutions. Leira (2010) argues                
that a strong presence in international media has become a common characteristic among             
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contemporary peace laureates, and Krebs (2009) claims this is true outside academic research as              
well, saying that that NPP laureates often become hot topics in popular media. 
  
No single piece of previous research could be distinguished to convey the specific objective that               
this thesis possesses. Studies with the scope of understanding the criterion framework of Nobel              
committees exist, but have been oriented to other prizes, such as in economics, by Van Gompel                
(1999). Additionally, research on science laureates may be even less inclined to use DA.  
 
Since empirical data make up the primary sources, a separate section in the Method Chapter is                
devoted to reviewing those domains.  
 
 

6. ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK 
The chosen analytical framework is discourse analysis; structural-functional discourse analysis          
(SFDA) and systemic functional linguistics (SFL). The DAs will be complemented by            
extractions from the book The Peace Continuum What It Is And How To Study It by Davenport                 
et.al. (2018). Multiple theoretical frameworks and peace definitions are compiled in the book,             
hence no single theory steers the analysis. The book is employed to suggest updated              
reformulations of the OC, showing how the criteria could likely be understood today and eases               
the DA process.  
 
Furthermore, the book acts as a blueprint for SFL, where discourse on criteria interpretations are               
linked to mainstream peace theories- suggesting evidence for the NNC’s reasoning and usage of              
concepts and terms over time- providing context for their laureate selections. These inferences             
are supported or denied by interviews with two NNC board members, reinstating the study’s              
interest in the NNC’s perspective in particular, and acts as a check and balance for justifying the                 
study’s method of drawing correlations between DA on empirical data, and the NNC’s             
self-assessment of how they interpret the original criteria- ensuring a rhetorical organisation to             
the analytical framework (Gill, 2000, in Bryman, 2016, pp 534).  
 
 

7. METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK 
The thesis is a qualitative desk study. Desk study, because it is a collection and analysation of                 
information that exists in one form, extracted and set up in a new format for the investigation of                  
this particular scope. This approach is descriptive and observational rather than experimental,            
designed to deal with complexities of interpretation. Interpretations make up the thesis, being             
both the main input and outcome of DA, and is a typical characteristic of qualitative studies                
(Bryman, 2016, pp 694). Being a qualitative study of interpretation, DA is a suitable              
methodology, allowing and emphasising categories of data to emerge- but even more so by              
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emphasising the meaning of context of the discourse being analysed, and the categories deriving              
from said context (Bryman, 2016, pp 694). 
  
SFDA includes systematic groupings of empirical data revealing major themes, patterns and            
trends. Systematic categorisation on its own may be quantitative for looking into frequencies, but              
the contextualisation of the categories are what make it a qualitative method, since the desired               
outcome of DA is to understand the meaning and context of combinations of words. The               
categories are chosen in relation to the OC, since that is what the NNC claims to adhere to. 
  
Qualitative studies are often inductivist, but abduction was the approach deemed most            
appropriate for the study’s objective, research questions and framework. Abduction has inductive            
tendencies, by grounding accounts of the social world being studied in the perspectives of              
participants in that/those social world(s), which in this case is the NNC. It is their perspectives                
the study aims to understand and explain and draw connections to general definitions in peace               
studies. In detail, abduction grounds the participant’s account of the social world in the language               
and meanings they present as their perspective, where the participant is the NNC, and their               
account is the JSs, since they reveal the NNC’s perspective on peace is, through the specific                
words they chose to prioritise- and the degree to which these words are classifiable as related to                 
the OC, in either their classic formulation or the modernised version provided by DA. The next                
crucial step in abduction is for the analyst to come to a social scientific account of the social                  
world as seen from the participant’s perspective (Bryman, 2016, pp 394), which is done in the                
thesis by comparing the findings from SFDA to mainstream contemporary understandings of            
peace and definitions according to prominent peace-theorists in The Peace Continuum           
(Davenport et.al. 2018). SFL is important for the analyst not to lose sight of the topic and its                  
context.  
 

8. LIMITATIONS AND DELIMITATIONS 
As explained previously, the central limitation of the study’s topic is the level of confidentiality               
the NNC enacts. This limitation in turn led to the delimitation of analysing the empirical data                
provided by the NNC, that is to say the JSs, and claims made in interviews. 
  
“ [...] who will be awarded any given year’s Prize, [...] is either sheer guesswork or information                 
put out by the person or persons behind the nomination.” (“Nomination and selection of Peace               
Prize Laureates”, 2019). This statement both reflects the NNC’s strict enforcement of the 50              
years of secrecy rule, as well as supports the method of this study, which chooses to only                 
investigates information officially produced and published by the NNC and Nobel Institute.            
However, the empirical data is analysed to produce yet another set of interpretations; the trends               
and patterns, meaning some degree of bias may arise, causing a limitation.  
  

12 



 
The NNC has been active since 1901, and to maintain the relevance of the study’s topic, only the                  
most recent 50 years of laureates are analysed, to gain an understanding of the NNC’s criteria                
suppositions in the recent past leading up to modernity. A supplemental focus is rendered for the                
analytical treatment of peace theories at and following the turn of the century, in other words                
from the year 2000. Employing the latter focal point allows for a better visualisation of which                
trends and patterns are diminishing or increasing over time in the JSs. 
  
Studying the past 50 years of laureates is a delimitation, but may also be perceived as a                 
limitation. In line with the 50 years of secrecy rule, empirical material for laureates from 1968                
and backwards is released this year, 2019, which the thesis misses out on. It may seem illogical                 
to ignore this information, considering that the analysis relies on official Nobel publications, but              
it was concluded that the information is not relevant enough to the objective, and will not be very                  
telling of the NNC’s contemporary peace and criteria interpretations.  
 
An arguable limitation of desk studies is that they do not entail producing entirely new sets of                 
data, and in this case the qualitative approach may be limited by the need to modify the empirical                  
data through interpretation, risking losing some meaning “in translation”. Abductive reasoning is            
similarly criticised since, in simple terms, abduction is an analyst arriving at the “best”              
explanation for something, which in itself is a question of interpretation, despite a structured              
method and analytical framework, meaning there could be many possible conclusions depending            
on the researcher.  
 
 

9. STRUCTURE 
In reference to the thesis title, to understand who deserves the NPP, a number of preliminary                
understanding must be gathered, such as who determines it, and how. The thesis is divided into                
five chapters.  
 
The Introduction Chapter provides background to the topic, explains why it is of interest to               
investigate, and shortly describes how the investigation will be carried out. The literature review              
also serves as research motivation and relevance by describing existing debates surrounding the             
topic.  
 
The Method Chapter provides an alternate literature of sorts, explaining the emergence and usage              
of DA, and introduces the interviews as complementary material. 
 
Thirdly, the Background Chapter describes The Peace Continuum by Davenport, et.al (2018),            
including variations among peace theories typical for different eras going back 50 years, once              
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more with particular interest for 2000 and onwards. Here, the OC is reformulated into updated               
descriptions.  
 
Chapter four, Findings, overviews laureate information, core content from the interviews, and            
describes empirical data in reference to direct quotes from each JSs (in Appendix 1). 
 
The Analysis Chapter applies SFDA to empirical data described in the prior chapter, and draws               
correlations between those results and mainstream contemporary peace theories from The Peace            
Continuum using SFL.  
 
Lastly, the Conclusion Chapter, naturally, summarises all analytical findings, and ends the thesis             
with propositions and suggestions- in addition to answering the research questions.  
 

 

Chapter 2 Method 
 

1. REVIEWING DISCOURSE ANALYSIS 
DA was concluded as best suited for the thesis objective, in preference over content or               
conversation analysis, for example. Bryman (2016, pp 531) described DA as more flexible than              
conversation analysis, because it is applicable to spoken as well as written texts, not only audible                
linguistics. Epistemological assumptions of content analysis are fixed in the idea that meanings             
(of words) are constant and can be certified through scientific methods (Neuendorf, 2017), which              
is not suitable either.  
 
Early language analysis methodology emphasises grammatical form- for instance nouns, verbs,           
adjectives etc- called the form of language (Van Dijk, 1985), typical of syntagmatic analysis.              
Syntagmatic analysis describes unwavering rules governing word choice and arrangement in text            
(Chandler, 2017), where the form of one word determines the next, describing language as              
clauses, sentences and other structural considerations.  
 
Shifting away from syntax (syntagmatic analysis), researchers became increasingly interested in           
language function, which was mainstreamed by the 1970s (Trappes-Lomax, 2004) (Suciu, 2019)            
(Shabani & Dogolsara, 2015, pp. 1044)- perfectly coinciding with the selected investigation time             
period, raising analysis-relevance. DA researchers agree that “text” refers to pure linguistic            
material, whereas “discourse” refers to language in use- consisting of meaning behind individual             
words, how they are combined in text, and the context of both (Shabani & Dogolsara, 2015, pp.                 
1041). The types of DA used here therefore had to be paradigmatic. Paradigmatic analytical              
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research is interested in how senders formulate a message and how the reader then interprets it                
(Trappes-Lomax, 2004), tapping into word function, context and meaning rather than form.  
 
Founding fathers of paradigmatic DA include Halliday (1978), Halliday & Hasan (1985) and             
Martin (1992). Moreover, Bryman (2016, pp 531) refers to Foucault as a philosophical departure              
for variations of discourse analysis at large, who, furthermore, influenced the work of             
Fairclough. Fairclough is most often spoken of in connection to his critical discourse analysis              
(CDA) approach, which is usually intended to understand power relations in discourse, but he              
ties into this thesis leading theoretical exploration of DA, being among the first to prioritise               
function. In turn, Fairclough was influenced by Halliday. 
 

2. 1.1 SFDA 
This first version of DA to be employed is less commonly discussed than the second, mostly                
because structural approaches are increasingly being replaced by systemic approaches.          
Nevertheless, it is useful here for its intended purpose. Sauntson (2012) uses SFDA to analyse               
gender in classroom discourses, similar to the investigative scope of research mentioned in the              
literature review, related to NPP disparities between the genders. The salient attribute of SFDA is               
its system of using labels to classify words as part of larger intended meanings, presented in a                 
text. Intended meaning, then, is the way of identifying a discourse using SFDA.  
 
The JSs are the entirety of text searched for discourse, aiming to discover the meanings intended                
by the NNC; and specific words/terms/concepts mentioned in the text are indicators of how the               
NNC interprets peace and the relation of the interpretation to the OC. Further, the objective               
wishes to present the evolution of their interpretations- another reason for needing indicators-             
considering there is a 50 year timespan. The indicators (concepts/themes) are reference points to              
specific NNC considerations of peace and of the OC at specific points in time. 
 
The OC are supposed to be, and supposedly are according to their statements, what the NNC                
prioritises for laureate selection. Identifying and extracting peace-describing-indicators from the          
JSs will supply a wordlist of terms the NNC uses to motivate laureate selections, and in turn they                  
will be compared to the OC to identify potential correlations, or classifications. The OC are               
central to SFDA, therefore three of its categories are set for each for the criteria, and a fourth                  
category for indicators that do not belong to the first three.  
 
In short, JSs are foraged for peace concepts which can be categorised either as OC or not,                 
determined through SFDA and using The Peace Continuum and interviews with NNC members.  
 

2. 1.2 SFL 
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Halliday created the systemic functional linguistics (SFL) approach, which sees language as part             
of a larger socio-cultural context, rather than independent as described in form-focused            
approaches. SFL aims to look at language as a process stemming out of a social order (Halliday,                 
1978, pp 3), and therefore it will be used in the second phase of DA in this study. SFL puts                    
findings from SFDA into a broader perspective- meaning the indicators of peace discourse led by               
the NNC in their JSs will be compared to a broader spaces of peace studies. Specifically, SFL                 
will relate the SFDA conclusions to contemporary peace theories in The Peace Continuum. Both              
SFL and SFDA aim to contextualise discourse into a larger arena, this time into human society,                
and the relationships within society that creates language meaning. Therefore, the categorisations            
of peace concepts in DA one, are put up against the peace theories outlined previously from the                 
book (Davenport et.al 2018), in order to see whether the findings from this thesis are upheld and                 
visible in society in general.  
 
Halliday is a “generalist”, meaning he looks at language from many different vantage points, but               
favors using SFL to describe how language reflects and shapes human society (Halliday, 2002)-              
supporting the use of SFL to understand whether the NNC’s interpretations are noticeably             
interconnected i a global society of peacebuilding. Hasan, Cloran, Williams & Lukin (2005)             
supports Halliday’s account; Hasan for example states that language is always a product of              
societal relations, thus to analyse language is an attempt to understand the relationship between              
language and society- exactly the goal of SFL in this thesis. 
 

 
2. PRIMARY SOURCES: INTERVIEWS 

Two focused interviews (Bryman, 2016, pp 201) are referred to throughout the analysis,             
functioning as comparative material to the assumptions and interpretations made using DA. Both             
interviews are with members of the 2019 NNC board; one by Norwegian journalist Christian              
Borche with Chair of the board Berit Reiss-Aandersen, and one by Vice President of the               
International Peace Institute Adam Lupel with Dr Asle Toje, research director at the Norwegian              
Nobel Institute. The first interview was released directly after the announcement of Abiy             
Ahmed’s 2019 laureation, and the second a few weeks after, hence the information is new and                
relevant to this study on modern OC interpretation.  
 
