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Accordingly, the tools of peacebuilding were largely country-specific. With the terrorist attacks on

“While the
problems that
require attention continue
to change and
sometimes become even more
intractable, the
imperative for
building peace
through dialogue
and trust building
remains equally
urgent”

is noteworthy to see the application of peacebuilding
tools to deal with a range of problems in urban settings. Whether in the pacification process in the favelas of Rio de Janeiro, the gang truce in El Salvador
or the simmering tensions between new immigrants
and residents in a Stockholm neighborhood, the experiences of twenty years of international peacebuilding
in conflict-affected societies offer important insights
that are increasingly being put to good use. While
the challenges in such settings are significantly different, the lessons of peacebuilding are equally relevant.
These lessons are simultaneously very simple and very
difficult. First, peacebuilding requires a commitment
to solving problems through peaceful means. Second,
peacebuilding requires a long-term vision and sustained engagement. Third, process matters greatly, and
without a credible, legitimate and inclusive process,
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Finally, peacebuilding can be practiced at all levels
where violence, conflict, and distrust inhibit communication, dialogue and consensus building. The reality,
of course, is that these principles are not self-implementing. Peacebuilding requires peacebuilders who
do not only understand the importance of these basic
principles but have the knowledge, tools, resources and
capacity to play the necessary catalytic role in difficult
contexts. In the last twenty years Interpeace has not
only helped to pioneer the field of peacebuilding, but
it has established itself as a courageous peacebuilder in
many difficult contexts.
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