Referencing interviews gives insight into whether the NNC’s self-perception is alike the image             
presented by DA and contemporary peace studies. Going back, the objective is to demonstrate              
whether the NNC still prioritises the OC, as they retain that they do, or that interpretations of the                  
OC have spiraled into a completely new set of criteria which override the literal OC. The                
interviews can assist answering this question, since what we are interested in is the thought               
process of the NNC. The result of including interviews is either more evidence in favor of the                 
DA conclusions, or evidence opposing DA conclusions. 
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Chapter 3 Background 
 

1. CONTEMPORARY PEACE DEFINITIONS: “THE PEACE CONTINUUM” 
“The Peace Continuum, What It Is And How To Study It” by Davenport et.al. (2018)               
circumscribes mainstream definitions and understandings of peace, as well as concepts which            
have come to be included or excluded in the term in peace theory in the past 50 years. The book                    
is a platform for visualising the evolution of peace theorisation, exhibiting ideological transitions             
within the realm of understanding and defining peace for research purposes.  
 

3. 1.1 1969-1990 
Galtung (1971) stands out among theorists of his time, due to differentiating positive and              
negative peace, whereas most others centered only around what he defines as negative peace.              
Naroll (1983), for instance, defines peace heavily depending on the reduction or elimination of              
direct physical violence by people or the state. As stated by Davenport et.al. ,absence of violence                
is the lowest common denominator for peace conceptualisation, which is reflected in early             
theories. 
 
Understanding international cooperation began as bilateral, or multi-state relations, for the           
benefit of one or all parties involved, depending on the nature of the relationship. The concept                
expanded after World War Two (WWII) when monumental international peacekeeping          
organisations, especially the UN, emerged to uphold and protect peace above conventional            
state-to-state correspondence. This era saw some debate on qualities of peace- again, particularly             
Johan Galtung- however the mainstream understanding is generally negative peace rather than            
positive. 
 
New revelations unfold in the 80s, most notably the emergence of the concept of a new                
suprastate social contract- a global order interconnecting all states, stating that peace is achieved              
when all states are committed to solving quarrels and enforcing laws peacefully (Naroll, 1983, in               
Davenport et.al. 2018), arguably enabled by the increasing reliance on IOs. 
 

3. 1.2 1991- 1999 
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Eliminating the threat of direct violence continually remains key in defining peace in the early               
90s, largely concerned with governmental military power and intrastate armed activity (Sullivan,            
1991). Strides were made by accessorising this type of theory with people’s confidence in said               
government, adding that a society does not experience peace if people don’t trust their fellow               
citizens (Fogarty, 1992) and the state. Additional shifts include structural frameworks for the             
characterisation of peace such as Lederach (1999).  

 
3. 1.3 2000 

The turn of the century saw many changes in tones of peace definitions. Some continue focusing                
on state military threats, such as George (2000) and Diehl and Goertz (2000), but who also add                 
to it by delving into the concept of reconciliation, without using that word in specific, but                
nevertheless describing a need to abolish rivalries between states left by conflict. Hence, one can               
notice theorists describe peace concepts which dominate today, but formulated slightly           
differently. Kacowicz and Bar-Siman-Tov (2000) describe how war should be completely           
inconsiderable for states to use as a conflict resolution mechanism, and Väyrynen (2000) defines              
security as a low probability of serious use of force in or between nations- furthering the                
importance of an international community unified by a tight social contract built on political and               
social justice (Nathan, 2000).  
 

3. 1.4 2001-2009 
In 2001 the World Peace Index (WPI) was established and contributed to the             
constitutionalisation of a new “norm” in peace understanding, enclosing previous definitions as            
seen above, as well as expanding into new areas. Peace becomes increasingly interpreted both as               
a process and a goal (Richmond, 2008) (Barnett, 2008); a process in which individuals should               
have freedoms- including opportunities for a harmonious and prosperous life          
(Davies-Vengoechea, 2004), (Anderson, 2004) & (de Rivera, 2004). Understanding peace as a            
process also impacted how researchers study peace, and in 2007 the Global Peace Index was               
established with a similar goal and peace definition as WPI. These two institutions, once again,               
reflect the idea that peace in theory as well as in practice should be monitored and protected by                  
suprastate coalitions and organisations.  
 

3: 1.5 2010-2019 
Conflict prevention, for one, is a quite new addition to peace studies, not to say that makes it less                   
important, considering it is pilar to the UN. Wallensteen (2015), for example, defines quality              
peace must include preventative mechanisms- including personal security and dignity- so           
post-war societies don’t fall back into conflict (Davenport et.al., 2018, pp. 72).  
 
Gortez et al. (2016) expand on the study of peace theorisation by underlining its complexity,               
where compared to conflict studies, there is more disagreement on essential characteristics.            
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Gortez et al. exemplify theorists conceptualising levels of peacefulness, in their case between             
nation states (2018, pp. 75).  
 
Studying levels of peace, like individual, national and communal, as done by Harris (2010) is               
important after 2010 for the development of implementation strategies, saying each level            
requires different efforts- aparteid in South Africa is used as an example, which lines up with JS                 
patterns of African laureates. Sambanis (2010) on the other hand singles out the interstate level,               
showing a reshift towards state-oriented theory.  
 
In addition, the book mentions the Oxford English Dictionary (2013), which could mean that              
peace as a study has become more streamlined and common, and new theories are not emerging                
as often, meaning a dictionary definition is satisfactory. 
 
 

2. CONTEMPORARY REFORMULATIONS OF THE ORIGINAL CRITERIA 
SFDA classifies data from recent years into compartmental meanings formulated a much longer             
time ago (the OC), hence, it is helpful to begin with updated descriptive reformulations of said                
meanings. Dik (1997) suggests descriptive adequacy must accompany structural linguistic          
analysis, meaning the grammar must provide adequate explanations for its organisation in            
connection to the discourse. Thus, SFDA benefits from a brief description of how the OC is                
connected to the discourse “indicators” found in the JSs, in turn explaining the categorisations              
that follow. Van Valin and LaPolla (1997) say explanation is the highest goal, and description is                
secondary but important. Therefore, updated explanations of the OC will ease discourse            
description. 
 

3. 2.1 To Advance Fellowship Among Nations 
Fellowship can be understood as a friendly feeling between people with shared interests or who               
do something as a group- alternatively as a group of people/ an organisation with a shared                
purpose (Cambridge Dictionary). Alfred Nobel died before the normalisation of international,           
regional or suprastate organisations and unions taking on the role of “fellowships among             
nations”. Yet, sovereign state based fellowship goes back to the 1600s, notably at historical event               
like the Peace of Westphalia (De Carvalho, 2005).  
 
So today, fellowship among nations has become foreign relations, foreign affairs, foreign policy,             
international relations, interstate relations and more. From a legal view, Norway’s foreign            
policies began with the solidification of its sovereignty in 1905 (Neumann, 2007), and in a               
European sense, it can be said to have emerged around the end of the eighteenth century. Other                 
authors argue it was significantly earlier than this. Yet, considering modern understandings of             
foreign relations have existed throughout the entire (50 year) time period being analysed, its              
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sufficient to claim that a similar definition of foreign relations has been employed by the NNC in                 
the past 50 years, rather than “fellowship”. 
 

 
 
 

3. 2.2 The Abolition or Reduction of Standing Armies 
Nobel refers to standing armies, suggesting national military forces. According to Statista            
(2020), China had the largest active duty military in 2019, joined by India, USA, North Korea                
and Russia as top five- although the US still leads in terms of military spending. However, after                 
WWII and again after the Cold War, the nature of global warfare changed. The Peace Research                
Institute of Oslo (PRIO) compiles data from the Uppsala Conflict Data Program (UCDP) among              
others, clearly showcasing that the number of interstate wars- fought between two or more state               
governments- is the lowest occuring form of conflict (Strand, et.al., 2019). Most conflicts around              
the world are intrastate- occurring within the borders of a state, where the government is not                
necessarily a party- or internationalised. The USA is the country most involved in intrastate              
internationalised conflicts, with troops all around the world- closest to literally interpreting the             
second OC. 
 
As mentioned, non-state organised armed groups is a more relevant theme today, none more than               
terrorism (Terrorism- Statistics and Facts, 2019), highlighting that not only states posses armed             
forces, and that the abolishment of “armies”, in an updated reformulation, would include             
terrorism/extreemism and global armamment phenomena. IOS are, once again, more prominent           
actors in such matters now than at the time of Nobel- for example, military alliances such as                 
NATO.  
 

3. 2.3 Establishment and Promotion of Peace Congress 
The third criteria is possibly most complex, in the sense that “peace congress” has grown to                
envelop fellowship among nations to a significant extent- largely because IO institutionalisation ,             
like the UN, which is state-based. Peace congress is summarised as a meeting or forum among                
nation states and representatives to discuss and resolve conflict, and branches into peace             
conference, which may be applied to a broader dimension of parties in agreements, but both are                
in a modern sense concentrated of foreign diplomacy- covering all types of state negotiations              
through nonviolent means, as well as makes deals of different kinds (Goldsmith, 2020).  
 
Nowadays, peace congress is typically discussed within the context of international affairs or             
foreign relations, more so than on its own. IOs are transformative for the conveyance of peace                
congress, as they became increasingly responsible for the maintenance of the global peace order.              
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No such organisation is more prominent in literature, or the SJs, than the UN. A multitude of                 
sub-concepts, for example mediation and prevention, have grown out of peace congress too.  
 
 

 
 
 

3. CHOICE OF ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK 
The Peace Continuum guides SFL because it provides a broad coverage of peace theories and its                
time span coincides well with the thesis’ analysis period.  
 
DA is anti-realist, denying the existence of a definite reality that research could portray as an                
ultimate truthful understanding of the social world. The contrary is certain, since the study is               
abductive, and primarily focuses on the perceived interpretation of the social world from the              
perspective of participants in that world, namely the NNC’s perspective in the social world of the                
NPP. Abduction is otherwise summarised by Bryman (2016, pp 531) as being constructionist-             
constructing reality from one particular rendition of it.  
 
A shortfall of SFDA, argues Bobot (2015), is that it does not fully consider fluidity of identity,                 
which in this case is relevant because NNC board members have switched a number of times                
throughout the investigation period. Committee members have varying political party affiliations           
too, even more so now than early in its establishment (“The Norwegian Nobel Committee              
1901-2014”).  
 
SFL shares common denominators with SFDA, foremost the importance both approaches place            
on context- which in the thesis’ case is the remaining text surrounding particular discourse              
indicators in a JS, as well as the year (time context). Excerpts from the JS are available in Table                   
2 (Appendix 1), rather than full texts.  
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Chapter 4 Findings 

 
1. DESCRIPTION OF TABLE 1 

Table 1 showcases laureates’ geo-political origin, rather than geographic, meaning countries           
such as Yemen and Egypt are listed under Middle East, instead of Africa, because it is                
considered more telling about the NNC’s judgements. All laureates’ countries of origin are             
visible in Table 2 (Appendix 1). Two timelines are in columns, one for the entire 50 year                 
analysis period, and one from 2000 up till 2019, firstly because of The Peace Continuum- where                
amendments to peace definitions which emerged at the turn of the century are more similar to                
ones most commonly used today. Secondly, this division gives a brief overview of whether the               
recent past of laureates’ reflects NPP history.  
 
No prize was awarded in 1972, and 18 NPPs were shared between two or more               
persons/organisations. 2005’s laureate’s origin is Austrian, debatably either western or central           
Europe, but for the sake of simplicity it is considered as western here. 2017’ laureate is                
Australian- the only Oceanian laureate. 
 

4. 1.1 Table 1: Laureation Years Overview 

Type of 
Laureate 

Total 50 year period: 1969-2019 Turn of the century: 2000-2019 

International 
Organisations 

West Europe: 1969, 1977, 1981, 1999, 
2005,  2007, 2012, 2013,  
East Europe: 
North America: 1985, 1988, 1995, 1997, 
2001 
Latin America:  
Africa: 2015,  
Asia: 2006 
Oceania: 2017 
Middle East: 

West Europe: 2005, 2007, 2012, 2013 
East Europe: 
North America: 2001 
Latin America: 0 
Africa: 2015 
Asia: 2006 
Oceania: 2017 
Middle East: 

West Europe Male:1971, 1973, 1974, 1998, 1998, 2008 
Female: 1976, 1976, 1982 

Male: 2008 
Female: 0 
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East Europe Male: 1975, 1978, 1983, 1986, 1990, 1994, 
1995,  
Female: 1979 

Male: 0 
Female: 0 

North 
America 

Male: 1970, 2002, 2007, 2009 
Female: 1997 

Male: 2002, 2007, 2009 
Female: 0 

Latin America Male: 1980, 1982, 1987, 1996, 1996, 2016,  
Female: 1992,  

Male: 2016 
Female: 0 

Africa Male: 1984, 1993, 1993, 2001, 2018, 2019 
Female: 2004, 2011, 2011 

Male: 2001, 2018, 2019 
Female: 2004, 2011, 2011 

Asia  Male: 1973, 1974, 1989, 2000, 2006, 2010, 
2014 
Female: 1991, 2014, 

Male: 2000, 2006, 2010, 2014 
Female: 2003, 2014 

Middle East Male: 1978, 1994, 1994, 2005, 
Female: 2003, 2011, 2018 

Male: 2005 
Female: 2003, 2011, 2018 
 

 
 

2. DESCRIPTION OF EMPIRICAL DATA 
Descriptive overviews of all laureates and their JSs from 1969 to 2019 are presented in Table 2, 
Appendix 1, including year, names(s), and country of origin. Most importantly, the table 
provides readers with excerpts from each year’s JS- the empirical data. The number of quotes per 
laureate varies depending on the full length of their JS text, as well as on how many quotes are 
needed to provide a sufficiently informative description of the achievements that the NNC 
judged as deservant of a NPP. The quotes contain discourse indicators, which are concepts and 
terminology used to understand what the NNC considers to be peace. Therefore, these words 
indicate the NNC’s interpretation of peace, which in turn are concluded to be either relatable to 
the OC, or not. Relatable, meaning, whether a specific concept/term (used in a JS) is correlatable 
to how each OC is literal formulated. As an example, mentions of armies is correlatable to the 
OC “abolition or reduction of standing armies”. Lastly, additional quotes from the JSs are 
supplied in the SFDA categorisations, as exemplary evidence for specific claims made there.  
 

4. 2.1 JSs 
The JS, as mentioned previously, are summarising texts published by the NNC every year, for               
every NPP laureate. The text includes some background information about the laureate’s life and              
work, leading up to the prize, and sometimes after it. The texts are similarly written for all                 
laureates, with a few exceptions, changes which are added over time. For example, in 2011 the                
NNC began separating JS texts into two parts: life and work. A structural change like this may                 
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also reveal something about the NNC’s evolving peace interpretations, such as that the             
personality and personal life of a potential NPP candidate is considered more important now that               
before. The thesis claims this is the case, because a few prize winners in the past have had                  
questionable, at best, genuine interest in furthering peace- as discussed with examples in the              
fourth SFDA category in the Analysis Chapter.  
 
Every JS is accompanied by a reference and link to the full text on the Nobel Institutes online                  
database. The JSs are irrefutably the most important texts for the conduction of DA,              
complemented by the two interviews, discussed in the section below. 
 
 

3. DESCRIPTION OF INTERVIEWS 
Qualitative abduction values world perceptions formulated by the subject in question, in this case              
the NNC, which is an essential perspective to understand since the objective is about their               
interpretations. Interviews with the NNC, then, serves that purpose of evidence for the abductive              
thought process as applied to the data in this study.  
 
Interview number one is with Berit Reiss-Andersen, who as the board Chair seems a legitimate               
representative of NNC opinions. Opening, she reinstates two things that have already been             
clarified- the NNC likes to uphold their secrecy rule, and they want to communicate that the OC                 
are primarily important for deliberation; “we can not reveal our deliberations [...]”& “to             
identify the recipient of the Nobel Peace Prize[...] you always have to consider [...] so many                
criterias, and of course the basic criteria being Alfred Nobel’s will.” She mentions “other              
criteria” , but does not specify which, and rather as additions to the OC. Further on;“We do hope                  
that we can identify a laureate that has made achievements that fit the will, [...] and who is                  
dignified enough to carry this ‘most prestigious prize in the world’” (Reiss-Andersen, 2019).  
 
Note, this interview is specifically about the 2019 laureate, but contains useful core messages              
about the NNC’s self-image and what they want to convey. More Reiss-Aandersen quotes will              
be used for SFDA, acting as evidence or opposition to the claims made there, about where the                 
NNC says they stand in relation to specific criteria interpretations.  
 
The second interview, with Asle Toje, also represents NNC standpoints and their core values as               
they’d like to describe them. He gets questions specifically regarding the committee’s            
deliberations in relation to the OC, complementing Reiss-Andersen’s interview. Most of Toje’s            
quotes are presented in SFDA in connection to analysis conclusions as well. Nevertheless, this              
second interview also opens with “it is no exaggeration to say that the Nobel Peace Prize is the                  
most prestigious prize in the world.” Followed by comments on “one of the world’s most famous                
wills and testaments,” including listing the OC.  
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Further on, however, Toje appears more inclined to admit the NNC’s reliance on considerations              
beyond the OC, expressing “the Nobel Committee has adopted a ‘dynamic interpretation’ to             
account for the importance of modern day issues.” (Toje, 2019). His concrete examples are              
“issues as women’s rights, human rights, and climate change”. The accuracy of which is              
investigated in the Analysis, because later statements in the interview appeared slightly            
contradictory.  
 
Inadvertently, he discusses a common NNC critique- also brought up in the literature review-              
influence by Norwegian or Western politics. He says “There is a tendency [...] to be a bit                 
cavalier about developments in Africa” (Ibid.). Continuing,“if [...] we just have to really read up               
on the politics and the religious affairs of countries that we know little about before we start the                  
process, so be it.” Hence, while identifying that European contemptuous is a problem, he              
parallelly reinforces it. The NCC is supposed to oversee peace processes all over the world- since                
Nobel’s will states “no consideration be given to nationality” (“Full text of Alfred Nobel’s              
will”, 2019). The NNC has made clear they want to uphold the integrity of the will, so one could                   
argue they should always have made special attempts to address all regions equally. Perhaps              
even extra attention to Africa and the Middle East, where a significant number of recent history’s                
most violent shifts between peace and conflict have been unfolding. Simultaneously, Toje shows             
awareness of room for improvement on this front, which speaks positively for the continued              
evolution of the NNC. 
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Chapter 5 Analysis 

 
1. SFDA: CATEGORISING DISCOURSE INDICATORS 

DA applied to empirical data- the JSs- reveals discourse indicators in the form of concepts and                
themes that the NNC uses to describe laureates’ achievements deemed to be NPP worthy. The               
extent to which the OC are evident in the laureate selection process and their              
achievement-descriptions are outcomes. Appendix 1 contains all references, hence they are not            
presented adjacent to quotes below.  
 
Note, some concepts, on their own, adequately describe their contribution to discourse,            
reconciliation for example. Other themes are labeled, such West vs East, to condensely describe              
elaborate indicators. Frequency and context of indicators creates recognisable patterns/trends of           
criteria interpretation by the NNC. When a year is shown with a possessive apostrophe, like               
1982’s, it refers to that year’s NPP laureate, and italics are direct quotes from JSs.  
 

5. 1.1 Category 1: To Advance Fellowship Among Nations 
● West vs East 

A greatly prevalent theme, summarised as the continued political and ideological clashes            
between western and eastern powers and politics. The NNC shows clear favorisation for western              
figures, and eastern figures who have nonetheless worked to “further the western agenda”. Soviet              
figures like 1975’s Sakharov who “voiced sharp criticism of [...]Soviet society, which in his              
opinion departed from fundamental human rights.” Yet, the best example is 1990’s Mikhail             
Sergeyevich Gorbachev, the USSR leader who “started a chain reaction which led to the fall of                
communism in Europe.” Additionally, the NNC agreed with 1995’s Joseph Rotblat who feared             
Soviet use of nuclear weapons. 1985’s IPPNW was awarded for work of USA and Soviet               
scientists, crossing the wall, to “counteract the nuclear arms race.”  
 
1978’s Mohamed Anwar al-Sadat broke ties with Soviet to seek American support, lifting USA              
as the stronger side of an easter-western power balance. Soviet is last mentioned in Martti               
Ahtisaari’s 2008 JS, describing the annexation of his childhood hometown by Soviet forces-             
repeatedly showing the NNC's negative connotation of communism, honouring those who fought            
it- supporting interpreting fellowship as anticommunism. Post-Cold War, this theme continues           

26 



 
but shifting; 2010’s Liu Xiaobo who opposed China’s communist government his entire life, and              
worked to move it “in the direction of democracy.” The stand-out counterargument is 1973’s De               
Luc Tho who stood firmly by communist North Vietnam. Despite his clear dislike for America,               
his laureation could be argued as the NNC highlighting the fact that, despite stance, he was                
forced to comply with peace on western terms and leading to declining communism.  
 
 

● UN Connections and IOs 
Plenty of laureates either worked for/with the UN in some capacity, or have mentions of it in                 
their JSs. The UN, according to the NNC, is the world’s leading intergovernmental organisation              
(IGO) and greatly responsible for peace monitoring/reporting, diplomacy and international          
relations. IGO’s state-based system could justly place under OC category 3, but due to the               
NNC’s belief in their responsibility over nations’ relations (fellowships), its placed here under             
OC 1. Outside DA, solid proof for this claim is in Toje’s interview; stating the UN specifically                 
will has a “core role” in overcoming previously unmet challenges to peace as it has done before,                 
and concluding that “[...]international institutions and multilateral cooperation is the path           
forward.” (Toje, 2019). 
 
1981’s laureate was UNHCR (its second win), justifying the responsibility-factor with: “[...] ten             
million refugees [...] for whom the UNHCR had a responsibility at the time.” In 1988 it was                 
United Nations Peacekeeping Forces, and 2001’s went straight to the UN and Kofi Annan,              
motivated by the NNC “ought to have greater influence on international politics.” Moreover,             
1982’s Alva Myrdal headed UNESCO.  
 
Further, JS DA lifts non-state organisations as well, liking to discussions on the NNC’s liking of                
grass-root, civil engagement and bottom-up movements. Amnesty International’s 1977 JS, for           
instance, states its “independent of all governments and all financial players” next to a              
“responsibility in monitoring, reporting and upholding the standard of global peace.”1997’s           
ICBL is also a non-UN IO seen as responsible for informing and monitoring states as/about               
threats to peace.  
 
Lastly, 1974’s Seán MacBride is a good example of the NNC especially favoring IOs started in                
Europe or North America. Likewise 1999’s Médecins Sans Frontières and laureating the EU in              
2012. Nearly all IO-laureates are in fact European or American, as seen in Table 1.  
 

● Awarding two(or more) sides of the same conflict 
Including this point is significant because of its proximity to OC 1’s literal formulation and early                
understandings of fellowship among nations- bilateral/multilateral state relations outside of IO           
systems. Before 2000, the NNC awarded a number of prizes to pairs of state-representatives              
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which had concluded peace agreements, judged as attempts to be politically tactical or fair,              
disregarding participating parties’ histories and personal standpoints towards peace. This theme           
has faded over time, as the NNC needed to adapt to critique and have to consider the individual                  
in addition to their achievements. Reiss-Andersen says, in 2019 they do consider the             
“personality” of candidates (Reiss-Andersen, 2019), which meant Eritrea's President Isaias          
Afwerki did not share Ahmed’s NPP, since his military one-party state continues to rule through               
oppression behind closed borders.  
 
Yet earlier, in 1973, representatives from both USA and Vietnam signed a cease-fire and were               
awarded a shared NPP, which Le Duc Tho even refused to accept. He’s only laureate to do so                  
willingly, highlighting the “inappropriate” feeling attached to awarding a peace prize to someone             
who took part in the violence- a claim strengthened by his JS: “two members left the Nobel                 
Committee in protest”. Similar discourses arose from 1994’s Yasser Arafat, Shimon Peres and             
Yitzhak Rabin JSs, and 1978’s al-Sadat and Menachem Begin- all about resolutions between             
Israelites and Palestinians. Aslo, in 1993’s Nelson Mandela and Frederik Willem de Klerk- the              
latter who belonged to the same party which had ensured apartheid’s survival for so long.  
 

5. 1.2 Category 2: Abolition or Reduction of Standing Armies 
● Disarmament 

Reducing standing armies are never addressed in any JS, except for maybe Gorbachev’s (1990)              
which says he would “transfer funding from defense to civil society.”- but defense is not certain                
to mean army. Therefore, disarmament is instead the most obvious interpretation of OC 2 by the                
NNC, discussed in many JSs to mean denuclearisation, with exceptions. 1989’s 14th Dalai Lama              
suggested Tibet becomes a “demilitarized zone that might serve as a buffer between major Asian               
powers”, and 1998’s John Hume and David Trimble signed the Good Friday agreement, which              
included “unlawful weapons would be destroyed”. Barack Obama’s 2009 JS says he’d “plan for              
the withdrawal of U.S. occupying forces from Iraq.”. Since the USA has the world’s largest               
military expenditure,  any reduction of their is noteworthy. 
 

● Nuclear weapons/chemical weapons/atomic weapons 
Toje said “no issue was given more focus than nuclear disarmament” after WWII, which is               
easily visible with DA to be true even longer afterwards. Nuclear/chemical arms are first              
mentioned in Willy Brandt’s 1971 JS, thereafter in that of 1974’s Eisaku Sato. 1975’s Sakharov;               
1982’s Myrdal & Alfonso García Robles; 1985’s IPPNW, 1995’s Rotblat & Pugwash            
Conferences; 2005’ IAEA & Mohamed ElBaradei; 2009’s Obama; 2013’s OPCW; and 2017’s            
ICAN follow in order.  
 

● Terrorism 
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As said previously, terrorism/extreemist groups also have amrament power, but are only really             
condemned (meaning used as an official motivation for laureates’ selection) twice in all JSs.              
First, in OPCW’s 2013 JS, in relation to restraining terror groups from getting ahold of nuclear                
weapons. Second, Annan’s 2001 JS, where in the very last sentance, the NNC writes he “[...]                
declared opposition to international terrorism.” 
 
Other than that, a few laureates are discussed in relation to terror, but as former affiliates- like                 
1978’s Begin who “joined an extremist Zionist movement that wanted to establish a Jewish state               
in Palestine by force.”. His group “resorted to terror both against the British authorities and               
against Palestine's Arab inhabitants”. 
 
It gets across that the NNC has an opposing stance to organised extreme violence, by laureating                
Shirin Ebadi in 2003 the NCC “expressed a wish to reduce the tensions between the Islamic and                 
the Western worlds following the terrorist attack [9/11]”. And 1986’s Elie Wiesel who             
symbolises caution to indifference towards such organised terror, in his case committed by a              
state.  
 

5. 1.3 Category 3: Establishment and Promotion of Peace Congress 
Plenty other concepts could be listed here, as the NNC tightly preferences peace congress as a                
method of achieving international cooperation peacefully- reflected in the JSs. Therefore, OC 3             
indicators are simultaneously visible and invisible, where peace congress emerges as an umbrella             
of ideology, like democracy as seen further on.  
 

● Treaties, agreements and ceasefires  
For nations to join treaties- like for all peace congress formalities-an official representative is              
required to sign it, hence OC 3 is predominantly exemplified by national leaders likewise              
representatives. As federal Chancellor, 1971’s Brandt ensured “West Germany signed the           
nuclear weapons Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)”-also signed by 1974’s Prime Minister of           
Japan Sato. The NPT is controlled/upheld by 2005’s laureate the IAEA.  
 
Moreover, the 1978 laureations were largely justified by signing a peace treaty between Egypt              
and Israel, similar to motivations for 1987’s Oscar Arias Sánchez in his peace plan “signed [...]                
by Costa Rica, Guatemala, El Salvador, Honduras and Nicaragua”.  
 
Non-state actors have also been involved in peace treaties/agreements, but not as officiators. For              
example, 1992’s Tum who’s work aided the agreement between the Guatemalan government and             
guerrilla.  
 

● Conventions, meetings, summits 
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A large number of peace congress meetings are mentioned throughout the JSs, almost all              
laureates are described or directly participatory in conventions and conferences world wide-            
often resulting to sign agreements, so most potential examples under this point are related to the                
previous points. Many conventions here are also mentioned in related to denuclearisation, such             
as 1995s Pugwash Conferences.  
 
1969’s I.L.O.“adopted 128 conventions”. Both 1978 laureates signed the Camp David Accords,            
but in both of their JS credit is also given to US President Jimmy Carter. The three 1994                  
laureates signed the Oslo Accords, for which Rabin paid with his life. 1997’s ICBL ensured               
“120 countries signed the Ottawa Convention prohibiting landmines” excluding the great           
powers.  
 

● Diplomacy 
On one angle, diplomacy ties into nonviolence (discussed later) since its a method of 
negotiations conducted for prevention of conflicts and “maintenance” of peace/peaceful 
relations- once again supposing OC 1 and 3 are quite equivalent. 
 
Laureates are either described straightforwardly as diplomats like 1982’s Robles “Mexico's 
Foreign Minister and a UN diplomat”, 1996’s José Ramos-Horta “The Tireless Diplomat” and 
“advocating dialogue”, and 2005’s ElBaradei as “Egyptian diplomat and in the United 
Nations.” Likewise, 2009’s Obama and 2016’s Juan Manuel Santos.  
 
Others are described as diplomatic or leaders of negotiations, like 1983’s Lech Walesa who “led 
the negotiations with the authorities.” in Soviet. And 1998’s Hume “drawing the leader of the 
IRA, Gerry Adams, and the British Government, into the negotiations.” 
 

● Independence/self-sufficiency/sovereignty 
These terms are put into category 3 because at the basis of peace congress, and conference for 
that matter, is state sovereignty. A fair number of JS describe struggles of freedom fighters and 
anticolonialism, hence this concept is significant also by sheer frequency.  
 
Used first in Norman Borlaug’s 1979 JS recounting his irrefutable contribution to Mexico’s food 
independence, which is slightly alternative as independence used by the NNC generally entails 
breaking away from foreign dominance/occupation. 1974’s MacBride’s “refusal to accept 
Northern Ireland's continuing union with England”, 1978’s al-Sadat “fought against the British 
dominance of Egypt”, 1987’s Sánchez “refused the USA permission to use Costa Rican territory 
[...]”, 1996 Carlos Filipe Ximenes Belo “openly denounced the brutal Indonesian occupation of 
the province.”, and 1991’s Aung San Suu Kyi “led the opposition to the military junta that had 
ruled Burma”  
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Examples of state independence endeavours which were not fights for freedom by the oppressed 
include Gorbachev’s in 1990: “He declared that he would not support Communist regimes in 
other countries if their peoples were opposed to them.” 

 
 
 

5. 1.4 Category 4: Not Directly Classifiable Under Any OC 
● Democracy/democratisation 

DA indicators determine democracy, and all that it entails, as the NNC’s most important              
ideological consideration. Democracy/democratisation steers the west vs east trend, patterns of           
political party preference, HR discussions, IO idolisation and more. Yet, nations’ fellowship,            
army reductions and peace congress are not quintessentially outcomes of democratic systems.            
Structures and doctrines of democratic governments may, empirically, provide better          
opportunities for people’s freedoms and civil rights to be met, but it’s far from a certainty.  
 
Various indicators lets DA determine the NNC’s understanding of peace is greatly focused on              
democracy as a goal, and democratisation as a process- arguably correlating OC 2 to democracy               
as well, but its discussed under category 4, after establishing that it is underlyingly considered in                
nearly all priorly themes too. 1980’s Adolfo Pérez Esquivel was committed to liberation and              
democratisation of Argentina. 1991’s Suu Kyi’s “aim was to establish a democratic society” and              
pursued “rapid democratization of Myanmar.”. 2000’s Kim Dae-jung fought for democracy in            
South Korea, and 2004’s Wangari Muta Maathai took “active part in the struggle for democracy               
in Kenya”.  
 
Additionally, some JSs use democracy to describe liberations, like Gorbachev’s (1990) intent            
“to reform communism, and introduced the concepts ‘glasnost’ (openness) and ‘perestroika’           
(change).”  
 

● Development  
Today, correlating peace and development is quite evident- in academia/research in Peace and             
Development Studies. Yet, its first JS-mention is 1980’ Esquivel:“he had worked for social             
development by means of nonviolent liberation”. Not until 2001’s UN JS does the definition              
resemble that of today: “overcoming poverty and the promotion of economic and social             
development.” Furthermore, “sustainable development” is only seen once: in 2004’s Maathai’s           
JS. Moreover, “economic development” is used in Grameen Bank’s 2006 JS, and again in Ellen               
Johnson Sirleaf’s in 2011.  
 

● Reconciliation 
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Reconciliation is among the most frequently appearing themes, used in a variety of             
achievements- appearing in 1978’s al-Sadat:“[...]policy of reconciliation[...]” , and 2000’s          
Dae-jung’s. Whereas “peace and reconciliation” is found in JS for the EU in 2012, 2016’s               
Santos, and 2019’s Ahmed to name a few.  
 
Additional examples include post-war 1971’s “Four Power Agreement allowed families from           
west and east Berlin to visit each other.” and 1976's Betty Williams had “local peace groups                
comprising former opponents who undertook confidence-building measures” to reconcile         
different religious groups in North Ireland. 
 
The NNC praises 1992’s Tum for opting to “favor a policy of reconciliation with the               
authorities” and “ethno-cultural reconciliation for indigenous people”. 
 

● Nonviolence 
In Brandt’s 1971 JS, “nonviolence agreement” refers to a signed agreement rather than a way of                
being/acting. Similar is the movement started by 1984’s Desmond Mpilo Tutu’s “nonviolent            
path to liberation.” and 1996 Belo’s “nonviolent resistance”.  
 
Then, 2011’s Tawakkol Karman: “demonstrations and sit-ins” as peaceful resistance is closer to             
1989’s Dalai Lama:“nonviolent opposition”. 
 

● Climate change/environmentalism 
Toje stated that climate change is a new priority to the committee, which is still left to be                  
completely evaluated in future laureations and JSs, because, in the past 50 years its quite scarcely                
mentioned. Only two recipients- IPCC & Albert Arnold Gore Jr.- who shared the prize in 2007,                
have JSs mainly oriented towards climate change and environmental protection. Undeniably,           
2004’s Maathai was praised by the NNC for her campaigning organisation which led to the               
Green Belt Movement in Africa.  
 
Other than that, laureates can only be praised for supporting or inspiring environmentalism, such              
as 2009’ Obama: “supporter of the work being done to put effective measures in place to combat                 
the climate crisis.”. And 1989’s Dalai Lama who “recommended that the country [Tibet] be              
turned [...] ecologically stable”.  
 

● Human Rights (HR) 
A highly frequent theme, and an important consideration for DA, since HR acts both as a                
discourse indicator, and an indicator of the level of peace which is possible/allowed/exists in              
societies. The NNC’s applications of HR has evolved, beginning with workers/labour rights            
fronted by 1969’s I.L.O, evolving into responsable IOs monitoring and upholding HR like             
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1977’s Amnesty International. Earlier in the 70s, MacBride (1974), a founder of Amnesty             
International and curator of the European Convention on Human Rights was lauded. The very              
next year (1975) Sakharov’s JS is dedicated to furthering HR in Soviet. In the 80s Esquivel                
(1980) and Sánchez (1987) fight HR persecutions by military regimes in Latin America, the              
latter called a “safeguard for human rights”. In 1991, Suu Kyi struggles for HR for ethnic                
groups in Myanmar, leading into considerable expansions and specifications of what the NNC             
awards as “NPP-worthy” in relation to HR. For example, specifically the rights of refugees by               
UNHCR (1981) and public rights to health by Médecins Sans Frontières (1999).  
 

● Women’s rights and empowerment 
A furtherment of HR. Nearly all laureates who’s primary NPP justifications related to women’s              
rights/issues, are female, except one- 2018’s Denis Mukwege, who worked to end the use of               
sexual violence agaisnt women as a weapon of war. Some of these laureates’s achievements are               
described in combination to work in children’s rights, such as 1976’s B. Williams and Mairead               
Corrigan, 2003’s Ebadi, and 2014’s Malala Yousafzai.  
 
In continuation, 1982’s Myrdal is “a campaigner for women's rights”. 2011’s Sirleaf, Gbowee             
and Karman struggled “for the safety of women and for women’s rights to full participation in                
peace-building work”.  
 
2004’s Maathai who’s “mobilisation of African women was not limited in its vision to work for                
sustainable development; she saw tree-planting in a broader perspective which included           
democracy, women's rights, and international solidarity.”Maathai’s organisation is similarly         
described to the efforts of 2006’s Grameen Bank, in the sense of specifically adding women into                
the equation longevity/sustainable development. Grameen Bank’s JS says “Over 95 per cent of             
the loans went to women or groups of women. Experience showed that that ensured the best                
security for the bank and the greatest beneficial effect for the borrowers' families.” 
 

● Children’s rights 
Similarly to women’s rights, children’s rights have emerged quite recently and scantly in 
addition to HR. 2011’s Gbowee’s efforts also specify her aid work for traumatised former-child 
soldiers. Further, Satyarthi shared the 2014 prize with Yousafzai, both which work to improve 
respect for children’s rights and opportunities in post-conflict areas.  
 
B. Williams & Corrigan (1976) the same, as mentioned before. Mother Teresa (1979) “built 
homes for orphans”, but criticism in her JS like “a conservative view on abortion.” and no other 
mentions of empowerment left her out of the previous point on women’s rights.  
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1997’s Jody Williams and her organisation ICBL are primarily focused on denuclearisation, but, 
was inspired by her work “providing artificial limbs for children who had lost arms and legs”. 
Lastly, 2003’s Ebadi 2003 advocates amendments to Iran’s regime especially severe towards 
women and children. 
 
 
 

● Ethic, religions, cultural and indigenous rights 
The title includes other specifications of HR appearing among laureates. Toje lists women’s 
rights as a new priority to the committee, but not specifically of ethnic groups or indigenous 
people as have been mentioned in JSs, and are more scattered through time than women’s or 
children’s.  
 
1986’s Wiesel became a symbol of atrocities caused by inequality for minorities post-WWII. 
1991’s Suu Kyi worked for “a democratic society in which the country's ethnic groups could 
cooperate in harmony.” 1992’s Tum was awarded her NPP for protecting and advocating social 
justice for ethno-cultural groups and indigenous peoples’ rights in Guatemala and in the world 
through her role as UN Ambassador. Lasly, 2009’s Obama enabled improving “cooperation 
across national, ethnic, religious and political dividing lines.” 
  

● Doubtful commitment to peace 
This point is similar to the third point under OC 1, however, the first reflects past NNC boards’                  
attempts to maintain positive fellowships among nations, while this point is an unexpected             
patterned outcome of DA, reflecting the NNC’s (likely) unintended controversalities by selecting            
laureates whos’ dedication to peace are questionable at best. The thesis would rather suggest              
these selections are strategic in other senses, such as for Norway's own political interests, or that                
unfortunate results were unforeseen. 
 
For instance, 1994’s Peres the “father of Israel’s atomic bomb” and 1975’s Sakharov’s “father              
of the Soviet hydrogen bomb”. 1973’s Henry A. Kissinger and Tho are controversial in their own                
rights, Kissinger is “The man who ordered the bombing [...]” he then was awarded for stopping,                
and Tho- a member of the Communist Party- whose commitment was for North Vietnam to win                
the war and “regarded [south Vietnam] as an American puppet government.”  
 
As said, Tho, made members of the NNC quit in protest, a similar Norwegian reaction as to                 
1987’s Begin, who was met in Oslo by “such violent demonstrations against him” that the               
ceremony had to be moved.  
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1993’s de Klerk’s JS is scattered with quotes such as “no one expected him to play a key part in                    
the termination of apartheid.” and “he had stood out as a firm upholder of white privilege.”                
make it obvious that he was not lauded for his committement to peace, rather he only changed                 
his tune “when he realized that the apartheid system was leading to both economic and political                
bankruptcy”. His contribution to peace was to “let it happen” instead of fighting for it, similar to                 
1994’s Arafat, who realized “he would have to accept the state of Israel for the USA to be                  
willing to mediate in the dispute”.  
 

● Imprisonment/arrest/surveillance 
Another controversial point: a considerable number of laureates have been incarcerated, under            
arrest or kept under surveillance. 1975’s Sakharov and his wife: “under strict surveillance” by              
Soviet authorities. 1983’s Walesa: held by Soviet authorities in Poland. 1986’s Wiesel: held in              
Nazi concentration camps. 1989’s Dalai Lama: sentenced to “exile in India”. 1991’s Suu Kyi:              
“remained under house arrest for almost 15 of the 21 years from her arrest”. 1993’s Mandela:                
“arrested and sentenced to life imprisonment for high treason and conspiracy against the state.”              
1996’s Belo: “under strict surveillance”. 2000’s Dae-jung: “imprisonment, house arrest,          
kidnapping and exile.” 2003’s Ebadi: “imprisoned [...] for having criticized her country's            
hierocracy.” 2010’s Xiaobo: “[...] sentenced [him] to two years in prison. Later he served three               
years in a labour camp for having criticised China's one-party system” and “eleven years'              
imprisonment for undermining the state authorities”. 2011’s Karman: “arrest and murder           
threats”.  
 

● Higher education 
The NNC mentions laureates’ education quite often, particularly when they attended American            
and European academic institutions. It may simply be a coincidence, but the high frequency does               
suggest the NNC’s taking a liking to persons who have, first and foremost, higher education,               
and, secondly, who share a western academic background. 
 
Some examples include but are not limited to: 1973’s Kissinger:“chair at Harvard”, 1995’s             
Rotblat who researched physics in Great Britain. 2016’s Santos studied at the University of              
Kansas, London School of Economics, and Harvard University. 2005’s ElBaradei at New York             
University School of Law, 2011’s Sirleaf at Harvard and shared the NPP with Gbowee who’s JS                
says she studies at “an American university.” 2001’s Annan studied in Switzerland and the US. 
 
 

2. SLF:  
CONTEXTUALISING SFDA FINDINGS IN CONTEMPORARY PEACE THEORY 
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Two key points are endorsed in the book that correlate to 50 years of JS discourse; first that                  
peace is a continuous qualitative progression, and second that peace requires the absence of              
violence at its utmost elementary basis.  
 
The first point is visible in the evolution of discourse indicators, following how the NNC’s               
utilisation and contextualisation of themes changes. Some contrasts between beginning and end            
are stark. For example, early on, the NNC raises concern for adressing workers’ rights and labout                
unionions in industrialised/industrialising countries, a debate which in time has turned to            
abolishing child labour in the 2010s. This is a classic demonstration of how the NNC’s               
understandings of peace- and deciding on which criteria are most appropriate for selecting             
worthy laureates- are time-bound, and heavily reflect the concerns, or challenges, to peace in that               
era. Other examples of such clear theme evolution would likely be more evident earlier than 50                
year ago, as IOs such as the UN for instance have existed the entire analysis period.  
 
In relation to the second point, the NNC favors acts which decrease violence, perhaps thanks to                
OC number two which inspired the NNC to address issues of armament. In addition, the book                
suggests as time goes on, addressing different kinds of violence increases in significance. Early              
on, 70s and 80s, bilateral or multilateral peace among a few select nations is visible, as suggested                 
by the book’s theorists: for example a ceasefire between USA and Vietnam, signings of the               
NPT, Irish independence from Great Britain, Soviet condemnation, Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty,           
opposition to political oppression in Latin America. The second OC, as said, is less relevant               
nowadays in its literal formulation, but supports the theme that peace requires absence of              
violence, justifying the continuous endorsement of denuclearisation and reconciliation.  
 
Certain themes remain quite the same, partially due to the challenge to peace they represent are                
also persist. For one, the west vs east theme, which is compatible with The Peace Continuum in                 
by acknowledging physical and psychological torture by communist/authoritarian regimes was          
frevalent during the Cold War (pp 136 & 192). However, the book also suggests that democratic                
peace does not reveal particularly much about the peace itself either, nor how its created (pp 3),                 
which somewhat questioning the NNC’s meaning of encouraging counteraction to communism.  
 
UN connections, democracy and nonviolence also stay relevant throughout. In the book, Wright             
(pp. 82) agreeably find understanding of how to secure peace and how war emerges in the UN’s                 
Charters. His thinking matches the NNC’s interpretation of the first OC, and also uses the UN as                 
a prime example of what can be drawn from fellowship. On the contrary, the book also points                 
out that the equilibrium between peace and war managed by states such as in the UN, is                 
potentially its own source of disruption; nations holding veto power in the UN Security Council               
for one, have authority in a sense to alter the status-quo.  
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Between theory in The Peace Continuum and the NNC’s criteria interpretations, democracy            
diverges because of disagreements over the basic preposition that democracy does not equal             
peace. As seen under OC 2 theme Independence etc, many freedom movements were against              
colonial or even European powers, the latter consisting of countries who set the global norm of                
democracy in the first place. Forceful attempts of demoratication have had horrendous            
consequences in modern history, so arguably- it is constitutional rights and civil freedoms that              
come with democracy that freedom-fighting people seek, more than bureaucracy or institutions            
such as those in colonial power states. Understandably, the NNC’s use of democracy as a               
universal label for liberation and development, is part of a larger standard. If a reader perceives                
democracy as the most peace-positive form of government, then they might prefer to place              
democracy under all three OC. Likewise, categorising the UN or IOs depends on opinion,              
whether one considers them similarly to Wright (in Davenport, et.al, 2018) or not.  
 
Nonviolence has also become an umbrella for a multitude of varying laureate accomplishments-             
systematically diplomatic or philosophical. In the book (see Appendix 2: Table 2.1) Elements of              
Peace circulate around the basis of absence of violence, arguably synonymised with nonviolence             
by in the JSs. Hence, the book and the NNC are in accordance about peace definitions when the                  
latter selects nonviolence advocates as NPP winners. Stepping outside of the 50 year analysis              
period, the NNC has titled Mahatma Gandhi as the strongest symbol of nonviolence, and in               
posthumous deliberations, the committee has proclaimed that he was a deserving NPP laureate             
with multiple nominations who never won, for reasons they now describe as “narrow” minded              
(Tønnesson, 1999 in Nobel Media, 2019).  
 
The book’s discussions on absence of violence leads into to some extent in removing the 
capacity of actors prone to resorting to violence access to material (weaponry) which could 
significantly amplify the extent and rate of spreading said violence. Disarmament is therefore an 
important part of conflict prevention and minimisation in theory, and vital in post-conflict 
empirical settings. Furthermore, the book highlights the degree of militarisation in a country as a 
factor of peacefulness (pp. 65), which is closer to the OC 2’s literal intention, but the NNC is 
more concerned with demilitarisation on an international scale, especially denuclearisation, 
instead of on state level. Nuclear arms and the theoretical threat they pose today were not 
fathomable a Nobel’s time of creating the OC, hence an undeniable liberty of interpretation taken 
by the NNC. According to Sullivian (1991) and Naroll (1983) peace requires that states can not 
and do not impose direct physical harm to people. Laureates who fight for dissembling states’ 
ability to fortify themselves “uncontrollably” with nuclear weapons, and/or laureates who work 
to minimise the threat of such weapons being utilised, are consistently patterned throughout the 
50 year period, and therefore also consistent with the book. 
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The book and NNC are also in agreeance that reconciling hostilities in essential for durable, 
“positive” peace.  
 
The Peace Continuum does not lift entire theories/definition on environmentalism, climate 
change or sustainable resource consumption independently, but is seen in Appendix 3: Table 2.3 
as “alternative data used to operationalise peace” through two indicators: pollution, and natural 
and man-made disaster casualties (Davenport, et.al., 2018, pp 58). Toje’s statements, however, 
suggest that climate change will be exponentially seen henceforth. This is a positive change to 
criteria interpretation sooner rather than later, considering the issue will become a major source 
of conflict and insecurity for future generations (Smith, 2011). 
 
Subscribing to comprehensive and contemporary understandings and theorisations of peace, 
entails HR as a natural and fundamental element. HR is a discourse indicator, as well as an 
indicator of peace in general. Summarised, again, as moving from Galtung’s negative peace to 
positive peace, all members of society need security from direct violence and the threat of such 
violence, among other things. It makes sense for the time-bound committee to consider HR even 
further, especially considering their appreciation of IOs, which have significantly contributed to 
the normalisation of HR’s inclusion in peace efforts, visible in indexes and other tools. For 
example, the Global Peace Index (pp. 69), and OHCHR Indicators (2018). But like these 
methods, HR is relatively new to defining peace, described in the book, and explained by this 
thesis as a result of peace progressions and challenge adaptation, which in turn affects the NNC’s 
interpretation of criteria. As stated in the UN’s 2001 JS: “advancement of human rights has been 
an increasingly important United Nations concern.” The Peace Continuum mentions labour 
hours and unemployment rates and gender empowerment as share of executive power (Appendix 
3: Table 2.3 in Davenport, et.al., 2018, pp 58-59), as well as by Anderson (2004 in Davenport, 
et.al, 2018, pp. 43) “[...] mutually harmonious relationships”, and Malan (2009, Ibid., pp. 44): 
“[...] socioeconomic justice, reconciliation, social harmony, forgiveness, tolerance and 
coexistence”. 
 
A high number of controversial laureates, in one way or another, is not unsurprising. For a 
majority, incarcerations and arrests are part of their stories of life-long dedication to peace, 
building the NNC’s ideal vision of freedom-fighting heroes. Almost all prisonsentances were 
dealt for resisting an oppressive government, furthering the claim about NNC preference of 
independence movements aiming to break free from foreign control- arguably furthering 
prioritisation of democratisation as well, since many of these stories are accompanied by 
mentions of elections and liberties in the JS.  
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Chapter 6 Conclusion 

 
1. ANSWERING RESEARCH QUESTIONS 

The principal themes and concepts picked out of JSs are plentiful, since the discourse described               
as the NNC’s criteria interpretation is complex and covers 50 years and 70 individual lauded               
individuals and organisations. The discourse indicators could be further divided into simpler            
recurring concepts and ideological themes, but many of the indicators feed into each other and               
are linked in many ways, hence it seems unnecessary. It is still possible to identify which                
fundamental orientations and outlooks the NNC enacts through frequence of appearance, level of             
significance in contextualised descriptions, and the variety of applicatory uses.  
 
Democracy is pilar for the NNC, which is not mentioned in the OC. As reviewed, one needs to                  
accept the NNC’s narrative (that democracy is synonymous to peace) in order to say it is                
intended by the OC. Democracy was established and growing at the time of Nobel, so it could                 
arguably have been literally included in the OC formulations if he had wanted, unlike IGOs such                
as the UN. Rather, he describes tendencies of democracy, which are the same as the modern                
NNC’s interpretation of the OC- therefore, a link evidently exist.  
 
The answer to research question one is compiled of overviewing 4: 2.1-4: 2.3. OC 3 is most                 
intact in literal form, since peace congress formalities and processes remain central in upholding              
modern global peace and international relations still. Although they are not mentioned in the OC               
explicitly, themes such as diplomacy, negotiations, moderation and conventions are included in            
branches of peace congress to a satisfactory extent. The difference between theory and empirical              
data in this regard is focus on IOs and IGOs, which is clear by the NNC and in the real world,                     
although slightly less in the book, following a similar rejection of the idea that IOs are                
unequivalently synonymous to peace. 

39 



 
 
DA concludes that the NNC has to a large extent merged OC 1 and 3, making it complicated to                   
divide them and their included concepts/themes in the JSs, as Nobel did by formulating two               
separate criteria. Believably, compiling fellowship among nations, aka foreign relations, and           
peace congress as done by the NNC is a more appropriate methodology than attempting to               
segregate the two, considering it would be disproportionate to real world peace enactment and              
embodiment.  
 
To contrast, OC 2 is least intact, especially in its literal formulation. Standing armies are not                
addressed by the NNC, possibly because they and the international community hold very limited              
capacity to change or reduce the size of states’ militaries- protected by sovereignty as long as                
they dont break international laws. This also motivates the NNC’s adherence to denuclearisation,             
which is protected by international treaties, whereas accordances such as the Ottawa Convention             
is not applicable to great powers. The second OC is not popularly discussed in contemporary               
reformulations either, for example antiterrorism or DDR (disarmament, demobilization and          
reintegration) processes.  
 
To continue on research question two, the laureates from the past 50 year do not embody the                 
literal OC, or at least to a small extent. Although the NNC’s interpretation of the OC (described                 
by DA) is indeed epitomized. The thesis concludes that this is the case since the NNC’s modern                 
OC interpretations stem to a larger extent from what is empirically available than from the literal                
OC. The committee could probably disregard the OC completely and still repeatedly select             
laureats who embody contemporary versions of the three criteria, because those are some of the               
most prevalent examples of materialized peace anyhow.  
 
The last research question has a similarly haphazard answer. The Peace Continuum by             
Davenport et.al. often coincides with the NNC’s decisions; both in laureate selection, and             
understandings of which peace definitions and considerations are most relevant at specific time             
eras. Yet again, however, this is a result of theorists, researchers and the committee board               
responding to real world peace exemplifications rather than creating “peace” as a phonomena out              
of nothing, or by solely considering a few thinly formulated guidelines. The statements made by               
Reiss-Andersen and Dr Toje in their interviews makes it obvious that the committee considers              
this, but are reluctant to some degree of admitting it in detail.  
 
 

2. FINAL CONCLUSIONS 
Little remains of the OC in the NNC’s laureate selections and accompanying text of justifying               
the selections. Additionally, interpretations of the criteria, which are more modern and revised,             
are certainly more observable in JSs, but do not sync with the OC except for roots in the same                   
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areas of peace. These areas too are broad, and would be hard to exclude when judging peace                 
either way. The thesis’ method as an analytical tool will be interesting to reapply to new sets of                  
laureates and JSs in the near future, to, among other things, evaluate whether the committee will                
maintain the statements they communicate today.  
 
However, the main suggestions drawn from the results of analysis in the thesis, is that the NNC                 
would benefit from discontinuing the practice of convincing listeners that the OC remain their              
central priority of consideration. The OC are not useless and do not need to be discarded entirely,                 
but they hold greater potential in a role of inspiration and remembrance of heritage. It seems                
ineffective for the NNC to limit themselves- and spectators’ perception of them- by pushing the               
narrative of Nobel which was formulated over a century ago. As a resolution, a complete               
overview and official reformulation of their criteria framework is fitting. Alternatively, no            
decisive criteria at all, complemented by yearly explanatory justification texts to accompany the             
JSs. 
 
The The Peace Continuum and the NNC follow a similar evolutionary spectrum of             
understanding and defining peace. Both are reactive to changes “in the field”, meaning             
challenges and facilitations to peace in the real world as they are unfolding, becoming where               
peace definitions must starts. Then, the occurrences are researched and interpreted by theorists             
and the NNC alike, adding a filter of interpretation on top.  
 
Many challenges to peace persist, but the views to consider them changes with the surrounding               
context, like social, political and economic climates. In turn, changes in context also alter the               
resolution strategies which can be drawn in reaction, also heavily influenced by perspective. All              
steps will affect what any certain group’s perspective is, such as the committee which begins the                
journey of interpretation with a set mission outlined by criteria, affecting what they consider              
most important in the world in terms of peace embodiments, predetermining the laureate             
selections, which are-in the NNC’s opinion- protruding said resolutions to challenges of peace.             
The NNC is not unaffected by critique directed at them either, but will never satisfy all                
perspectives with their choices about such complex and interpretable phenomena like peace and             
who/what embodies it best. Yet, the thesis retains criticism would decrease with increased             
transparency, and less rigid rules where they do not serve the committee’s vision.  
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Appendix 1 
 

TABLE 2: DESCRIPTIVE OVERVIEW OF NPP LAUREATES 1969-2019 AND 
EXCERPTS FROM THEIR JSs 

 

Year Origin Name(s) JS Quotes 

1969 Switzerland 
 

International 
Labour 
Organization 
(I.L.O.) 
 

"If You Want Peace, Secure Justice" 
 
“The Nobel Committee was thereby following up a tradition 
going back to 1951 [...].” 
 
“The main object of the ILO's activity is to establish principles 
whereby the working conditions and social rights of employees 
can be improved.[...] such reforms strengthen the cause of 
peace because they reduce social injustice.” 
 
International Labour Organization – Facts. NobelPrize.org. 
Nobel Media AB 2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1969/labour/facts/> 

1970 USA Norman E. Borlaug “Father of the Green Revolution” 
 
“Borlaug recommended improved methods of cultivation, and 
developed a robust strain of wheat [...] By 1956 the country had 
become self-sufficient in wheat.” 
 
“food production [...] not keeping pace with their population 
growth”  
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“warm adherent of birth control. The object is to strike a 
balance between population growth and food production.” 
 
Norman Borlaug – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1970/borlaug/facts/> 

1971 Germany Willy Brandt  “European Bridge-Builder” 
 
“He engaged in illegal work against the Nazis” 
 
“he joined the Labor Party, and supported the campaign for a 
Peace Prize for Ossietzky” 
 
“he campaigned for a free Norway and a democratic Germany” 
“campaigned for a free Norway and a democratic Germany.” 
 
Willy Brandt – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Sun. 17 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1971/brandt/facts/> 

1972   No Nobel Prize was awarded this year. The prize money for 
1972 was allocated to the Main Fund 
-only such a case in 50 years 

1973 Germany 
& 
Vietnam 

Henry A. Kissinger 
& 
Le Duc Tho 
 

Henry A. Kissinger 
“spearheading cease-fire negotiations” 
 
“During the war in Vietnam he prepared the peace negotiations 
with North Vietnam in Paris for President Lyndon B. Johnson, 
a Democrat, but when the Republican Richard Nixon won the 
election in 1968, Kissinger changed sides and became Nixon's 
closest foreign policy adviser.” 
 
 Henry Kissinger – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1973/kissinger/facts/
> 
 
Le Duc Tho 
“had long experience of fighting against great powers” 
 
“He gained a place in the Communist Party's leadership” 
 
“the French returned, and Le Duc Tho became one of the 
military leaders of the resistance against the French.” 
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“appointed North Vietnam's chief negotiator, confronting 
Henry Kissinger.” 
 
“agreed to an armistice” 
 
“he refused to accept it [the NPP], on the grounds that his 
opposite number had violated the truce.” 
 
Le Duc Tho – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Sun. 17 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1973/tho/facts/> 

1974 France 
& 
Japan 
 

Seán MacBride  
& 
Eisaku Sato 

Seán MacBride 
“for his efforts on behalf of human rights, among other things 
as one of the founders of Amnesty International” 
& “Chairman of the International Peace Bureau and Assistant 
Secretary-General of the United Nations, and had recently been 
elected UN Commissioner for Namibia.” 
 
“He played a leading part in the establishment of the Council of 
Europe, and in the preparation of the European Convention on 
Human Rights of 1950.” 
 
Seán MacBride – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1974/macbride/facts/
> 
 
Eisaku Sato 
“The reasons the Nobel Committee gave for awarding the 
Peace Prize to Eisaku Sato were that as Japanese Prime 
Minister he represented the will for peace of the Japanese 
people, and that he had signed the [...] NPT” 
 
“He was a controversial politician. The Japanese left accused 
him of being an obedient servant of American interests.” 
 
“Sato supported the US war in Vietnam, while at the same time 
urging the United States to return the island of Okinawa to 
Japan. This happened in 1972, but the United States retained 
control of the military bases.” 
 
Eisaku Sato – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Sun. 17 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1974/sato/facts/> 
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1975 Russia 
 

Andrei Dmitrievich 
Sakharov 
 

The father of the Soviet hydrogen bomb 
 
“was patriotic, and believed it was important to break the 
American monopoly on nuclear weapons. But [...]  issued 
warnings against the consequences of the arms race”  
 
“for his opposition to the abuse of power and his work for 
human rights.” 
 
 
Andrei Sakharov – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Sun. 17 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1975/sakharov/facts/
> 

1976 North 
Ireland 
& 
North 
Ireland 

Betty Williams  
& 
Mairead Corrigan 

Betty Williams  
“Together [with Mairead Corrigan] they founded the peace 
organization the Community of Peace People.” 
 
“anti-violence campaign headed by a Protestant priest” 
 
“grass-root activities for the Peace People” 
 
“setting up local peace groups comprising” 
 
Betty Williams – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Sun. 17 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1976/williams/facts/
> 
 
Mairead Corrigan 
“They [with Betty Williams] agreed to found a peace 
organization to bring an end to the bitter conflict between 
Catholics and Protestants in Northern Ireland.” 
 
“brought together thousands of people in protest marches and 
confidence-building measures among the grass roots in 1976 
and 1977” 
 
Mairead Corrigan – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2020. Mon. 6 Jan 2020. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1976/corrigan/facts/
> 

1977 United 
Kingdom 

Amnesty 
International 

“worldwide human rights organization” 
 
“independent of all governments and all financial players. It is 
also independent of political convictions and religious faiths.” 
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“uncovers the facts about violations and breaches of human 
rights” 
 
Amnesty International – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media 
AB 2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1977/amnesty/facts/
> 

 

1978 Egypt 
& 
Belarus 

Mohamed Anwar 
al-Sadat 
& 
Menachem Begin 

“negotiating a peace treaty between the two countries.” 
 
“He broke Egypt's links with the Soviet Union, and sought US 
support” 
 
Camp David Accords 
 
Anwar al-Sadat – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Sun. 17 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1978/al-sadat/facts/> 
 
Menachem Begin 
“for the peace treaty concluded between Israel and Egypt” 
 
Camp David Accords 
 
 Menachem Begin – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2020. Tue. 7 Jan 2020. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1978/begin/facts/> 

1979 Macedonia Mother Teresa 
(Agnes Gonxha 
Bojaxhiu) 

“help the poor while living among them” 
 
“She founded a new sisterhood, Missionaries of Charity. 
Mother Teresa and her helpers built homes for orphans, nursing 
homes for lepers and hospices for the terminally ill in Calcutta. 
Mother Teresa's organization also engaged in aid work in other 
parts of the world.” 
 
Mother Teresa – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1979/teresa/facts/> 

1980 Argentina Adolfo Pérez 
Esquivel 

“human rights activist and opponent of all violence.” 
 
“he had worked for social development by means of nonviolent 
liberation” 
-liberation, development 
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“headed the Latin American human rights organization 
SERPAJ” 
 
Adolfo Pérez Esquivel – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media 
AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1980/esquivel/facts/> 

1981 Switzerland 
 

Office of the United 
Nations High 
Commissioner for 
Refugees (UNHCR) 
 

“Having been chiefly a European concern [‘the world's refugee 
problem’] early in the 1950s, the issue had now become 
important to the third world, particularly Africa.” 
 
“The Nobel Committee adhered to the tradition going back to 
Fridtjof Nansen by which aid to refugees was defined as 
fundamental work for peace.” 
 
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 
– Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 
2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1981/refugees/facts/> 
 

1982 Sweden 
& 
Mexico 

Alva Myrdal 
& 
Alfonso García 
Robles 

Alva Myrdal 
“improving the conditions of the working class through the 
Social Democrat Party.” 
 
“campaigner for women's rights.” 
 
“United Nations system” 
“UNESCO” 
“Ambassador” 
 
“she fought for nuclear weapons-free zones in Europe.” 
 
Alva Myrdal – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1982/myrdal/facts/> 
 
Alfonso García Robles 
“long career as a diplomat, including various posts at the UN” 
 
“played a key part in the laborious efforts to make Latin 
America a nuclear-free zone” 
 
“ it was as a diplomat that García Robles achieved his greatest 
triumphs.” 
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Alfonso García Robles – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media 
AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1982/robles/facts/> 

1983 Poland Lech Walesa “for his campaign for freedom of organization in Poland” 
 
“The Communist party had tried in vain to break him, the 
symbol of the revolt against the party's monopoly on power.” 
 
“Walesa managed to enter the Lenin yard, and led the 
negotiations with the authorities.” 
 
“authorities banned Solidarity, alleging that this was the only 
way of preventing a Soviet invasion. After a couple of years 
they abandoned that policy, and Poland was gradually 
liberalized.” 
 
“Solidarity won free elections, and in the following year Walesa 
was elected President of Poland.” 
 
Lech Walesa – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1983/walesa/facts/> 

1984 South 
Africa 

Desmond Mpilo 
Tutu 

“the Anglican bishop Desmond Tutu was honored with the 
Peace Prize for his opposition to South Africa's brutal apartheid 
regime. Tutu was saluted by the Nobel Committee for his clear 
views and his fearless stance, characteristics which had made 
him a unifying symbol for all African freedom fighters.” 
 
Desmond Tutu – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1984/tutu/facts/> 

1985 USA International 
Physicians for the 
Prevention of 
Nuclear War 
(IPPNW) 

“an international organization for physicians that would seek to 
counteract the nuclear arms race.” 
 
“In 1985 the organization had 135,000 members in 40 
countries, including 28,000 in the USA and 60,000 in the Soviet 
Union.” 
 
“The organization recommended a nuclear test ban and 
demanded that the great powers should refrain from first use in 
conflict situations.” 
 
International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War – 
Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Mon. 18 Nov 
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2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1985/physicians/facts
/> 

1986 Romania Elie Wiesel “He was the world's leading spokesman on the Holocaust.” 
 
“For the world to remember and learn from the Holocaust [and] 
equally important to fight indifference and the attitude that "it's 
no concern of mine". Elie Wiesel saw the struggle against 
indifference as a struggle for peace.” 
 
 
Elie Wiesel – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1986/wiesel/facts/> 

1987 Costa Rica Oscar Arias 
Sánchez 

“was awarded the Peace Prize in 1987 for a plan designed to put 
an end to the cruel civil wars that were devastating Central 
America.” 
 
“aimed at free elections, safeguards for human rights, and an 
end to foreign interference in the countries' internal affairs.” 
 
“Oscar Arias refused the USA permission to use Costa Rican 
territory in support of the Contras. He rebuked the Sandinistas 
for their lack of democracy and resisted US attempts to alter the 
contents of the peace plan that was signed in 1987.” 
 
 
Oscar Arias Sánchez – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1987/arias/facts/> 

 

1988 USA United Nations 
Peacekeeping 
Forces 
 

“the Nobel Committee wished to indicate that the United 
Nations ought to have greater influence on international 
politics.” 
 
“to military personnel who had served as observers and UN 
soldiers.” 
 
United Nations Peacekeeping Forces – Facts. NobelPrize.org. 
Nobel Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1988/un/facts/> 

1989 Tibet (now 
People's 
Republic of 

The 14th Dalai 
Lama (Tenzin 
Gyatso) 

“When the Nobel Committee chose the Dalai Lama, it 
emphasized that he based his Buddhist peace philosophy on 
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China) 
 

reverence for all living things and the idea of a universal 
responsibility that embraces both man and nature.” 
 
“showed willingness to compromise and seek reconciliation 
despite brutal violations.” 
 
“The object was to set in motion serious negotiations on the 
future status of Tibet, but this was rejected by the Chinese 
government.” 
 
 
The 14th Dalai Lama – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1989/lama/facts/> 

1990 Russia Mikhail Sergeyevich 
Gorbachev 

“the Cold War between East and West was brought to a halt [...] 
the Nobel Committee gave President Gorbachev the main credit 
for this by awarding him the Peace Prize.” 
 
“Gorbachev sought détente with the USA” 
 
“‘glasnost" (openness) and ‘perestroika’ (change)” 
 
“a chain reaction which led to the fall of communism in 
Europe.” 
 
 
Mikhail Gorbachev – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1990/gorbachev/facts
/> 

1991 Myanmar Aung San Suu Kyi “for her non-violent struggle for democracy and human rights” 
 
“she opposed all use of violence [...] The aim was to establish a 
democratic society in which the country's ethnic groups could 
cooperate in harmony.” 
 
“The Peace Prize had a significant impact in mobilizing world 
opinion in favor of Aung San Suu Kyi's cause.” 
 
Aung San Suu Kyi – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1991/kyi/facts/> 

1992 Guatemala Rigoberta Menchú 
Tum 

“for her work for the rights of indigenous peoples and 
reconciliation between ethnic groups.”  
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“She had been nominated by Indian organizations, who wanted 
to draw attention to the fact that the European discovery of 
America had entailed the extermination and suppression of 
indigenous populations.” 
 
“began to favor a policy of reconciliation with the authorities, 
and Norway served as the intermediary in negotiations between 
the government and the guerrilla organizations.”  
 
Rigoberta Menchú Tum – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media 
AB 2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1992/tum/facts/> 

1993 South 
Africa 
& 
South 
Africa 
 
 

Nelson Mandela 
& 
Frederik Willem de 
Klerk 

Nelson Mandela 
“Africa's Greatest Freedom Symbol” 
 
“Mandela became convinced that armed struggle was 
inevitable. Inspired by the guerrilla wars in Algeria and Cuba, 
he organized a military underground movement that engaged in 
sabotage. In 1962 he was arrested and sentenced to life 
imprisonment for high treason and conspiracy against the 
state.” 
 
“for the peaceful termination of the apartheid regime, and for 
laying the foundations for a new democratic South Africa” 
 
“Nelson Mandela shared the Peace Prize with the man who had 
released him, President Frederik Willem de Klerk, because they 
had agreed on a peaceful transition to majority rule.” 
 
Nelson Mandela – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1993/mandela/facts/> 
 
President Frederik Willem de Klerk 
“decided to release Nelson Mandela, leader of the liberation 
movement, who had been in prison since 1963. Following the 
release, the two politicians worked together to bring an end to 
the policy of racial segregation. It was for his participation in 
this peace process that de Klerk was awarded the Peace Prize in 
1993.” 
 
“He continued the negotiations with Mandela and the ANC 
liberation movement [...]. They agreed to prepare for a 
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presidential election and to draw up a new constitution with 
equal voting rights for every population group in the country.” 
 
F.W. de Klerk – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1993/klerk/facts/ 

1994 Egypt 
& 
Belarus 
& 
Israel 

Yasser Arafat 
& 
Shimon Peres  
& 
Yitzhak Rabin 
 

Yasser Arafat 
“Oslo Accords in Washington. The agreement was aimed at 
reconciliation between Israelis and Palestinians.” 
 
“He approved the meeting of Palestinian negotiators with 
Israelis at secret negotiations in Oslo.” 
 
Yasser Arafat – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1994/arafat/facts/> 
 
Shimon Peres 
“Oslo Accords[...]aimed at reconciling the two peoples[Iraelis 
and Palestinians]” 
 
“Shimon Peres was in charge of the negotiations on the Israeli 
side” 
 
Shimon Peres – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1994/peres/facts/> 
 
Yitzhak Rabin 
“abandoned the use of force in favor of negotiations to achieve 
peace with the Palestinians” 
 
“He approved the Oslo Accords” 
 
“During World War II he fought on the British side to prevent 
German conquest of the Middle East. After the war he fought 
against the Brits because they were preventing Jewish 
immigration into Palestine.” 
 
Yitzhak Rabin – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1994/rabin/facts/> 

1995 Poland 
& 
Canada 

Joseph Rotblat 
& 

Joseph Rotblat 
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Pugwash 
Conferences on 
Science and World 
Affairs 
 

“When Joseph Rotblat was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 
1995, 50 years had passed since the atom bombs were dropped 
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki.” 
-opening line of his JS, supporting the claim that the NNC’s 
understanding of peace is time-bound 
 
“science and research should serve the cause of peace.” 
 
“ he was given permission to withdraw from the Manhattan 
Project, in which the United States and Great Britain were 
cooperating on the production of nuclear weapons.[...] He also 
feared that nuclear weapons might be used in a clash with the 
communist Soviet Union.” 
 
Joseph Rotblat – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1995/rotblat/facts/> 
 
Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs 
“diminish the role of nuclear arms in international politics.”  
 
“the Russell-Einstein Manifesto against weapons of mass 
destruction that had been issued in 1955. The object was to 
involve and inform people” 
 
“the Pugwash movement served as a channel of communication 
between the communist Eastern block and the Western 
democracies. Participants played important parts behind the 
scenes in bringing about nuclear test ban and non-proliferation 
treaties.” 
 
Pugwash Conferences on Science and World Affairs – Facts. 
NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1995/pugwash/facts/
> 

1996 East Timor 
& 
East Timor 

Carlos Filipe 
Ximenes Belo 
& 
José Ramos-Horta 

Carlos Filipe Ximenes Belo 
“Carlos Belo openly denounced the brutal Indonesian 
occupation of the province.” 
 
“just and peaceful solution to the conflict in East Timor” 
 
“demanded that the UN arrange a plebiscite on East Timor, and 
after a bloody massacre two years later he helped to smuggle 
two witnesses to Geneva, where they described the violations to 
the United Nations Commission on Human Rights.” 
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“Belo's struggle gained the sympathy of the Pope in Rome, who 
demonstrated it by visiting East Timor in the late 1980s.” 
 
Carlos Filipe Ximenes Belo – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel 
Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1996/belo/facts/> 
 
José Ramos-Horta 
“José Ramos-Horta was one of the leaders of the resistance.” 
 
“He did not take up arms himself, but left the country as foreign 
minister in the government set up by the liberation movement” 
 
“proposals for humanitarian cooperation with the occupying 
power and a growing international presence headed by the UN.” 
 
“This was to lay the foundations for Indonesian withdrawal and 
self-determination for the East Timorese people. 
Both these peace objectives were reached in 2001.” 
 
“pleading the cause of the East Timorese, above all in the 
United Nations” 
 
José Ramos-Horta – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1996/ramos-horta/fac
ts/> 

1997 USA 
& 
USA 
 

International 
Campaign to Ban 
Landmines (ICBL) 
& 
Jody Williams 

International Campaign to Ban Landmines (ICBL) 
“Its object was to bring about an international ban on 
landmines. Moreover, governments all over the world were to 
be urged to finance mine clearance.” 
 
“120 countries signed the Ottawa Convention prohibiting 
landmines.” 
 
International Campaign to Ban Landmines – Facts. 
NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1997/icbl/facts/> 
 
Jody Williams 
“Jody Williams was a driving force in the launching of an 
international campaign against landmines. By 1997, thanks to 
her strength and organizational talent, the International 
Campaign to Ban Landmines (ICBL) had 1,000 organizations 
from 60 countries on its list of members.” 
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“The Ottawa Convention [...]  banned the use, production, sale 
and stock-piling of anti-personnel mines. In addition it 
contained provisions concerning mine clearance and the 
obligation to provide humanitarian assistance.” 
 
Jody Williams – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Mon. 18 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1997/williams/facts/
> 

 

1998 North 
Ireland 
& 
North 
Ireland 

John Hume 
& 
David Trimble 
 

John Hume 
“the Nobel Committee decided to award the Peace Prize to two 
persons [John Hume and David Trimble] who were at the heart 
of the peace process [the Good Friday agreement] in the 
civil-war-torn province.” 
 
“Catholic leader of the moderate Social Democratic and Labour 
Party, John Hume” 
John Hume – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1998/hume/facts/> 
 
David Trimble 
“he launched discussions with his political opponents in search 
of compromise.” 
 
“The Good Friday agreement entailed extended 
self-government for Northern Ireland” 
 
“The penal code would be reviewed, imprisoned terrorists 
would be released, and unlawful weapons would be destroyed.” 
 
David Trimble – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1998/trimble/facts/> 

1999 France Médecins Sans 
Frontières 
 

“the organization’s pioneering humanitarian work on several 
continents” 
 
“an independent, neutral and impartial emergency aid 
organization” 
 
“medical ethics and the rights of human beings to humanitarian 
aid” 
 
“involved in a large number of aid operations, both at scenes of 
natural disasters and in theatres of war.” 
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“one of the world's largest emergency aid organizations”  
 
Médecins Sans Frontières – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel 
Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/1999/msf/facts/> 

2000 South 
Korea 

Kim Dae-jung 
 

“for his work for democracy and human rights in South Korea 
and in East Asia in general, and for peace and reconciliation 
with North Korea in particular” 
 
“long and courageous struggle for democracy and human rights 
in his own country” 
 
Kim Dae-jung – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2000/dae-jung/facts/
> 

2001 USA 
& 
Ghana 

United Nations 
(U.N.) 
& 
Kofi Annan 

United Nations (U.N.) 
“Support for organized cooperation between states and for the 
build-up of a global organization has been an important 
guideline for the Nobel Committee throughout its history.” 
“no surprise that the United Nations was favored [for the NPP]” 
 
“a forum for safeguarding world peace.” 
 
United Nations – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2001/un/facts/> 
 
Kofi Annan 
“In 2001, its centennial year, the Nobel Committee decided that 
the Peace Prize was to be divided between the United Nations 
(UN) and the world organization's Secretary-General, Kofi 
Annan.” 
 
“for having revitalized the UN and for having given priority to 
human rights. The Nobel Committee also recognized his 
commitment to the struggle to contain the spreading of the HIV 
virus in Africa and his declared opposition to international 
terrorism.” 
 
Kofi Annan – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2001/annan/facts/> 
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2002 USA Jimmy Carter “for his decades of untiring effort to find peaceful solutions to 
international conflicts, to advance democracy and human rights, 
and to promote economic and social development” 
 
“The high-point of his presidential term was the peace 
agreement between Egypt and Israel.” 
 
Jimmy Carter – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2002/carter/facts/> 

2003 Iran  Shirin Ebadi “for her efforts for democracy and human rights. She has 
focused especially on the struggle for the rights of women and 
children” 
 
“The First Female Peace Prize Laureate from the Islamic 
World” 
 
“Iran's first female judge.” 
 
“Shirin Ebadi took up the struggle for fundamental human 
rights and especially the rights of women and children” 
 
Shirin Ebadi – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2003/ebadi/facts/> 

2004 Kenya 
 
 

Wangari Muta 
Maathai 

“for her contribution to sustainable development, democracy 
and peace” 
 
“Wangari Maathai was the first African woman to receive the 
Nobel Peace Prize. She was also the first female scholar from 
East and Central Africa to take a doctorate (in biology), and the 
first female professor ever in her home country of Kenya.” 
 
“grass-roots movement aimed at countering the deforestation 
that was threatening the means of subsistence of the agricultural 
population. The campaign encouraged women to plant trees in 
their local environments and to think ecologically.” 
 
Wangari Maathai – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2004/maathai/facts/> 

2005 Austria 
& 
Egypt 
 

International 
Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) 
& 
Mohamed 
ElBaradei 

International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 
“The IAEA was established in 1957 for the purpose of 
promoting increased use of nuclear power for civil purposes 
without entailing the further spread of nuclear arms. When the 
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) entered into force in 

63 

https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2002/carter/facts/


 

 1970, the IAEA became the most important instrument for 
controlling that the treaty was complied with.” 
 
“All non-nuclear weapon states that have acceded to the NPT 
must accept monitoring by the IAEA of their nuclear power 
stations and other nuclear facilities.” 
 
“The IAEA was for instance the first to show that North Korea 
was developing nuclear weapons.” 
International Atomic Energy Agency – Facts. NobelPrize.org. 
Nobel Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2005/iaea/facts/> 
 
Mohamed ElBaradei 
“Director General of the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) in December 1997, and had managed the Agency's 
affairs outstandingly for two four-year periods when he was 
awarded the Nobel Peace Prize for 2005.” 
 
“the Nobel Committee pointed to the important work ElBaradei 
and the IAEA had done to prevent nuclear energy from being 
used for military purposes and to ensure that civil use of nuclear 
power takes place under reliable international control.” 
“strengthen the IAEA as an organization and to increase 
accession to the nuclear non-proliferation regime.” 
 
Mohamed ElBaradei – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2005/elbaradei/facts/
> 
 

2006 Bangladesh 
& 
Bangladesh  

Muhammad Yunus  
& 
Grameen Bank  

Muhammad Yunus 
“Bangladesh suffered a famine in 1974, he felt that he had to do 
something more for the poor beyond simply teaching. He 
decided to give long-term loans to people who wanted to start 
their own small enterprises. This initiative was extended on a 
larger scale through Grameen Bank.” 
 
Muhammad Yunus – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2006/yunus/facts/> 
 
Grameen Bank 
“Microcredit as a Means of Fighting Poverty” 
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“development” 
 
“self-support for the very poorest people by means of loans on 
easy terms.” 
 
“Banks in the traditional system have been reluctant to lend 
money to anyone unable to give some form or other of security. 
Grameen Bank, on the other hand, works on the assumption that 
even the poorest of the poor can manage their own financial 
affairs and development given suitable conditions.” 
-trust and confidence as social security and civil right 
 
Grameen Bank – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2006/grameen/facts/
> 

2007 USA 
& 
USA  

Intergovernm-ental 
Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) 
& 
Albert Arnold (Al) 
Gore Jr. 
 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
“efforts to build up and disseminate greater knowledge about 
man-made climate change, and to lay the foundations for the 
measures that are needed to counteract such change” 
The IPCC was established in 1988 by the UN General 
Assembly.” 
 
“prevent a global climate crisis from arising in the near future 
and threatening the basis of human life.” 
 
“climate changes may also increase the danger of war and 
conflict, because they will place already scarce natural 
resources, not least drinking water, under greater pressure and 
put large population groups to flight from drought, flooding, 
and other extreme weather conditions.” 
 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change – Facts. 
NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Tue. 19 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2007/ipcc/facts/> 
 
Albert Arnold (Al) Gore Jr 
“In Gore's case, certainly, the award was grounded in his 
tireless campaign to put the climate crisis on the political 
agenda.” 
 
“highly environment-conscious politician” 
 
“Gore is probably the single individual who has done most to 
rouse the public and the governments that action had to be 
taken to meet the climate challenge.”  
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Al Gore – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Wed. 
20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2007/gore/facts/> 

 

2008 Finland Martti Ahtisaari “for his great efforts, on several continents and over more than 
three decades, to resolve international conflicts.” 
-prime mediator 
 
“UN Commissioner” 
 
Martti Ahtisaari – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2008/ahtisaari/facts/> 

2009 USA Barack H. Obama “the Nobel Committee lauded Obama for his ‘extraordinary 
efforts to strengthen international diplomacy and cooperation 
between peoples’. Emphasis was also given to his support - in 
word and deed - for the vision of a world free from nuclear 
weapons.” 
 
 advocated dialogue and cooperation across national, ethnic, 
religious and political dividing lines. 
 
Barack H. Obama – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2009/obama/facts/> 

2010 China  Liu Xiaobo “He demands that the Chinese authorities comply with Article 
35 of the Chinese Constitution, which lays down that the 
country's citizens enjoy ‘freedom of speech, of the press, of 
assembly, of association, of procession and of demonstration’.” 
 
“advocates the gradual shifting of China's political and legal 
system in the direction of democracy.” 
 
Liu Xiaobo – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. 
Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2010/xiaobo/facts/> 

2011 Liberia 
& 
Liberia 
& 
Yemen  

Ellen Johnson 
Sirleaf 
& 
Leymah Gbowee  
& 
Tawakkol Karman 
 

Ellen Johnson Sirleaf 
“for their non-violent struggle for the safety of women and for 
women’s rights to full participation in peace-building work” 
 
“Women's rights and full participation in democratic processes 
are important to ensure lasting peace.” 
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“first female head of state ever to be democratically elected in 
Africa” 
 
Ellen Johnson Sirleaf – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2011/johnson_sirleaf
/facts/> 
 
Leymah Gbowee 
“social worker and has worked to help those who suffered 
psychological trauma during the civil war in Liberia, including 
child soldiers.” 
 
“head of the Women Peace and Security Network Africa, based 
in Ghana.” 
 
“Women's rights and full participation in democratic processes 
are important to ensure lasting peace.” 
 
Leymah Gbowee – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2011/gbowee/facts/> 
 
Tawakkol Karman 
“involvement in demonstrations and actions critical of the 
Yemeni regime” 
 
“co-founded the group Women Journalists Without Chains, in 
order to promote freedom of expression and democratic rights.” 
 
“She actively participated in the 2011 protests against ruling 
regimes that took place in a number of Arab countries.” 
 
Tawakkol Karman – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Wed. 20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2011/karman/facts/> 

2012 Netherlands European Union 
(EU) 

“for over six decades contributed to the advancement of peace 
and reconciliation, democracy and human rights in Europe” 
 
“the Norwegian Nobel Committee wished to reward the EU's 
successful struggle for peace, reconciliation and for democracy 
and human rights.” 
 
“democracy was a prerequisite for membership. After the fall of 
European communist regimes around 1990, the union was able 
to expand to include several countries in Central and Eastern 
Europe, where democracy had been strengthened and conflict 
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checked.” 
 
“ EU membership is bolstering the reconciliation process after 
the wars in the Balkan States, and that the desire for EU 
membership has also promoted democracy and human rights in 
Turkey.” 
 
European Union (EU) – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media 
AB 2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2012/eu/facts/> 

2013 Netherlands Organisation for the 
Prohibition of 
Chemical Weapons 
(OPCW) 
 

(OPCW) was formed for international cooperation to ensure 
that the convention is honored through inspections and the 
destruction of chemical weapons. 
 
“Even though the use of chemical weapons were prohibited in 
1925 chemical weapons have since been used a number of 
times by both nations and terrorists.” 
 
Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons 
(OPCW) – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Wed. 
20 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2013/opcw/facts/> 

2014 India 
& 
Pakistan 

Kailash Satyarthi 
& 
Malala Yousafzai  
 

Kailash Satyarthi 
“founded the organization Bachpan Bachao Andolan, which has 
freed thousands of children from slave-like conditions.” 
 
“working against child labor and for children's rights to 
education.” 
 
“To achieve a peaceful world, it is crucial that the rights of 
children and young people be respected.” 
 
Kailash Satyarthi – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2014/satyarthi/facts/
> 
 
Malala Yousafzai 
“she continues her work for the right of girls to education.” 
 
“Injustices perpetrated against children contribute to the spread 
of conflicts to future generations.”  
 
“fought for girls' right to education.” 
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“she has continued her struggle and become a leading advocate 
of girls' rights.” 
 
Malala Yousafzai – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2014/yousafzai/facts/
> 

2015 Tunisia National Dialogue 
Quartet 

“for its decisive contribution to the building of a pluralistic 
democracy in Tunisia in the wake of the Jasmine Revolution of 
2011” 
 
“National Dialogue Quartet, a consortium of four organizations: 
the Tunisian General Labour Union (UGTT), the Tunisian 
Confederation of Industry, Trade and Handicrafts (UTICA), the 
Tunisian Human Rights League (LTDH), and the Tunisian 
Order of Lawyers, succeeded in creating a peaceful dialogue.” 
 
“mediating role, the quartet allowed political and religious 
divides to be bridged, and a democratic development followed.” 
 
National Dialogue Quartet – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel 
Media AB 2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2015/tndq/facts/> 

2016 Colombia Juan Manuel Santos  “took the initiative for negotiations between the government 
and the FARC guerillas. In June 2016, an agreement was 
reached on a ceasefire.” 
 
“the Norwegian Nobel Committee has wanted to encourage 
continued dialogue and struggles for peace and reconciliation.” 
 
Juan Manuel Santos – Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2016/santos/facts/> 

2017 Australia International 
Campaign to 
Abolish Nuclear 
Weapons (ICAN) 
 

“for its work to draw attention to the catastrophic humanitarian 
consequences of any use of nuclear weapons and for its 
ground-breaking efforts to achieve a treaty-based prohibition of 
such weapons” 
 
International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN) – 
Facts. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 2019. Thu. 21 Nov 
2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2017/ican/facts/> 
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2018 Democratic 
Republic of 
the Congo 
& 
Iraq 

Denis Mukwege  
& 
Nadia Murad 

Denis Mukwege 
“To help women injured during childbirth, he continued his 
education in gynecology” 
 
“thousands of victims of sexual violence during armed conflicts 
have been treated.” 
 
“helped thousands of victims of sexual violence in armed 
conflicts in the Democratic Republic of Congo.” 
 
“Both on a national and an international level he has repeatedly 
condemned impunity for mass rape and criticized the Congolese 
government and other countries for not doing enough to stop 
the use of sexual violence against women as a strategy and 
weapon of war.” 
 
Denis Mukwege – Facts – 2018. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media 
AB 2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2018/mukwege/facts/
> 
 
Nadia Murad  
“Sexual violence as a weapon of war and armed conflict 
constitutes both a war crime and a threat to peace and security.” 
 
“a member of the Yazidi minority in northern Iraq” 
-subjected to terror attacks by IS 
 
“She now works to help women and children who are victims 
of abuse and human trafficking.” 
 
Nadia Murad – Facts – 2018. NobelPrize.org. Nobel Media AB 
2019. Thu. 21 Nov 2019. 
<https://www.nobelprize.org/prizes/peace/2018/murad/facts/> 

2019 Ethiopia Abiy Ahmed Ali 
 

 "for his efforts to achieve peace and international cooperation, 
and in particular for his decisive initiative to resolve the border 
conflict with neighbouring Eritrea." 
 
“reconciliation in Ethiopia and in the East and Northeast 
African regions.” 
 
“Peace does not arise from the actions of one party alone. When 
Prime Minister Abiy reached out his hand, President Afwerki 
grasped it, and helped to formalise the peace process between 
the two countries” 
-yet, his prize was not shared with Afwerki, like the previous 
two-party conflict resolutions 
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Appendix 2  

 
Table 2.1 Elements of Peace in Davenport, et.al., 2018 (pp 46) 
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Appendix 3 
 

Table 2.3 Alternative Data Used to Operationalise in Davenport et. al., 2018 (pps 58-59) 
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